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Conventional polarizers and polarization beam splitters have a fundamental limit of 50% efficiency
when converting unpolarized light into one specific polarization. Here, we overcome this restriction
and achieve near-complete conversion of unpolarized light to a single pure polarization state at sev-
eral outputs of topology-optimized metasurfaces. Our fabricated metasurface achieves an extinction
ratio approaching 102, when characterized with laboratory measurements. We further demonstrate
that arbitrary power splitting can be achieved between three or more polarized outputs, offering
flexibility in target illumination. Our results provide a path toward greatly improving the efficiency
of common unpolarized light sources in a variety of applications requiring pure polarizations.

Polarization is a fundamental property of light that
can carry and probe information with a wide range of
applications including imaging [1–3], sensing [4, 5], and
communications [6, 7], which often benefit from having
a predefined pure polarization state as the input or out-
put. Whereas lasers with a polarized output are avail-
able, the cheaper and ubiquitous sources such as light-
emitting diodes usually emit unpolarized or partially-
polarized light, and so efficient extraction of fully polar-
ized light from such sources remains a challenging prob-
lem [8–10]. The traditional approach is to filter out the
undesired orthogonal state by a linear polarizer, in com-
bination with waveplates if the target is an elliptical or
circular polarization state [11]. This process is energy
inefficient since there is a 50% limit for conversion of un-
polarized to fully polarized light with conventional polar-
izers [12]. An energy-efficient approach could be based on
the polarization beam splitter (PBS), which directs or-
thogonal linear polarizations into separate paths. In this
way, the total transmitted power is conserved, however,
the resulting beams do not have the same polarization.
In order to obtain the desired polarization, additional
waveplates are required adding bulk and complexity to
the system, which would be incompatible with compact
end-user devices requiring integrated optics solutions.

In the last decade, there were great advances in shap-
ing polarization states of light with optical metasurfaces,
composed of a planar array of nanostructures with a sub-
wavelength thickness [13, 14]. In polarization manipula-
tion, metasurfaces exploit the shape birefringence sup-
ported by the anisotropic nanostructures, which can be
tailored to manipulate a single polarization or a pair of
orthogonal polarizations independently [15–17], with ar-
bitrary linear, elliptical, or circular shape of polariza-
tion ellipse. Because of this, a single metasurface can
enable arbitrary polarization conversion and dichroism
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to realize the functions of waveplates and polarizers, re-
spectively. For example, arbitrary polarization manipu-
lation conversion was demonstrated with single-layer di-
electric metasurfaces [18–20]. A metasurface hologram
combining different polarizing meta-atoms into an array
can be used as a polarimeter by projecting different states
into spatially distinct regions [21–24]. In addition, recent
work has demonstrated the ability to control the degree
of polarization with a metasurface, by filtering unpolar-
ized incident light to arbitrary partially or fully polarized
output [25]. Metasurfaces have also replicated and ex-
tended the functionality of a conventional PBS [24, 26–
29], by splitting incoming light into multiple pairs of or-
thogonally polarized beams as illustrated on a Poincaré
sphere in Fig. 1(a). With these devices, the total en-
ergy transmitted through the metasurface is conserved
in split beams of different polarizations. However, such
metasurfaces still rely on the same principle as conven-
tional bulky PBS, that is separating orthogonal polar-
ization components of the light into different directions.
Therefore, they are still subject to the fundamental limit
of 50% in the conversion of unpolarized light to one spe-
cific fully polarized output state. If this limit were to
be surpassed, greater efficiencies will be achieved in opti-
cal devices, especially in shaping light from unpolarized
sunlight, thermal lamp, and light emitting diodes [30].

In this work, we reveal that ultimate efficiency and flex-
ibility in converting unpolarized to a single polarization
state can be achieved through specially designed elements
with multiple output channels, which overcome the effi-
ciency limit of a single-output polarizer (Fig. 1(b)). We
implement this principle by inversely designing metasur-
faces with two, three, and four outputs, which can con-
vert unpolarized light into a single predefined output po-
larization state with combined efficiency far exceeding
the 50% threshold. In experiments, we demonstrate the
dual-output metasurface polarizer, with the measured ef-
ficiency reaching 70%. These fundamental advances in
polarization optics can improve the energy efficiency of
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many optical technologies employing unpolarized or par-
tially polarized light sources.

We first formulate the general properties of any pas-
sive linear optical device with N total outputs, where an
unpolarized light source is coupled to the single input
port (Fig. 1(c)). For maximum efficiency of unpolarized
to polarized light conversion, we aim to fully transmit
all the input power across the outputs, with each out-
put having a predefined target pure polarization state
|ψ1,2,...,N ⟩. Mathematically, such a transformation to an
arbitrary output state |ψn⟩ of the nth output can be de-
fined by a Jones matrix

Jn = An|ψn⟩⟨ϕn|, (1)

where |ϕn⟩, the input state, is optimized to maximize the
transmission efficiency, and An are the real-valued trans-
mission amplitudes that are bounded for passive devices
as 0 ≤ An ≤ 1. An input unpolarized light source can be
represented as a mixed state with the density matrix

ρin =
1

2
(|H⟩⟨H|+ |V ⟩⟨V |). (2)

The corresponding power transmission to each output is

Figure 1. (a,b) Output polarization states shown on a
Poincaré sphere for (a) previously realized metasurfaces that
split polarizations in pairwise orthogonal states between dif-
ferent outputs (1 and 4, 2 and 3) and (b) the proposed meta-
surface which achieves identical output polarization states.
(c) A schematic depicting a metasurface which converts an
unpolarized input into N outputs with identical polarization
states |ψ⟩. (d) The permissible transmitted power of an ideal
polarizer for a different number of outputs. The red markers
show the allowed transmission of individual output channels,
and the blue markers show the maximum total transmission
of all output channels.

then found as Punpol,n = 0.5|An|2. This means that the
maximum conversion efficiency for each output is 50%
(red dotted line in Fig. 1(d)), as for a conventional po-
larizer with a single output. The total power efficiency is

Punpol,total = 0.5
∑N

n=1 |An|2, which should be no more
than one for passive devices. Then, the general research
question becomes: can we find a set of |ϕ1,2,...,N ⟩ such
that Punpol,total = 1 for any given set of output states
|ψ1,2,...,N ⟩ and arbitrary power splitting portions to each
output Punpol,n.

We find that the full power efficiency can be achieved
for N ≥ 2, as shown by the blue markers in Fig. 1(d) and
see Supplementary S1 [31] for furtherdetails. For N = 2,
the power transmission to each of the two outputs is ex-
actly 50%, meaning that we do not have flexibility in the
power splitting when realizing 100% total efficiency. Nev-
ertheless, in this scenario one can still have an arbitrary
choice of the pure output polarization states, including
having the same output polarization states. In compar-
ison, previous bulky-optics and metasurface based PBS
have never explored the full potential of a dual-output
polarizer.

For three or more outputs, 100% total efficiency can
be achieved with arbitrary output states and any power
splitting portions, only subject to a condition that each
output has a maximum of 50% power, as marked by the
red shading in Fig. 1(d). After defining the output states
and power splitting portions, analytical forms of the right
singular states |ϕ1,2,3⟩ can be obtained for three outputs
which are derived in Supplementary S1.3 [31]. For N ≥ 4
output ports, there are non-unique solutions since the
number of allowed free parameters over-satisfy the nec-
essary conditions, and we present a particular analyti-
cal solution in Supplementary S1.4 [31]. We emphasise
that this is a general result; a passive optical device with
N ≥ 2 ports may have 100% total efficiency in achiev-
ing arbitrary output polarization states. In addition, a
device with N ≥ 3 ports may also have arbitrary power
splitting portions at the outputs, provided that no single
port contributes more than 50% to the total efficiency.
To replicate the functionality of this device with a con-
ventional optical system would require a series of multiple
PBSs, waveplates, and other bulky optical elements.

Next, we illustrate a particular case of polariza-
tion conversion by designing meta-gratings that split
an incoming unpolarized beam into multiple diffraction
orders, all having identical output pure polarizations
|ψ1,2,...,N ⟩ = |ψ⟩. This operational functionality can be
beneficial for structured illumination applications [32]. In
these scenarios, converting the generated light into spe-
cific output polarization can be used to reduce unwanted
reflections from transparent surfaces.

Dielectric metasurfaces are commonly designed in the
framework of weakly-interacting uncoupled resonators
[24, 33–36], where the output fields are determined by
the superposition of position-dependent transfer matri-
ces. These compositions are very successful in many
applications, however, we find that this type of meta-
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Figure 2. (a) Illustration of the dual-output polarizing metasurface (b) Operating scheme of the metasurface in transmission,
with an incident angle of α = 45◦ and first order diffraction angle of β = 68◦. (c) Final metasurface design of single unit cell,
with a period 950 nm along both directions. The shaded region represents silicon, and void represents air. (d) Electric field
intensity enhancement for incident |H⟩ polarisation, and (e) |V ⟩ polarisation. These have the same unit cell dimensions as (c).
(f) Predicted transmitted power, and (g) extinction ratio of the diagonal linear polarisation for each diffraction order.

surface construction does not enable the desired func-
tionality of our research task. Specifically, according to
Eq. (6) in Ref. [37] Jn = An |ϕ∗n⟩ ⟨ϕn|, conventional non-
chiral pillar-based metasurfaces are restricted to the tar-
get Jones matrices with |ψn⟩ = |ϕ∗n⟩. It means that for
identical output pure polarizations |ψn⟩ = |ψ⟩, one nec-
essarily has |ϕn⟩ = |ψ∗⟩, such that the device would filter
out one input polarization component with the same out-
put efficiency limit of 50% as a conventional polarizer.

We overcome this apparent roadblock by designing di-
electric metasurfaces with spatially non-local response,
where the polarisation transformations depend on the
diffraction order. In principle, as each diffraction order
can permit an independent transfer matrix, full conver-
sion of unpolarized light to a specific polarisation state
can be possible with an ideal design. For this purpose,
we perform inverse design with free-form topology opti-
mization [38–41] by adopting the MetaNet codebase [42]
in combination with RETICOLO rigorous coupled wave
analysis (RCWA) electromagnetic solver [43]. During the
optimization, the figure of merit (FOM) is formulated as
the difference between the transmitted target and unde-
sired orthogonal polarisation intensities, multiplied over
all the output diffraction orders:

FOM =
∏
n

[
|⟨ψ|Jn|2 − |⟨ψ⊥|Jn|2

]
, (3)

where |ψ⟩ is the desired output polarization state for all
diffraction orders, and |ψ⊥⟩ is an undesired orthogonal
state (⟨ψ|ψ⊥⟩ = 0). Then, by maximizing this function,
the optimized device approaches the intended operation.

We calculate the function gradient through adjoint sim-
ulations, allowing for fast convergence of iterations.

In the first design, we target the splitting of an incom-
ing unpolarized beam into two outgoing beams (N = 2)
with the same diagonal linear polarization |D⟩. This can
be achieved with an angled incidence of the input beam
such that only two diffraction orders exist in the trans-
mission direction, as sketched in Fig. 2(a). We design the
metasurface for equal transmitted diffraction efficiency
into them = 0 andm = 1 orders, as sketched in Fig. 2(b).

The incident angle is α = 45◦ for the unpolarized input
light.

We run the topology optimization starting with a ran-
dom distribution of refractive indices in the unit cell.
The design is based on a silicon layer (n = 3.48 at
λ = 1550 nm) with a thickness of 1000 nm on 460µm
sapphire substrate (n = 1.75 at λ = 1550 nm), corre-
sponding to our physical sample. The algorithm not only
maximizes the figure of merit, but includes binarization
of the perturbation region to either silicon or air with a
constraint on minimum feature size [44]. The optimized
complex shape of the nanoresonator is shown in Fig. 2(c).
Due to its asymmetric shape, the fields induced in the
resonator are highly non-trivial. For example, when the
incident light is polarized in the X -direction (|H⟩ po-
larization) (Fig. 2(d)), we see that most of the field is
concentrated on the right tip of the nanoresonator. How-
ever, when incident light is polarized in the Y -direction
(|V ⟩ polarization) (Fig. 2(e)), the light is generally more
concentrated along the left arm of the nanoresonator.
Therefore, the action of the metasurface on unpolarized
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Figure 3. (a) Top-down and (b) tilted SEM images of fabricated metasurface. (c) Simplified experimental setup. The source
transmits through the metasurface, which diffracts the beam into two orders. Each arm analyses the diagonal polarization
before reaching the detector. (d) Measured transmitted power, and (e) extinction ratio of the diagonal polarization for each
diffraction order for an incident angle α = 45◦.

light is defined through a complex superposition of the
fields induced in the nanoresonator, which is arrived at
by the optimization algorithm. We also performed mul-
tipolar decomposition of the fields to gain further insight
into the underlying mechanism of the nanoresonator as
shown in Supplementary S2 [31] (see also reference [45]
therein). We observe that the predominant modes in
the nanoresonator are dipole modes. The electric and
magnetic dipole modes have approximately equal scat-
tering cross-sections, and are roughly an order of mag-
nitude larger than their respective quadrupole counter-
parts. There are also no strongly resonant modes present
in the nanoresonator, which enables the broadband op-
eration of the optimized metasurface.

The modeling predicts the highly efficient conversion
of unpolarized light to the target diagonal state |D⟩ at
both outputs (Fig. 2(f)). With Jones matrix analysis
presented in Supplementary S3 [31], it is observed that
both |H⟩ and |V ⟩ polarizations are converted with near
equal efficiencies to |D⟩ polarization for each of the out-
puts. In simulations, each diffraction order reaches ap-
proximately 40% power transmission at the target po-
larization state, for a combined total efficiency beyond
80% over an extended wavelength range in the telecom-
munication band (1540 to 1560 nm). Importantly, this
performance fundamentally exceeds the 50% limit of a
conventional polarizer. At the same time, the undesired
orthogonally polarized state |A⟩ has much lower power,
with the combined extinction ratio approaching 100 at

1550 nm (Fig. 2(g)). It is observed that the metasurface
maintains effective performance greater than the thresh-
old 50% efficiency over the entire incident angle (α) range
from 40◦ to 80◦. Peak conversion efficiency of ∼80% is
reached at around 50◦ incidence which is shown in Sup-
plementary S4 [31]. The total efficiency can likely be
increased beyond 90% by introducing multi-layer meta-
surfaces or volumetric metamaterials, which have already
demonstrated enhanced performance in devices for other
applications [46–49].

We successfully fabricate the optimized design using e-
beam lithography and standard silicon etching, as shown
in Figs. 3(a,b). The characterization of the metasurface
was then performed in free space by mounting it on a
rotation stage in the horizontal plane to measure them =
0 and m = 1 diffraction orders, as illustrated in Fig. 3(c).

The experiments were performed with the horizontal
and vertical input polarization states in two separate
measurements, mimicking the unpolarized incident light
according to Eq. (2).

These states were prepared from a continuous-wave
tuneable laser, operating in the near-infrared within
the telecommunications band wavelengths of 1500 nm to
1575 nm and collected in free-space via lenses. As given
by Eq. (2), unpolarized light can be formed by a com-
bination of orthogonal states. These orthogonal input
polarization states for the experiment are vertical |V ⟩
and horizontal |H⟩, which are prepared and projected
through the metasurface. For each input polarization
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state, the corresponding output polarization states were
analyzed at each diffraction order by measuring the pow-
ers in the diagonal |D⟩ and anti-diagonal |A⟩ polarization
components. By combining results, we may effectively
determine the response of the metasurface to unpolar-
ized light. For example, PD,V0 is defined as measuring
the power output projected to |D⟩ with input |V ⟩ for
the zeroth order. We then infer the power for |D⟩ polar-
ization in the zeroth order for an unpolarized input by
averaging the measurements as PD0 = 1

2 (PD,V0 +PD,H0),
and this is similarly done for the first order PD1 . Cal-
ibration measurements, described in Supplementary S5
[31], against air are taken to determine the variation in
input power across all relevant wavelengths. These val-
ues are then used to calculate the absolute metasurface
transmission efficiency.

We experimentally demonstrate the metasurface’s abil-
ity to convert unpolarized light to diagonal polarised
light with an efficiency close to ∼70% [Fig. 3(d)], ex-
ceeding the 50% limit of previous approaches. This per-
formance is maintained across a broad wavelength range,
from 1540 nm to 1570 nm. The extinction ratio of desired
to undesired output polarization states exceeds 20 at the
target wavelength of 1550 nm, see Fig. 3(e). For another
demonstration, we optimize for and experimentally char-
acterize a two output circular polarizer, see Supplemen-
tary S6 [31]. The metasurface is able to realize conver-
sion of unpolarized light into circularly polarized light
with approximately 60% efficiency, thereby exceeding the
50% limit. The performance of the experimental sample
is lower than the simulations, which may be caused by
significant reflection from the backside of the substrate
which was not accounted for in the device simulations.
We anticipate that experimental performance can be fur-
ther improved by introducing anti-reflection coatings.

Our method can then be extended to metasurface de-
signs that generate three or more outputs. As discussed
above and visualized in Fig. 1(d), there is freedom in
the distribution of output powers for more than two
diffraction orders. We present a metasurface with non-
equal power splitting portions for each of the three out-
puts (Fig. 4(a)), and the optimized design is shown in
Fig. 4(b). With this 3-output design, high combined
transmittance of over 80% to the target vertical linear
polarization |V ⟩ is predicted at 1550 nm, while the extinc-
tion ratio over the |H⟩ output approaches 40 at the same
wavelength (Fig. 4(c,d)). Moreover in Supplementary S7
[31], we find a nontrivial metasurface design where incom-
ing unpolarized light is split into four outputs with the
same polarization, while achieving similar performance.

In conclusion, we anticipate that the metasurfaces fa-
cilitating highly-efficient transformation and shaping of
unpolarized light into fully polarized outputs can find
various applications, including glare reduction in struc-
tured light illumination and polarized imaging with basic
unpolarized sources such as LED and multi-mode lasers.
Our results also demonstrate that a nontrivial combi-
nation of local and nonlocal resonances in topologically

Figure 4. (a) Operating principle of a three-output metasur-
face polariser. The incident beam is normal, and α = 75◦.
(b) The binarized metasurface pattern, with shaded regions
representing silicon, and void representing to air. (c) Trans-
mittance of desired vertical polarisation versus wavelength.
(d) Extinction ratio of combined vertical to horizontal polar-
ization.

optimized metasurfaces can overcome the limitations as-
sociated with arrays of weakly coupled resonators, and
thereby open a path to broader polarization manipula-
tion functionalities.
We acknowledge the support by the Australian Re-

search Council (LP180100904, CE200100010). This work
was performed in part at the Melbourne Centre for
Nanofabrication (MCN) in the Victorian Node of the
Australian National Fabrication Facility (ANFF).
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Johnson, and M. Soljačić, Toward 3D-Printed Inverse-
Designed Metaoptics, ACS Photonics 9, 43 (2022).

[47] M. Mansouree, H. Kwon, E. Arbabi, A. McClung,
A. Faraon, and A. Arbabi, Multifunctional 2.5D metas-
tructures enabled by adjoint optimization, Optica 7, 77
(2020).

[48] Z. Shi, N. A. Rubin, J.-S. Park, and F. Capasso, Nonsep-
arable polarization wavefront transformation, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 129, 167403 (2022).

[49] G. Roberts, C. Ballew, T. Zheng, J. C. Garcia,
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