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Abstract

The spin Hall effect of light, a spin-dependent transverse splitting of light at an optical interface,
is intrinsically an incident-polarization-sensitive phenomenon. Recently, an approach to eliminate the
polarization dependence by equalizing the reflection coefficients of two linear polarizations has been
proposed, but is only valid when the beam waist is sufficiently larger than the wavelength. Here, we
demonstrate that an interface, at which the reflection coefficients of the two linear polarizations are the
same and so are their derivatives with respect to the incident angle, supports the polarization-independent
spin Hall shift, even when the beam waist is comparable to the wavelength. In addition, an isotropic-
anisotropic interface that exhibits the polarization-independent spin Hall shift over the entire range of
incident angles is presented. Monte-Carlo simulations prove that spin Hall shifts are degenerate under
any polarization and reaches a half of beam waist under unpolarized incidence. We suggest an application
of the beam-waist-scale spin Hall effect of light as a tunable beam-splitting device that is responsive to
the incident polarization. The spin Hall shift that is independent of the incident polarization at any
incident angle will facilitate a wide range of applications including practical spin-dependent devices and
active beam splitters.

1 Introduction

The spin Hall effect of light (SHEL) [1–5], a spin-dependent microscopic splitting of refracted/reflected light
along the transverse direction, is an optical analog of the transverse spin accumulation of electric current,
called the spin Hall effect [6, 7]. A linearly polarized incidence is split into left circularly polarized light
(LCP) and right circularly polarized light (RCP) that are displaced in opposite directions. The origin of
the SHEL lies on a finite beam waist of the incidence that contains wave vectors with slightly different
orientations and on the transversality of light [2, 8, 9], which enforces orthogonal locking between the
polarization state and momentum. Wave vectors that have nonzero components along the transverse direction
yield local rotations of the polarization basis, resulting in a spin-dependent position correction term in the
refracted/reflected beam, perpendicular to the incident plane. Therefore, the SHEL is inherently dependent
on incident polarization.

It has been reported recently that an interface that has the same reflection coefficients, i.e., rs = rp,
where subscripts s and p denote incident polarization states, supports the incident-polarization-independent
SHEL for the reflected beam, or equivalently transmission coefficients ts = −tp for the refracted beam [10].
The spin Hall shifts at such an interface are degenerate under incidences that have any polarization state
(Fig. 1a, b). One assumption that underlies the theoretical demonstration is that the beam waist w0 is
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much larger than wavelength λ, satisfying

w2
0 �

(λ cot θi
2π

)2
, (1)

where θi is the incident angle of the beam. We refer to this condition as a large beam waist condition
hereafter for convenience. While this condition is valid in most instances except for tightly-confined or
near-normal incidence, the spin Hall shift under the condition is essentially much smaller than w0 (Fig. 1c)
and breaking of the condition provides a route to increase the spin Hall shift substantially even up to w0/2.
Given that tremendous efforts have been devoted during the past decade to increasing the spin Hall shift
from the deep-subwavelength scale to several wavelengths and even beyond [11–24], an approach to achieve
polarization-independent SHEL that is valid even when w2

0 is comparable to or less than (λ cot θi/2π)2 is in
high demand (Fig. 1d).
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Figure 1: Schematic of the polarization-independent SHEL. (a) The SHEL of a reflected beam at an interface
(z = 0). Inset shows a two-dimensional view in the incident plane. (b) Intensity profile of the incidence
along the transverse direction. (c, d) Intensity profiles of the circularly polarized components of the reflected
beam along the transverse direction when the spin Hall shift (δ) is (c) much smaller than or (d) comparable
to the beam waist.

In this article, we demonstrate a gigantic SHEL that reaches w0/2 and is insensitive to the incident
polarization at an interface between isotropic and anisotropic media. The dependence of the spin Hall shift
on incident polarization is removed even for light that does not satisfy the large beam waist condition (Eq.
1) if the Fresnel coefficients of two linear polarizations as well as their angular derivatives are equal to
each other. Starting from the theoretical description to prove the polarization independence under such
conditions, we demonstrate both analytically and numerically that such conditions are satisfied in the entire
range of 0 < θi < π if anisotropic and isotropic media adjacent to each other have permittivities that
follow a certain relation. Furthermore, Monte-Carlo simulations are conducted to confirm the degenerate
SHEL under arbitrarily polarized incidence. The spatial distributions of the reflected beam clearly manifest
a distinguishable splitting that reaches w0/2 under unpolarized incidence. This gigantic SHEL that is
insensitive to the incident polarization at any θi opens a path towards realization of spin-sensitive and
compact devices that are robust against change of incident polarization and dynamic beam splitters that
operate in response to the incident polarization.

2 Conditions for the polarization-independent SHEL

This section revisits the derivation of the reflected beam profile and the spin Hall shift using a wave packet
model and deduces the required conditions for polarization-independent SHEL that do not require any
assumption or condition (Eq. 1). In a macroscopic view, the refraction and reflection at a planar interface
are described by Snell’s law and Fresnel equations. However, those equations assume a single wave vector
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for each incident, refracted, and reflected beam and thus are not correct microscopically if the beams have
a finite beam waist. More specifically, an incidence not only has the central wave vector parallel to the
kIz-axis, but also contains noncentral wave vectors that have nonzero kIx and kIy components (Fig. 1a).
Thus, two correction terms should be added, one for kIx and the other for kIy. First, to consider nonzero
kIy, the Jones matrix at the interface has off-diagonal terms [11](

ψHR
ψVR

)
=

(
rp

ky
k0

(rp + rs) cot θi

−kyk0 (rp + rs) cot θi rs

)(
ψHI
ψVI

)
, (2)

where superscripts H and V denote horizontal and vertical polarizations respectively, subscripts I and R
correspond to the incident and reflected beam respectively, k0 is the incident wave vector, kx ≡ kIx = −kRx
and ky ≡ kIy = kRy are x- and y-components of the wave vector, and the incident and reflected beams have
a Gaussian beam shape as

ψI,R =

(
ψHI,R
ψVI,R

)
w0√
2π

exp

(
−
w0(k2x + k2y)

4

)
. (3)

Then, the nonzero kIx is considered by applying a Taylor series expansion to rs and rp in Eq. 2 as

rs,p = rs,p(kIx = 0) +
∂rs,p
∂kIx

∣∣∣∣
kIx=0

kIx. (4)

Combining Eqs. 2 to 4 and applying basis transformation from linear to circular and an inverse Fourier
transform provide the spatial field profiles of circularly polarized components of the reflected beam as linear
equations ψ̃±

R = ψ̃±
R,Hψ

H
I ± iψ̃

±
R,V ψ

V
I where

ψ̃±
R,H =

1√
2πw0

z0
z0 + izR

exp

(
−k0

2

x2R + y2R
z0 + izR

)
×
[
rp − i

xR
z0 + izR

ṙp ∓
yR cot θi
z0 + izR

(rp + rs)∓ i
xRyR cot θi
(z0 + izR)2

(ṙp + ṙs)
]

exp(ikrzR),

ψ̃±
R,V =

1√
2πw0

z0
z0 + izR

exp

(
−k0

2

x2R + y2R
z0 + izR

)
×
[
rs − i

xR
z0 + izR

ṙs ∓
yR cot θi
z0 + izR

(rp + rs)∓ i
xRyR cot θi
(z0 + izR)2

(ṙp + ṙs)
]

exp(ikrzR), (5)

where the second subscript of ψ̃ indicates incident polarization, the dot notation represents the derivative
with respect to θi (ṙs,p = ∂rs,p/∂θi), and z0 = k0w

2
0/2 is the Rayleigh length. Taking the y position average

δ± =

〈
ψ̃±
R

∣∣∣yR∣∣∣ψ̃±
R

〉
〈
ψ̃±
R

∣∣∣ψ̃±
R

〉 (6)

of the reflected beam provides the exact formula of the spin Hall shift [25]:

δ±H = ∓cot θi
k0

|rp|2 + Re(rpr
∗
s)

|rp|2 + ( cot θi
k0w0

)2|rp + rs|2 + 1
k20w

2
0
ṙpṙ∗p

,

δ±V = ∓cot θi
k0

|rs|2 + Re(r∗prs)

|rs|2 + ( cot θi
k0w0

)2|rp + rs|2 + 1
k20w

2
0
ṙsṙ∗s

, (7)

where ∗ corresponds to the complex conjugate. Eq. 7 can be further simplified to

δ±H = ∓cot θi
k0

Re(1 +
rs
rp

),

δ±V = ∓cot θi
k0

Re(1 +
rp
rs

), (8)
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under the large beam waist condition (Eq. 1).
A close examination of Eq. 5 shows that the two field profiles appear symmetrical (rs → rp, rp → rs, ṙs →

ṙp, and ṙp → ṙs). Therefore, if rs = rp and ṙs = ṙp, then ψ̃±
R,H = ψ̃±

R,V ≡ ψ̃
±
R0 and thus the components of the

incident Jones vector ψHI and ψVI act only as constant coefficients of the field profile as ψ̃±
R = (ψHI ±iψVI )ψ̃±

R0.

Then substitution of this equation to Eq. 6 provides δ± =
〈
ψ̃±
R0

∣∣∣yR∣∣∣ψ̃±
R0

〉
/
〈
ψ̃±
R0

∣∣∣ψ̃±
R0

〉
, which contains

neither ψHI nor ψVI . Therefore, the spin Hall shift is independent of the polarization state of the incidence.
Similarly, the polarization-independent SHEL can be also demonstrated for the transmitted beam if ts = −tp
and ṫs = −ṫp.

Importantly, although the previous condition of rs = rp is obtained under the assumption that the wave
vector deflections are much smaller than the wave number (kx,y � k0) and is valid under the large beam
waist condition (Eq. 1) [10], the theoretical proof here does not rely on any assumption. Thus, the SHEL
at an interface that supports rs = rp and ṙs = ṙp appears independent of the incident polarization, under
any condition, even when w0 is comparable to λ or θi is so small that Eq. 1 is invalid.

3 Anisotropic medium satisfying rs = rp and ṙs = ṙp

This section demonstrates that an interface between isotropic and anisotropic media with a specific condition
supports rs = rp and ṙs = ṙp at any θi, and these equalities yield an incident-polarization-independent SHEL
at all θi. We also show that a relaxed condition can yield the polarization-independent SHEL at near-normal
incidence.

0 20 40 60 800

1

0 20 40 60 80

π

θi [ º] θi [ º] 

Am
pl

itu
de

Ph
as

e

-π
0 20 40 60 80

θi [ º] 

1

5

ε 2
z

0 20 40 60 80
θi [ º] 

1

5

ε 2
z

0 20 40 60 80
θi [ º] 

1

5

ε 2
z

0 20 40 60 80
θi [ º] 

1

5

ε 2
z

0-10 log rs − rp π- π arg(rs/rp)

0-10 log rs − rp π-π arg(rs/rp)a b c d

e f g h

kx

ky

kz

ill-defined

z

x
y

biaxial

uniaxial

Figure 2: Optical properties of an anisotropic medium (ε2 = diag(ε2x, ε2y, ε2z)). (a) Schematic of the
anisotropic medium consisting of isotropic materials. (Top) Uniaxial anisotropic medium composed of two
isotropic dielectrics and (bottom) biaxial anisotropic medium composed of three isotropic dielectrics. (b)
A half of isofrequency contour (kx > 0) of the anisotropic medium for ε2x = 2.5, ε2y = ε2z = 1.6. (c)
Amplitude and (d) phase difference of rs and rp at an interface between an isotropic dielectric (ε1 = 2)
and the anisotropic medium (ε2x = 2.5 and ε2y = 1.6) for various θi and ε2z. The amplitude difference on
a logarithmic scale is ill-defined in the black-shaded area (where |rs| = |rp|). (e) Amplitude and (f) phase
difference of ṙs and ṙp at the interface. (g) Amplitude and (h) phase of rs and rp when ε2z = 1.6. The two
reflection coefficients are equal in the whole range and thus appear as a single curve.
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Two linear polarizations, s and p, are degenerate at an interface between two isotropic media under
normal incidence. Thus, the interface only supports polarization-independent reflection coefficients rs = −rp
at θi = 0◦, where the minus sign is attributed to the sign convention in Fresnel equations [26]. To increase
the degrees of freedom, we examine a low-symmetry case of an anisotropic medium (ε2 = diag(ε2x, ε2y, ε2z)).
If two of the three permittivities are the same, the medium is uniaxial and can be realized by combining
two isotropic dielectric materials (Fig. 2a, top). For the most general case of ε2x 6= ε2y 6= ε2z, the medium
is biaxial and can be realized by stacking different isotropic dielectrics (Fig. 2a, bottom). The isofrequency
contour of the medium follows

1

k20

(k2x + k2y
ε2z

+
k2x + k2z
ε2y

+
k2y + k2z
ε2x

)
−
( k2x
ε2yε2z

+
k2y

ε2xε2z
+

k2z
ε2xε2y

)k2x + k2y + k2z
k40

= 1, (9)

half of which (kx > 0) is represented in Fig. 2b. The Fresnel coefficients at an interface between the
anisotropic and isotropic (ε1) medium can be represented as

rs =

√
ε1 − β2 −

√
ε2y − β2√

ε1 + β2 +
√
ε2y − β2

,

rp =

√
ε1 − β2/ε1 −

√
ε2x − β2ε2x/ε2z/ε2x√

ε1 − β2/ε1 +
√
ε2x − β2ε2x/ε2z/ε2x

(10)

where β =
√
ε1 sin θi is the propagation constant. Eq. 10 shows that rs = rp for any θi if

ε2xε2y = ε2xε2z = ε21. (11)

This condition does not require the use of dispersive materials and can be readily fulfilled with positive
permittivities by combining several dielectric materials (Fig. 2a, see Supporting information S1).

To investigate the Fresnel coefficients for different permittivities numerically, amplitude difference on a
logarithmic scale (Fig. 2c) and phase difference (Fig. 2d) of rs and rp when ε1 = 2, ε2x = 2.5, and ε2y = 1.6
are obtained. Indeed, the condition rs = rp is satisfied at all θi when ε2z = 1.6, where Eq. 11 is satisfied. The
equality at all θi automatically imposes the equality of their derivatives, ṙs = ṙp (Fig. 2e and f). Amplitude
and phase of rs and rp when ε2z = 1.6 demonstrate clearly that the Fresnel coefficients are equal and thus
the two conditions rs = rp and ṙs = ṙp are satisfied in the entire range of θi (Fig. 2g and h).

Furthermore, the two conditions of rs = rp and ṙs = ṙp are also satisfied under normal incidence for any
ε2z if ε2xε2y = ε21 is satisfied (Fig. 2c-f) for the following reasons. First, one can notice straightforwardly
from Eq. 10 that ε2z does not affect on rs or rp when θi = 0◦. Thus, a medium that supports ε2xε2y = ε21
satisfies rs = rp under normal incidence, regardless of ε2z (Fig. 2c and d). Secondly, taking the first-order
derivative of Eq. 10 with respect to θi proves that ṙs = ṙp = 0 for any permittivity at θi = 0◦. Thus, ṙs = ṙp
holds automatically under normal incidence, which is also confirmed by numerical results (Fig. 2e and f).
While this discussion assumes the normal incidence, in which the SHEL does not occur, both rs/rp and ṙs/ṙp
are close to unity with extremely high accuracy at small θi (Fig. 2c-f, see supporting information S2). Thus,
the incident-polarization-independent SHEL is expected at a sufficiently small θi if ε2xε2z 6= ε2xε2y = ε21.

4 The polarization-independent SHEL under arbitrarily polarized
incidence

To verify that the spin Hall shifts under arbitrarily polarized incidences are degenerate even when the
large beam waist condition (Eq. 1) does not hold, the SHEL at the interface that satisfies Eq. 11 (ε1 =
2, ε2x = 2.5, ε2y = ε2z = 1.6, Fig. 2g and h) is considered under N = 500 incidences, whose polarization
states are randomly distributed over the Poincaré sphere (Fig. 3). Each incidence has randomly assigned

Stokes parameters (S1, S2, S3) that obey
∑3
i=1 S

2
i = 1. In calculations, we use w0 = 5λ to break the large

beam waist condition (Eq. 1) at small θi (< 20◦). In this tightly-confined regime, δ±/λ calculated by the
exact (Eq. 7) and approximated (Eq. 8) formulas deviate from each other (Fig. 3a and b, dashed and solid
curves respectively). Whereas the polarization-dependent spin Hall shifts under these N arbitrarily polarized
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Figure 3: The spin Hall shift of N number of arbitrarily polarized incidences. (a) δ+/λ and (b) δ−/λ under
N incidences calculated by Eq. 6. All δ/λ have the same degenerate value and appear as a single marker at
each θi. Dashed and solid curves correspond to δ/λ obtained from the exact (Eq. 7) and approximated (Eq.
8) formulas respectively. Plots in blue boxes show a magnified view at θi ≤ 10◦. (c, d) δ±/λ represented in
Poincaré sphere when (c) θi = 3.5◦ and (d) θi = 10◦.

incidences have distinct values at a given θi and are scattered around [10] (see supporting information S2),
the shifts here are independent of the incident polarization in the entire range and appear as a single marker
at each θi. In particular, at θi = 3.5◦, the polarization-independent spin Hall shift reaches ±w0/2 (Fig. 3a
and b, insets), which is the maximum available value [25]. In short, a gigantic SHEL that is comparable to
w0 and reaches the theoretical upper limit occurs independent of polarization. Small peaks near θi = 60◦

(Fig. 3a and b) originate from the diverging ṙs and ṙp at a critical angle (Fig. 2g and h).
For completeness, the spin Hall shifts under N incidences are represented on the Poincaré sphere for two

different angles, θi = 3.5◦ (Fig. 3c) and θi = 10◦ (Fig. 3d). The spin Hall shifts are degenerate to the result
of the exact formula (Eq. 7) regardless of the Stokes parameters of the incidence. Naturally, the standard
deviation is zero at all θi and is not shown here. In contrast, an interface with ε2xε2z 6= ε2xε2y = ε21 satisfies
rs = rp and ṙs = ṙp only under normal incidence and hence yields the polarization-insensitive SHEL at a
small θi (< 5◦, see Supporting information S2). Considering that the large SHEL appears at the small θi,
this relaxed condition can be a promising alternative to realize polarization-independent spin Hall shift in a
beam waist scale.
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Figure 4: A discernible SHEL reaching a half beam waist under unpolarized incidence at θi = 3.5◦. Intensity
profiles of (a) LCP and (b) RCP components. (c) A cross-sectional view of intensities along the yR-axis.

5 The large SHEL reaching a half beam waist and its demonstra-
tion as a beam splitter

To demonstrate the huge spin Hall shift that reaches w0/2, the spatial field distributions of the circularly
polarized components of the reflected beams are examined under unpolarized incidence (Fig. 4). Whereas
the spin Hall shift is generally much smaller than w0 and is not manifested visually [10, 19], here the spin
Hall shift along the opposite directions of the yR-axis is clearly distinguished (Fig. 4a and b). A cross-
sectional view along the transverse axis demonstrates perceptible spin-dependent splitting (Fig. 4c). A weak
side lobe centered at the opposite direction (approximately at −5λ) is observed for each LCP and RCP
component. Between the side lobe and the maximum peak, the first minimum of the beam shape is located
at ±2.4λ, which is closer to the center than the maximum of the oppositely circularly polarized beam is.
Thus, according to the Rayleigh criterion, the splitting is resolvable when examined by the whole intensity.
It is worth to emphasize that this large SHEL originates from the violation of the large beam waist condition
(Eq. 1), and hence the beam-waist-scale, polarization-insensitive SHEL cannot be realized using the previous
condition of rs = rp only [10].

Interestingly, the spin Hall shift is degenerate under all polarization states, but the intensity ratio between
the LCP and RCP components is not. Thus, this SHEL can be exploited in intensity-tunable devices by
modulating the incident polarization states. To prove this point, the intensity distribution of the reflected
beam is examined for five different incident polarizations (Fig. 5). Firstly, in contrast to polarization-
dependent SHEL, in which the direction and magnitude of the splitting change as the incident polarization
varies, incidences with different polarization states produce the same spin Hall shift (Fig. 1b-f). Meanwhile,
the intensity splitting between LCP and RCP components directly follows the handedness of the incidence,
i.e., its S3. More specifically, the intensities of the circularly polarized components are associated with the
third Stokes parameter of the incidence as

∫
|ψ±
R |2dr = (1∓S3)/2. Under circularly polarized incidence, the

entire reflected beam undergoes a displacement without being split (Fig. 5b and f). In contrast, the reflected
beam is split into two peaks with inequal intensities when the incidence is elliptically polarized (Fig. 5c and
e). Under linearly polarized incidence, two equally-split peaks, each for LCP and RCP, appear. Whereas
the SHEL that is much smaller than the beam waist can be resolved only through amplification, the two
peaks are identifiable (Fig. 5d). The linear polarization state at the center (yR = 0) is mirror-symmetric to
the incident polarization with respect to the yR-axis as a result of the π-shifted phase of rp.

We demonstrate the polarization-independent SHEL of the tightly-confined beam where w0 is comparable
to λ as a proof-of-concept. However, it should be noted that a beam that has w0 � λ can also violate the
large beam waist condition (Eq. 1) at a sufficiently small θi (� 1◦) and our theory is also applicable to this
regime. In such a case, the upper limit of the spin Hall shift (w0/2) becomes even greater as a result of the
large w0, but the SHEL requires a precise setting of the ultrasmall θi (see supporting information S3).
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Figure 5: The SHEL as a beam splitter at θi = 3.5◦. (a) Poincaré sphere with five polarization states
marked. (b-f) The intensity profiles and local polarization states of the reflected beam under incidences whose
polarization states are represented as (b) red, (c) orange, (d) yellow, (e) green, and (f) blue markers. Cyan
and brown correspond to the left and right handedness respectively. Black denotes the linear polarization.

6 Conclusion

In conclusion, an approach towards the incident-polarization-insensitive spin Hall effect of light that exhibits
a discernible splitting is presented. A theoretical proof of the required conditions, rs = rp and ṙs = ṙp, is
given, followed by a suggestion of an interface that supports such conditions in the entire range of incident
angles. Also, a relaxed condition that yields a large and polarization-independent spin Hall effect of light at
a small incident angle is presented. In addition, we demonstrate the polarization independence of the spin
Hall effect of light using Monte-Carlo simulations under a huge number of arbitrarily polarized incidences.
The gigantic and polarization-independent splitting that is comparable to the beam waist proves potential
of our work to enable spin-dependent devices that are invariable under the change of incident polarization
at any angle and active splitters that act upon incident polarization.
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