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We revisit spin-orbit coupling in a plasmonic Berry metasurface comprised of rotated nanoaper-
tures, which is known to imprint a robust far-field polarization response. We present a scattering
formalism that shows how that spin-momentum locking emerges from the geometry of the unit cell
without requiring global rotation symmetries. We find and confirm with Mueller polarimetry mea-
surements that spin-momentum locking is an approximate symmetry. The symmetry breakdown
is ascribed to the elliptical projection of circularly polarized light into the planar surface. This
breakdown is maximal when surface waves are excited, and a new set of spin-momentum locking
rules is presented for this case.

I. INTRODUCTION

Chiral light-matter interactions [1, 2] form the core
of recent discussions in quantum optics and material
science. Recently, such interactions have been investi-
gated in nano-optics, with the appropriate designs of
two-dimensional nanoantennas or plasmonic arrays [3–
5]. Chiral metasurfaces, sometimes known as “Berry” or
“geometric phase metasurfaces” (GPM) [6], have found
many applications for the selective manipulation of quan-
tum emitters, in particular in the field of valleytronics [7–
9]. There, valley excitons can be selectively excited and
detected by the spin angular momentum of the emitted
light due to the metasurface’s spin-momentum locking
(SML) mechanism. This allows routing valley degrees of
freedom into optical cavity modes, opening ways for new
valley-photon interfaces [10–12].

Despite their applicative potential and the fascinating
connections they draw with many fundamental issues in
optics, plasmonic GPMs have been elusive to a rigorous
and exhaustive theoretical description. Previous theo-
retical works have either considered (i) Berry-phase ar-
guments in systems with optical elements presenting a
continuous spatial modulation [6] or (ii) a group theory
analysis in the Kagome lattice, restricted to waves with
an electric field perpendicular to the surface, that as-
cribed SML to the simultaneous presence of translation
and rotation symmetries of the whole lattice [3]. None of
these approaches cover the typical case of GPMs, which
are composed of discrete elements that present chirality
within the unit cell but without global rotation symme-
tries [4, 11, 13].

Another issue that has not yet been addressed is how
SML, which distinguishes between two circular polar-
ization states, can be reconciled with the surface plas-
mon polariton (SPP), which only exists for TM polariza-
tion. In other words, a strict SML rule implies that all
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Bragg modes, including surface waves, must have a well-
defined circular polarization, which is not possible when
the Bragg mode is an SPP.

In this article, we propose a scattering formulation that
clarifies how SML appears in a plasmonic holey GPM.
Our formulation has three strong assets with respect to
previous theoretical works. First, it shows that the SML
appears from the geometry of the unit cell. Second, it
demonstrates that the SML rules are only approximate
when predicting polarization, due to the elliptical pro-
jection onto the GPM of the circularly polarized diffrac-
tion orders. Third, it enables a direct comparison with
experimental data. The validity of our findings is con-
firmed by the excellent agreement between theory and
new experimental data of the polarization states associ-
ated with each of the diffracted Bragg modes, determined
via Mueller polarimetry performed in the optical Fourier
space.

FIG. 1. (a) Scanning electron microscope (SEM) image of
the periodic metasurface, composed of rectangular grooves in
a gold film. (b) Schematic bird’s-eye view of the unit cell.
Nominal parameters in panel (a): a = 80 nm, b = 220 nm,
d = 60 nm, and L = 460 nm.
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II. THEORETICAL FORMALISM

We consider the simplest GPM, characterized by a pe-
riodic array of rectangular grooves in a metal slab. Fig-
ure 1(a) presents an SEM image of the periodic gold
metasurface that we will experimentally study later, and
Fig. 1(b) is a schematic representation of the unit cell,
which comprises N grooves, and is periodically repeated
in both ~ux and ~uy directions. Each groove has a short
side a, a long side b, and depth d. The α th groove is
rotated at an angle θα with respect to the ~ux axis.

In this paper, we present a general theoretical frame-
work for arbitrary groove positions and θα, but we will
analyze the case where (i) the groove centers are aligned
along the ~ux axis, (ii) the distance between the centers
of nearest grooves is L, in both x- and y- directions and
(iii) θα varies linearly with α, θα = 2πnwα/N .

The winding number nw defines the number of com-
plete 2π rotations along the unit cell (in the particular
case nw = 0, the array becomes a nonchiral square lattice
of rectangular grooves). The system depicted in Fig. 1(b)
has nw = 1/2, as each rectangular groove presents a mir-
ror symmetry with respect to the middle of the long axis.
Consequently, the rotation along one unit cell is only of
π radians because the next unit cell is the same and com-
pletes the 2π rotation. Notice that, generally, a surface
characterized by a constant increment in angle θ from
hole to hole requires an integer nw. However, a rect-
angular aperture has reflection symmetry along its long
axis, which makes the collection of holes repeat itself al-
ready for nw = 1/2, thus halving the unit cell size (if
holes depicted in Fig. 1(b) were trapezoidal, the unit cell
would comprise 12 holes while the structure repeats it-
self already after 6 rectangular holes). Notice also that
although the grooves perform a stepwise rotation within
the unit cell, the whole lattice does not support a global
rotation symmetry.

We consider an electromagnetic plane wave impinging
onto the structure with an in-plane wave vector along

the x direction, ~kin = kinx ~ux, and compute the reflec-
tion coefficients into the different Bragg modes that can
be diffracted off the periodic metasurface. For that, we
use the coupled-mode method (CMM), which has been
widely used in the study of electromagnetic (EM) prop-
erties in holey metallic films [14]. The CMM expands
the EM fields in plane waves in the free space regions
and waveguide modes inside the grooves and finds the
field amplitudes by adequately matching the fields at the
interfaces.

The equations derived from the CMM are usually
written in terms of the amplitudes of the waveguide
modes [15–17]. However, when studying the SML mech-
anism, we find it more convenient to derive the equations
directly for the reflection coefficients. Although compu-
tationally less efficient, this provides a more transparent
description as it now involves far-field amplitudes, thus
avoiding the near-field to far-field decoding needed to ex-
tract scattering coefficients from waveguide mode ampli-

tudes.

Bragg modes are characterized by an in-plane momen-

tum ~k = ~kin + ~G, where ~G is a reciprocal lattice vector,

in this case ~G = 2πm/(NL) ~ux + 2πny/L~uy, where m
and ny are integers. To develop a minimal model for
studying the SML and simplify the presentation, in the
main text, we consider only Bragg modes with ny = 0.
As shown in the Supp. Mat. [18] Sec. 2, this does not
change the main results because along the y axis there
is no breaking of inversion symmetry. We collect the
two circular polarizations for the reflected m th Bragg
mode in the spinor rm ≡ (r+m, r

−
m)T , where ± denote the

right- and left-handed polarizations, each of them defined
within the plane perpendicular to the wave vector of the

corresponding Bragg mode, ~km. We choose the spin rep-
resentation because the spin of a plane wave is conserved
upon reflection by a mirror [19–22] (while the helicity
changes sign).

The CMM can take into account the dielectric con-
stant in the metal via the implementation of the surface
impedance boundary conditions (SIBC). The general ex-
pressions can be found in the Supp. Mat. [18] Sec. 1, and
are the ones used below when comparing to the exper-
imental data. Here, we present the expressions for the
simpler case in which the metal is treated as a perfect
electric conductor (PEC), as this is sufficient to discuss
the physics and the structure of the equations:

rm =− δm0 i0 + Cm0 Y0 i0 −
∑

m′

Cmm′ Ym′ rm′ . (1)

The first term takes into account the specular reflection
(i0 is the amplitude of the incident wave). The coef-
ficients Cmm′ , which we call “geometric couplings”, are
2×2 matrices operating in polarization space. They cou-
ple different Bragg modes via scattering with the GPM
and encode the geometry of the unit cell through the
overlaps between Bragg and waveguide modes (see the
Supp. Mat. [18] Sec. 1). This is, they contain the in-
formation on the geometric distribution of the holes in
the unit cell and thus on whether they are rotated or
not. Ym are the modal admittance matrices of the Bragg
modes in the circular polarization basis (which relate the
in-plane magnetic field to the electric one). They can
be written as Ym = Ȳm 1 + ∆m σx, where 1 and σx are
the 2 × 2 unit matrix and the Pauli matrix that swaps
spin states, respectively. In terms of the linear p (trans-
verse magnetic) - s (transverse electric) polarized basis,
Ȳm ≡ (Ymp + Yms)/2 and ∆m ≡ (Ymp − Yms)/2. For
a plane wave with frequency ω and in-plane wave vec-
tor km propagating in a uniform medium with dielec-
tric constant ε, Ymp = ε/qmz and Yms = qmz, where

qmz =
√
ε− (ckm/ω)2 (c being the speed of light).

Notice that ∆0 = 0 at normal incidence, while both Ȳm
and ∆m diverge at the Rayleigh points (i.e., whenever a
diffractive order becomes tangent to the metal-dielectric
interface, as then qmz = 0).
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III. SPIN-MOMENTUM LOCKING

The geometric couplings have a simple analytical ex-
pression when the polarization is defined on the circular
basis with respect to the ~uz direction (Czmm′). When
the groove dimensions are much smaller than the wave-
length, we find (see Supp. Mat. [18] Sec. 1 and 3 for
detailed derivation)

Czmm′ = C

(
δm,m′+n0N 1 +

∑

s=±
δm,m′+n0N−2nws σs

)
,

(2)
where C is a constant that only depends on the properties
of a single groove, n0 is an integer, and σ± are Pauli
matrices that increase and decrease spin, respectively.
The expression of the couplings coefficients in the circular
polarization basis of each Bragg mode, Cmm′ , can be
obtained from Czmm′ using the 2× 2 “rotation” matrices

Rk(m)←z and Rz←k(m
′):

Cmm′ = Rk(m)←z Czmm′ Rz←k(m
′). (3)

The expressions for Rk(m)←z and Rz←k(m
′) are provided

in the Supp. Mat. [18] Sec. 1.
If all ∆m were zero and all change of basis matrices R

were the identity, which only occurs at the direction nor-
mal to the surface, then the previous expressions would
give rise to the following Bragg laws. The term pro-
portional to 1 in the Eq. 2 preserves spin, σout = σin,
and the associated Bragg law koutx = kinx + n0G

0, with
G0 = 2π/L, would be the same one that would appear if
all grooves were parallel (and so it is denoted as “stan-
dard” Bragg law [3]). The terms inside the sum in the
Eq. 2 swap spin, σout = σin ± 1, and shift the stan-
dard Bragg law by a term that depends both on the spin
change and the winding number: koutx = kinx +n0G

0∓kg,
where kg ≡ 2π 2nw/(NL) is the geometric momentum.
This condition is denoted as spin-orbit Bragg law [3] and
corresponds to the exact SML mechanism.

These two Bragg laws have been amply used to discuss
experimental results but, as mentioned before, they were
derived only for the cases of continuous spatial modu-
lation [6] and in a lattice that presents a combination
of translation and rotation symmetry of the whole lat-
tice) [3]. In our treatment, they appear from the groove-
mediated geometric couplings between Bragg modes in
a system without a global rotational lattice symmetry.
Thus, SML is a feature of the basis of the unit cell and
not of the symmetry of the whole lattice.

However, ∆m 6= 0 and R 6= 1 for Bragg modes with
wave vectors away from the surface normal, so the terms
proportional to σx in both Ym and the modifications
when passing from Czmm′ to Cmm′ must be considered.
These terms flip circular polarization before the geomet-
ric couplings are applied. Thus the symmetry that leads
to Eq. 2 still holds, but the exact link between changes
in momentum and spin, found when assuming ∆m = 0
and R = 1, breaks down.

Neglecting SML
breakdown terms

Full calculation

FIG. 2. Reflection coefficients for the two polarizations (spin
+ in red and spin − in blue) and two different diffrac-
tion orders. The incident EM wave has spin + and in-
plane momentum kin

x . The chosen resonance is such that
kSPP
x ≈ kin

x + G0 + kg. (a, b) Approximate calculation ne-
glecting SML breakdown terms. rkin

x +G0 = 0 for spin − in

panel (a) and rkin
x +kg

= 0 for spin + in panel (b). (c, d)
Full calculation, including breakdown terms. Chosen values:
ω = 2.1 eV , a = 80 nm, b = 220 nm, d = 60 nm, L = 460 nm,
nw = 1/2 and N = 6, based on the experimental sample
shown in Fig. 1. The metal is considered as a PEC.

The physical origin of the breakdown terms resides in
that the polarization of the transversal EM field is defined
on the plane perpendicular to the wave vector. However,
the in-plane component (i.e. perpendicular to the surface
normal) of the EM field is the relevant one in the interac-
tion with the holey metasurface. This mismatch results
in the EM wave being elliptically polarized and thus de-
scribed by a combination of the two circular polarizations
with respect to the propagation direction.

Mathematically, for a PEC, the breakdown term is
maximum for waves with qmz = 0, while for a real metal,
this occurs when the Bragg mode coincides with the SPP
of the flat surface. Considering SML breakdown terms is
thus essential when surface resonances are excited (spoof
SPPs in the case of a PEC, SPPs of the corrugated sur-
face in the case of a real metal [23]).

To illustrate the relevance of the breakdown terms, we
consider an incident left-handed (spin +) polarized wave,
impinging onto the GPM described in Fig. 1. We com-
pute the reflection coefficients at a fixed frequency as a
function of kinx , near an SPP resonance. Figure 2 ren-
ders the results for two different Bragg orders (rkinx +G0

and rkinx +kg ) and the two circular polarizations (spin +
in red and spin − in blue). The left panels (a and b)
are computed neglecting all breakdown terms by artifi-
cially forcing both ∆m = 0 (taking Yms = Ymp) and
Cmm′ = Czmm′ , while the right panels (c and d) are the
full calculations including the breakdown terms. As ex-
pected, when breakdown terms are neglected, the coeffi-
cient rkinx +G0 is nonzero only for spin +, while the Bragg
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mode that has gained an extra geometric momentum kg
has an associated spin reduction, and is thus nonzero only
for spin −. When the breakdown terms are considered,
as they should, both polarizations become finite for any
Bragg order. Away from the SPP resonance, the effect
of the breakdown terms is small and SML selection rules
hold to a good approximation. However, the breakdown
terms can not be neglected at resonance. So, a new set of
phenomenological selection rules is needed to understand
the SML in plasmonic metasurfaces when SPPs are ex-
cited. This will be analyzed in detail in the next section
when describing the excitation and deexcitation of SPPs.

Notice that we can apply the geometric couplings se-
quentially. This is, we can study the couplings between a
Bragg mode and a second one, and then the couplings be-
tween the latter and another different. This way, the first
mode can be coupled to modes with two or more units
of added geometric momentum (±2 kg,±3 kg, etc.). Of
course, this would not be possible if the SML were per-
fect because spinor algebra would prevent this process
(it is impossible to reduce more than one spin unit to a
spin 1/2). However, as we will show in the next section,
breakdown terms enable this remarkable phenomenology.

IV. MUELLER POLARIMETRY

A more detailed analysis of the metasurface’s full po-
larization response can be obtained with Mueller po-
larimetry that measures, artifact-free, the polarization
states of the light beams incident on and scattered off
the metasurface. The 4× 4 Mueller matrix M is defined
by Sout = M Sin, where Sin/out are the input and output
polarization states described by the Stokes vectors [24–
26]. Using the experimental scheme presented in the
Supp. Mat. [18] Sec. 4, M can be measured as a function
of photon energy ω and kinx . Among the 16 components
of the Mueller matrix, we concentrate on the component
M30, which provides the difference in reflected intensities
between the + and − polarizations when the system is
illuminated with unpolarized light.

For a flat interface, in-plane momentum is conserved,
and M can be measured for all ω and kinx at once, us-
ing an objective whose back focal plane is fully illumi-
nated with a collimated white light beam. However, the
Mueller matrix can be defined and measured for each
diffracted order n in a periodically corrugated interface;
see Fig. 3(a). Here we will analyze Mn

30(ω, kinx ), obtained
from the polarization properties of the reflected light at
Bragg orders koutx = kinx + nkg, and restricting ourselves
to n = 0, 1, 2, for reasons explained below.

The experimental results for the GPM shown in Fig. 1
are presented in Figures 3(b-d). Panels Figs. 3(e-g) show
the numerical simulations performed with the CMM
framework within the SIBC approximation. The calcu-
lations reproduce the main features found in the exper-
iments. All panels show inverted parabolic features re-
lated to the resonant excitation of the SPP of the meta-

FIG. 3. Mueller polarimetry for the system described in
Fig. 1(a). The grooves are filled with SiO2, which also forms
a 4 nm layer above the gold metasurface. (a) Scheme of the
chosen Bragg modes. (b-d) Experimental Mn

30(ω, kin
x ), for

a reflected wave with kout
x = kin

x + nkg. (e-g) Theoretical
Mn

30(ω, kin
x ). The calculations have been performed within the

SIBC approximation, and the groove dimensions have been
phenomenologically enlarged by 1.25 times the skin depth to
consider the field penetration in the metal [15].

surface.

Let us concentrate on the plasmonic resonances, which
are the main reason for analyzing metallic GPMs. We
find that resonant reflection processes can be understood
as two-step scattering processes. First, the incident light
scatters with the surface picking up momentum n0G

0 +
n1kg and adding spin −n1 (where n1 = 0,±1). If this
scattered wave is an SPP, then it only has a p-polarization
component. A subsequent scattering of the SPP with
the surface brings it into one of the considered diffraction
orders (for that, the picked momentum must be −n0G0+
n2kg, which adds spin −n2). Taking into account that
the SPP excitation can mathematically be represented as
a projector onto the p-linear polarization, this two-step
resonant scattering process results in the following rules:

kSPPx = kinx + n0G
0 + n1 kg, (4)

koutx = kinx + (n1 + n2) kg, (5)

σout = σ−n2
· p (pT · σ−n1

· i0) (6)
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where p = 2−1/2 (1, 1)T is the linear p-polarization and i0
the incident polarization (in the circular polarization ba-
sis), σ± are the Pauli matrices that increase and decrease
spin, and we have written σ0 ≡ 1. These rules substitute
the SML rules when SPPs are excited and are the ones
to be used to understand and predict the polarization
properties of resonant plasmonic structures.

We start by considering how this reasoning applies
to the case koutx = kinx + kg, rendered in Figs. 3(c)
and (f). The central parabola corresponds to the case
n = 1, n1 = 0, n2 = 1. As n1 = 0, the unpolarized
incident light maintains its spin after interacting with
the surface and thus can excite the linearly polarized
SPP. The second scattering with the surface removes
the nG0 momentum. Still, it adds +kg, thus decreas-
ing the spin of the p-polarized wave, ending with spin −,
which agrees with both experimental and computed re-
sults. The parabola that appears displaced to a smaller
kinx arises from the processes n = 1, n1 = 1, n2 = 0.
Thus the incident photon has spin − after the first scat-
tering, still being able to excite the SPP. As the second
scattering with the grating has n2 = 0, it conserves spin,
and the reflected photon is linearly polarized (so, it has
M30 = 0, in accordance with the experimental data).
Thus, both parabolas involve resonant excitation of an
SPP and two interactions with the holey array, described
by one standard and one spin-orbit Bragg laws, being the
difference in the order of the “standard” and “geometric”
processes.

Figs. 3(d,g) represent the case when the outcoming
momentum is +2kg larger than the incident one. The
existence of this diffraction order is a direct confirma-
tion of the presence of the SML breakdown, as an exact
SML would imply that the addition of +2kg momentum
must be accompanied by a reduction of spin in -2 units,
which is not possible (as σ2

− = 0 for spin 1/2 spinors). In
this case, both experiment and calculation show only one
plasmonic resonance, resulting in a spin − in the reflected
wave. The reason is that the two interactions with the
array now involve spin-orbit Bragg laws. The first inter-
action of the incident wave with the holey surface and
the resonant excitation of SPP is like in Figs. 3(c,f), but
the second interaction also adds geometrical momentum
and thus decreases spin, producing a reflected wave with
spin −.

Finally, Figs. 3(b,e) represent the case of specular re-
flection: koutx = kinx . In this case, on top of the pro-
cesses described by Eqs. 4-6 the direct reflection (the
term −δm0i0 in Eq. 1) must also be considered, and it
dominates the signal. For this reason, spin − is fully re-
flected in the left parabola while spin +, which can cou-
ple to an SPP, is only partially reflected. Thus, overall,
M0

30(ω, kinx ) is negative in that spectral region, although
much lower in magnitude than for the rest of Bragg or-
ders (n = 1, 2) because of the dominance of the specular
reflection.

Therefore, we have seen that the SPP acts as a fil-

ter to linear p-polarized light and also allows us to reach
processes where the photon acquires an extra momen-
tum 2kg, which would not be possible without the SML
breakdown.

V. CONCLUSION

We have presented a rigorous theoretical analysis,
based on a scattering formalism, that shows how spin-
momentum locking in geometric phase metasurfaces
emerges from the geometry (winding number) of the unit
cell. Furthermore, we show that SML is an approxi-
mate symmetry with or without global lattice symme-
tries. SML breakdown terms yield couplings to Bragg
orders that would otherwise be uncoupled, such as re-
flected waves that pick up two units of geometrical mo-
mentum. The origin of the SML breakdown is that each
circularly polarized wave has an elliptical polarization
when projected onto the surface (except for waves with
momentum normal to the surface). This breakdown is
particularly relevant when linearly polarized surface res-
onances (as surface plasmon polaritons) are excited. Our
analysis shows how SML rules should be modified when
surface modes are resonantly excited in the system. This
process can be viewed as a two-step interaction with the
metasurface, with the plasmon acting as a polarization
filter. These modified SML rules perfectly agree with
experimental results on the excitation of plasmonic reso-
nances obtained with Mueller polarimetry.

Considering the crucial role played by spin-momentum
locking in integrated quantum optical systems [2], our
elucidation of the mechanism and its relation to the near-
field will help understand and design plasmonic struc-
tures for the polarization control of light. This is im-
portant in the current applicative perspectives discussed
currently in the context of optovalleytronic systems [27],
nonlinear hybrid metasurfaces [28], and topology-based
high-resolution sensors [29].
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[5] K. Bliokh, F. Rodŕıguez-Fortuño, F. Nori, and A. Zayats,

Nature Photonics 9, 796 (2015), URL https://doi.org/

10.1038/nphoton.2015.201.
[6] Z. Bomzon, G. Biener, V. Kleiner, and E. Hasman, Op-

tics Letters 27, 1141 (2002), URL https://doi.org/10.

1364/ol.27.001141.
[7] L. Sun, C.-Y. Wang, A. Krasnok, J. Choi, J. Shi, J. S.

Gomez-Diaz, A. Zepeda, S. Gwo, C.-K. Shih, A. Alù, and
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Physics: Condensed Matter 20, 304214 (2008), URL
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/20/30/304214.
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1. EQUATIONS WITHIN THE COUPLED MODE METHOD FOR A REAL METAL

The Coupled Mode Method (CMM) expands the EM fields in plane waves in the free space

regions and waveguide modes inside the grooves and finds the field amplitudes by adequately

matching the fields at the interfaces. The finite dielectric constant of a metal, εM , can be considered
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within the surface impedance boundary conditions (SIBC). The limit εM → −∞ corresponds to a

perfect electric conductor (PEC), where the electromagnetic field does not penetrate the metal. The

CMM equations are simpler in the PEC case and are considered in the main text when describing

the spin-momentum locking.

In this section, we present the more general equations used in the comparisons with the exper-

iment to justify that the PEC limit already contains the physics described in the text, and then

we particularize to the rectangular unit cell and the spatial distribution of holes considered in the

main text.

The most general reciprocal lattice vectors are ~Gm = ~Gm1,m2 = m1
~G1+m2

~G2, where ~G1, ~G2 are

basis vectors for a considered lattice and where, to avoid cluttering the notation, we have englobed

the pair of integers (m1,m2) in the single index m.

In the past, the CMM equations have been expressed in terms of the modal amplitudes of

the waveguide modes. This allows for a very compact representation, as a few waveguide modes

are usually enough to obtain convergency. The reflection coefficients are then obtained once the

waveguide mode amplitudes have been computed.

Here we find it convenient to directly represent the CMM equations in terms of the reflection

coefficients. Although more computationally demanding, this leads to a more transparent descrip-

tion of the different factors involved in the spin-momentum locking process. We thus take the

expressions derived in [1] and eliminate the waveguide mode amplitudes in favor of the reflection

coefficients. By expressing the coefficients on the basis of circular polarizations, we obtain the

following system of equations for the amplitudes of the reflected Bragg modes.

f+m rm = −f−0 δm0 i0 + Cm0 Y0 i0 −
∑

m′
Cmm′ Ym′ rm′ , (1)

where rm ≡ (r+m, r
−
m)T is the spinor for the two circular polarizations for the reflected m-th Bragg

mode with respect to its propagation direction (basis k(m)) and i0 is the amplitude of the incident

wave in the circular basis with respect the incident direction (k(0)). Ym is a 2 × 2 matrix that

depends on the modal admittances of the m-th Bragg mode. It is defined such that Ym = Ȳm 1 +

∆m σx, where 1 is the 2× 2 identity matrix and σx =


0 1

1 0


 is a Pauli matrix acting in circular

polarization space. The coefficient Ȳm = (Ymp+Yms)/2 is the average of the modal admittances in

the linear p−s polarized basis, while ∆m = (Ymp−Yms)/2. For a plane wave with frequency ω and

in-plane wavevector km propagating in a uniform medium with dielectric constant ε, Ymp = ε/qmz

and Yms = qmz, where qmz =
√
ε− (ckm/ω)2 (c being the speed of light).
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The coefficients f±m are 2 × 2 matrices in the circular polarization basis with respect to the

propagation direction of the m-th Bragg mode (k(m)):

f±m =
1

2


f
±
mp + f±ms f±mp − f±ms
f±mp − f±ms f±mp + f±ms


 , (2)

with f±mσ = 1± zsYmσ, where σ = {s, p} and zs ≡ 1/
√
εM is the surface impedance. In fact, in this

work, we take zs ≡ 1/
√
εM + 1, which is a phenomenological correction that provides the exact

dispersion relation of SPPs in a metal-vacuum interface.

The expression for the geometric couplings between Bragg modes Cmm′ , in the circular polar-

ization basis with respect to the propagation direction, is also a 2×2 matrix acting on polarization

space. It is easier to compute on the linear polarization p− s basis with respect to the ~uz direction

(CLzmm′). In this case, within the SIBC and considering only the fundamental waveguide mode

inside the rectangular grooves, the components of the CLzmm′ matrix are:

CLzmσm′σ′ =
1

Y︸︷︷︸
impedance

· f
− (1 + Φ)

1− Φ f−/f+︸ ︷︷ ︸
Fabry-Perot

·
N−1∑

α=0

SmσαS
∗
m′σ′α

︸ ︷︷ ︸
geometry

, (3)

where Φ = −ei2kwz d and kwz is the propagation constant along the z-direction of the fundamental

waveguide mode. For a rectangular hole with long side b, filled with a material with dielectric

constant εd, k
w
z =

√
εd(ω/c)2 − k2w, with kw = π/b. The admitance of the fundamental mode is

Y = kwz c/ω, and f± = 1± zsY .

As highlighted in Eq. 3, CLzmm′ has three factors. The first term is the impedance of the fun-

damental waveguide mode and is responsible for the potential existence of single-hole resonances

associated with the cutoff of the waveguide mode. The second term is related to the bouncing

back and forth of EM fields inside the groove, and it is responsible for the potential existence of

Fabry-Perot resonances inside the groove. The third term contains the overlaps between the Bragg

and waveguide modes in all the apertures, and it is where the geometrical arrangements of holes

in the unit cell are encoded in the CMM equations.

The overlapping integral between the m-th Bragg mode and the waveguide mode of the α-th

hole is

Smσα =

∫

hole

~E†mσ(~r) · ~Eα(~r)d~r, (4)

where ~Emσ(~r) and ~Eα(~r) are the in-plane electric field of the m-th Bragg mode with linear polar-

ization σ (s or p) and fundamental mode of the α-th aperture, respectively, and † denotes conjugate

transpose. The integral is over the aperture opening.
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The expression for EM plane waves is ~Emσ(~r) = ~umσe
i~km~r/

√
A, where A is the area of the

unit cell, ~km = ~kin + ~Gm = kmx ~ux + kmy ~uy and ~umσ is an unitary bivector that depends on the

polarization. In general, ~ump = (kmx ~ux + kmy ~uy)/k
m and ~ums = (−kmy ~ux + kmx ~uy)/k

m, where

km =
√

(kmx )2 + (kmy )2.

The expression for ~Eα(~r) is best expressed in a system of coordinates that has the origin at the

center of the α-th hole, and it is rotated by an angle θα. This is, by writing ~r = ~rα + R−1(θα)~r ′,

with ~rα marking the position of the α-th aperture centre and:


x
′

y′


 =


 cos θα sin θα

− sin θα cos θα




︸ ︷︷ ︸
R(θα)


x− xα
y − yα


 ,


x− xα
y − yα


 =


cos θα − sin θα

sin θα cos θα




︸ ︷︷ ︸
R−1(θα)


x
′

y′


 . (5)

With this, ~Eα(~r) =
√

2
ab sin (kw(y′ + b/2)) ~ux

′ and the overlapping integral reads

Smσα =

∫

hole
~uTσ

1√
A
e−i

~km~r

√
2

ab
sin
(
kw(y′ + b/2)

)
~ux
′d~r ′ (6)

=

√
2

Aab
vmσαe

−i~km~rα
∫

hole
e−i

~kmR−1(θα)~r ′ sin
(
kw(y′ + b/2)

)
d~r ′. (7)

where the integral is over the area {x′ ∈ (−a/2, a/2), y′ ∈ (−b/2, b/2)}, and we have defined

vmσα = ~uTσR
−1(θα)~u′x.

The integral is straightforwardly solved, giving:

Smσα =

√
ab

2A
vmσα e

−i~km~rα sinc(k′mx a/2) (sinc((k′my + kw)b/2) + sinc((k′my − kw)b/2)), (8)

where sinc(x) ≡ sin (x)
x is the cardinal sine function, ~k′m = ~kmR

−1(θα) = k′mx ~u′x + k′my ~u′y =

kmx cos θα~u
′
x − kmx sin θα~u

′
y, vmpα = (kmx cos θα + kmy sin θα)/km and vmsα = (−kmy cos θα +

kmx sin θα)/km.

Notice that, for very small grooves, the dependence of the cardinal sine on wavevector disap-

pears: lima→0sinc(k′mx a/2) = 1 and limb→0(sinc(k′my + kw)b/2) + sinc(k′my − kw)b/2)) = 4/π. We

call this the small-hole limit, where the overlapping integral becomes

Smσα =

√
ab

2A

4

π
vmσα e

−i~km~rα . (9)

The small-hole limit allows an analytical expression for the geometric couplings and leads to

the spin-momentum locking reflected in Eq. (2) of the main text. For large enough grooves, the

momentum dependence of the cardinal sines is relevant and must be considered. This, in principle,

originates another mechanism for the breakdown of spin-momentum locking. In practice, this
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mechanism creates a small effect, as seen in the comparison between experimental Mueller matrices

and the theoretical ones, which we compute considering the full expression in Eq. 8 and applying

it to the system considered in the main text (see Eq. 13).

With this, we can compute CLzmm′ in the linear p − s polarization basis with respect to the ~uz

direction. In the small-hole limit:

CLzmm′ =
1

Y

f+f−(1 + Φ)

f+ − f−Φ

8ab

π2A

N−1∑

α=0

ei(
~km′−~km)~rα


vmpαvm′pα vmpαvm′sα

vmsαvm′pα vmsαvm′sα


 . (10)

In the circular polarization basis with respect to the ~uz direction, Czmm′ becomes:

Czmm′ =
1

Y

f+f−(1 + Φ)

f+ − f−Φ

4ab

π2A

N−1∑

α=0

ei(
~km′−~km)~rα


 c++ c+− e−i2θα

c−+ ei2θα c−−


 , (11)

where we have defined css′ = 〈~km|~s〉 〈~s′|~km′〉 /(kmkm
′
), being ~s = ~ux + is~uy, with s = ±. These

css′ are the projections of the Bragg modes m and m′ with the circular polarizations s and s′,

respectively.

As said, the CMM equations for a PEC can be readily obtained by taking εM → −∞. In this

case, zs → 0, so f± → 1 and f±m → 1.

However, in Eq. 1, each reflection coefficient (and the rest of the terms) is referred to the circular

polarization basis defined with respect to its own propagation direction. These differences between

the basis set defined with respect to ~uz and that defined with respect to propagation direction can

be seen in Fig. 1. This figure shows that, in the new basis, the linear polarizations p and s in the

rotated basis are different from the original ones (p = x and s = y).

To transform from one circular basis to the other, we define the 2 × 2 matrix Rz←k(m) such

that, given the reflection coefficient rm (defined in the circular basis normal to its propagation

direction), Rz←k(m)rm returns these spinor components in the circular basis defined in the plane

normal to ~uz. The matrix Rk(m)←z =
(
Rz←k(m)

)−1
does the opposite transformation.

In terms of these matrices R, the geometric couplings are expressed as:

Cmm′ = Rk(m)←z Czmm′ R
z←k(m′), (12)

Recall that Cmm′ connects a spinors rm′ and rm, defined in different circular basis (described with

respect to the propagation direction of the m′-th an m-th Bragg mode, respectively).
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x

y

z

~k

φ

θ

x′ ≡ p

y′ ≡ s

z′ ≡ k

Figure 1: Scheme of the standard reference framework xyz and the propagation direction framework x′y′z′,

where x′ ≡ p, y′ ≡ s and z′ ≡ k, being k the wavevector.

We find that Rk(m)←z = 1
2

[
(
√
q2mz + q2m/qmz + 1) 1 + (

√
q2mz + q2m/qmz − 1)σx

]
, where qm =

ckm/ω. So terms proportional to σx appear in Cmm′ , mixing the circular polarization states.

As mentioned in the main text, this is another source of spin-momentum locking breakdown (in

addition to the one that appears from the differences between modal admittances provide).

Particular case: rectangular lattice with spatially rotated grooves

Here, we evaluate the expressions derived in the previous section for the particular metasurface

considered the main text. In this case, the unit cell is rectangular, with reciprocal lattice vectors

that can be written as ~Gm = ~Gm,ny = 2πm/(NL) ~ux + 2πny/L~uy. Notice that, to shorten the

notation, we have englobed in the single index m the pair (m,ny).

As the next section demonstrates, a very good approximation can be obtained by considering

only Bragg modes with ny = 0. Within this approximation, m is just the index of the Bragg mode

in the ~ux direction. If, additionally, the incident wave has ky = 0, the unitary vectors describing

the in-plane component of the electric field are ~ump = ~ux and ~ums = ~uy. In this case, vmpα = cos θα

and vmsα = sin θα (notice that vmpα and vmsα do not depend on the Bragg mode m any longer).
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The general expression for the overlapping integrals is:

Smσα =

√
ab

2A
vmσα e

−ikmx xα sinc(k′mx a/2) (sinc((k′my + kw)b/2) + sinc((k′my − kw)b/2)), (13)

and in the small-hole approximation:

Smσα =
1

π

√
ab

A
vmσα e

−ikmx xα . (14)

With this, we can compute CLzmm′ in the linear p − s polarization basis with respect to the ~uz

direction. In the small-hole limit and for kmy = km
′

y = 0:

CLzmm′ =
8

π2
1

Y

f+f− (1 + Φ)

f+ − Φ f−
ab

A

N−1∑

α=0

ei(k
m′
x −kmx )xα


 cos2 θα cos θα sin θα

cos θα sin θα sin2 θα


 . (15)

In the circular polarization basis with respect to the ~uz direction, Czmm′ becomes:

Czmm′ =
4

π2
1

Y

f+f− (1 + Φ)

f+ − Φ f−
ab

A

N−1∑

α=0


 ei(k

m′
x −kmx )xα ei(k

m′
x −kmx )xα−i2θα

ei(k
m′
x −kmx )xα+i2θα ei(k

m′
x −kmx )xα


 (16)

= C

(
δm,m′+n0N 1 +

∑

s=±
δm,m′+n0N−2nws σs

)
, (17)

where we have used that xα = αL and θα = 2παnw/N . The circular polarization is described

by the index s = ±, 1 is the 2 × 2 identity matrix, and σ± are Pauli Matrices: σ− =


0 0

1 0


,

σ+ =


0 1

0 0


. Finally, the proportionality constant in the coupling coefficients Czmm′ is

C =
4

π2
N

1

Y

f+f− (1 + Φ)

f+ − Φ f−
ab

A
. (18)

2. JUSTIFICATION OF THE MINIMAL MODEL

In this section, we will study how the number of Bragg modes affects the results of our simula-

tions, and find the minimal number of them required to encapsulate all the physics. For that, we

first show that considering only Bragg modes with ny = 0 provides a good approximation. And,

second, that just considering a few Bragg modes in the ~ux direction is enough.
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a)

b)

Figure 2: Absolute value of the spin components of two reflection coefficients in terms of the incident

momentum kinx . Panel (a): r(kin
x +G0,0). Panel (b): r(kin

x +kg,0). Red: spin + component. Blue: spin −
component. The solid lines render the calculations considering only Bragg orders with ny = 0, while the

dashed include ny = {−1, 0, 1}. Chosen values for the computation parameters: ω = 2.1 eV , a = 80nm,

b = 220nm, d = 60nm, L = 460nm, nw = 1/2 and N = 6, based on the experimental shown in the main

text. This computation has been done with the PEC approximation.

Reduction in the number of reciprocal lattice vectors along the y-direction

In the main text, we showed results on a minimal model that considered only reciprocal lattice

vectors along the x-direction (the one along which the rotation of grooves occurs). In that case,

the integers m and m′ label the reciprocal lattice vector ~Gm = 2πm/(NL)~ux. However, in general,

Bragg modes with components along both ~ux and ~uy directions must be considered. We do that in

this section, showing that the approximation taken to produce the minimal model does not alter

the conclusions reached in the paper.

In the more general case, the momentum of the incident plane wave is ~kin = kinx ~ux + kiny ~uy.

For the rectangular lattice considered in this work, Bragg modes are defined by reciprocal lattice

vectors characterized by two integers m and ny, such that ~G = 2πm/(NL) ~ux + 2πny/L~uy.

The geometric couplings now depend on both m and ny and the corresponding m′ and n′y. This
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is, we have C(mny)(m′n′y) instead of the previous Cmm′ . Performing the calculations also considering

modes in the ~uy direction, the geometric couplings in the circular basis with respect to the direction

~uz read, in the limit of small holes,

Cz(mny)(m′n′y) = C

(
δm,m′+n0N 1 +

∑

s=±
δm,m′+nN−2nws σs

)
δny ,n′y+n′0 (19)

where n0 and n′0 are integers.

The inclusion of reciprocal vectors along the y-direction opens new diffraction channels. How-

ever, as expected as inversion symmetry is maintained along the y-direction, it does not modify

the spin-orbit conditions.

To visualize how the inclusion of reciprocal vectors along the y-direction influences the results,

we show in Fig. 2 the same reflection coefficients as those rendered in Fig. 2 of the main text.

The results considering only reciprocal lattice vectors with ny = 0 are shown by the solid line,

while those with ny = 0,±1 are given by the dashed lines (in both cases, m ranges from -7 to

7). This figure shows that including more modes slightly affects the peak positions (displacing the

plasmonic peaks to lower momenta), but the physics remains the same. Thus, considering only

modes with ny = 0 is fully justified.

Reduction in the number of reciprocal lattice vectors along the x-direction

Similarly, although, in principle, an infinite number of reciprocal vectors along the x-direction

should be included, the reflection coefficients can be obtained considering a highly reduced number

of them. A minimal model for studying the spin-momentum locking in the considered system only

requires |m| ≤ N + 2nw.

To visualize how the inclusion of reciprocal vectors along the x-direction influences the results,

we represent the component M+1
30 (see Fig. 3) of the Mueller matrix, for the case of koutx = kinx +kg,

and consider a different number of modes reciprocal lattice vectors (defined by ~G = 2πm/(NL) ~ux+

2πny/L~uy) by setting values for M, Ny such that |m| ≤M and |ny| ≤ Ny.

In Fig 3(a), a large number of reciprocal lattice vectors are considered in both x and y directions.

Inverted parabolas, related to the resonant excitation of SPPs in the structure, are visible in M+1
30 .

The central parabola is blue (reflection mainly with spin − polarization), while the one displaced

to smaller wavevectors appears in white, meaning that the reflected wave is linearly polarized.

Fig. 3(b) is computed considering only reciprocal lattice vectors along the x-direction (Ny = 0),

while Fig. 3(c) additionally reduces the number of reciprocal lattice vectors along the x-direction to
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a) b)

c) d)

Figure 3: M+1
30 in terms of the incident photon energy ω and the incident momentum kinx . M30 provides the

imbalance between energy radiated with spin + and spin − when the incident light is not polarized. M+1
30

is the matrix element M30 for the reflected wave with koutx = kinx + kg. Blue indicates a spin − imbalance,

while red signals that reflection with spin + dominates. (a) M = 6N, Ny = N . (b) M = 6N, Ny = 0. (c)

M = N + 2nw, Ny = 0. (d) M = N + 2nw − 1, Ny = 0. The calculations are for the system depicted in

Fig. 1 of the main text, with the following parameters: a = 80 nm, b = 220 nm, groove depth d = 60 nm,

L = 460 nm. The grooves are filled with SiO2, which also forms a 4 nm layer above the gold metasurface.

The calculations have been performed within the SIBC approximation, and the groove dimensions have been

phenomenologically enlarged by 1.25 times the skin depth to consider the field penetration in the metal.

those in the minimal model. Both panels, Fig. 3(b) and (c), show the same structures as Fig. 3(a),

justifying the minimal model used in the main text. That this model is minimal is shown in

Fig. 3(d), where M has been further reduced to M = N + 2nw − 1. As seen in the figure, this

value of M fails to capture one branch of the white plasmonic parabola seen in all other panels.

This behavior has also been checked for other components of the Mueller matrices and other

reflection orders.
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3. VALIDITY OF THE SMALL-HOLE APPROXIMATION

As we have discussed before, when the apertures are much smaller than the wavelength, the

expression in the overlaps in Eq. 8 can be simplified, leading to Eq. 9, from where we can derive

the spin-momentum locking that appears from the geometric couplings. Physically, the small-hole

approximation considers the aperture’s interaction with a spatially constant field over it; this is, it

treats the hole as a dipole.

a)

b)

Figure 4: Absolute value of the spin components of the reflection coefficient as a function of the incident

momentum kinx . Two diffraction orders are considered: (a) rkin
x +G0 , (b) rkin

x +kg
. The spin + component is

represented by the red line, while the spin − component is shown by the blue line. The solid line is for the

small-hole approximation, while the dashed line shows the exact result. Chosen values for the computation:

ω = 2.1 eV , a = 80nm, b = 220nm, d = 60nm, L = 460nm, nw = 1/2 and N = 6, based on the

experimental shown in the main text. This computation has been done in the PEC approximation for

spin-momentum locking breakdown.

For realistic values of the groove geometry, we find that the small-hole approximation is an

excellent one. This is illustrated in Fig. 4 here; we present the reflection amplitude for two different

Bragg orders (rkinx +G0 and rkinx +kg) and the two circular polarizations (in red, we represent the

reflection coefficient with the same circular polarization as the incoming wave and in blue for
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the opposite polarization). The solid lines are the same that we presented in the main text, i.e.,

within the small-hole approximation. The two other dashed curves correspond to the computation

considering the exact overlap. Clearly, the small-hole approximation is an excellent one.

4. MUELLER EXPERIMENTAL SET-UP

Figure 5: Schematics of the experimental setup developed for acquiring Mueller matrices that connect the

input to output Stokes vectors associated with the polarization states incident on the metasurface (‘sample’

in the schematics) and reflected from it. Stokes vectors S = (I0, IV −IH , I45−I−45, I+−I−) gather the total

intensity of the beam with three balanced intensity measurements performed with vertical (V ), horizontal

(H), +45◦-, −45◦-tilted linear polarizations and + and − circular polarizations. Input Stokes vectors are

prepared at the PSG stage through which the incident beam is transmitted. Polarization states of the

reflected light are analyzed as output Stokes vectors through the PSA. By focusing the incident beam on

the back-focal plane of the illumination objective, the movable lens allows for measuring Mueller coefficients

in the (ω, kinx ) parameter space, as detailed in the text and Fig. 6 below. In the reflection Fourier space

koutx , the polarization states of the scattering processes (here separated from the specular reflection by one

geometric momentum ±kg) are spectrally analyzed.

Mueller polarimetry is the appropriate tool for measuring artifact-free polarization responses

of general optical systems, such as plasmonic metasurfaces. The matrix connects input to output
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Stokes vectors (representing the incident’s polarization states and scattered light fields). As such,

the Mueller matrix is a 4 × 4 matrix whose coefficients can be determined following well-known

methodologies we implemented in previous work [2, 3]. Here, we extend these methodologies to

measure angularly-resolved Mueller coefficients (i.e., measuring the Mueller matrix in the Fourier

space) as a function of both the photon energy ω and the incoming momentum kinx (same frame

as defined in the main text, see Fig. 1 there).

The experimental setup is schematized in Fig. 5 where the incident polarization states of light

are prepared using a combination of one polarizer and a quarter-wave plate (gathered within the

Polarization State Generator stage -PSG- in the Figure), and the output polarization states are

analyzed with an identical combination of polarization optics (gathered within the Polarization

State Analysis stage -PSA- in the Figure). As explained in detail in [4], our measurements collect

the far-field intensities for all positions of the PSG and PSA necessary to fill in the 16 coefficients

of the Mueller matrix.

In the main text, we focus on the M30 Mueller coefficient as it quantifies the ratio between the ±
circular polarization contrast I+out− I−out in the far field and the total intensity of the light reflected

from the metasurface. Fig. 6 displays the experimental construction for the Mn1+n2
30 elements that

are discussed in the main text for the three processes that fulfill koutx = kinx + (n1 + n2)kg -see

main text. The n = n1 + n2 = 0 case (specular reflection case) yields the three (n1, n2) pairs

of branches (0, 0), (−1, 1), and (1,−1) that appear on M0. For M±1, two combinations only are

measured with (±1, 0) and (0,±1) and only one process (±1,±1) observed for M±2, considering

that M+n
30 (k) = −M−n30 (−k).

Laterally shifting the excitation beam incident on the illuminating objective, the incoming

momentum is selected using a movable lens. This selection of a given in-plane momentum is set

within an angular resolution kinx ±∆k/2 fixed by the numerical aperture of the shifting lens together

with its focal length. For a given kinx , we measure the whole koutx spectrum available by the numerical

aperture of the objective used. We then measure the Mueller matrix in the full (ω, koutx ) space by

adjusting the PSG and PSA states accordingly. We scan kinx through the same available angular

spectrum in 13 steps so that, between each measurement, the beam is approximately shifted by

an equivalent ∆k in the back-focal plane. In panel (a) of Fig. 6, we display the M30 coefficients

in the entire (ω, koutx ) space for one specific kinx . In panels (b), (c), and (d), we thereby obtain,

for successive kinx values, spectrally analyzed Mueller M30 coefficients recorded over “stripes” of

angular spread ∆k at koutx = kinx + nkg for n = 0,±1.

The obtained Mueller matrix (MM) must be corrected for different polarimetric contributions
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in our optical setup, as shown in Fig. 5. The first step is to take into account beam splitter

corrections. We denote the MM of the beam splitter reflection as MBSR and its transmission MM

as MBST such as the experimental MM, denoted MEXP , can be written as a function of the MM

of the sample, denoted MS . The final step to correct our signal is to take into account the change

of referential due to the mirror reflection. To this end, we use the MM shown in Eq. 20, which

represent a perfect mirror,

MR =




1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 −1



. (20)

The experimental MM matrix can then be written in serial decomposition, such as:

MEXP = MBSTMRMSMBSR. (21)

Using Eq. 21, we can correct the experimental MM by multiplying the experimental MM by the

inverse MM of each optical element in the correct order. The resulting Mn
30(ω, k

out
x ) coefficients are

then shown in the panel (e), (f) and (g) of Fig. 6 respectively. We then associate for each order at

a given koutx , a given kinx to obtain the spectra shown in the main text, as koutx = kinx + nkg.
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Figure 6: To measure the different Mn
30(ω, koutx ) coefficients, we start with one lateral position of the movable

lens shown in Fig. 5 above. This leads to illuminating the metasurface with a given in-plane momentum kinx

within an angular resolution ∆k schematized by the rectangular boxes in panel (a). Under such a fixed kinx ,

the different diffraction orders can be easily identified in the (ω, koutx ) Fourier space shown in panel (a). As

described in the lower panels (b), (c), and (d), each diffraction order kinx ± kg including specular reflection,

is spectrally analyzed by scanning the available kinx angular spectrum in steps of ∆k. The spectral data

are then stitched one to the other to form the Mueller M30 coefficients in the full (ω, koutx ) space. We need

to correct this raw data for the polarimetric contribution of the other optical element using Eq. 21. The

resulting spectra for the −1, 0 and +1 orders are indicated in panels (e), (f), and (g), respectively.


