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Metasurfaces are efficient and versatile electromagnetic structures that have already enabled the
implementation of a wide range of microwave and photonic wave shaping applications. Despite the
extensive research into metasurfaces, a rigorous and comprehensive understanding of their angular
dispersion remains vastly under-explored. Here, we use the generalized sheet transition conditions
(GSTCs) to model and analyze the angular dispersive properties of metasurfaces. Based on this
theoretical framework, we demonstrate that a metasurface may exhibit either partial or complete
co- and cross-polarized transmission and reflection coefficients that are angle-invariant, meaning
that their amplitude, phase, or both remain unchanged with varying incidence angles. We show
that these angle-independent responses exist only when specific conditions, given in terms of the
metasurface effective susceptibilities, are met. Using the GSTCs formalism, we derive several of
these conditions and illustrate their scattering properties. Among other findings, this analysis
reveals that, contrary to common assumptions, nonlocality (spatial dispersion) does not only increase
the angular dispersion of a metasurface, but may also be used to achieve complete angle-invariant
scattering. Additionally, this work demonstrates that fully efficient extrinsic chirality is possible with
a pseudochiral metasurface in a partially angle-invariant fashion. We expect our work to provide
a general strategy for eliminating, or at least reducing, angular-dependent scattering responses
of metasurfaces, which may prove instrumental for applications that are highly sensitive to the
detrimental effects of angular dispersion.

I. INTRODUCTION

Metamaterials are artificially engineered structures de-
signed to manipulate the propagation of electromagnetic
waves in forms that transcend the limitations of natural
materials. Today, a ubiquitous form of these man-made
materials is metasurfaces – thin two-dimensional arrays
of engineered scattering particles – that came to promi-
nence due to their ease of fabrication and limited losses
compared to volumetric metamaterials. Over the past
decade, metasurfaces have garnered significant attention
for their unique capabilities, including achieving negative
or near-zero effective material parameters and enabling
a wide range of optical phenomena and applications. [1–
4]. Despite extensive research, the field of metasurfaces
continues to expand rapidly, driven by theoretical and
technological advancements that open new possibilities
and enhance their capabilities across diverse fields, from
microwave systems to quantum computing.

An essential feature of metasurfaces is their ability to
control light properties such as direction of propagation,
frequency, polarization, phase, and amplitude. This ca-
pability is leveraged in a broad spectrum of applications
including computational imaging [5, 6], augmented and
virtual reality [7], biosensing [8], nonlinear optics [9], and
quantum and topological optics [10].
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FIG. 1. Transmission characteristics for different an-
gles of incidence illustrated with different colors.
(a) Phase remains angle-invariant while amplitude varies.(b)
Amplitude is angle-invariant, but the phase varies.
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Despite the wide array of properties that metasurfaces
can handle, the characteristic of angle-invariance scat-
tering remains vastly unexplored and only a few studies
have so far discussed this topic. One of the first descrip-
tion of angle-invariant reflection and transmission am-
plitude in isotropic metasurfaces was provided in [11].
Then, the concept of angularly-independent Huygens’
metasurfaces was introduced in [12], where it was shown
that uniaxial structures may exhibit angle-independent
full transmission with arbitrary phase shifts. On a similar
note, the concept of all-angle transparency in anisotropic
metasurfaces was further extended both theoretically and
experimentally in [13]. Other studies have discussed
the problem of angular dispersion in metasurfaces and
demonstrated that angle-insensitive absorbers may be
implemented experimentally, as discussed in [14, 15]. Fi-
nally, the concept of purely nonlocal (with only bian-
isotropic responses) angle-invariant reflectance was intro-
duced in [16–18]. Despite these early efforts, a significant
gap remains in understanding the phenomenon of angular
invariance in the broader context of dipolar bianisotropic
metasurfaces.

This paper aims to address this gap in understanding
by analyzing the angular characteristics of metasurfaces
through their unit-cell effective susceptibilities and ge-
ometries using a modeling framework based on the Gen-
eral Sheet Transition Conditions (GSTCs) [17, 19]. We
demonstrate that a metasurface can exhibit angular scat-
tering invariance in either phase, amplitude or both un-
der specific conditions, as illustrated in Fig. 1. Addi-
tionally, we explore the design, shape and spatial sym-
metries that the unit cells must adopt to achieve a vari-
ety of different angular invariance conditions. Our theo-
retical approach can be applied to both transverse elec-
tric (TE) and transverse magnetic (TM) polarizations as
well as for circularly polarized beams. It is also not re-
stricted to a single plane of incidence but rather covers
the entire range of propagation angles within the visible
light cone. To provide a general perspective on the prob-
lem of angle-invariant scattering, we start by discussing
angle scattering invariance in the case of isolated parti-
cles in Section II. Then, we study the angle scattering
invariance in metasurfaces using the GSTCs modeling
framework in Section III. In subsection IIIA, we review
the theoretical background behind the GSTCs and ex-
plain how they may be applied to model the scattering
response of a metasurface. As a proof of concept, we
show meta-devices that exhibit partial or complete angle-
invariant phase and/or amplitude in III B 1–III B 2–IIID.
Our findings can help understand and manipulate the an-
gular response of metasurfaces, which may significantly
expand our capabilities of designing metasurfaces-based
functional devices.

II. ANGLE SCATTERING INVARIANCE IN
ISOLATED PARTICLES

Before delving into the scattering properties of a meta-
surface, we shall first investigate the case of angular
invariance in an isolated scatterer. Let us imagine a
randomly shaped deeply subwavelength scatterer that
is excited by an incoming beam propagating with the
wavevector k. To study the angular response of this scat-
terer, we can either consider that the beam impinges on
a fixed scatterer with different angles of incidence, as de-
picted in Fig. 2a, or a fixed beam illuminating a rotating
particle, as in Fig. 2b. At first glance, one may a priori
think that the two cases depicted in Fig. 2 are identical,
however, this is not generally true.

FIG. 2. Scenarios for evaluating angular scattering in-
variance: (a) the incident beam rotates around a fixed par-
ticle, and (b) the particle itself rotates.

To investigate the differences between the two cases
depicted in Fig. 2 and determine under which conditions
the particle exhibits angle-invariant scattering, we have
to analyze its electromagnetic behavior. To do so, we
next consider that the particle is deeply subwavelength
and thus express its electromagnetic scattering response
in terms of its electric and magnetic dipole moments,
p and m, respectively. The corresponding electric field
scattered by this particle in the far region (assumed to
be in vacuum) is then given by [20]

Es =
G0

ϵ0

[
r̂× (p× r̂) +

1

c0
m× r̂

]
, (1)

where G0 = k2

4π
ejkr

r is the scalar Green function, r̂ is a
unit vector in spherical coordinates pointing in the di-
rection between the particle and the position of the scat-
tered field Es, r is the distance between the object and
the point of observation, and k is the wavenumber. In
the general situation, where the particle does not exhibit
any spatial symmetry, a bianisotropic formalism is re-
quired to model its response [21]. In this case, its dipole
moments may be expressed in terms of the incident field
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as [22] [
p
m

]
=

[
ϵ0αee

1
c0
αem

1
η0
αme αmm

]
·
[
Ei

Hi

]
, (2)

where the α terms correspond to the particle polariz-
ability tensors.

Since we are interested in angular scattering invari-
ance, we now look for the conditions that apply on the
system in Eq. (2) such that the particle is invariant under
a rotation operation. Meaning that, for a fixed illumina-
tion direction and polarization state, the field scattered
by the particle remains identical irrespectively of the ro-
tation of the object, as suggested in Fig. 2b. This may
be achieved by considering that if the particle undergoes
a spatial transformation (e.g., rotation, reflection, etc)

given by the operator Λ and is assumed to be invariant
under that transformation, then it must necessarily sat-
isfy the following invariance conditions [23, 24]

αee/mm = Λ · αee/mm · Λ
T

(3a)

αem/me = det
(
Λ
)
Λ · αem/me · Λ

T
, (3b)

where Λ
T

is the transpose of the operator Λ, which is
assumed to be an orthogonal matrix. Such rotation in-
variance may be imposed on an arbitrary scatterer by
forcing its polarizability tensors to be invariant under a

transformation defined by Λ = Ri(θ), where Ri(θ) is a
rotation matrix around the axis i ∈ {x, y, z} by the angle
θ [24]. Applying such transformations along at least two
different axes and for θ = 2π/N with N ≥ 3 to the po-
larizability tensors in Eq. (2) so that they satisfy Eq. (3),
yields

αee = αeeI, αmm = αmmI, (4a)

αem = αemI, αme = αmeI, (4b)

where I is the identity tensor. These polarizability ten-
sors are isotropic and thus satisfy Eq. (3) for any rotation.
Note that a scatterer described by the tensors in Eq. (4) is
bi-isotropic due to the presence of the magneto-electric
coupling tensors αme, αem. An example of a scatterer
that satisfies this case forN = 4 is illustrated in Fig. 3(a).

Note that further imposing reflection symmetries σi,
with i ∈ {x, y, z}, reduces Eq. (4) to an isotropic sys-

tem for which αme = αem = 0 and αee = αeeI, αmm =

αmmI [24]. A simple geometry that corresponds to this
case is that of a cube, as illustrated in Fig. 3(b), which
is both rotationally invariant (for N = 4) and reflection
invariant.

Now that we understand that a bi-isotropic particle
with the polarizabilities as in Eq. (4) is rotationally in-
variant and would correspond to the situation illustrated

FIG. 3. Bi-isotropic and (mono)-isotropic isolated
particles. (a) Helices induce magneto-electric coupling by
breaking reflection symmetry, this is characteristic of bi-
isotropic materials. (b) In a simple cube exhibiting inversion
symmetry, magneto-electric coupling vanishes and the mate-
rial response is (mono)-isotropic.

in Fig. 3(b), we want to verify whether it would also sat-
isfy the situation illustrated in Fig. 3(a). For this pur-
pose, we substitue Eq. (2), along with the polarizabilities
in Eq. (4), into Eq. (1) and re-express the electric field
scattered by the particle in terms of the incident electric
field (see Appendix A in the Supplementary Informa-
tion – SI) as

Es = G0G(k) ·Ei, (5)

where G(k) is a dyadic Green function that may be split
in two separate contributions as

G(k) = G1(k) + G2(k), (6)

with

G1(k) = αeeI∥ − αmm

[
k̂r̂−

(
r̂ · k̂

)
I
]
, (7a)

G2(k) =
[
αemI∥ + αme

[
k̂r̂−

(
r̂ · k̂

)
I
]]

· k, (7b)

where I∥ = I − r̂r̂ and k = k̂ × I. Upon inspection, the

functions G1(k) and G2(k) are both rotation invariant,
as explained in the Appendix A of the SI and which is
consistent with the fact that they are defined using rota-
tionally invariant polarizabilities. However, and maybe
more surprisingly, they are also both dependent on the
wavevector k. Meaning that a particle that satisfies the
circumstances in Fig. 2(b) generally does not satisfy the
ones of Fig. 2(a). While this might a priori seem counter-
intuitive, it may be understood as a consequence of the
fact that one needs to consider the symmetries of the
entire system (particle + illumination) and not just the
spatial symmetric of the particle alone. Another way of
understanding this is by considering that a change in the
direction of propagation of the incident wave leads to a
phase shift between its electric and magnetic field com-
ponents, which, in turn, changes the overall scattering
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response of the particle. Therefore, a (bi)-isotropic dipo-
lar particle is generally both rotationally invariant and
k-dependent, even in the absence of the magneto-electric
constants (i.e., αem = αme = 0). The only situation
where a particle would be both rotationally and k invari-
ant is when its scattering response may be fully modeled
with only αee leading to a scattered field given by

Es = G0αee

(
I− r̂r̂

)
·Ei. (8)

It remains interesting to consider the special cases where
the observation direction is collinear with the k-vector
such that r̂ = ±k̂ = ±ki/|ki|. This reduces Eq. (7) to

G1(k) = (αee ± αmm) I, (9a)

G2(k) = (αem ∓ αme) k. (9b)

We see that when restricting ourselves to the forward
and backward scattering directions with respect to the
propagation direction of the incident wave, the function

G1(k) loses it dependency on the k-vector. Upon inspec-

tion of G1(k), we directly retrieve the dipolar Kerker
conditions αee = −αmm and αee = αmm that correspond
to a nullified forward and backward scattering, respec-

tively [25, 26]. On the other hand, G2(k) remains gener-
ally k-dependent when {αem, αme} ≠ 0. At the exception

of the two special cases where αem = αme, when r̂ = k̂,

and αem = −αme, when r̂ = −k̂, leading to G2(k) = 0.
In the former case, the particle is nonreciprocal and may
be classified as a Tellegen particle, while in the latter
case, the particle is reciprocal and may be classified as a
Pasteur particle [27]. We therefore conclude that a recip-
rocal bi-isotropic particle is always rotationally invariant
but is only k-invariant when observing the field scattered
in the backward direction (r̂ = −k̂).

III. ANGLE-INVARIANT SCATTERING IN
METASURFACES

As mentioned earlier, a metasurface is an array of par-
ticles that alters the properties of an incident beam, as
represented in Fig. 4. Unlike isolated particles, analyz-
ing angular invariance in metasurfaces requires a different
approach. We use the GSTCs to develop a mathematical
model and analyze the metasurface’s response.

Intuitively, one may a priori think that the ability to
achieve angle-invariant scattering in a metasurface does
not significantly differ from what we have seen for an
isolated particle. However, we will see that this not the
case, and that a metasurface presents a rich diversity of
conditions leading to angle-invariant scattering.

A. Theoretical Background

To model the electromagnetic response of a metasur-
face and investigate its angular scattering behavior, we

use the GSTCs which are given by [17]

ẑ ×∆H = jωP∥ − ẑ ×∇∥Mz, (10a)

ẑ ×∆E = −jωµ0M∥ − ẑ ×∇∥

(
Pz

ϵ0

)
, (10b)

where ∆H = Hz=0+

∥ −Hz=0−

∥ and ∆E = Ez=0+

∥ −Ez=0−

∥
and the subscript ∥ indicates tangential vector compo-
nents with respect to the xy-plane. In the general case
of bianisotropic metasurface, the constitutive relations
associated with Eq. (10) are defined by

P = ϵ0χee ·Eav +
1

c0
χem ·Hav, (11a)

M = χmm ·Hav +
1

η0
χme ·Eav, (11b)

where ϵ0 and µ0 are the dielectric and the permeabil-
ity constants in vacuum, respectively. Eav and Hav are
the averaged electric and magnetic fields at the interface,
respectively. χee, χmm, χem and χme are the electric,
magnetic, magnetic-to-electric and electric-to-magnetic
susceptibility tensors, respectively [17].

FIG. 4. Bianostropic metasurface being illuminated at
oblique incidence. The period of the array is small enough
compared to the wavelength so that only the zeroth-order
diffracted waves are allowed to propagate. In this case, the
scattering response of the metasurface may be modeled by
homogeneous effective material parameters.

In the following discussion, the metasurfaces will ex-
hibit arbitrary electric and magnetic dipoles oriented
along a chosen axis. We will however, restrict our at-
tention to the case where the metasurface is uniform and
homogeneous such that its susceptibilities are not spa-
tially varying. This implies that the scattering parti-
cles forming the metasurface are repeated with a sub-
wavelength period (smaller than λ/2, with λ as the il-
luminating source wavelength). By selecting the shape
of the particles, specific susceptibilities can be achieved
by adhering to the spatial symmetry principles described
in [24]. We also consider that the metasurfaces that we
will discuss are reciprocal, which requires the following
conditions to be satisfied [17]

χee = χ
T
ee, χmm = χ

T
mm, χem = −χ

T
me, (12)

If we also impose that these metasurfaces are passive and
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lossless, then they must additionally satisfy the condi-
tions [17]

χee = χ
†
ee, χmm = χ

†
mm, χem = χ

†
me, (13)

where † corresponds to the conjugate transpose operator.
The combination of Eq. (12) and Eq. (13) leads to the
implication that a lossless, passive and reciprocal meta-
surface must necessarily satisfy

ℑ(χee) = ℑ(χmm) = ℜ(χem) = ℜ(χme) = 0, (14)

where ℑ(.) and ℜ(.) describe the imaginary and the real
parts of a complex number, respectively.

B. Diagonal Anisotropic Metasurfaces

Before diving into the general case of bianisotropic
structures, we start by considering the simpler case
of a diagonal anisotropic metasurface, for which the
magnetic-to-electric and electric-to-magnetic susceptibil-
ities are zero, i.e., χme = χem = 0, as well as the off-
diagonal elements of χmm and χee.
For conciseness, we shall consider the case of TM-

polarized wave propagating in the xz-plane. In this
case, a metasurface can only respond to such an exci-
tation via the susceptibilities χxx

ee , χ
zz
ee and χyy

mm. Note
that if the TE polarization is considered instead, then
these susceptibilities should be replaced by χxx

mm, χzz
mm

and χyy
ee , respectively. We now assume that the metasur-

face is illuminated by a plane wave that is specularly re-
flected and transmitted. The corresponding co-polarized
transmission and reflection equations are found by in-
serting the mathematical definition of these plane waves
into Eq. (10) along with Eq. (11), as detailed in Appen-
dices B and C1 of the SI, as well as in [17, 18]. The
resulting co-polarized reflection and transmission coeffi-
cients are

Rco(θ) =
2
(
k2xχ

zz
ee + k2χyy

mm − k2zχ
xx
ee

)
(kzχxx

ee − 2j) [2kz + j (k2xχ
zz
ee + k2χyy

mm)]
,

(15a)

Tco(θ) = −
jkz

(
4 + k2xχ

xx
ee χ

zz
ee + k2χxx

ee χ
yy
mm

)
(kzχxx

ee − 2j) [2kz + j (k2xχ
zz
ee + k2χyy

mm)]
,

(15b)

where the components of the wavevector are gener-
ally given by kx = k sin θ cosϕ, ky = k cos θ sinϕ and
kz = k cos θ. In the case of Eq. (15), we have that ϕ = 0
since we are only considering the metasurface scattering
response within the xz-plane. Note that for a diago-
nal anisotropic metasurface, the cross-polarized scatter-
ing coefficients are zero.

We are now interested in determining the conditions on
the susceptibilities for which these scattering coefficients
become angle-invariant. Remembering that the suscepti-
bilities should not be functions of the angle of incidence,

it turns out that it is impossible to achieve full (both
amplitude and phase) angle invariance with such coef-
ficients. This stems from the fact that it is impossible
to find susceptibilities such that the angular dependence
provided by the wavevector components, kx and kz, com-
pletely cancels out in the expressions of the scattering pa-
rameters. However, if we concentrate our attention only
on the phase and amplitude of these coefficients sepa-
rately, then it becomes possible to remove their angular
dependence. This is the topic of the next two subsections,
respectively.

FIG. 5. Dog bone structure simulation in microwave.
(a) A TM mode impinges on the dog bone array. (b) Simu-
lated co-polarized transmission amplitude and (c) phase for
different angle and frequency ranging from 0◦ to 90◦ and 10
GHz to 18 GHz. (d) Retracted susceptibilities from the sim-
ulation and GSTC model.
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1. Angle-Invariant Phase

In order to investigate the phase response of the meta-
surface scattering parameters, we split the coefficients
in Eq. (15) into their real and imaginary parts and ex-
press their corresponding phase as

∠Rco = tan−1

(
ℑ(Rco(θ))

ℜ(Rco(θ))

)
, (16a)

∠Tco = tan−1

(
ℑ(Tco(θ))

ℜ(Tco(θ))

)
. (16b)

Knowing that the coefficients in Eq. (15) are not angle-
invariant, it is clear that their real and imaginary parts
cannot be simultaneously angle-invariant either. Addi-
tionally, it may be shown that their ratio is also not angle-
invariant. This leaves only two possibilities to achieve an
angle-invariant phase. Namely, either ℑ(Rco(θ)) = 0 and
ℜ(Rco(θ)) ̸= 0 or the opposite, i.e., ℑ(Rco(θ)) ̸= 0 and
ℜ(Rco(θ)) = 0, and similarly for the transmission coef-
ficient. This directly implies that the phase of Rco and
Tco can only take values of nπ/2 where n ∈ N.
Accordingly, to obtain conditions on the susceptibili-

ties, we now solve the equations

ℜ(Rco(θ)) = 0, ℑ(Rco(θ)) = 0, (17a)

ℜ(Tco(θ)) = 0, ℑ(Tco(θ)) = 0, (17b)

for the susceptibilities, this leads to two solutions per
equation [as shown in the SI (C9)-(C12)], altough we
are primarily interested in only few of them. It follows
that the equations ℑ(Rco(θ)) = 0 and ℜ(Tco(θ)) = 0 are
both satisfied by

χyy
mm(θ) =

4− k2xχ
xx
ee χ

zz
ee

χxx
ee k

2
. (18)

It is clear that this equation is angle dependent due to
the presence of k2x. However, to achieve a fully angle-
independent solution, we can set χzz

ee = 0, so that the
angular dependence of the solution is eliminated, result-
ing in the fully angle-independent solution prescribed by

χzz
ee = 0, (19a)

χyy
mm

∣∣∣
χzz
ee =0

=
4

χxx
ee k

2
. (19b)

If these conditions are satisfied, then the corresponding
metasurface would induce a constant phase shift due to
the transmission coefficient Tco(θ) being purely imagi-
nary and the reflection coefficient Rco(θ) being purely
real, as presented in the first row of Tab. I. To achieve
a scenario where the susceptibility χzz

ee = 0, one possible
approach is to design a structure with minimal thickness,
limiting its polarization response to tangential compo-
nents. Alternatively, leveraging frequency dispersion to
meet this criterion provides another viable strategy. For

instance, it is possible to design a structure harboring
several Lorentzian type resonances and exploit a limited
frequency range where χzz

ee approaches zero somewhere
in between these resonances.

To demonstrate that it is indeed possible to achieve
the conditions in Eq. (19), we simulate the double
dog-bone structure shown in Fig. 5(a). The structure
has been selected by applying the symmetry consider-
ations described in [24] to obtain a biaxial anisotropic
structure whose physical details are given in Fig. S1
of the SI. Figures 5(b-c) show the full-wave simulated
TM-polarized co-transmission coefficient amplitude and
phase, respectively. We can observe that in Fig. 5(b-c),
at the position of the second dashed line, the transmis-
sion phase does not change with the angle of incidence,
whereas the transmission amplitude varies significantly.
This constant angular phase occurring at 12.25 GHz
corresponds to a phase shift of −π/2, which implies
that the transmission is negative and imaginary, i.e.,
Tco(θ) = −j|κ(θ)| where κ(θ) ∈ C. This suggests that it
may correspond to the transmission response shown in
the first row in Tab. I. To further verify that we are close
to this condition, we compute the effective susceptibili-
ties χxx

ee , χ
zz
ee and χyy

mm of this metasurface following the
procedure described in the SI. The resulting retrieved
susceptibilities are plotted in Fig. 5(d), where it can be
observed in the insets that the conditions in Eq. (19) are
almost met.

Interestingly, the conditions in Eq. (19) could be linked
to the Kerker condition [17, 28], for which Rco = 0 at
normal incidence. This is achieved by imposing that the
electric susceptibility, χxx

ee , is equal to the magnetic sus-
ceptibility, χyy

mm, such that

χyy
mm = χxx

ee = χk, (20)

where χk is constrained to χk = ±2/k to satisfy Eq. (19).
Notice that the combination of this Kerker condition
with the conditions in Eq. (19) leads to a compromise.
It limits the achievable phase shift of the transmission
coefficient to ±π/2 and that of the reflection coefficient
to 0. This means that forcing the transmission amplitude
to be unity at normal incidence necessarily implies that
the angle-invariant transmission phase shift is limited to
a binary value.

We now look at the case where ℜ(Rco(θ)) = 0 and
ℑ(Tco(θ)) = 0. Considering Eq. (17), the new condition
leading to an angle-invariant phase is

χyy
mm(θ) = −k2zχ

xx
ee + k2xχ

zz
ee

k2
. (21)

It is again visible that the solution has an angle depen-
dency due to the presence of k2x and k2z . To achieve a fully
angle-independent solution, we set χxx

ee = χzz
ee to obtain

k2z + k2x = k2 in the numerator, which cancels out the
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angular dependency. We thus have

χzz
ee = χxx

ee , (22a)

χyy
mm

∣∣∣
χzz
ee =χxx

ee

= −χxx
ee . (22b)

With these conditions, the angular dependency is re-
moved from the solution resulting in a purely real trans-
mission coefficient, Tco(θ), and a fully imaginary reflec-
tion coefficient, Rco(θ). The resulting expressions for
these coefficients are given in the second row of Tab. I.

TABLE I. Summary table for diagonal-anisotropic ma-
terial. Note the relevent symmetry between the conditions
in the first and third rows, as well as the second and fourth
rows.

Conditions Implications Expression

χzz
ee = 0

χyy
mmχxx

ee =
4

k2

Tco(θ) ∈ I
Rco(θ) ∈ R

Tco(θ) = − 4jkzχ
xx
ee

4 + k2
zχxx2

ee

Rco(θ) =
4− k2

zχ
xx2

ee

4 + k2
zχxx2

ee

P
h
a
se

in
va
ri
a
n
ce

χzz
ee = χxx

ee

χyy
mm = −χxx

ee

Tco(θ) ∈ R
Rco(θ) ∈ I

Tco(θ) =
4− k2

zχ
zz2

ee

4 + k2
zχzz2

ee

Rco(θ) = − 4jkzχ
zz
ee

4 + k2
zχzz2

ee

χzz
ee = 0

χyy
mmχxx

ee = − 4

k2

Tco(θ) = 0

|Rco(θ)| = 1

Tco(θ) = 0

Rco(θ) =
2− jkzχ

xx
ee

2 + jkzχxx
ee

A
m
p
li
tu
d
e
in
va
ri
a
n
ce

χzz
ee = −χxx

ee

χyy
mm = χxx

ee

|Tco(θ)| = 1

Rco(θ) = 0

Tco(θ) =
2− jkzχ

xx
ee

2 + jkzχxx
ee

Rco(θ) = 0

2. Angle-Invariant Amplitude

To investigate the case of angle-invariant scattering
amplitude, we follow a procedure similar as the one de-
scribed for the case of angle-invariant phase discussed in
the previous section. To obtain either a full transmission
(|Tco(θ)| = 1) or a full reflection (|Rco(θ)| = 1), then
either of them should have its real and imaginary parts
equal to zero. For instance, to achieve full reflection, the
real and imaginary parts of the transmission Tco must be
zero and thus Eq. (17b) must be satisfied. For this case,

the solution is given by

χyy
mm(θ) = −4 + k2xχ

xx
ee χ

zz
ee

χxx
ee k

2
. (23)

This solution is again dependent on the wave vector com-
ponent kx, which is eliminated by setting χzz

ee = 0. This
leads to

χzz
ee = 0, (24a)

χyy
mm

∣∣∣
χzz
ee =0

= − 4

χxx
ee k

2
. (24b)

This response represents an angle-invariant transmis-
sion amplitude, unaffected by the angle of incidence.
Although the corresponding phase varies, as may be
deduced from the scattering expressions provided in the
third row of Tab. I. Note that the conditions in Eq. (24)
are compatible with those already discussed in [11].
The validity of this condition is demonstrated using
the simulation in Fig. 5(b-c), where the transmission
is zero at the positions of the first and third dashed
lines, corresponding to 11.5 GHz and 16.35 GHz. If
the transmission is zero at these frequencies, then it
necessarily implies that there is full reflection amplitude
that is independent from the angle of incidence since the
metasurface is made of lossless material. Additionally,
referring to the insets of Fig. 5(d), we see that the
retrieved susceptibilities are in very good agreement
with the conditions in Eq. (24).

We now consider the opposite effect, i.e., a full
angle-invariant transmission in amplitude. In this
case, Eq. (17a) must be satisfied, which leads to the con-
dition

χyy
mm(θ) =

k2zχ
xx
ee − k2xχ

zz
ee

k2
. (25)

The angular dependence of the solution is once more ev-
ident due to the terms k2x and k2z . To eliminate this an-
gular dependence and achieve a fully angle-independent
solution, we set χxx

ee = −χzz
ee , which reduces Eq. (25) to

χxx
ee = −χzz

ee , (26a)

χyy
mm

∣∣∣
χzz
ee =−χzz

ee

= χzz
ee . (26b)

These conditions result in a transmission that is fully
independent of the angle of incidence for the amplitude,
while the phase retains its angular dependence, as can be
deduced from the expression of the scattering parameters
provided in the fourth row of Tab. I.
To demonstrate that a non-trivial angle-independent

transmission amplitude is possible, we consider an op-
tical metasurface formed by a periodic arrangement of
the H-shaped particle depicted in Fig. 6(a). The physi-
cal parameters of this metasurface are provided in Ap-
pendix E of the SI. The resulting full-wave simulated TE
transmission amplitude is shown in Fig. 6(b) from which
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we can clearly see that the amplitude is angle-invariant
at a wavelength of 1415 nm. Again, to verify that this
response matches the condition in Eq. (26), we calcu-
late the metasurface effective susceptibilities following
the procedure described in Appendix F1 of the SI. Note
that since we are considering TE polarization instead of
TM, the relevant susceptibilities are χxx

mm, χ
zz
mm and χyy

ee .
The resulting susceptibilities are plotted in Fig. 6(c) from
which we see that the conditions in Eq. (26) are indeed
satisfied at λ = 1415 nm.

FIG. 6. Dog-bone structure simulation in the optical
regime. (a) Geometry of the unit cell. (b) Simulation of
the TE co-polarized transmission coefficient for different an-
gles and frequencies ranging from 0◦ to 90◦ and 1300 nm to
1600 nm, respectively. (c) Retrieved susceptibilities using the
simulated fields and the GSTC model.

C. Off-Diagonal Anisotropic Metasurfaces

We now investigate the scattering responses of purely
off-diagonal anisotropic metasurfaces. To simplify our
study, we consider cases where the diagonal elements are
assumed to be null, such that

χii
ee,mm = 0, i ∈ {x, y, z}, (27a)

χij
ee,mm ̸= 0, i, j ∈ {x, y, z}, i ̸= j. (27b)

We recall again that χme = χem = 0 because we are
still considering anisotropic metasurfaces. The trans-
mission and reflection coefficients for most susceptibility
combinations of Eq. (27) are angle-dependent, which is
not desirable. The following subsections explore condi-
tions for angle-independent scattering in two off-diagonal
anisotropic metasurfaces.

1. Angle-Independent Transmission Leading to Spatial
Differentiation

We now discuss angular invariance in both the xz- and
yz-planes and for both the amplitude and phase of the
scattering coefficients. For simplicity, let us first consider
that the only nonzero metasurface susceptibilities are χyz

ee

and χyz
mm. The co- and cross-polarized transmission and

reflection coefficients have been derived for both polar
and azimuthal angles θ and ϕ, respectively, and are shown
in (C15)-(C18) of the SI.
Let us start our analysis with the special case where

a metasurface with χyz
mm = 0 is illuminated by a TE-

polarized plane wave. In this case, the co-polarized trans-
mission is given by

Tco(θ, ϕ) =
k2z(4 + k2yχ

yz2

ee )

4k2z + (k2k2x + k2yk
2
z)χ

yz2

ee

. (28)

This expression is particularly interesting since it re-
duces to |Tco(θ, ϕ)| = 1 when kx = 0, thus providing
angle-invariant amplitude within the xz-plane. As an
illustration, the Fourier plane response of the transmis-
sion coefficient in Eq. (28) is plotted in Fig. 7(b). This
demonstrates that such a metasurface indeed exhibits
an angle-independent transmission amplitude within the
yz-plane. Interestingly, this metasurface also induces an
angle-asymmetric phase shift relative to ky, which, as we
will see shortly, may be linked to spatial differentiation.

Another interesting case is achieved with the specific
condition

χyz
ee = χyz

mm, (29)

which is reminiscent of the Kerker condition in Eq. (20).
If this condition is satisfied, then the cross-polarized
transmission coefficient is nullified as well as the reflec-
tion coefficient, leading to

Tco(kx = 0, ky) =
2j − kyχ

yz
ee

2j + kyχ
yz
ee

, (30a)

Rco(kx = 0, ky) = Rcr(kx = 0, ky) = 0. (30b)

Despite the presence of the wave vector component ky in
the expression of the transmission coefficient in Eq. (30),
it turns that the latter exhibits a full angle-invariant am-
plitude, i.e., |Tco(θ, ϕ)| = 1. Moreover, the corresponding
transmission phase only changes in the yz-plane. To il-
lustrate the angular response of Eq. (30), we plot the
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FIG. 7. Fourier-plane plots of the scattering parameters corresponding to different unit-cell and angle-invariant
conditions. Top row: geometry of the unit cells that may allow implementing, from the perspective of spatial symmetries, the
considered angle-invariant conditions. Second row: considered susceptibility conditions. Bottom row: Fourier-plan magnitude
and phase plots corresponding to the considered conditions and the specified scattering parameters. (a) A structure presenting
both a 180◦-rotation symmetry (C2,y) and a reflection symmetry (σy) along the y-axis would exhibit nonzero χyz

ee and χyz
mm.

If, by optimizing the structure, we achieve χyz
mm = 0 and χyz

ee ̸= 0, then an angle-invariant co-transmission amplitude and an
angle-varying asymmetric phase shift is obtained along the yz-plane (b). However, if we are able to achieve χyz

mm = χyz
ee ̸= 0,

then the co-transmission amplitude becomes angle-invariant within the full visible light cone (c). (d) A structure presenting
both a 180◦-rotation symmetry (C2,z) and a reflection symmetry (σz) along the z-axis would exhibit nonzero χxy

ee and χxy
mm. If

either of the conditions χxy
ee = ∓χxy

mm ̸= 0 are met, then a total angle-invariant cross-polarized transmission (e), respectively
reflection (f), may be obtained within both the xz- and the yz-planes. (g) A structure being reflection symmetric along both
the y- and the z-axes (σy and σz) would exhibit nonzero χyz

em and χzy
em. If the condition χyz

em = χzy
em = 8j/k is satisfied, then co-

and cross-polarized kx-independent full transmissions with binary phase shifts are obtained for two specific values of ky (h,i).
Note that in the examples (a) and (d), the values attributed to the susceptibilities were chosen arbitrarily but, nonetheless,
such that the metasurfaces remain passive and lossless according to Eq. (14).

Fourier plane amplitude and phase of the transmission
coefficient in Fig. 7(c). Note that if the considered sus-
ceptibilities are χxz

ee and χxz
mm, applying a similar condi-

tion χxz
ee = χxz

mm allows us to rotate the Fourier plane by
90◦ (the phase variation would occur along the kx direc-
tion). In this case, the response is independent of the
polarization (TE or TM), as both polarizations share the
same Fourier plane behavior.

From the results shown in Fig. 7(a), it is apparent that
the transmission has almost a linear phase change over
ky. This is verified by taking a first-order Taylor ex-
pansion of the transmission coefficient in Eq. (30) with
respect to ky, which yields

Tco(0, ky) ≈ Tco(0, 0) + ky
∂Tco(0, ky)

∂ky

∣∣∣
ky=0

, (31)

where Tco(0, 0) = 1 and
∂Tco(0,ky)

∂ky

∣∣∣
ky=0

= jχyz
ee . For small

values of kyχ
yz
ee , the argument of this transmission coeffi-

cient may therefore be approximated as a linear function
of ky as

∠Tco(0, ky) = tan−1 (kyχ
yz
ee ) ≈ kyχ

yz
ee . (32)

This could be seen as a spatial derivative of the trans-
mission coefficient that is imaged as a linear phase shift
in the Fourier domain [5, 29]. Therefore, if a metasurface
with is designed to exhibit only χyz

ee (the case with χyz
mm

is too difficult to practically implement), then the spatial
differentiation would only occur within the yz-plane, as
shown in Fig. 7(b). However, if the “generalized” Kerker
condition in Eq. (29) is satisfied, then the spatial differ-
entiation would occur within the full Fourier plane, as
shown in Fig. 7(c).
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2. Partial Gyrotropic Angular Invariance

Let us now consider a metasurface with the only
nonzero susceptibilities being χxy

mm and χxy
ee . By solv-

ing Eq. (10) along with Eq. (11), we once again obtain
the transmission and reflection coefficients. The result-
ing expressions are lengthy and, for convenience, we only
show that they are proportional to (refer to the SI for
the complete expressions)

Rco(θ) ∝ (χxy
mm + χxy

ee )(χ
xy
mm − χxy

ee ), (33a)

Rcr(θ) ∝ (χxy
ee + χxy

mm)(4 + k2χxy
ee χ

xy
mm), (33b)

Tco(θ) ∝ (4 + k2χxy
ee χ

xy
mm)(4− k2χxy

ee χ
xy
mm), (33c)

Tcr(θ) ∝ (χxy
ee − χxy

mm)(k
2χxy

ee χ
xy
mm − 4). (33d)

Due to the presence of the tangential off-diagonal
susceptibilities, χxy

mm and χxy
ee , we now have both co- and

cross-polarized responses. Note that these equations
exhibit only partial angular variation that is limited to
either the xz- or the yz-planes.

The first interesting condition that may be deduced
from Eq. (33) is given by

χxy
ee = −χxy

mm. (34)

If this condition is satisfied, then both co- and cross-
polarized reflection coefficients are zero irrespectively of
the incidence angle. This condition corresponds to a
form of generalized counter-part of the Kerker condition
in Eq. (20) that applies for all angles instead of being
restricted to normally incident waves. If we further im-
pose that χxy

ee = −χxy
mm = ∓2/k, then it becomes pos-

sible to not only nullify the reflection but also the co-
polarized transmission. It follows that, within the xz-
and yz-planes (for ϕ = {0, π/2}), the resulting scattering
coefficients reduce to

Rco(θ) = 0, Rcr(θ) = 0,

Tco(θ) = 0, Tcr(θ) = ±j.
(35)

In Eq. (35), the only remaining term is a purely imag-
inary cross-polarized transmission leading to a phase
shift of ±π/2, and a corresponding full amplitude.
We see here the existence of an interesting trade-off:
canceling the co-polarized transmission by setting the
susceptibilities equal to ∓2/k allows achieving a full-
amplitude cross-polarized transmission at the cost of a
limited binary phase shift of ±π/2. Nevertheless, the
cross-polarization transmission does not depend on the
angle of incidence, making it a fully angle-independent
polarization converter, at least within the xz- and yz-
planes. An example of such a transmission is illustrated
in Fig. 7(e).

Alternatively, we may consider the condition

χxy
ee = χxy

mm, (36)

which, despite being reminiscent of the Kerker con-
dition in Eq. (20), leads to a quite different out-
come. Indeed, this condition allows canceling both
the cross-polarized transmission and the co-polarized re-
flection, i.e., Tcr = Rco = 0. By further imposing that
χxy
ee = χxy

mm = ±2/k, we may, this time, nullify the co-
polarized transmission to be left with only

Rco(θ) = 0, Rcr(θ) = ±j,

Tco(θ) = 0, Tcr(θ) = 0.
(37)

We can clearly notice that the cross-polarized reflection
is the only term remaining and that it is angle invari-
ant. Once again, we find a trade-off similar to the one
discussed above but that, this time, applies to the phase
of the cross-polarized reflection. This case is illustrated
in Fig. 7(f).

Overall, both cases shown in Fig. 7(d) demonstrate
that angle-invariant polarization conversion with full am-
plitude is possible but is limited to the xz- and yz-planes.
Note that the type of anisotropy described in this section
corresponds to birefringence. Consequently, the polar-
ization conversion operation illustrated in Fig. 7(d) does
not stem from chiral responses but rather from the bire-
fringent nature of the metasurfaces that act as angle-
invariant half-wave plates operating either in transmis-
sion or reflection.

D. Bianistropic Metasurfaces

We now investigate angle-invariant scattering in the
general case of bianisotropic metasurfaces, for which none
of the susceptibility tensors in Eq. (11) are zero. While
there may be several combinations of susceptibilities that
lead to partial amplitude and/or phase angular invari-
ance, we shall concentrate our attention on only three
particularly interesting cases.

1. Complete Nongyrotropic Angular Invariance

We have seen in Sec. III C 2 that full-amplitude angular
invariance, within either the xz- or yz-plane, is possible
but only for cross-polarized transmission or reflection.
We shall now consider a situation where full-amplitude
angular invariance may be achieved in a nongyrotropic
fashion (without polarization rotation). This case was
introduced in [16, 17], and is briefly revisited here for
completeness.

Let us consider a reciprocal metasurface for which the
only nonzero susceptibilities are χxx

ee , χ
yy
mm and χxy

em. The
resulting scattering parameters for TM-polarized waves
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propagating in the xz-plane are given by

Tco(θ) =
−jkz

[
k2

2
(χxy2

em + χxx
ee χ

yy
mm) + 2

]
k2
zχxx

ee + k2χyy
mm + jkz

[
k2

2
(χxy2

em + χxx
ee χ

yy
mm)− 2

] ,
(38a)

Rco(θ) =
−k2

zχ
xx
ee ∓ 2kkzχ

xy
em + k2χyy

mm

k2
zχxx

ee + k2χyy
mm + jkz

[
k2

2
(χxy2

em + χxx
ee χ

yy
mm)− 2

] ,
(38b)

where the ∓ sign in Eq. (38b) indicates that this reflec-
tion coefficient is different when the incident wave ex-
citing the metasurface propagates in the +z-direction
(top sign) or in the −z-direction (bottom sign). This
difference in sign in the reflection coefficient is a conse-
quence of the fact that a metasurface exhibiting a nonzero
χxy
em susceptibility must necessarily be asymmetric z-

direction [17, 24]. It can be clearly seen that the Eq. (38a)
depends on the angular variable kz, which itself depends
upon kx. In order to remove this angular dependency,
one can set the following conditions

χxx
ee = χyy

mm = 0, (39a)

χxy
em ̸= 0, (39b)

which may be practically achieved within a narrow fre-
quency band by exploiting multiple Lorentzian reso-
nances such that both electric and magnetic susceptibili-
ties approach zero, as similarly done for the case in Fig. 5.
If the conditions in Eq. (39) are satisfied, then the trans-
mission and reflection coefficients in Eq. (38) reduce to

Tco(θ) =
4 + k2χxy2

em

4− k2χxy2

em

, (40a)

Rco(θ) =
4jkχxy

em

4− k2χxy2

em

. (40b)

These relations clearly show that such a metasurface ex-
hibits angle-invariant co-polarized transmission and re-
flection. An important consequence that may be de-
duced from this example is that a metasurface satisfy-
ing Eq. (39) would correspond to a purely bianisotropic
metasurface and, since the susceptibility χxy

em is asso-
ciated to nonlocal (spatially dispersive) responses [24],
such a metasurface would thus be purely nonlocal. Im-
portantly, this also demonstrates that nonlocality does
not only increase the angular dispersion of a metasur-
face scattering response but may also be used as a mean
to completely remove all of its angular dependence, as
demonstrated by the angle-independent scattering pa-
rameters in Eq. (40).

Upon inspection of Eq. (40), it clearly appears that
the reflection amplitude may be maximized by selecting
χxy
em = ±2j/k. If this additional condition is satisfied,

then the transmission coefficient becomes Tco(θ) = 0 and
the reflection coefficient reduces to Rco(θ) = ±1. Note
that this condition forces the susceptibility χxy

em to be

purely imaginary, which is consistent with the prescrip-
tion of passivity and losslessness given in Eq. (14).

An example of a structure that satisfies the condi-
tions in Eq. (39) along with χxy

em = 2j/k is provided
in Fig. 8. As explained above, the existence of the suscep-
tibility χxy

em is obtained by breaking the reflection sym-
metry of a structure in the z-direction [17, 24]. For
this reason, an asymmetric double dog-bone structure is
used, as illustrated Fig. 8(a). Its TM co-polarized back-
ward (incident wave propagation in the −z-direction)
reflection amplitude is plotted in Fig. 8(b), where we
can see that it reaches an angle-invariant |R−

co(θ)| = 1
at 10.1 GHz. The retrieved metasurface susceptibil-
ities plotted in Fig. 8(c) confirm that the conditions
in Eq. (39) are indeed achieved along with χxy

em = 2j/k
near 10.1 GHz.

FIG. 8. Dog-bone structure simulation in the mi-
crowave regime. (a) Geometry of the unit cell. Notice
that the dog-bone at the top layer has different dimensions
to the one at the bottom layer. (b) Simulation of the TM
co-polarized backward reflection coefficient for different an-
gles and frequencies ranging from 0◦ to 90◦ and 8 GHz to
12 GHz, respectively. (c) Retrieved susceptibilities using the
simulated fields and the GSTC model.

Our discussion has so far been restricted to the suscep-
tibility χxy

em. However, in a general case, a metasurface
that exhibits a nonzero χxy

em susceptibility would also typ-
ically exhibit a nonzero χyx

em. The existence of χ
yx
em would
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not change the metasurface scattering response in the xz-
plane (assuming TM polarization). So, even if χyx

em ̸= 0,
Eqs. (38) and (40) would remain unchanged. Neverthe-
less, the existence of χyx

em would affect the scattering re-
sponse of the metasurface for an arbitrary direction of
wave propagation. In such a case, we highlight that the
condition

χxy
em = −χyx

em, (41)

leads to total angle invariance in the entire Fourier plane.
If this condition is satisfied, in addition to Eq. (39), then
the metasurface scattering parameters would be identical
to those in Eq. (40) but these expressions would apply for
an arbitrary set {θ, ϕ} of propagation angles. Note that
the condition of Eq. (41) is trivial to satisfy since the only
requirements are that the metasurface is asymmetric in
the z-direction while being reflection symmetric in the x-
and y-directions (σx and σy) and presents a 90◦-rotation
symmetry along the z-axis (C4,z) [24]. The real challenge
lies in achieving the condition of Eq. (39a).

2. Angle-Invariant Circular Polarization Conversion

We now expand the theory related to the susceptibili-
ties χxy

em and χyx
em to the angle-independent scattering of

circularly polarized (CP) waves. Let us start by express-
ing the transmitted and reflected fields in the circular
polarization basis as a function of the linear polarized
ones and the corresponding transmission and reflection
scattering matrices as (refer to Appendix D2 in the SI
for the details)

Et
CP = Λ2 · TLP · Λ

−1

1︸ ︷︷ ︸
TCP

·Ei
CP, (42a)

Er
CP = Λ3 · RLP · Λ

−1

1︸ ︷︷ ︸
RCP

·Ei
CP, (42b)

where we define Et
CP = [Et

RCP Et
LCP]

T
the transmitted

and Er
CP = [Er

RCP Er
LCP]

T
the reflected electric fields in

the CP basis; and Ei
CP =

[
Ei

RCP Ei
LCP

]T
is the incident

electric field in the same basis, with RCP and LCP rep-
resenting the right and left hand circular polarizations

(RCP and LCP, respectively). The matrices TCP and

RCP are the transmission and reflection matrices in the

CP basis. The matrix Λ1 (Λ2) is a transformation ma-
trix that converts the incident (transmitted) electric field
from the linear polarization (LP) basis to the CP basis,

and its inverse Λ
−1

1 performs the inverse operation. Sim-

ilarly, the matrix Λ3 converts reflected fields from the
LP to the CP basis. These matrices, based on the Jones
vector [30], are connected together via

Λ1 = Λ2 = Λ
∗
3 =

1√
2

[
1 −j
1 j

]
. (43)

The matrices TLP and RLP represent the transmission
and reflection coefficients in the LP basis, and are re-
spectively given by

TLP =

[
TTE/TE TTE/TM

TTM/TE TTM/TM

]
, (44a)

RLP =

[
RTE/TE RTE/TM

RTM/TE RTM/TM

]
. (44b)

Here, the subscripts TE and TM denote Transverse Elec-
tric and Transverse Magnetic polarizations, while the
terms TTE/TE, TTE/TM, RTM/TM, and RTE/TM, repre-
sent the specific transmission and reflection coefficients
for each polarization state. Similarly, in the CP basis,
we have

TCP =

[
TRCP/RCP TRCP/LCP

TLCP/RCP TLCP/LCP

]
, (45a)

RCP =

[
RRCP/RCP RRCP/LCP

RLCP/RCP RLCP/LCP

]
. (45b)

We are now interested in realizing an angle-invariant
polarization converter within the CP basis (e.g., from
RCP to LCP). To do so, we set the diagonal terms of the

matrices RCP and TCP to zero so as to remove the co-
polarized scattering coefficients. Secondly, to obtain an
angle-invariant response, the co- and cross-transmission,
and the co- and cross-reflection coefficients in the LP
basis should all be angle invariant. For this purpose,
we choose the susceptibilities χxy

em and χyx
em that lead to

angle-invariant responses only for the co-polarization co-
efficients in the LP basis and zero scattering for the cross-
polarization ones, as explained in the SI and as shown
in Eq. (40). Under these conditions, the scattering ma-
trices in the CP basis reduce to

TCP =
1

2

[
TTM/TM + TTE/TE TTM/TM − TTE/TE

TTM/TM − TTE/TE TTM/TM + TTE/TE

]
, (46a)

RCP =
1

2

[
RTM/TM −RTE/TE RTM/TM +RTE/TE

RTM/TM +RTE/TE RTM/TM −RTE/TE

]
. (46b)

Now, in order to retain only the off-diagonal elements
of these CP scattering matrices, the following conditions
must be satisfied

TTE/TE = −TTM/TM, (47a)

RTE/TE = RTM/TM. (47b)

In which case, Eq. (46) become

TCP = −TTM/TMJ2, (48a)

RCP = RTM/TMJ2, (48b)

where J2 is the exchange matrix [31], while the co-
polarized transmission and reflection coefficients are pro-
vided in Sec. D2 of the SI. Now, in order to satisfy the
conditions in Eq. (47), the only possibility is that

χxy
emχ

yx
em = ± 4

k2
. (49)
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If the condition of Eq. (49) is satisfied, then the meta-
surface behaves as an angle-invariant circular polariza-
tion converter but only within the xz- and yz-planes.
Moreover, such conversion occurs simultaneously in both
transmission and reflection, which necessarily limits the
efficiency in either channel. The condition in Eq. (49)
enables tuning both the phase and amplitude of reflec-
tion and transmission, which may be advantageous for
specific applications.

3. Binary-Phase Angle-Invariant Pseudochirality

We now show that it is possible to design a metasur-
face with either full co- or cross-polarized transmission
depending on the angle of incidence (θ, ϕ). We show
that polarization conversion with unity amplitude can
be achieved, independent of kx and for any chosen ky.
To achieve such a response, the metasurface must ex-

hibit nonzero χzy
em and χyz

em. Note these susceptibilities
are allowed to exist, from the perspective of spatial sym-
metries, when the scattering particles have a broken re-
flection symmetry in the x-direction [24]. An example of
such a structure is depicted in Fig. 7(g). In this case,
the expressions of the transmission and reflection coef-
ficients are rather complicated and, for this reason, are
shown in Eqs. (D24)-(D27) of the SI. Note that if the
susceptibilities χzx

em and χxz
em were chosen instead, then

then transmission would be independent with respect to
ky instead of kx.
Referring to Eqs. (D24)-(D27), it can be seen that

the co- and cross-polarized reflection coefficients cancel
out by setting the following conditions

χzy
em = χyz

em, (50)

which, as explained in previous sections, may be achieved
by exploiting multiple Lorentzian resonances of the sus-
ceptibilities that overlap each other within a narrow fre-
quency band. If the condition in Eq. (50) is satisfied, then
the TM co- and cross-polarized reflection coefficients in
(D24)-(D27) are zero. The resulting scattering param-
eters reduce to

Tco(θ, ϕ) =
4 + k2yχ

yz2

em

4− k2yχ
yz2

em

, Rco(θ, ϕ) = 0, (51a)

Tcr(θ, ϕ) =
4jkyχ

yz
em

4− k2yχ
yz2

em

, Rcr(θ, ϕ) = 0. (51b)

Performing the same analysis in the case of a TE
polarized wave, leads to similar relations for the co-
and cross-polarized transmission coefficients such that
TTE/TE = TTM/TM and TTE/TM = −TTM/TE, respec-
tively. Substituting these relations into the transmission
matrix in the CP basis given in Eq. (D15) leads to

TCP = Tco

[
1 0
0 1

]
+ jTcr

[
1 0
0 −1

]
. (52)

This relation shows that such a metasurface exhibits cir-
cular birefringence/dichroism since the diagonal elements

of TCP are not equal when Tcr ̸= 0. This is an interesting
result since circular birefringence generally occurs in chi-
ral media. However, our structure is not chiral since it is
reflection symmetric along both the y- and z-directions
and one may, a priori, think that it should therefore
not exhibit circular birefringence properties. Neverthe-
less, our structure is in fact pseudochiral due to its bro-
ken reflection symmetry along the x-direction [24, 27].
And, it turns out that a pseudochiral structure may still
exhibit extrinsic chiral responses if it is illuminated in
the direction along which it is spatially symmetric [32].
This extrinsic chiral effect is clearly apparent in Eq. (51)
and Eq. (52) as it only exists if ky ̸= 0. In the case where
ky = 0, then Tcr = 0 leading to identical transmission
properties for LCP and RCP waves.
To illustrate the response of such a metasurface, we

plot the transmission coefficients in the Fourier plane for
a case where χyz

em = χzy
em = 8j/k in Fig. 7(h,i). We clearly

see that the transmission response of this metasurface is
independent of the wavevector component kx. As can
be seen from Fig. 7(h,i), there are two lines for which
the amplitude of the cross-polarization transmission co-
efficient is maximized and equals unity. From Eq. (51a),
we see that this occurs when ky = ±2/Im(χyz

em), which,
in our case, corresponds to ky/k = ±1/4. Interestingly,
the phase of the cross-polarized transmission only takes
binary values, which corresponds to π when ky > 0, and
to 0 when ky < 0. Importantly, this result demonstrates
that it is theoretically possible to achieve unity amplitude
extrinsic chiral effects with such a pseudochiral structure.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have derived and studied angular invariance condi-
tions for both isolated particles and for metasurfaces. For
isolated particles, achieving rotational invariance was as-
sociated with isotropic or bi-isotropic polarizabilities. It
was also shown that such particles, while being rotation-
ally invariant, are generally dependent on the direction
of propagation of the illumination, which might a priori
appear counter-intuitive.
For metasurfaces, we utilized the GSTCs framework

to derive scattering coefficients, enabling us to determine
conditions on the susceptibilities for achieving partial
or complete angle-invariant responses. This framework
was applied to various types of metasurfaces, including
diagonal anisotropic, off-diagonal anisotropic, and bian-
isotropic configurations. In each case, we identified spe-
cific susceptibility conditions that provide angular inde-
pendence for the reflection and transmission amplitude,
phase, and the conversion of polarization. Several of
these cases were also illustrated using full-wave simulated
structures either in the microwave and optical regimes.
Interestingly, we see that a metasurface provides much

more diversity in its ability to achieve different types of
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angle-invariant scattering responses compared to isolated
particle even when considering the same modeling frame-
work, i. e., dipolar responses modeled using bianisotropic
effective material parameters.

Overall, this work demonstrates that: 1) nonlocality
may not only be used to increase the angular dispersive
response of a metasurface, as commonly believed, but
also as a mean to completely remove all angular depen-
dence; 2) spatial differentiation is possible in an angle-
invariant fashion with unity amplitude; 3) fully-efficient
polarization conversion based on an extrinsic chirality
phenomenon is achievable in a partially angle-invariant
fashion by exploiting pseudochiral responses.

This work paves the way for the implementation of
angular filtering operations and other optical analog pro-
cessing applications whose transfer function must remain
independent of the direction of wave propagation or the
physical orientation of the optical device itself.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

Appendix A: Angle Invariance and Wavevector-Dependence of an Isolated Particle

The electric field scattered by a dipolar particle is given by

Es =
G0

ϵ0

[
r̂× (p× r̂) +

1

c0
m× r̂

]
, (A1)

where the dipole moments are [
p
m

]
=

[
ϵ0αee

1
c0
αem

1
η0
αme αmm

]
·
[
Ei

Hi

]
. (A2)

Assuming that the particle is bi-isotropic (α → α), we substitute the corresponding dipole moments into Eq. (A1) to
get

Es =
G0

ϵ0

[
r̂×

(
ϵ0αeeEi × r̂+

1

c0
αemHi × r̂

)
+

1

c0

(
αmmHi +

1

η0
αmeEi

)
× r̂

]
, (A3a)

= G0 [̂r× (αeeEi × r̂+ η0αemHi × r̂) + (η0αmmHi + αmeEi)× r̂] . (A3b)

We now develop the cross-product to get only double cross-products using

E = η0H× k̂ and H = k̂×E/η0, (A4)

we have

Es = G0

[
αeer̂× (Ei × r̂) + η0αemr̂× (Hi × r̂)

+ αmm(k̂×Ei)× r̂+ η0αme(Hi × k̂)× r̂

]
.

(A5)

Flipping the last two double cross-products, we have

Es = G0

[
αeer̂× (Ei × r̂) + η0αemr̂× (Hi × r̂)

− αmmr̂× (k̂×Ei)− η0αmer̂× (Hi × k̂)
]
.

(A6)

Considering the relation

A× (B×C) = (A ·C)B−C(A ·B), (A7)

we transform Eq. (A6) into

Es = G0

[
αee[Ei − r̂(r̂ ·Ei)]− αmm[(r̂ ·Ei)k̂− (r̂ · k̂)Ei]

+ η0αem[Hi − r̂(r̂ ·Hi)]− η0αme[(r̂ · k̂)Hi − (r̂ ·Hi)k̂]
]
.

(A8)

We now factorize Ei and Hi, which yields

Es = G0

{[
αee

(
I− r̂r̂

)
− αmm

[
k̂r̂−

(
r̂ · k̂

)
I
]]

·Ei

+ η0

[
αem

(
I− r̂r̂

)
+ αme

[
k̂r̂−

(
r̂ · k̂

)
I
]]

·Hi

}
.

(A9)

Expressing Hi in terms of Ei gives

Es = G0

{[
αee

(
I− r̂r̂

)
− αmm

[
k̂r̂−

(
r̂ · k̂

)
I
]]

·Ei

+
[
αem

(
I− r̂r̂

)
+ αme

[
k̂r̂−

(
r̂ · k̂

)
I
]]

· k̂×Ei

}
.

(A10)
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Factorizing again Ei leads to

Es = G0

{
αee

(
I− r̂r̂

)
− αmm

[
k̂r̂−

(
r̂ · k̂

)
I
]

+
[
αem

(
I− r̂r̂

)
+ αme

[
k̂r̂−

(
r̂ · k̂

)
I
]]

· k
}
·Ei,

(A11)

where k = k̂× I. We may thus express the scattered electric field as

Es = G0G(k) ·Ei, (A12)

where G(k) is a dyadic Green function defined by

G(k) = G1(k) + G2(k), (A13)

with

G1(k) = αee

(
I− r̂r̂

)
− αmm

[
k̂r̂−

(
r̂ · k̂

)
I
]
, (A14)

G2(k) =
[
αem

(
I− r̂r̂

)
+ αme

[
k̂r̂−

(
r̂ · k̂

)
I
]]

· k. (A15)

Under a spatial transformation Λ, the dyadic G(k) transforms in the new basis into G
′
(k), which is given by

G
′
(k) = Λ ·G(k) · Λ

−1
. (A16)

Since Λ
−1

= Λ
T
for rotation and reflection operations (defined by orthogonal matrices), we have that

G
′
(k) = G1(k) + det

(
Λ
)
G2(k), (A17)

where det
(
Λ
)

= 1 for rotations and det
(
Λ
)

= −1 for reflections. It follows that G1(k) is invariant under both

rotations and reflections, whereas G2(k) is invariant only under rotations.
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Appendix B: Theoretical Background

This section of the supplementary material would give some more detail about the convention used to derive the
transmission equation of the main text. The boundary condition can be expressed as

ẑ ×∆H = jωP∥ − ẑ ×∇∥Mz (B1)

ẑ ×∆E = −jωµ0M∥ − ẑ ×∇∥

(
Pz

ϵ0

)
, (B2)

Where we can define the difference such as

∆H = Hz=0+

∥ −Hz=0−

∥ (B3)

∆E = Ez=0+

∥ −Ez=0−

∥ , (B4)

and the constitutive equations

P = ϵ0χee ·Eav +
1

c0
χem ·Hav (B5)

M = χmm ·Hav +
1

η0
χme ·Eav. (B6)

The parallel component of the polarization is denoted as P∥ and it defines the component of the surface (perpendicular

to the normal of the surface). So the parallel gradit is equal to ∇∥ =
(

∂
∂x ,

∂
∂y

)
. The average fields can be defined as

Eav =
1

2
(E1 +E2) (B7)

Hav =
1

2
(H1 +H2). (B8)

Where E1, H1 and E2, H2 are the fields calculated at the interface for z = 0+ and z = 0− respectively. Now let us
define the incident, reflected and transmitted magnetic fields for a TM polarization

Hi = −H0e
−j(kxx−kzz)ŷ (B9)

Hr,co = RcoH0e
−j(kxx+kzz)ŷ (B10)

Ht,co = −TcoH0e
−j(kxx−kzz)ŷ, (B11)

with H0 as the amplitude of the magnetic field for the incident wave. The relation between the magnetic and electric
field is defined by

E =
η0
k0

H× k. (B12)

Thus, we could obtain the electric field as

Ei =
η0
k0

H0e
−j(kxx−kzz) [kxẑ + kzx̂] (B13)

Er,co = −RcoH0
η0
k0

e−j(kxx+kzz) [kxẑ − kzx̂] (B14)

Et,co = TcoH0
η0
k0

e−j(kxx−kzz) [kxẑ + kzx̂] (B15)

We should also consider the cross polarization fields that are defined as

Er,cr = Rcrη0H0e
−j(kxx+kzz)ŷ (B16)

Et,cr = Tcrη0H0e
−j(kxx−kzz)ŷ (B17)

Hr,cr =
Rcr

k0
H0e

−j(kxx+kzz) [kxẑ − kzx̂] (B18)

Ht,cr =
Tcr

k0
H0e

−j(kxx−kzz) [kxẑ + kzx̂] (B19)

Thus, by gathering all the equations, we can derive the transmission and reflection coefficient for both cross- and
co-polarization.
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Appendix C: Anisotropic metasurface

Anisotropic metasurfaces are the ones that does not present any coupling between the magnetic and electric fields.

χee =

χxx
ee χxy

ee χxz
ee

χyx
ee χyy

ee χyz
ee

χzx
ee χzy

ee χzz
ee

 , χmm =

χxx
mm χxy

mm χxz
mm

χyx
mm χyy

mm χyz
mm

χzx
mm χzy

mm χzz
mm

 , χem = 0, χme = 0. (C1)

In the following sections and also in the main paper, not all the susceptibilities are considered due to the symmetry
of the structure but also due to the polarization of the incoming wave.

C1. Diagonal Anisotropic Metasurface

Here, we start to consider a very simple case, the diagonal anisotropic metasurface that only has the diagonal
elements that are non-zero.

χee =

χxx
ee 0 0
0 χyy

ee 0
0 0 χzz

ee

 , χmm =

χxx
mm 0 0
0 χyy

mm 0
0 0 χzz

mm

 , χem = 0, χme = 0. (C2)

Depending on the polarization of the incoming wave, some element will not be excited. For example for TM polar-
ization, the resulting tensors become,

χee =

χxx
ee 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 χzz

ee

 , χmm =

0 0 0
0 χyy

mm 0
0 0 0

 , χem = 0, χme = 0. (C3)

And for TE polarized light,

χee =

0 0 0
0 χyy

ee 0
0 0 0

 , χmm =

χxx
mm 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 χzz

mm

 , χem = 0, χme = 0. (C4)

For the case of a TM polarized case, we only consider the susceptibilities χxx
ee , χ

zz
ee and χyy

mm. Using the equation built
previously, we can obtain the transmission and reflection with the same procedure, in the case the waves propagate
in the xz plane (ky = 0):

Rco(θ) =
2
(
k2xχ

zz
ee + k2χyy

mm − k2zχ
xx
ee

)
(kzχxx

ee − 2j) [2kz + j (k2xχ
zz
ee + k2χyy

mm)]
(C5)

Tco(θ) = −
jkz

(
4 + k2xχ

xx
ee χ

zz
ee + k2χxx

ee χ
yy
mm

)
(kzχxx

ee − 2j) [2kz + j (k2xχ
zz
ee + k2χyy

mm)]
, (C6)

with kx = k sin θ and kz = k cos θ. From these equations, the conditions for having an angular invariant are visible.
By selecting properly the conditions explained in the main text we can achieve different angular invariance.

Let’s take the equation above for which the co-reflection and co-transmission can be separated into the real and
imaginary part.

Rco(θ) = Rco,R(θ) + jRco,I(θ) (C7)

Tco(θ) = Tco,R(θ) + jTco,I(θ) (C8)

Using Mathematica, we can find condition that cancel the real part or imaginary part of the transmission and
reflection. The solutions are double for each case.

ℜ(Rco(θ)) = 0 ⇐⇒

{
χyy
mm,1(θ) = − 1

k2

(
k2zχ

xx
ee + k2xχ

zz
ee

)
χyy
mm,2(θ) =

1
k2

(
k2zχ

xx
ee − k2xχ

zz
ee

) (C9)
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ℑ(Rco(θ)) = 0 ⇐⇒

{
χyy
mm,1(θ) =

1
χxx
ee k2

(
4− k2xχ

xx
ee χ

zz
ee

)
χyy
mm,2(θ) =

1
k2

(
k2zχ

xx
ee − k2xχ

zz
ee

) (C10)

ℜ(Tco(θ)) = 0 ⇐⇒

{
χyy
mm,1(θ) =

1
χxx
ee k2

(
4− k2xχ

xx
ee χ

zz
ee

)
χyy
mm,2(θ) = − 1

χxx
ee k2

(
4 + k2xχ

xx
ee χ

zz
ee

) (C11)

ℑ(Tco(θ)) = 0 ⇐⇒

{
χyy
mm,1(θ) = − 1

χxx
ee k2

(
4 + k2xχ

xx
ee χ

zz
ee

)
χyy
mm,2(θ) = − 1

k2

(
k2zχ

xx
ee + k2xχ

zz
ee

) (C12)

We observe that, for certain solutions, both the real and imaginary parts of the transmission or reflection simulta-
neously become zero, resulting in complete transmission or reflection. It is also possible to select a specific solution
to independently nullify either the real or imaginary component of either reflection or transmission. This so-called
Kerker condition dictates that the imaginary part of the reflection and the real part of the transmission must vanish.
Consequently, this implies that the reflection is purely real, and the transmission is purely imaginary, leading to a
constant phase shift.

We can clearly notice that for χzz
ee = 0 and χyy

mm = χzz
ee , then we can find out the Kerker condition mentionned in

the main text. The specific conditions of the susceptibilities could also be determined in order to remove the angular
dependencies of the solutions.

C2. Off-Diagonal Anisotropic Metasurfaces

Off-diagonal anisotropic metasurfaces have the diagonal elements of the susceptibilities matrix null, as it follows,

χee =

 0 χxy
ee χxz

ee

χyx
ee 0 χyz

ee

χzx
ee χzy

ee 0

 , χmm =

 0 χxy
mm χxz

mm

χyx
mm 0 χyz

mm

χzx
mm χzy

mm 0

 , χem = 0, χme = 0. (C13)

Again these tensors are different when illuminating with a TM or TE polarized beam.

a. Purely Off-Diagonal Case with Normal Polarization

If now we consider that both susceptibilities χyz
ee and χyz

mm exist, thus the tensors become,

χee =

0 0 0
0 0 χyz

ee

0 χzy
ee 0

 , χmm =

0 0 0
0 0 χyz

mm

0 χzy
mm 0

 , χem = 0, χme = 0. (C14)

The coefficients for TE illumination become complicated expressions but their proportionalities are as follow,

Rco(θ, ϕ) = −4k2k2x(χ
yz
ee − χyz

mm)
2/D(θ, ϕ), (C15)

Tco(θ, ϕ) = −k2z (kyχ
yz
mm − 2j)

2
(
4 + k2yχ

yz2

ee

)
/D(θ, ϕ), (C16)

Rcr(θ, ϕ) = −2jkkxkz (kyχ
yz
ee + 2j) (χyz

ee − χyz
mm) (kyχ

yz
mm − 2j) /D(θ, ϕ), (C17)

Tcr(θ, ϕ) = −2jkkxkz (kyχ
yz
ee − 2j) (χyz

ee − χyz
mm) (kyχ

yz
mm − 2j) /D(θ, ϕ), (C18)

where k2t = k2x + k2y and D(θ, ϕ) is the denominator and is expressed such as,

D(θ, ϕ) = k2z

(
16 + k4yχ

yz2

ee χyz2

mm

)
+ 4k2t

(
k2 − k2y

) (
χyz2

ee + χyz2

mm

)
− 8k2k2xχ

yz
eeχ

yz
mm. (C19)

It can be clearly seen that we can cancel out the co- and cross- polarized reflection but also the cross polarized
transmission by setting

χyz
ee = χyz

mm. (C20)
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This condition reduces the coefficients to,

Rco(θ, ϕ) = 0, (C21)

Tco(θ, ϕ) =
2j − kyχ

yz
mm

2j + kyχ
yz
mm

, (C22)

Rcr(θ, ϕ) = 0, (C23)

Tcr(θ, ϕ) = 0. (C24)

These equations show clearly that the amplitude in transmission is always 1, but the phase varies with ky. We can
also consider the case with χyz

mm = 0, thus the only remaining susceptibility is χyz
ee . The susceptibility tensors become,

χee =

0 0 0
0 0 χyz

ee

0 χzy
ee 0

 , χmm = 0, χem = 0, χme = 0. (C25)

The coefficients are given by,

Rco(θ, ϕ) = − k2k2xχ
yz2

ee

k2k2xχ
yz2

ee + k2z

(
4 + k2yχ

yz2

ee

) (C26)

Tco(θ, ϕ) =
k2z(4 + k2yχ

yz2

ee )

4k2z + (k2k2x + k2yk
2
z)χ

yz2

ee

. (C27)

Rcr(θ, ϕ) = − kkxkzχ
yz
ee (kyχ

yz
ee − 2j)

k2k2xχ
yz2

ee + k2z

(
4 + k2yχ

yz2

ee

) (C28)

Tcr(θ, ϕ) = − kkxkzχ
yz
ee (kyχ

yz
ee − 2j)

k2k2xχ
yz2

ee + k2z

(
4 + k2yχ

yz2

ee

) (C29)

It can be clearly seen that for kx = 0, the transmission coefficient reduces to |Tco(θ, ϕ)| = 1, as explained in the main
text.

b. Partial Gyrotropic Angular Invariance

χee =

 0 χxy
ee 0

χyx
ee 0 0
0 0 0

 , χmm =

 0 χxy
mm 0

χyx
mm 0 0
0 0 0

 , χem = 0, χme = 0. (C30)

The coefficients become very complex for illumination coming from an arbitrary direction, however the scattering
coefficients in the xz (ky = 0) and the yz (kx = 0) propagation planes could be written as it follows,

Rco =
4k2

(
−χxy2

ee + χxy2

mm

)
(
4 + k2χxy2

ee

)(
4 + k2χxy2

mm

) , (C31)

Tco =
(4 + k2χxy

ee χ
xy
mm)(4− k2χxy

ee χ
xy
mm)(

4 + k2χxy2

ee

)(
4 + k2χxy2

mm

) , (C32)

Rcr = ∓
2jk (χxy

ee + χxy
mm)

(
4 + k2χxy

ee χ
xy
mm

)(
4 + k2χxy2

ee

)(
4 + k2χxy2

mm

) , (C33)

Tcr = ±
2jk (χxy

ee − χxy
mm)

(
−4 + k2χxy

ee χ
xy
mm

)(
4 + k2χxy2

ee

)(
4 + k2χxy2

mm

) . (C34)
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where the sign for the cross-polarized coefficients depends on the propagation plane, using the top sign for the case
with ky = 0 and the bottom one for kx = 0. It can be observed that for,

χxy
ee = χxy

mm (C35)

we can obtain,

Rco = 0, (C36)

Tco =
4− k2χxy2

ee

4 + k2χxy2

ee

, (C37)

Rcr = ∓ 4jkχxy
ee

4 + k2χxy2

ee

, (C38)

Tcr = 0. (C39)

Another interesting case is if the following condition is satisfied,

χxy
ee = −χxy

mm, (C40)

then,

Rco = 0, (C41)

Tco =
4− k2χxy2

ee

4 + k2χxy2

ee

, (C42)

Rcr = 0, (C43)

Tcr = ∓ 4jkχxy
ee

4 + k2χxy2

ee

. (C44)

For the particular case where χxy
ee = −χxy

mm = 2
k , we can obtain,

Rco = 0, (C45)

Tco = 0 (C46)

Rcr = 0, (C47)

Tcr = ∓j. (C48)

In the case χxy
ee = −χxy

mm = − 2
k is chosen instead, Tcr will have an additional π-shift in the form Tcr = ±j, where the

top sign corresponds to propagation in the xz plane, while the bottom describes propagation in the yz plane instead.
This means that for this special case we can obtain an angular invariance in phase of ∓π/2.
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Appendix D: Bianisotropic metasurface

Bianisotropic metasurface have all the possible tensors, such as

χee =

χxx
ee χxy

ee χxz
ee

χyx
ee χyy

ee χyz
ee

χzx
ee χzy

ee χzz
ee

 , χmm =

χxx
mm χxy

mm χxz
mm

χyx
mm χyy

mm χyz
mm

χzx
mm χzy

mm χzz
mm

 , (D1)

χem =

χxx
em χxy

em χxz
em

χyx
em χyy

em χyz
em

χzx
em χzy

em χzz
em

 , χme =

χxx
me χxy

me χxz
me

χyx
me χyy

me χyz
me

χzx
me χzy

me χzz
me

 . (D2)

In this case, the electric-to-magnetic and magnetic-to-electric coupling is possible.

D1. Complete Nongyrotropic Angular Invariance

In this section we only consider the susceptibilities χxx
ee , χ

yy
mm and χxy

em.

χee =

χxx
ee 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

 , χmm =

0 0 0
0 χyy

mm 0
0 0 0

 , (D3)

χem =

0 χxy
em 0

0 0 0
0 0 0

 , χme =

 0 0 0
χyx
me 0 0
0 0 0

 . (D4)

Thus, the coefficients obtained with these susceptibilities are as it follows,

Rco(θ) =
−k2zχ

xx
ee ∓ 2kkzχ

xy
em + k2χyy

mm

k2zχ
xx
ee + k2χyy

mm + jkz

[
k2

2 (χxy2

em + χxx
ee χ

yy
mm)− 2

] , (D5a)

Tco(θ) =
−jkz

[
k2

2 (χxy2

em + χxx
ee χ

yy
mm) + 2

]
k2zχ

xx
ee + k2χyy

mm + jkz

[
k2

2 (χxy2

em + χxx
ee χ

yy
mm)− 2

] , (D5b)

Rcr(θ) = 0, (D5c)

Tcr(θ) = 0. (D5d)

The minus and plus signs are for the forward and backward incidence field. Going further, we can assume that

χxx
ee = χyy

mm = 0, (D6a)

χxy
em ̸= 0, (D6b)

leading to,

Tco(θ) =
4 + k2χxy2

em

4− k2χxy2

em

, (D7a)

Rco(θ) = ± 4jkχxy
em

4− k2χxy2

em

. (D7b)

We can clearly see the there is no angular invariance in the xz plane.

D2. Angle invariant circular polarization converter

To derive the equations for circular polarization and extract TCP and RCP, we start with the following expressions
for the transmitted and reflected electric fields in the linear and circular polarization basis:[

Et
TM

Et
TE

]
= TLP

[
Ei

TM

Ei
TE

]
(D8)[

Et
RCP

Et
RCP

]
= TCP

[
Ei

RCP

Ei
RCP

]
(D9)
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We can also write the circular polarization components as a function of the linear polarization components such as,[
Ei

RCP

Ei
RCP

]
= Λ1

[
Ei

TM

Ei
TE

]
(D10)[

Et
RCP

Et
RCP

]
= Λ2

[
Et

TM
Et

TE

]
(D11)[

Er
RCP

Er
RCP

]
= Λ3

[
Er

TM
Er

TE

]
(D12)

Same procedure could be applied to the reflection of the linear and polarization components. Then, by combining all
the equations above, we reach the following transformation equation,

ET
CP = Λ2 · TLP · Λ

−1

1︸ ︷︷ ︸
TCP

EI
CP, (D13)

ER
CP = Λ3 · RLP · Λ

−1

1︸ ︷︷ ︸
RCP

·EI
CP, (D14)

These equations can be expressed in 2× 2 matrix form as follows:

TCP =
1

2

[(
TTM/TM + TTE/TE

) (
TTM/TM − TTE/TE

)(
TTM/TM − TTE/TE

) (
TTM/TM + TTE/TE

)]
+

j

2

[(
TTM/TE − TTE/TM

)
−
(
TTM/TE + TTE/TM

)(
TTM/TE + TTE/TM

)
−
(
TTM/TE − TTE/TM

)] (D15)

RCP =
1

2

[(
RTM/TM −RTE/TE

) (
RTM/TM +RTE/TE

)(
RTM/TM +RTE/TE

) (
RTM/TM −RTE/TE

)]
+

j

2

[(
RTM/TE +RTE/TM

)
−
(
RTM/TE −RTE/TM

)(
RTM/TE −RTE/TM

)
−
(
RTM/TE +RTE/TM

)] (D16)

If we desire cross-polarization in the circular polarization case, then the diagonal elements of both TCP and RCP must
be zero. This implies that TTM/TM = −TTE/TE and RTM/TM = RTE/TE. For a structure characterized solely by the
electromagnetic susceptibilities χyx

em and χxy
em, the co-polarized equations are given by:

TTM/TM(θ) =
4 + k2χyx2

em

4− k2χyx2
em

(D17)

TTE/TE(θ) =
4 + k2χxy2

em

4− k2χxy2
em

(D18)

RTM/TM(θ) =
4jkχxy

em

−4 + k2χxy2
em

(D19)

RTE/TE(θ) =
4jkχyx

em

4− k2χyx2
em

(D20)

In the case where no cross-polarization is present in the linear domain, the expressions simplify to:

TCP =
1

2

[(
TTM/TM + TTE/TE

) (
TTM/TM − TTE/TE

)(
TTM/TM − TTE/TE

) (
TTM/TM + TTE/TE

)] (D21)

RCP =
1

2

[(
RTM/TM −RTE/TE

) (
RTM/TM +RTE/TE

)(
RTM/TM +RTE/TE

) (
RTM/TM −RTE/TE

)] (D22)

To satisfy the circular polarization condition, the following relationship must hold:

χyx
emχ

xy
em = ± 4

k2
(D23)
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D3. Binary-Phase Angle-Invariant Pseudochirality

In this case we consider the following susceptibilities

χee = 0, χmm = 0,

χem =

0 0 0
0 0 χyz

em

0 χzy
em 0

 , χme =

0 0 0
0 0 χyz

me

0 χzy
me 0

 .
(D24)

Then the given TM transmission and reflection coefficients are reduced to,

Rco(θ, ϕ) =
4k2y (χ

yz
em − χzy

em) (χ
yz
em + χzy

em)(
−4 + k2yχ

yz2

em

)(
−4 + k2yχ

zy2

em

) (D25)

Tco(θ, ϕ) =

(
4− k2yχ

yz
emχ

zy
em

) (
4 + k2yχ

yz
emχ

zy
em

)(
−4 + k2yχ

yz2

em

)(
−4 + k2yχ

zy2

em

) (D26)

Rcr(θ, ϕ) =
2jky (χ

yz
em − χzy

em)
(
4 + k2yχ

yz
emχ

zy
em

)(
−4 + k2yχ

yz2

em

)(
−4 + k2yχ

zy2

em

) (D27)

Tcr(θ, ϕ) = −
2jky (χ

yz
em + χzy

em)
(
−4 + k2yχ

yz
emχ

zy
em

)(
−4 + k2yχ

yz2

em

)(
−4 + k2yχ

zy2

em

) (D28)

And if the susceptibilities are equal to each other, meaning that,

χzy
em = χyz

em, (D29)

Then, the reflection coefficients are null, and the transmission coefficients are reduced to,

Tco(θ, ϕ) =
4 + k2yχ

yz2

em

4− k2yχ
yz2

em

, (D30a)

Tcr(θ, ϕ) =
4jkyχ

yz
em

4− k2yχ
yz2

em

. (D30b)
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Appendix E: Simulation for dog-bone structure

The dog-bone structure as illustrated in Fig. S1 is a three-dimensional unit cell that represents certain symmetries.
The symmetries

It can be easily seen that the present symmetries are the mirror symmetries along the Cartesian axis and also the
180◦ rotation along the same axis. Those symmetries induce the off-diagonal elements of the χee and χmm tensors
to be null. On the other hand, the magnetic-to-electric and electric-to-magnetic tensors, χem and χme, respectively,
are null tensors. If we excite the element with a TM-polarized field, the tensor elements χxx

ee , χ
zz
ee , and χyy

mm are only
excited.

FIG. S1. Anisotropic unit cell, double dog bone structure for microwave simulation.

The dimensions of this structure are l = 3 mm, g = 2.5 mm, h = 0.5 mm, w = 1 mm, t = 1 mm. The simulation
in the main text is obtained on CST Studio Suite 2023.

FIG. S2. Anisotropic unit cell, H shaped structure for optical frequency simulation.

For the optical domain dog bone structure, the geometrical parameters are : t = 400 nm, l = 400 nm, g = 160 nm,
w = 90 nm and h = 175 nm.
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FIG. S3. Bianisotropic unit cell, double dog bone structure for bianisotropic susceptibilities in microwave
simulation.

For the microwave domain, the bianisotropic dog bone structure have different structure for the top and bottom
structures, and the geometrical parameters are : t1 = 1.52 mm, l1 = 2.5 mm, g1 = 4 mm, w1 = 0.5 mm and
h1 = 0.5 mm, l2 = 4.5 mm, g2 = 4 mm, w2 = 0.5 mm and h2 = 0.5 mm.
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Appendix F: Homogenization of the susceptibilities

F1. Diagonal anisotropic metasurface method

This first method suggests to use Eq. (C6) to find the susceptibilities. The number of susceptibilities is three, i.e.
χxx
ee , χ

zz
ee and χyy

mm. The first concern here is that we only have two equations and two unknowns. If we look carefully
to the equation, we can notice that for kx = 0 (thus kz = k0), the susceptibility χzz

ee disappears from the transmission
and reflection coefficients, letting only two unknowns. Thus, by inverting the equations, we can obtain,

χxx
ee

∣∣∣
kx=0

=
2j(R+ T − 1)

kz(R+ T + 1)
(F1)

χyy
mm

∣∣∣
kx=0

=
2jkz(R− T + 1)

k2(R− T + 1)
(F2)

Once obtain the susceptibilities χxx
ee and χyy

mm, we can proceed and find χzz
ee . In fact, know we have two equations

and one unknown, letting the system being overdetermined. In order to solve this system we can use the least square
method. Let the following system being an overdetermined, noted as,

Ax = b. (F3)

Where A is a m×n matrix (m > n), x is an n× 1 vector unknowns and b is an m× 1 vector of observed values. The
goal is to find x that minimizes the error, defined as the Euclidean norm of the residual vector r = Ax− b. This can
be formulated as minimizing the sum of the squared residuals:

min
x

∥Ax− b∥ (F4)

The solution to this minimization problem can be found by setting the derivative of the sum of the squared residuals
to zero, leading to the normal equations,

x =
(
ATA

)−1
ATb (F5)

The algorithm is applied for a set of data tθi , rθi for a given incident angle θi.

Aθixθi = bθi . (F6)

Each iteration, the obtained vector xθi should be used to calculate the cost function FMSE which is defined as the
Mean Square Error (MSE), given by

FMSE =
1

2N

∑
k

[(
Tθk − Tθj

)2
+

(
Rθk −Rθj

)2]
. (F7)

Then the solution xθj that give the lowest error will be chosen as the homogenization angle.

F2. Bianisotropic metasurface

In this case, the homogenization is more accurate since we have three unknowns (χxx
ee , χ

yy
mm and χzz

em), but also
three equations: the forward transmission and reflection (T+

co, R
+
co), and the backward reflection (R−

co). In this case,
T+
co = T−

co and R+
co ̸= R−

co, leading to a solvable system. By solving the co-transmission and co-reflection in forwards
propagation and the co-reflection in backwards propagation, we obtain

R+
co(θ) =

−2k2zχ
xx
ee − 4kkzχ

xy
em + 2k2χyy

mm

2k2zχ
xx
ee + 2k2χyy

mm + jkz

[
−4 + k2

(
χxy2

em + χxx
ee χ

yy
mm

)] , (F8)

T+
co(θ) = T−

co(θ) = −
jkz

[
4 + k2

(
χxy2

em + χxx
ee χ

yy
mm

)]
2k2zχ

xx
ee + 2k2χyy

mm + jkz

[
−4 + k2

(
χxy2

em + χxx
ee χ

yy
mm

)] , (F9)

R−
co(θ) =

−2k2zχ
xx
ee + 4kkzχ

xy
em + 2k2χyy

mm

2k2zχ
xx
ee + 2k2χyy

mm + jkz

[
−4 + k2

(
χxy2

em + χxx
ee χ

yy
mm

)] . (F10)
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As it can be observe, the forwards and backwards co-reflection coefficients are not the same, i.e. R+
co ̸= R−

co, thus, we
can solve the system

χxx
ee =

2j
[
1− (R−

co +R+
co) + (R−

coR
+
co)− T+2

co

]
kz

[(
R−

coR
+
co

)
−

(
1 + 2T+

co + T+2
co

)] , (F11)

χyy
mm =

2jkz
[
1 + (R−

co +R+
co) + (R−

coR
+
co)− T+2

co

]
k2

[(
R−

coR
+
co

)
−
(
1 + 2T+

co + T+2
co

)] , (F12)

χxy
em =

2j [R−
co −R+

co]

k
[(
R−

coR
+
co

)
−

(
1 + 2T+

co + T+2
co

)] . (F13)

From here, we can extract the transmission and reflection from the simulation software to compute the susceptibili-
ties.
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