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We consider a medium exhibiting non-reciprocal magneto-electric effect known as Tellegen response captured by the
equations of axion electrodynamics. Here, we investigate the implications of the complex-valued Tellegen response,
discuss the conditions for its emergence and possible material realizations outlining a route to its experimental identifi-
cation from the Stokes parameters of the reflected light.

Complex electromagnetic media known as metamaterials
provide unique playground to obtain unconventional electro-
magnetic properties and craft the propagation of light flows.
As the periodicity of metamaterials is much smaller than the
wavelength, they are typically understood within the effective
medium paradigm, which assigns them a set of effective ma-
terial parameters1 obtained by the proper averaging of the mi-
croscopic fields2,3. While this description is intrinsically ap-
proximate and suffers from many limitations including spatial
dispersion effects4, it still could provide useful insights into
the behavior of the composite structure.

A simple yet general framework for characterising such
composite media is provided by the bianisotropic constitutive
relations, which are typically presented in the form5

D = ε̃E+ (χ̃+ iκ̃) H,

B = (χ̃− iκ̃)
T
E+ µH,

(1)

where ε̃ and µ are the permittivity and permeability, while χ̃
and κ̃ quantify the bianisotropic response of the medium being
responsible for the coupling between electric and magnetic
degrees of freedom. Though in the general case all four mate-
rial parameters are tensors, we focus on the scalar case below.
If losses are absent, these material parameters are real5.

Since electric and magnetic fields transform differently un-
der inversion, the bianisotropic response could only occur if
the inversion symmetry of the medium is broken. This ap-
pears to be sufficient to enable chirality κ̃ which is ubiquitous
in nature in many organic molecules. On the contrary, nonre-
ciprocity χ̃ is much less common and requires not only broken
inversion symmetry, but also broken time-reversal by static
magnetic field, rotation or some other external influence.

The material with a scalar χ̃ known as Tellegen medium is
especially exotic. Though it was originally postulated long
ago6, the realistic proposals on its implementation in photon-
ics were very limited7 until recently8–10, and first experimen-
tal realizations of the Tellegen-type media just started to ap-
pear11,12.

At the same time, such condensed matter structures as mag-
netoelectrics, multiferroics13–16 and topological insulators17,18

do exhibit this kind of response, though the magnitude of the
Tellegen response in those systems is relatively small, typi-
cally below 10−3 − 10−2.
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The constitutive relations Eqs. (1) can be recast as

D = εE+ (χ+ iκ) B,

H = − (χ− iκ)E+ µ−1 B,
(2)

where χ = χ̃/µ, κ = κ̃/µ and ε = ε̃− (χ̃2 + κ̃2)/µ. Below,
we term χ coefficient Tellegen response.

In this form [Eq. (2)], Maxwell’s equations in the medium
with κ = 0 are identical to the equations of axion electrody-
namics16,19 which describes the electromagnetic field in the
presence of hypothetical axions20,21:

rot
(
µ−1 B

)
=

1

c

∂(εE)

∂t
+

4π

c
j

+ [∇χ×E] +
1

c

∂χ

∂t
B , (3)

div (εE) = 4πρ− (∇χ ·B) , (4)

rotE = −1

c

∂B

∂t
, divB = 0 , (5)

where typically ∂χ/∂t = 0 in metamaterial or condensed
matter context. While cosmic axions are still to be observed,
this parallel renders condensed matter and metamaterial sys-
tems an interesting platform for probing axion physics, while
the same coefficient χ is often called axion response.

However, the analogy between the physics of cosmic axions
and its metamaterial or condensed matter implementations is
incomplete. While in the high-energy physics the axion field
is real acquiring an imaginary correction only in the very ex-
otic circumstances22,23, χ in metamaterials or condensed mat-
ter could potentially be complex.

This possibility is briefly acknowledged in the metamaterial
literature24 and is largely uncharted in condensed matter16,25,
where the attention is focused on the quantization of the axion
field χ and its connection to the topological invariants12,26–29,
rather than the breakdown of this regime, inevitable for the
frequency-dependent and lossy χ. Notably, Imχ is fundamen-
tally different from the chirality κ as it enters the constitutive
relations differently and requires breaking of the time-reversal
symmetry.

Assumption of the complex-valued Tellegen response has
several immediate consequences. First, nonzero Imχ leads to
the dissipation24. However, since spatially homogeneous χ is
not manifested in the bulk of the medium, this raises a ques-
tion on where the dissipation happens. Second, since Telle-
gen response is not manifested in the bulk, it can be viewed
as a surface Hall conductivity σxy as sometimes done in the
literature30,31. This raises a question whether bulk Imχ is
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equivalent to the imaginary correction to the Hall conductiv-
ity25,30,32–34 or has a deeper connection to the bulk properties.

In this Article, we address these issues by analyzing the
physics behind complex χ. As a specific model featuring
isotropic Tellegen response, we explore an antiferromagnetic
multilayered structure9. We demonstrate that complex-valued
χ is attainable, reveal the limitations on its magnitude and
discuss how one can retrieve both Reχ and Imχ experimen-
tally distinguishing the latter term from the conventional bulk
losses associated with the imaginary parts of the permittivity
or permeability.

We start by examining a simple setup when a slab with the
thickness L featuring Tellegen response χ, permittivity ε and
permeability µ is illuminated by the linearly polarized plane
wave at normal incidence incident from the medium with per-
mittivity ε0 and permeability µ0 [Fig. 1(a)]. In such case, the
theory (see Supplementary Materials35) predicts that the po-
larization of the transmitted light is unchanged, while the po-
larization of the reflected light experiences Kerr rotation by
the angle

tan θr =

2

√
ε0
µ0

χ

ε0
µ0

− ε

µ
− χ2

. (6)

Notably, this angle is independent of the slab thickness pro-
viding an easy access to quantify χ.

If the medium is lossy, ε, µ and, potentially, χ become
complex. Therefore, the expression on the right-hand side of
Eq. (6) becomes complex. Physically, this means that the po-
larization of the reflected light becomes elliptic36,37 instead of
linear, and the axes of the ellipse are rotated relative to the
polarization plane of the incident light.

As a specific realization of the Tellegen medium we con-
sider a multilayered structure composed of magneto-optical
layers with antiparallel magnetization in the adjacent layers
[Fig. 1(b)]. Each layer is characterized by the gyrotropic per-
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FIG. 1. Probing effective Tellegen response by the incident plane
wave. (a) Sketch of the structure and illustration of Kerr rotation for
the reflected light. (b) Implementation of the structure based on gy-
rotropic layers with spatially alternating out-of-plane magnetization.

mittivity tensor

ε̂ =




ε ig 0
−ig ε 0
0 0 ε


 , (7)

where g is a gyrotropy parameter. In this model, the Tellegen
response emerges in the limit ξ = a/λ ≪ 1 and reads9

χeff =
π

2
g ξ, (8)

while the effective permittivity of the structure reads

εeff = ε+
π2

12
g2ξ2, (9)

and also incorporates second-order spatial dispersion contri-
butions manifested at oblique incidence9 and not included in
Eq. (9) for conceptual simplicity.

Complex-valued Tellegen response is attained when the gy-
rotropy g becomes complex, g = g′ + ig′′. Physically, this
captures the situation when orbital magnetic moments in the
material precess experiencing the damping torque.

However, complex correction to gyrotropy g′′ cannot arise
on its own and is necessarily accompanied by the complex
contribution ε′′ to the permittivity. This conclusion is readily
derived from the passivity condition – the requirement that the
medium can only dissipate energy, but does not provide gain
(see Supplementary Materials, Sec. S335). Using e−iωt time
convention for the fields, we obtain ε′′ > 0 and

|g′′| ≤ ε′′ . (10)
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FIG. 2. Co-polarized (a) and cross-polarized (b) reflection coeffi-
cients calculated from the effective medium description (red) and
transfer matrix method (blue) with the parameters g = 0.5 + 0.01 i,
ε = 1 + 0.01 i, ε0 = µ0 = µ = µeff = 1, χeff, and εeff are given by
Eqs. (8)-(9), total number of periods N = 50.
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To validate the accuracy of the effective medium descrip-
tion of the multilayered structure with complex g, we com-
pare the reflection coefficients for the structure calculated via
rigorous transfer matrix method [see Supplementary Materi-
als35, Sec. S4] with the respective effective medium predic-
tions. We study the structure consisting of 50 unit cells, each
is composed of two gyrotropic layers of equal thickness a/2
and opposite magnetizations ±g0, g0 = 0.5 + 0.01 i.

The results shown in Fig. 2 illustrate the behavior of co-
polarized and cross-polarized reflection coefficients as a func-
tion of the period-to-wavelength ratio ξ in the subwavelength
range from 0 to 0.3. Practically, this ratio can be varied con-
tinuously by changing the frequency of the incident wave. In
the limit ξ ≪ 1, the rigorous solution (blue lines) closely
matches the predictions of the effective medium model (red
lines). Deviations increase with ξ becoming noticeable when
ξ approaches 0.15. A similar trend is observed for the trans-
mission spectra as further elaborated in the Supplementary
Materials35, Sec. S4.

Thus, the stack of magneto-optical layers with complex
gyrotropy matches the effective medium model in the limit
ξ ≪ 1, realizes complex Tellegen response and hence pro-
vides a convenient model to study the associated physics. Us-
ing this system, we now examine how complex Tellegen re-
sponse can be detected experimentally and distinguished from
the other linear responses. Fig. 3 depicts schematically the
key ingredients affecting the reflection of the linearly polar-
ized light.

Imaginary part of the medium permittivity ε′′ leads to the
bulk losses and hence decreases the amplitude of both trans-
mitted and reflected waves. However, the polarization of re-
flected light still remains linear in the same plane.

Real Tellegen response χ′ causes the rotation of polariza-
tion plane. Hence, the combination of χ′ and ε′′ results gen-
erally in elliptical polarization.

Finally, complex Tellegen response χ′′ both rotates the po-
larization plane and transformes the linear polarization into
the elliptical one.

This simple reasoning raises a question on whether it is
possible to experimentally distinguish a complex Tellegen

FIG. 3. Schematic showing the key factors affecting the polarization
of light reflected from the surface of the medium with complex Tel-
legen response.

response from the combination of the two conventional re-
sponses – complex permittivity ε and purely real χ.

To address that, we characterize the reflected light by the
set of Stokes parameters

IR = |Ex|2 + |Ey|2,
Q = |Ex|2 − |Ey|2,
U = 2Re

{
ExE

∗
y

}
,

V = −2 Im
{
ExE

∗
y

}
,

(11)

capturing the intensity of the reflected light (IR) and its po-
larization state (Q, U , V ). These characteristics related via
I2R = Q2 + U2 + V 2 which defines the Poincaré sphere for
the reflected light. In addition, we assume that the intensity of
the transmitted light IT is also known.

Four independent characteristics of the reflected and trans-
mitted light suggest that the four relevant parameters –
namely, ε′, ε′′, χ′ and χ′′ – can be retrieved independently. In
Sec. S5 of the Supplementary Materials35 we perform such a
retrieval analytically assuming weak Tellegen response χ, i.e.
neglecting terms ∝ χ2, and assuming low losses, ε′′ ≪ |ε′|.
Real and imaginary parts of the permittivity are recovered
from the intensity of reflected and transmitted light, while the
Tellegen response is extracted from the Stokes parameters U
and V :

χ′ = − (1− ε′)U + ε′′ V
4 IR

, (12)

χ′′ = − (1− ε′)V − ε′′ U
4 IR

. (13)

To illustrate the retrieval numerically, we compute the
Stokes parameters for light reflected from a medium with
complex permittivity εeff and complex Tellegen response. In
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FIG. 4. Stokes parameters for a wave reflected from the multilayered
structure featuring complex Tellegen response. Green lines: results
for a medium with complex χ and complex ε. Magenta lines: At-
tempt to fit the data assuming a real χ and complex permittivity ε.
Green curves: g0 = 0.5 + 0.01i, ε = 1 + 0.01i. Magenta curves:
g0 = 0.5, ε = 1 + 0.015i. A total of 50 unit cells were used in the
simulation.
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Fig. 4, the green curves depict the Stokes parameters com-
puted for the medium consisting of 50 pairs of oppositely
magnetized layers, each with the thickness a/2, gyrotropy
amplitude g0 = 0.5+0.01i and the permittivity ε = 1+0.01i.
For comparison, we attempt to fit the same data using a sim-
plified model which assumes purely real Tellegen response,
and associates all losses with the complex permittivity ε =
1 + 0.015i as shown by magenta curves in Fig. 4.

We observe that not all Stokes parameters are accurately fit-
ted, indicating the relevance of χ′′ to capture the optical prop-
erties of the medium.

In the analyzed system, complex Tellegen response χ′′ re-
quires complex gyrotropy g′′, which necessarily leads to the
nonzero imaginary part of the permittivity ε′′. Notably, such
situation is generic, and complex Tellegen response χ is al-
ways accompanied by the complex permittivity and perme-
ability. To demonstrate that, we analyze the energy balance
in the medium with complex material parameters (see Sup-
plementary Materials35, Sec. S3) and require that for any field
configuration the energy is dissipated. This yields the inequal-
ity

|χ′′| ≤
√
ε′′µ′′

|µ| . (14)

Equation (14) demonstrates that the imaginary contribution to
the Tellegen response (χ′′ ̸= 0) necessarily requires nonzero
imaginary parts of the two bulk parameters – permittivity
(ε′′ > 0) and permeability (µ′′ > 0). Interestingly, the real
part of χ remains unconstrained, decoupling its behavior from
the dissipation-driven dynamics of the imaginary part and al-
lowing to obtain strong Tellegen response, as has been re-
cently demonstrated experimentally11 and justified theoreti-
cally38.

On a side note, the considered multilayered structure does
not have an effective permeability, but features second-order
spatial dispersion effects instead9. However, the general con-
clusion stays the same: χ′′ is necessarily accompanied by the
bulk losses.

In summary, we have demonstrated the emergence of com-
plex Tellegen response in a metamaterial composed of lay-
ers with complex gyrotropy. The key ingredients for obtain-
ing complex χ in our case are the damping of magnetization
precession described by the complex gyrotropy g and anti-
ferromagnetic pattern of magnetization. Qualitatively similar
physics may occur in condensed matter systems, where damp-
ing of anti-scalar magnons enables imaginary correction to the
axion response.

Our results suggest that complex χ cannot arise on its own
and is necessarily accompanied by the imaginary corrections
to other material parameters, such as permittivity and perme-
ability. These additional sources of loss potentially compli-
cate the observation of complex χ. Still, measuring the polar-
ization of the reflected light, one could distinguish complex
Tellegen response from the other material responses.

The connection between χ′′ and imaginary corrections to
the bulk material parameters suggests that complex Tellegen
response should rather be viewed as a bulk property of the

medium. In the same logic, losses associated with the com-
plex χ happen not in the thin surface layer, but in the bulk
of the structure. This conclusion is evident not only from our
model of a multilayered structure with the complex gyrotropy,
but also from the expression of the time-averaged energy flow

S =
c

8π
Re

[
µ−1 E∗ ×B

]
− c

8π
Re [χE∗ ×E] , (15)

which incorporates an additional term ∝ χ, avoids the discon-
tinuity of the energy flow at the boundary of the medium, but
enables the dissipation in the bulk.

Our findings thus clarify the issues related to complex Tel-
legen response and provide a theoretical foundation for future
experimental investigations of Tellegen metamaterials and ax-
ion insulators.
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S1. REFLECTION AND TRANSMISSION OF A PLANE WAVE AT COMPLEX AXION INTERFACE

FIG. S1. Reflection and transmission of a plane wave at the boundary separating two media with the different axion responses
χ1 and χ2.
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We consider two semi-infinite media with complex axion response, characterized by the material parameters χ1, ε1,
µ1 for z < z0 and χ2, ε2, µ2 for z > z0. Our goal is to derive the reflection and transmission coefficients for a plane
wave incident at the interface z = z0.

The boundary conditions derived from the equations of axion electrodynamics read:

[D]n = χB · n̂|z=z0 , [H]∥ = −χE× n̂|z=z0 , (S1)

[B]n = 0, [E]∥ = 0, (S2)

where χ = χ1 − χ2 and [D]n ≡ D2n −D1n. For normal incidence, assuming that the wave propagates along ẑ, the
reflection and transmission matrices are computed using the transfer matrix method. The plane wave solutions are:

E1 =Ei(z, t) = Ei(ki, ω)e
ikize−iωt, (S3)

E2 =Et(z, t) +Er(z, t) = Et(kt, ω)e
iktze−iωt +Er(kr, ω)e

−ikrze−iωt, (S4)

where the subscripts i, r and t indicate incident, reflected and transmitted waves. From the bulk Maxwell’s equations
the propagation constants of the waves are found to be ki = k0

√
µ1ε1 and kr = kt = k0

√
µ2ε2, where k0 = ω/c. Using

the boundary conditions for the tangential components in Eqs. S1, the amplitudes of the incident, transmitted, and
reflected waves are related as

Et = Ei +Er, (S5)
√

ε2
µ2

Et = χn̂× (Ei +Et) +

√
ε1
µ1

(Ei −Er). (S6)

Therefore, we can construct the axion-boundary transfer matrix directly from Eqs. (S5), (S6) choosing as an appro-
priate basis the vectors:




Et

√
ε2
µ2

Et


 =



M11 M12

M21 M22







Ei +Er

√
ε1
µ1

(
Ei −Er

)


 , (S7)

where M11 = 1, M12 = 0, M22 = 1, and

M21 = χ



0 −1

1 0


 . (S8)

This choice of basis simplifies the boundary conditions, enabling a straightforward determination of the reflection and
transmission matrices:

R̂ = −
[√

ε2
µ2

M11 −
√

ε1ε2
µ1µ2

M12 −M21 +

√
ε1
µ1

M22

]−1 [√
ε2
µ2

M11 +

√
ε1ε2
µ1µ2

M12 −M21 −
√

ε1
µ1

M22

]
, (S9)

T̂ =

[
M11 +

√
ε1
µ1

M12 +

(
M11 −

√
ε1
µ1

M12

)
R̂

]
, (S10)

that describe the transmitted and reflected fields Et = T̂ Ei and Er = R̂ Ei. The full form of these matrices is

T̂ =

2

√
ε1
µ1(√

ε1
µ1

+

√
ε2
µ2

)2

+ χ2




√
ε2
µ2

+

√
ε1
µ1

−χ

χ

√
ε2
µ2

+

√
ε1
µ1




, (S11)

R̂ =
1

(√
ε1
µ1

+

√
ε2
µ2

)2

+ χ2




ε1
µ1

− ε2
µ2

− χ2 −2χ

√
ε1
µ1

2χ

√
ε1
µ1

ε1
µ1

− ε2
µ2

− χ2




. (S12)
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Using the Poynting vector

S =
c

8π
Re(E×H∗), (S13)

we compute the intensities of reflected and transmitted waves. Note that the H field in the axion medium is H =
µ−1B− χE and therefore

S =
c

8π

1

k0
Re

[
k

µ
|E|2

]
− c

8π
Re

[
χ∗E×E∗

]
. (S14)

It should be stressed that E × E∗ could be nonzero for elliptical or circular polarization. Since E × E∗ is purely
imaginary, an additional term in the energy flow arises only for the complex χ.

Naively, one may assume that the axion term χ is complex, while the permittivity and permeability are purely
real. Below, we demonstrate that this assumptions leads to the inconsistencies. Specifically, the energy flow for the
incident, reflected, and transmitted waves is evaluated as.

Si = Si · ẑ =
c

8π

√
ε1
µ1

|Ei|2, (S15)

St = St · ẑ =
c

8π

√
ε2
µ2

|Et|2 −
c

8π
Re

[
χ∗
2Et ×E∗

t

]
, (S16)

Sr = Sr · ẑ =
c

8π

√
ε1
µ1

|Er|2 −
c

8π
Re

[
χ∗
1Er ×E∗

r

]
, (S17)

where the axion response is assumed complex and decomposed into real and imaginary parts as χα = χα,r + iχα,i, for
α = 1, 2. In addition, the polarization of the incident light is linear, E∗

i = Ei. Intensity transmission and reflection
coefficients are:

T =
St

Si
, R =

Sr

Si
. (S18)

To compute these coefficients explicitly, we deduce

Er ×E∗
r = 2i Im

[
r12r

∗
11

]
|Ei|2, (S19)

Et ×E∗
t = 2i Im

[
t12t

∗
11

]
|Ei|2, (S20)

and also

Er ·E∗
r =

(
|r11|2 + |r12|2

)
|Ei|2, (S21)

Et ·E∗
t =

(
|t11|2 + |t12|2

)
|Ei|2. (S22)

Therefore, in terms of the amplitude reflection and transmission coefficients the result reads:

R =
(
|r11|2 + |r12|2

)
|Ei|2 + 2

√
µ1

ε1
χ1,i Im

[
r12r

∗
11

]
|Ei|2, (S23)

T =

√
ε2
µ2√
ε1
µ1

(
|t11|2 + |t12|2

)
|Ei|2 + 2

√
µ1

ε1
χ2,i Im

[
t12t

∗
11

]
|Ei|2, (S24)

where χ1 = χ1,r + iχ1,i and χ2 = χ2,r + iχ2,i. Now, we just substitute the values of r11, r12, t11, t12, obtaining

R =
1

|f(χ)|2

[(
ε1
µ1

− ε2
µ2

)2

−
(
ε1
µ1

− ε2
µ2

)(
χ2 + (χ∗)2

)
+ |χ|4 + 4

ε1
µ1

|χ|2 + 4χiχi,1

(
ε2
µ2

− ε1
µ1

− |χ|2
)]

. (S25)

T =
1

|f(χ)|2

[
4

√
ε1ε2
µ1µ2

{(
ε1
µ1

− ε2
µ2

)2

+ |χ|2
}

+ 8

√
ε1
µ1

χiχ2,i

(√
ε1
µ1

+

√
ε2
µ2

)]
, (S26)
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where

|f(χ)|2 =

∣∣∣∣∣

(√
ε1
µ1

+

√
ε2
µ2

)2

+ χ2

∣∣∣∣∣

2

, (S27)

and χi = χ1,i − χ2,i.
Interestingly, the energy is generally not conserved and

T +R = 1 +
4χiχ1,i

|f(χ)|2

{(√
ε1
µ1

+

√
ε2
µ2

)2

− |χ|2
}
. (S28)

To illustrate the consequences, we analyze several representative cases. We assume strong Tellegen response |χ| >∣∣∣
√

ε1
µ1

+
√

ε2
µ2

∣∣∣, with |χ| =
√

χ2
r + χ2

i , where χr = χ1,r − χ2,r.

• Case A: If χ1,i = 0, then T +R = 1 and the energy is conserved.

• Case B: If χ1,i > 0, and χ2,i = 0, then

T +R = 1−
4χ2

1,i

|f(χ)|2

{
χ2
r + χ2

1,i −
(√

ε1
µ1

+

√
ε2
µ2

)2
}

< 1, (S29)

and energy is absorbed in the process.

• Case C: However, if χ2,i > χ1,i > 0,then T +R > 1, which suggests some gain and is unphysical for a passive
medium.

The origin of such contradiction lies in our assumptions regarding the material parameters. As we discuss in the
Section S3, an imaginary correction to the Tellegen response is necessarily accompanied by the imaginary corrections
to the permittivity and permeability of the medium, which allows to restore the passivity.

S2. REFLECTION AND TRANSMISSION OF A PLANE ELECTROMAGNETIC WAVE INCIDENT AT
THE SLAB WITH COMPLEX χ.

Next we examine more physical situation when the plane wave is incident at the slab possessing complex axion
response, Fig. S2. Our goal is to derive the amplitude reflection and transmission matrices.

FIG. S2. Reflection and transmission of a plane electromagnetic wave through a slab with complex Tellegen response χ.

We apply the same transfer matrix technique using the basis of Et and Ht fields. By considering the propagation
inside the complex axion slab of thickness L and Eq. (S7), we write the full transfer matrix as
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M̂ = M̂2→1M̂(L)M̂1→2 (S30)

with

M̂1→2 =




1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 −χ 1 0
χ 0 0 1


 , M̂2→1 =




1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 χ 1 0

−χ 0 0 1


 , (S31)

and

M̂(L) =




cos(k′L) i sin(k′L)

√
µ′

ε′

i sin(k′L)

√
ε′

µ′ cos(k′L)


 , (S32)

where χ = χ1 − χ2, k2 = k0
√
µ2ε2, and the boundaries are located at z = 0 and z = L. The components of the

reflection and transmission matrices for the slab propagation in the general case are

t11 = t22 =
2i

g(χ)

√
ε1ε2
µ1µ2

, (S33)

t12 = t21 = 0, (S34)

r11 = r22 =
1

g(χ)

(
ε1
µ1

− ε2
µ2

− χ2

)
sin(k2L), (S35)

r12 = −r21 = − 2

g(χ)

√
ε1
µ1

χ sin(k2L), (S36)

where

g(χ) = 2i

√
ε1ε2
µ1µ2

cos(k2L) +

(
ε1
µ1

+
ε2
µ2

+ χ2

)
sin(k2L). (S37)

The intensity transmission and reflection coefficients are simply:

T = |t11|2 + |t21|2, R = |r11|2 + |r21|2. (S38)

We again probe the energy conservation by plotting the sum T + R in Fig. S3. In agreement with the previous
section, assumption of complex χ along with purely real ε and µ immediately leads to the inconsistency illustrated in
Fig. S3(a). However, this artifact is readily removed by incorporating imaginary corrections to ε and µ, see Fig. S3(b).
The vertical dashed line shows the maximal attainable value of Imχ given the prescribed imaginary parts ε′′ and µ′′.
This limitation on χ′′ is further discussed in the next section.

S3. CONDITIONS FOR THE EFFECTIVE MATERIAL PARAMETERS

In this section, we derive the constraints on the material parameters for a medium exhibiting complex Tellegen
response or complex gyrotropy using the passivity condition. The latter guarantees that the arbitrary configuration
of electromagnetic field created in the medium leads to the dissipation of energy.

A. Limitations on complex axion response

The restriction on the imaginary part of complex Tellegen response is obtained from considerations of the passivity
of the medium: any configuration of electromagnetic field passing through this medium should lose energy, but not
gain it. For monochromatic waves, E(t) = E0e

−iωt +E∗
0e

iωt, the dissipation power is expressed as

q = −⟨∇ · S⟩ = −⟨ c

4π
∇ · (E×H)⟩ = ⟨ 1

4π

(
H · ∂B

∂t
+E · ∂D

∂t

)
⟩ = ω

2π
Im(H∗ ·B+E∗ ·D). (S39)
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FIG. S3. Probing the energy conservation for the light incident at the slab with complex Tellegen response. (a) Introducing
imaginary χ with purely real ε and µ results in unphysical behavior T + R > 1. (b) Dissipation emerges when complex
permittivity and permeability are introduced, restoring energy conservation up to a threshold value of χ′′. The threshold is
shown by the vertical orange line. Both plots assume (ω/c)L = 1.

where S is the Poynting vector. Substituting the constitutive relations for a complex axion response:

D = εE+ χB, H = µ−1B− χE, (S40)

the dissipation power becomes:

q =
c

2π
ω Im (E∗

0 ·D0 −B∗
0 ·H0)

=
c

2π
ω Im

(
ε|E0|2 − µ−1|B0|2 + χE∗

0 ·B0 − χ∗E0 ·B∗
0

)
.

(S41)

The dissipation must be nonnegative for any configuration of the field, including the situation B0 ∥ E0. Writing
the parameters in terms of real and imaginary parts ε = ε′ + iε′′, µ = µ′ + iµ′′ with ε′, ε′′, µ′, µ′′ ∈ R and assuming
B0 = aE0, a ∈ R, we recover the expression for the dissipation

q =
c

2π
ω

[
ε′′|E0|2 +

µ′′

|µ|2 |B0|2 ± 2χ′′|E0||B0|
]
≥ 0. (S42)

It is then straightforward to deduce that ε′′ ≥ 0, µ′′ ≥ 0, and

|χ′′| ≤
√
ε′′µ′′

|µ| . (S43)

It is important to emphasize that the presence of dissipation in both ε and µ is a fundamental requirement for
sustaining a nonzero imaginary part of χ. Without dissipation (ε′′ = µ′′ = 0), the imaginary component of χ is
prohibited, as it would violate the passivity condition and lead to unphysical energy gain. Conversely, the real part of
χ remains unrestricted by this condition and can vanish without affecting the constraints on the medium’s passivity.
These findings are consistent with earlier works, such as Refs. [1, 2].

B. Limitations on complex gyrotropy

Analogously, we derive the restrictions for the imaginary part of gyrotropy. In the case of the material with
gyrotropic ε̂ the material equations read D = ε̂E,H = B, where ε̂ the dielectric constant tensor is of the form:

Di = εij Ej , εij =




ε ig 0
−ig ε 0
0 0 µ


 , (S44)
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In this case, the expression for the dissipation rate, (S39), is

q =
ω

2π
Im(E∗ ·D) =

ω

2π
Im (E∗

i Ejεij) . (S45)

By writing explicitly the parameters ε = ε′ + iε′′, g = g′ + ig′′, with ε′, ε′′, g′, g′′ ∈ ℜ, we have

q =
ω

8π

[
ε′′|Ez|2 + (|Ex|2 + |Ey|2)ε′′ + 2g′′Im(ExE

∗
y)
]
. (S46)

Given that the dissipation rate is non-negative for any configuration of the electromagnetic field, we can choose the
propagation of light along the z axis. For circularly polarized waves, we can write

ε′′(|Ex|2 + |Ey|2) + 2g′′Im(ExE
∗
y) = ε′′(|Ex|2 + |Ey|2)± 2g′′|Ex||Ey| ≥ 0, (S47)

from which we can obtain the inequalities for the material parameters as follows:

ε′′ ≥ 0,

|g′′| ≤ ε′′.
(S48)

These constraints imply that a complex gyrotropy, g = g′ + ig′′, can only exist if the permittivity is also complex and
its positive imaginary part ε′′ is larger or equal to the imaginary part of gyrotropy |g′′|.

Within the effective medium description of multilayered structures, this relationship further indicates that the com-
plex Tellegen response requires complex permittivity to satisfy passivity. Importantly, in a metamaterial constructed
from the layers with gyrotropic permittivity, no effective correction to permeability µ emerges. However, spatial dis-
persion effects in the structure mimic to some extent the permeability-like contributions. This characteristic enables
the design of metamaterials that exhibit complex Tellegen response driven primarily by the complex permittivity.

S4. MULTILAYERED GYROTROPIC MEDIUM WITH EFFECTIVE COMPLEX TELLEGEN
RESPONSE

In this section, we present numerical simulations of a multilayered axion metamaterial composed of alternating
layers with opposite complex gyrotropy, as proposed in the main text. The metamaterial’s behavior is analyzed using
the transfer matrix method, and the results are compared with the effective medium description of a slab featuring
complex Tellegen response. The Tellegen response and permittivity are described by Eqs. (8) and (9) of the main
text.

First, we consider a 1D photonic crystal composed of two gyrotropic layers, A and B, with periodicity given by
R = Dẑ, where D = dA + dB is the size of the unit cell, and dα is the thickness of the α layer. The permittivity
tensor is defined by the expression:

ε̂(z +D) = ε̂(z) =




ε(z) ig(z) 0
−ig(z) ε(z) 0

0 0 ε(z)


 , µ̂(z +D) = µ̂(z) = µ(z). (S49)

We assume ε(z), µ(z) are real, and g(z) can be complex. The constitutive relations for a single layer α = A,B are

Di
α = εijα Ej

α, εijα =




εα igα 0
−igα εα 0
0 0 µα


 , (S50)

where we will consider gA = g = −gB . Using a chiral basis, Eα = Eα x̂ + iηEα ŷ, where η = ±1 for right- and
left-handed polarization, we can write the D fields as

Dα,η = εα,ηEα,η, εα,η = εα − ηgα. (S51)

Therefore, we can construct the electric field propagating in a layer α as [3]

Eα,η = Eα,η eikα,ηtv̂η + E′
α,η e−ikα,ηtv̂η, (S52)
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and

Hα,η = −iη

√
εα,η
µα

Eα,η eikα,ηtv̂η + iη

√
εα,η
µα

E′
α,η e−ikα,ηtv̂η, (S53)

where

kα,η = k0
√
εα,ηµα, (S54)

is the wavevector with k0 = ω/c a constant, Eα,η and E′
α,η are the amplitudes of the wave travelling to the right(left).

Here, v̂η = v̂± is given by

v̂η =
1√
2




1
iη
0


 . (S55)

By applying the conventional boundary conditions, i.e., the continuity of the tangential components of the H and E
fields, in Eqs. (S52),(S53) we obtain

EA + E′
A = EB + E′

B , (S56)

ξAEA − ξAE
′
A = ξBEB − ξBE

′
B , (S57)

where ξα = −iη
√

εα,η/µα. From this last set of equations, (S56),(S57) we can write the 2× 2 interface matrix from
layer A to B:

(
EB

E′
B

)
= MAB

(
EA

E′
A

)
, MAB =

1

2



1 +

YA

YB
1− YA

YB

1− YA

YB
1 +

YA

YB


 . (S58)

Here, we consider a basis with the amplitude vector like (Eα,+, E
′
α,+, Eα,−, E′

α,−)
T , where +(−) describes the right-

(left-) handed polarization. The 4× 4 interface matrix is given by




EB,+

E′
B,+

EB,−

E′
B,−




=
1

2




1 +
YA,+

YB,+
1− YA,+

YB,+
0 0

1− YA,+

YB,+
1 +

YA,+

YB,+
0 0

0 0 1 +
YA,−
YB,−

1− YA,−
YB,−

0 0 1− YA,−
YB,−

1 +
YA,−
YB,−







EA,+

E′
A,+

EA,−

E′
A,−




, (S59)

where we define Yα,η =
√
εα,η/µα. Finally, for the case of an electromagnetic wave propagating inside the medium

α = A,B, with thickness dα and wavevector kα,η, the 4× 4 bulk-propagation matrix is given by

Mα = Mα(dα) =




eikα,+dα 0 0 0
0 e−ikα,+dα 0 0
0 0 eikα,−dα 0
0 0 0 e−ikα,−dα


 . (S60)

The resultant transfer matrix describing the gyrotropic multilayered structure with even number of 2N layers then
reads

Mslab = MB−airMAB(MBAMBMABMA)
2NMair−A =

(
M+

slab 0
0 M−

slab

)
. (S61)

This matrix, describes the following system,
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(
Et

η

0

)
= Mη

slab

(
Ei

η

Er
η

)
, Mη

slab =

(
Mη

11 Mη
12

Mη
21 Mη

22

)
. (S62)

From which we can deduce the amplitude of the transmitted and reflected wave as for both polarizations

Et
η =

det(Mη)

Mη
22

Ei
η Er

η = −Mη
21

Mη
22

Ei
η. (S63)

Assuming that the incident wave is polarized along the x axis, we write the transmitted and reflected fields as

Et =
1

2

(
det(M+)

M+
22

+
det(M−)

M−
22

)
Ei x̂+

i

2

(
det(M+)

M+
22

− det(M−)

M−
22

)
Ei ŷ, (S64)

Er = −1

2

(
M+

21

M+
22

+
M−

21

M−
22

)
Ei x̂− i

2

(
M+

21

M+
22

− M−
21

M−
22

)
Ei ŷ. (S65)

which yields the co- and cross-polarized transmission and reflection in terms of the components of the transfer-matrix
for the full multilayered slab

Txx =
1

2

(
det(M+)

M+
22

+
det(M−)

M−
22

)
, Txy =

i

2

(
det(M+)

M+
22

− det(M−)

M−
22

)
, (S66)

Rxx = −1

2

(
M+

21

M+
22

+
M−

21

M−
22

)
, Rxy = − i

2

(
M+

21

M+
22

− M−
21

M−
22

)
. (S67)

We validate the effective medium model by simulating a multilayered structure with 50 unit cells, each consisting of
two layers of equal thickness a/2 and opposite gyrotropy ±g0, g0 = 0.5 + i0.01. For simplicity, we assume that the
permittivity and permeability of the gyrotropic layers are equal to 1. The transmission and reflection coefficients of
the photonic structure are computed using Eqs (S66),(S67).

The effective axion response depends on the way the structure is terminated. If the gyrotropy of the first layer is
positive, the real part of the effective axion response is also positive and an effective material paramters are given by:

χeff =
π

2
g0 ξ, εeff = ε

(
1− π2

12

g20
εµ

ξ2
)
, (S68)

where g0 is the gyrotropy of the first layer of the metamaterial, ξ = a/λ is the period-to-wavelength ratio, and λ is
the vacuum wavelength. The permeability remains unchanged, µeff = µ. The transmission and reflection coefficients
for an axion slab have the analytical forms given by Eqs. (S33)-(S36). For the permittivity and permeability, we set
ε1 = µ1 = µ2 = 1, and ε2 = εeff to model the complex axion slab in vacuum. The phase accumulation inside the slab
is given by:

k2L = 2π
√
µeff εeffNξ, (S69)

where N = 50 represents the number of periods in the multilayered structure.

The thickness of the slab is fixed at L = Na. By varying the wavelength λ, we plot the reflection and transmission
coefficients both for our photonic structure and fpr the effective medium model in terms of the period-to-wavelength
ratio ξ.

In the main text [Fig. 3], we validate the effective axion response. It is evident that for subwavelength modulation
with ξ ≪ 1, the transmission and reflection coefficients of the multilayered structure closely match those of the
effective medium. As ξ increases, the effective medium solution starts to deviate from the real multilayered structure.
In Fig. S4(a-d) we present the results complementing those in the main text. We observe that the co-polarized
transmission is quite close to unity and monotonically decreases with ξ experiencing the oscillations [Fig. S4(a)].
The cross-polarized transmission vanishes [Fig. S4(b)], while the energy carried by the wave is not conserved, i.e.
|T |2 + |R|2 < 1 [Fig. S4(d)]. The momentum of the wave quantified by |T |2 − |R|2 is also not conserved [Fig. S4(c)]
since the spatial boundaries break the translational invariance of the system.
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FIG. S4. Validating complex effective Tellegen response. Blue lines correspond to the transfer-matrix method applied to the
multilayered structure, and red lines to the effective medium model. Panels (a,b) correspond to the co- and cross-polarized
transmission, respectively, panel (c) displays the momentum non-conservation |T |2 − |R|2 ̸= 1, and panel (d) shows energy
non-conservation |T |2 + |R|2 ̸= 1. An arrangement of 50 layers with the gyrotropic permittivity is considered.

S5. RETRIEVAL OF THE MATERIAL PROPERTIES VIA STOKES PARAMETERS

Material parameters are typically determined from the measurements of the reflection and transmission coefficients
using the celebrated Nicolson-Ross-Weir method [4, 5].

In this section, we further advance this technique to show how real and imaginary parts of the Tellegen response
could be retrieved. For that purpose, one needs to assess not only the intensity, but also the polarization of the
reflected light characterized by the set of Stokes parameters:

I = |Ex|2 + |Ey|2,
Q = |Ex|2 − |Ey|2,
U = 2 Re

[
ExE

∗
y

]
,

V = −2Im
[
ExE

∗
y

]
,

(S70)

where I represents the total intensity, while Q,U, V describe the polarization state. These parameters are related
through the Poincaré sphere identity:

I2 = Q2 + U2 + V 2. (S71)

Since only three of these parameters are independent, an additional parameter is required to fully determine the four
unknowns ε′, ε′′, χ′, and χ′′. We assume that the transmitted light intensity, IT , is also known, which allows us to
solve for all four unknowns.

The relationship between the reflected and incident electric fields is given by the reflection matrix:

(
Er

x

Er
y

)
=

(
Rxx Rxy

Ryx Ryy

)(
Ei

x

Ei
y

)
, (S72)

where the reflection coefficients for a complex axion slab with permittivity ε = ε′+iε′′ and axion coupling χ = χ′+χ′′,
with ε′, ε′′, χ′, χ′′ ∈ R, are given by Eqs. (S35,S36):

Rxx = Ryy =
1

g(χ)

(
1− ε− χ2

)
sin(kL), (S73)

Rxy = −Ryx =
2

g(χ)
χ sin(kL), (S74)
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where k = ω/c
√
ε, and the denominator function is

g(χ) = 2i
√
ε cos(kL) +

(
1 + ε+ χ2

)
sin(kL). (S75)

Assuming normal incidence with an x-polarized plane wave (Ei
y = 0), the reflected field components are:

Er
x = RxxE

i
x, Er

y = RyxE
i
x. (S76)

The Stokes parameters of the reflected wave are expressed as:

I =
1

|g(χ)|2

[
|1− ε− χ2|2 + 4|χ|2

]
| sin(kL)|2, (S77)

Q =
1

|g(χ)|2

[
|1− ε− χ2|2 − 4|χ|2

]
| sin(kL)|2, (S78)

U = − 4

|g(χ)|2Re
[
(1− ε− χ2)χ∗

]
| sin(kL)|2, (S79)

V =
4

|g(χ)|2 Im
[
(1− ε− χ2)χ∗

]
| sin(kL)|2, (S80)

where we assume |Ei
x|2 = 1. Since the system is nonlinear and complex, solving for ε′, ε′′, χ′, χ′′ directly from these

equations is not straightforward. However, realistically, the Tellegen response χ is quite weak. We therefore keep only
first power of χ neglecting the terms of the order of χ2.

IR ≈ 1

|g(ε′, ε′′)|2

[
(1− ε′)2 + ε′′2

]
| sin(kL)|2, (S81)

QR ≈ 1

|g(ε′, ε′′)|2

[
(1− ε′)2 + ε′′2

]
| sin(kL)|2, (S82)

UR ≈ − 4

|g(ε′, ε′′)|2

[
(1− ε′)χ′ − ε′′χ′′

]
| sin(kL)|2, (S83)

VR ≈ − 4

|g(ε′, ε′′)|2

[
(1− ε′)χ′′ + ε′′χ′

]
| sin(kL)|2, (S84)

where

g(χ) ≈ g(ε′, ε′′) = 2i
√
ε cos(kL) + (1 + ε) sin(kL), (S85)

is independent of χ. As we mentioned earlier, the total intensity of the transmitted wave is required to fully determine
the parameters.

IT ≈ 4
√
ε′2 + ε′′2

|g(ε′, ε′′)|2 . (S86)

If the losses are small, i.e. ε′′ ≪ |ε′|, we can approximate the sinusoidal functions as

sin(kL) ≈ sin(k0L
√
ε′) + ik0L

ε′′

2
√
ε′

cos(k0L
√
ε′), cos(kL) ≈ cos(k0L

√
ε′)− ik0L

ε′′

2
√
ε′

sin(k0L
√
ε′), (S87)

where we use

√
ε ≈

√
ε′ + i

ε′′

2
√
ε′
. (S88)
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A. Retrieval of real and imaginary parts of permittivity

The real and imaginary part of permittivity can be recovered using the standard Nicolson-Ross-Weir technique.
In this spirit, we calculate the total intensity, as the sum of the intensity of the reflected and transmitted waves

I = IT + IR ≈ 1

|g(ε′, ε′′)|2

[
(1− ε′)2

]
sin2(k0L

√
ε′) +

4ε′

|g(ε′, ε′′)|2 =
(1 + ε′)2 sin2(k0L

√
ε′) + 4ε′ cos2(k0L

√
ε′)

|g(ε′, ε′′)|2 , (S89)

where

|g(ε′, ε′′)|2 ≈ (1 + ε′)2 sin2(k0L
√
ε′) + 4ε′ cos2(k0L

√
ε′) +

ε′′√
ε′

[√
ε′(1 + ε′)2k0L+ (ε′ − 1) sin(2k0L

√
ε′)

]
. (S90)

From which we can deduce rather easily the imaginary part of permittivity:

ε′′ =
A

B

(1− I)

I
, (S91)

where

A = (1 + ε′)2 sin2(k0L
√
ε′) + 4ε′ cos2(k0L

√
ε′), B =

√
ε′(1 + ε′)2k0L+ (ε′ − 1) sin(2k0L

√
ε′)√

ε′
. (S92)

From the intensity of reflected light we deduce

IR =
(1− ε′)2 sin2(k0L

√
ε′)

A+ ε′′B
, (S93)

after some manipulation we obtain the following equation:

(1− ε′)2(1− αR) sin
2(k0L

√
ε′) + 4ε′ = 0, (S94)

where αR = I/IR. This equation cannot be solved analytically, so we have to resort to numerical methods to obtain
a solution. Once ε′ is recovered numerically, we can substitute it back into Eq. (S91) to obtain ε′′.

B. Retrieval of real and imaginary parts of Tellegen response

To assess the Tellegen response, one needs to examine the cross-polarized reflection and analyze the Stokes param-
eters of the reflected light. We assume that complex permittivity ε is already recovered. Using the Stokes parameters
UR and VR

UR

IR
= uR = −4

(1− ε′)χ′ − ε′′χ′′

(1− ε′)2
,

VR

IR
= vR = −4

(1− ε′)χ′′ + ε′′χ′

(1− ε′)2
, (S95)

we extract the Tellegen response as

χ′ = − (1− ε′)uR + ε′′vR
4

, χ′′ = − (1− ε′)vR − ε′′uR

4
. (S96)

To finalize we sum up the results as

(1− ε′)2(1− αR) sin
2(k0L

√
ε′) + 4ε′ = 0, (S97)

ε′′ =
√
ε′
(1 + ε′)2 sin2(k0L

√
ε′) + 4ε′ cos2(k0L

√
ε′)√

ε′(1 + ε′)2k0L+ (ε′ − 1) sin(2k0L
√
ε′)

[
1− I

I

]
, (S98)

χ′ = − (1− ε′)uR + ε′′vR
4

, (S99)

χ′′ = − (1− ε′)vR − ε′′uR

4
, (S100)
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where

αR =
I

IR
, vR =

VR

IR
, uR =

UR

IR
. (S101)

Equations (S99),(S100) allow to independently recover both real and imaginary parts of the Tellegen response pro-
vided the Stokes parameters of the reflected light are measured experimentally. Therefore, complex Tellegen response
can be readily observed providing an effective medium description of complex non-reciprocal photonic structures.
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