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It is widely known that the magneto-optical Faraday effect is linear in magnetization and therefore
the Faraday angles for the states with opposite magnetizations are of opposite sign but equal in
modulus. Here we experimentally study propagation of light through a one-dimensional all-garnet
magnetophotonic crystal to demonstrate an asymmetric Faraday effect (AFE) for which Faraday
angles for opposite magnetic states differ not only in sign but in the absolute value as well. AFE
appears in the vicinity of the cavity resonance for an oblique incidence of light which plane of
polarization is inclined to the incidence plane. Under proper incidence and polarization angles the
magnitude of AFE could be very large reaching 30% of the absolute value of the Faraday effect. The
effect originates from the difference in Q-factors for p- and s- polarized cavity modes that breaks
the symmetry between the two opposite directions of polarization rotation. The discovered AFE is
of prime importance for nanoscale magnonics and optomagnetism.

The first phenomenon which demonstrated interaction
between magnetism and optics and established a basis for
modern magnetophotonics is the Faraday effect - trans-
formation of polarization of light passing through a mag-
netized material. It was discovered by Michael Faraday
in 1846 [1]. The Faraday effect is characterized by the
Faraday rotation angle of the polarization plane of light
transmitted through a material along its magnetization.
The internal mechanism of the effect is in magnetic cir-
cular birefringence, i.e. the magnetization-induced differ-
ence in the phase velocities of two circular polarizations
with opposite helicities [2]. The Faraday effect is known
to be odd in magnetization and thus has a nonreciprocal
character [3–6]. Initially, the Faraday’s discovery had a
purely fundamental significance, but a lot of applications
of the magneto-optics for data storage, fiber-optic com-
munication lines (isolators, modulators, deflectors) [7–9],
sensors [10–12] and magnetometry [13, 14] have been sug-
gested in the following decades [15]. For further progress
in this direction, it is necessary to find some ways for en-
hancement and advanced control of the Faraday effect.

Fabrication of nanostructures is the most common so-
lution that has been widely used over some decades to
increase the magneto-optical (MO) effects. It is possible
to design a system which exhibits an enhanced MO re-
sponse by concentrating the electromagnetic field of light
inside magneto-optically active components in the mag-
netophotonic crystals (MPCs) with localized states [16–
22], guided modes [23–26], in magnetoplasmonic struc-
tures [14, 27–33] and metasurfaces [34–38]. Enhancement
of the Faraday rotation most often occurs due to an in-
crease in purely magneto-optical contribution (multi-pass
mode and localization of light). Additionally, such struc-
tures may include the pure optical effects of anisotropy or
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reducing the reflectivity to enhance the conversion of po-
larization state (magnetoplasmonic structures [39–41] or
multilayer structures at oblique incidence [42, 43]). The
combination of pure magneto-optical and optical mech-
anisms is responsible for various types of the Faraday
effect enhancement [19, 31, 43–47].

Oblique incidence of light onto magnetic films and
structures brings some peculiarities of the MO effects [48]
which are related to a lower reflectance of p-polarized
light with respect to s-polarization. Thus, the odd MO
intensity effect appears in the Faraday configuration [49].
In MPCs, the Fresnel coefficients at oblique incidence
set different interference conditions for s- and p-polarized
light. Thus the same MPC has a higher optical Q-factor
for s-polarized light and lower Q-factor for p-polarized
light [43, 45–47, 50]. An s-polarized wave demonstrates a
higher localization of electromagnetic field inside the MO
active cavity and layers, and, therefore, higher values of
the Faraday rotation [43]. Furthermore, for MPC with
negligible absorption, a wave converted into s-polarized
state due to the Faraday effect can be trapped inside the
MO active cavity at the Brewster’s angle [46].

In all of the aforementioned studies, the Faraday ro-
tation was odd in magnetization, i.e., reversing the di-
rection of the external magnetic field changed its sign
but not its magnitude (see Supplementary S1). In this
work, we discover that an additional spatial symmetry
break might lead to an even magnetization contribution
to the magneto-optical Faraday rotation and, therefore,
the emergence of the asymmetric Faraday effect (AFE),
which changes not only its sign but also its value if the
magnetic field is reversed. We observe such peculiar
Faraday effect by illuminating a microcavity MPC with
obliquely incident light of some intermediate polarization
between pure s- and p-ones. Breaking the oddness of the
Faraday effect provides a unique possibility to observe
magneto-optical polarization rotation even in the mate-
rial with non-uniform magnetization direction and zero
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net magnetization.

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of spatial symmetry origin
of the oddness of the Faraday effect and its violation in the
case of symmetry breaking by a director L.

Let’s discuss how the spatial symmetry causes the odd-
ness of the Faraday rotation in the usual case and how it
is modified if the spatial symmetry is broken. Figure 1
illustrates the discussed phenomenon from the point of
view of what an observer might see in the real world and
looking into a mirror. The mirror is placed in the plane
of the magnetization M, see Fig. 1. One might see in
the mirror an oppositely magnetized medium with −M,
as M is an axial vector. At the same time, the direc-
tor (a director is a quasi-vector with the two equivalent
opposite directions) E describing the light polarization
is transformed by usual reflection rules in the mirror,
so that the angle between the reflected E and the mir-
ror is opposite to the angle between the real E and the
mirror. Thus, the magneto-optical polarization rotation
caused by passing through a magnetized medium that is
observed in the mirror world with −M magnetization is
equal in magnitude and opposite in sign to the one ob-
served in the real world (Fig. 1): −Φ(M) = Φ(−M) and,
therefore, the magneto-optical rotation is odd in magne-
tization.

The situation changes if the spatial symmetry of the
considered configuration (including both the light and
the structure) is broken with respect to the reflection in
the mirror placed along M due to the presence of the
preferred direction described by a director L (see Fig. 1,
bottom panel). Actually, such a preferred direction could
arise due to the presence of some vector describing the
light or the structure in the considered configuration,
too. It might be considered a partial case of the sym-
metry break described by a director; therefore, in the
following we will consider a more general case of a direc-
tor. Since a director is transformed by usual reflection
rules, the configuration in the mirror characterized by
the reflected director Lref and polarization E differs from
one observed in the real world, except for the case when
L is perpendicular or parallel to E. By repeating the
considerations similar to the ones made above, one con-
cludes that Φ(−M,Lref) = −Φ(M,L), so the absolute

values of Φ that are equal to each other refer to differ-
ent structures: |Φ(M,Lref)| = |Φ(M,L)|. At the same
time, there are no limitations on the values of Φ for the
structures with the same L; |Φ(−M,L)| and |Φ(M,L)|
may differ from each other. Consequently, we can con-
clude that if L is oblique with respect to the polariza-
tion E, then the asymmetric Faraday effect (AFE) is al-
lowed: |Φ(M, L)| ≠ |Φ(−M), L|. However, if L is par-
allel or perpendicular to E, then the AFE is prohibited:
|Φ(M)| = |Φ(−M)|.
Such an impact of the spatial symmetry violation de-

scribed by the director L might also be understood as
the arisen non-equivalence between the clock- and coun-
terclockwise rotation directions. In particular, such non-
equivalence reveals itself as the difference between the
two opposite directions of the magneto-optical rotations
of linear polarization corresponding to the opposite mag-
netizations (see also Supplementary S4 and Fig. S4.2).
Obviously, if E is not parallel or perpendicular to L, then
its rotation in counter- and clockwise directions results in
different configurations described by a mutual orientation
of E and L. Actually, the non-equivalence of counter- and
clockwise rotations, as well as the non-equivalence of the
’real-world’ and ’mirror-world’ configurations, are known
as manifestations of the chirality phenomenon. The con-
siderations made above show that such a chiral-type im-
pact on the Faraday effect caused by the presence of the
director L tilted with respect to the polarization E de-
scribing the structure symmetry could arise in non-chiral
nanostructures and films.

It is important that such a symmetry break can be in-
troduced by the design of a nanostructure (for example,
by depositing a 1D grating on top of the magnetic film,
Supplementary S4) or by incident light itself: an oblique
incidence gives birth to the in-plane component of the
light wavevector kτ . In this case, kτ determines the di-
rection of L in the general consideration above. Such
a configuration can be implemented in almost any type
of magneto-optical structure, including smooth films and
crystals (see Supplementary S4). In the present work,
we chose this option to introduce a symmetry break by
the oblique incidence and demonstrate an asymmetric
behavior of the Faraday rotation in MPC.

The MPC consists of two magnetic Bragg mirrors con-
taining pairs of magnetic and nonmagnetic quarter-wave
layers and a magnetic half-wave cavity layer sandwiched
in between the mirrors (Fig. 2a). It is illuminated by a
linearly polarized light incident on the sample at the in-
cidence angle θ. Orientation of the light polarization is
determined by the angle Ψ formed by E and the plane
of light incidence: Ψ = 0◦ for the p-polarized light, and
Ψ = 90◦ for the s-polarized light (Fig. 2a). On the other
hand, Ψ is also an angle between kτ and E, and, con-
sequently, it defines the spatial symmetry violation de-
scribed above. We will focus our attention on the inter-
mediate configuration 0 < Ψ < 90◦, for which a spatial
symmetry break takes place and AFE is expected.

The asymmetric Faraday effect can be characterized
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 2. (a) Schematic diagram of the investigated MPC on the GGG substrate. Optical ellipticity (b, top), transmittance
(b, bottom), and the asymmetric Faraday effect (c) spectra of the MPC for the oblique illumination at θ = 63◦, Ψ = 70◦.
Experimental data is presented by color spheres, while simulations - by solid curves.

by ∆Φ:

∆Φ = Φ(+Mz)− (−Φ(−Mz)) (1)

where Φ(+Mz) and Φ(−Mz) are the Faraday rotation an-
gles at opposite orientations of the magnetization vector
M aligned along z axis. Here we determine the Faraday
angles as the difference between the total polarization
rotation angles for the sample magnetized ±Mz and not
magnetized Mz = 0 along z-axis, therefore, purely opti-
cal polarization modification is omitted.

Experimental observation of the asymmetric Faraday
effect was performed on the all-garnet MPC (Fig. 2a).
The MPC Bragg mirrors consist of six pairs of dia-
magnetic Sm3Ga5O12 (SGG) and the MO active ferri-
magnetic Bi2.97Er0.03Al0.5Ga0.5O12 (BIG) garnet layers
(hBIG = 75 nm, hSGG = 100 nm) synthesized by RF-
magnetron sputtering on (111) Gd3Ga5O12 (GGG) sub-
strate [51, 52]. There is a cavity layer of BIG in between
the Bragg mirrors: GGG / [BIG / SGG]6 /2 BIG / [SGG
/ BIG]6 responsible for a cavity mode (see Supplemen-
tary S2 and S3 for the details).

The Faraday rotation was experimentally found us-
ing a conventional scheme where the transmitted light
intensity Iout is measured in the presence of polarizer
and analyzer crossed by angle of 45◦, so that Iout =
1
2I0 ·(1−sin(2OR+2Φ), where OR is a purely optical non-
magnetic polarization rotation, and I0 is the intensity of
the light transmitted through the MPC without a po-
larizer (see Supplementary S3.3 for the details). Strictly
speaking, this formula is not valid in the presence of el-
lipticity in the sample. But still it can be applied in
the vicinity of the cavity resonance since the ellipticity
vanishes at the resonant wavelength (Fig. 2b).

We chose at first the polarization angle Ψ = 70◦. Both
experimental measurements (color spheres in Fig. 2b)
and numerical simulations performed using the trans-
fer matrix method 4×4 [53] (solid curves in Fig. 2b,
see Supplementary S2 for simulation details) show that
at the oblique incidence the cavity mode is observed at

λ = 716 nm for θ = 63◦. The cavity resonance is accom-
panied with a pronounced peak of the Faraday rotation
Φ ∼ 20◦ (Fig. 2c), which gives a high magneto-optical
quality factor QMO = −2|Φ|/ lnT = 42.6◦ and MO fig-
ure of merit MOFOM = T sin 2Φ = 20% [21].

FIG. 3. The dependence of the asymmetric Faraday effect on
the initial light polarization Ψ for θ = 63◦. The inset shows
the AFE spectra for Ψ = 20◦, 30◦, 70◦. Experimental data is
presented by color spheres, while simulations – by solid curve.

At Ψ = 70◦ a notable AFE characterized by ∆Φ = 5.5◦

appears in the vicinity of the cavity resonance (Fig. 2c).
Since at this wavelength Φ ∼ 20◦, it means that AFE
accounts about 30% of the Faraday effect. Similar AFE
is observed for oblique incidence of any intermediate po-
larization of light and vanishes only for pure p- or s-
polarizations for which there is no spatial symmetry vi-
olation since in those cases kτ is either parallel or per-
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(a) (b)

FIG. 4. Spectra of transmittance and Faraday rotation at the oblique incidence of θ = 63 deg for (a) p- and (b) s-polarized
light (experiments).

pendicular to E, respectively (Fig. 3). The largest value
of AFE appears at Ψ = 80◦ and equals to ∆Φ = 7.5◦,
which is 38% of the Φ value.

As we discussed above, in our experiments, the differ-
ence between |Φ(+Mz)| and |Φ(−Mz)| for intermediate
Ψ values appears due to the break of the spatial sym-
metry defined by kτ . This symmetry break gives birth
to the even in magnetization terms of the Faraday rota-

tion: Φ(Mz) = ϕ1
Mz

Mz0
+ ϕ2

(
Mz

Mz0

)2
+ ... (where Mz0 is

the saturation magnetization and ϕj are the expansion
coefficients). In the ’usual’ cases of normal incidence,
or pure p- or s-polarized light at the oblique incidence,
which are used in most of the magneto-optical experi-
ments, ϕ2 = ϕ2n = 0, where n is an integer (see Supple-
mentary S1.2).

As AFE is a nonlinear part of the Faraday rotation,
one might expect to observe high AFE in cases where the
linear Faraday effect is large. From this point of view,
MPCs at oblique incidence are the ideal candidates to ob-
serve AFE. On the one hand, they possess a high Faraday
rotation of tens of degrees (see blue lines in Figs. 4a,b).
On the other hand, they exhibit a prominent difference
between the p- and s- polarized states. The origin of
this difference is the variation of the reflectivity of the
Bragg mirrors surrounding the cavity layer, leading to a
difference in Q-factors. Figure 4 demonstrates a more
than 5-fold difference in the transmittance (green lines)
and Faraday rotation (blue lines) for p-polarized (Fig. 4a)
and s-polarized (Figure 4b) light (see also Supplementary
S3.2). Thus, MPC properties are very sensitive to the
mutual orientations of E and kτ vectors, which clearly
differentiates Ψ + Φ and Ψ − Φ states corresponding to
the opposite rotation directions. This provides large val-
ues of AFE. For the considered MPC, the second-order
term contribution grows significantly up to ϕ2/ϕ1 = 0.19.
For a comparison, in a smooth film of the same thickness,
the quadratic term is very small: ϕ2/ϕ1 = 0.009 (see Sup-
plementary S4). Therefore, the role of the MPC here is
to enhance the AFE and make it easily measurable.

The Faraday effect is commonly used for the magneto-
optical studies of the magnetic materials and magneti-

zation distributions. However, the obvious difficulties
arise if the magnetization distribution is non-uniform so
that the net magnetization in the area illuminated by
the probe beam is zero:

∫
Sbeam

Mz(x, y)dxdy = 0. This

situation takes place, for example, for macroscopic static
subwavelength domain structures [54] and dynamic Mz

oscillations in ultrashort spin waves [55, 56] and spin-
wave resonances [24]. Although there is magnetization
in each spatial point of the material, the Faraday rota-
tion is absent due to the zero average ⟨Mz⟩ in the illu-
minated area. The situation changes if the spatial sym-
metry break is used to produce AFE, for example, as
demonstrated in the present work. Even if the net mag-
netization is zero, AFE makes it possible to measure the
polarization rotation arisen due to the non-zero

〈
M2

z

〉
.

This opens a unique possibility to study various types of
materials with inhomogeneous static or dynamic spatial
magnetization distributions.

Therefore, here we demonstrate the asymmetric Fara-
day effect that arises if an additional symmetry break
with respect to the reflection in a mirror parallel to mag-
netization is introduced to the magneto-optical system.
We confirm this prediction by studying the magneto-
photonic crystal at oblique incidence, which provides a
unique modification of the Faraday effect’s symmetry
and magnetization dependence. Experimentally, a pro-
nounced asymmetry of the Faraday rotation spectra for
oppositely directed magnetic fields reaching |Φ(+Mz)| −
|Φ(−Mz)| ∼ 30% is obtained. Such behavior results
from a strong non-equivalence of the counter- and clock-
wise magneto-optical rotations of linear polarization and
brings the quadratic in the magnetization term to the
Faraday rotation spectra. For the magnetophotonic crys-
tal, this quadratic term has the same order of magnitude
as the linear one, providing a unique possibility to ob-
serve magneto-optical polarization rotation even in the
material with a non-uniform magnetization direction and
zero net magnetization. At the same time, we show that
AFE is a quite general effect that might be observed in
various structures with a particular type of spatial sym-
metry breaking. This is a key feature for optical studies
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of the static and dynamic magnetic patterns with zero
net magnetization and ultrashort spin waves [55, 56].
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S1. MAGNETO-OPTICAL TENSOR AND
EFFECTS

S1.1. Permittivity tensor and normal-mode
equation for the magneto-optical media

Magneto-optical properties of the isotropic magnetic
material could be described by the following constitutive
equations [1]:

D = ε0E+ i [g ×E] + b (E−m(m ·E)) , (1)

where ε0 is a permittivity of a non-magnetized medium,
m = M/M is a unitary vector co-directed with medium
magnetization, M = |M| is magnetization absolute
value, g = αM is a gyration vector, b(M) = βM2 =
εM − ε0 is the quadratic in magnetization coefficient.
This corresponds to the Hermitian type of the permit-
tivity tensor εij = ε∗ji, which for the magnetization along

the z-axis has the form:

ε̂ =




εM ig 0
−ig εM 0
0 0 ε0


 . (2)

According to the Onsager principle, antisymmetric g and
symmetric b(M) magneto-optical contributions to the
permittivity tensor are odd and even with respect to
time reversal, and, consequently, linear and quadratic in
medium magnetization [2].
Depending on the mutual orientation of light E, k vec-

tors and medium magnetization M, both odd and even
in magnetization effects could be observed. These effects
are described by the normal-mode equation, which is di-
rectly derived from Maxwell’s equations:

n2E− n(n ·E) = D, (3)

where n = k/k0 is the refractive index vector.

S1.2. The Faraday rotation: odd magneto-optical
effect

The Faraday magneto-optical effect arises when the
light travels along the magnetization direction, m ∥ k.
The normal mode equation (3) has a solution in the form
of the two circularly polarized modes, σ+ and σ−, with
the different refractive indices:

n2
± = εM

(
1± g

εM

)
. (4)

The difference between the refractive indices of σ+ and
σ− causes the rotation of the linearly polarized light
propagating a distance L in such a medium:

Φ = −1

2
k0L(n+ − n−) =

= −1

2
k0L

√
εM

(√
1 +

g

εM
−
√

1− g

εM

)
. (5)

The gyration coefficient g is usually much smaller than
permittivity; for example, it is about g ∼ 0.01...0.001
for iron-garnets of different compositions [1] while the
typical permittivity is in the range ε0 = 4.5...6.5. For
the considered iron-garnet at λ = 715 nm wavelength
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ε0 = 6.858 + 0.014i, and g = 0.021 (see Sec. S2 S2.2).
Thus, one can make the Taylor-series expansion:

Φ =

−1

2
k0L

(√
ε0 +

b

2
√
ε0

)(
1 +

1

2

g

εM
− 1

8

g2

ε2M
+

1

16

g3

ε3M
− ...

−1 +
1

2

g

εM
+

1

8

g2

ε2M
+

1

16

g3

ε3M
+ ...

)
=

= −1

2
k0L

(√
ε0 +

b

2
√
ε0

)(
g

εM
+

1

8

g3

ε3M
+ ...

)
=

= −1

2
k0L

(√
ε0 +

b

2
√
ε0

)(
g

ε0
− gb

ε20
+

1

8

g3

ε30
+ ...

)
=

= −1

2
k0L

g√
ε0

(
1− b

2ε0
+

1

8

g2

ε20
+ ...

)
=

= −1

2
k0L

α√
ε0

(
M − βM3

2ε0
+

1

8

α2M3

ε20

)
.

(6)

The obtained formula illustrates the well-known property
of the Faraday effect, which is odd in magnetization di-
rection. Even when higher orders of M expansion terms
are considered, it is clear that Φ does not contain any
even in magnetization terms. The next non-zero term in
Φ is proportional toM3 and is (−β/2ε0+α2/8ε2) ∼ 10−6

times smaller than the first linear one and definitely can
be neglected. The oddness of the Faraday effect in the
magnetization is a consequence of the time-reversal sym-
metry. The time reversal simultaneously changes the
magnetization direction m → −m and the light helic-
ity σ+ → σ−.

S1.3. Magnetic linear birefringence: even
magneto-optical effect

The magnetic linear birefringence arises if the medium
is magnetized perpendicular to the light propagation di-
rection: m ⊥ k. In this case, normal mode equation (3)
has the solution in the form of the two linearly polar-
ized waves, E ∥ m and E ⊥ m with different refractive
indices:

n2
∥ = ε0, (7)

n2
⊥ = εM − g2

ε0
. (8)

The difference between the refractive indices of these two
linearly polarized waves is:

n⊥ − n∥ =
1

2
√
ε0

(
b− g2

ε0

)
=

1

2
√
ε0

(
β − α2

ε0

)
M2 (9)

Notice that n⊥ − n∥ contains only even in magnetiza-
tion terms. This can be understood on the basis of time
reversal which results in m → −m, but both of these di-
rections are equivalent from the point of view of linearly

polarized light with k ⊥ m. Namely, this configuration
corresponds to the orientational magneto-optical effect
which arises from the Fresnel coefficients difference for
E ∥ m and E ⊥ m polarizations, and Coutton-Mouton
effect which reveals itself in appearance of the magneto-
optical ellipticity similar to the case of the natural bire-
fringence. It can be clearly seen that both effects related
to such configuration are ∼ 10−3 times smaller than the
ones observed for a Faraday configuration.
An important consequence of Eq. (7), (8) is that the

magnetization of the sample perpendicular to the light
plane of incidence (which is also called the transverse
configuration) does not produce the magneto-optical po-
larization rotation of light. Thus, this configuration is
used to determine the purely optical contribution to the
rotation of the mixed polarization state which arises due
to the Fresnel reflection at the interfaces of the magne-
tophotonic crystal layers.

S2. MATERIAL PARAMETERS AND
SIMULATIONS

S2.1. Numerical simulations via transfer matrix
method

Numerical simulations of the optical and magneto-
optical spectra of the magnetophotonic crystal were per-
formed by numerical solution of Maxwell’s equations by
the transfer matrix method 4 × 4. The details on this
method are provided in [3]. Each of the layers of the
magnetophotonic crystal was described by the permit-
tivity tensor, so that εij = iϵijkgk [1], where ϵijk is a
Levi-Civita symbol and gk are the components of the gy-
ration vector that is parallel to the magnetization of the
material. Actually, gk was non-zero only for ferrimag-
netic Bi2.97Er0.03Al0.5Ga0.5O12 (BIG) garnet.
The wavelength dependence of all of the permittivity

tensor components was taken into account, as well as the
Fresnel reflection from the backside of a transparent sub-
strate. The exact values of these components provided
in Sec. S2 S2.2.
The transfer matrix method provides the optical char-

acteristics of the structure, such as transmittance, re-
flectance, absorption, polarization rotation, and others.

S2.2. Material parameters

The following wavelength-dependent material param-
eters were used for the simulations. The refractive index
of (111) Gd3Ga5O12 (GGG) substrate is equal to

nGGG = 1.91 +

(
203 [nm]

λ

)2

, (10)

and the refractive index of air is nair = 1.
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FIG. S2.1: Experimental hysteresis loops obtained for the magnetophotonic crystal.

The refractive index of diamagnetic Sm3Ga5O12

(SGG) material nSGG =
√
εSGG has the form:

εSGG = 1 +
2.75

1−
(

128[nm]
λ

)2 ; (11)

The refractive index of the magneto-optical ferrimag-
netic Bi2.97Er0.03Al0.5Ga0.5O12 (BIG) garnet is:

nBIG = 1 +
4.70

1− ( 303[nm]
λ )2)

+

+
0.08

1−
(

494[nm]
λ

)2+i · 0.07 · 494[nm]

λ
, (12)

while its magneto-optical activity is described by the gy-
ration coefficient:

g = 0.40− 1.85 · 10−3[nm−1]λ+ 3.23 · 10−6[nm−2]λ2−
−2.49 · 10−9[nm−3]λ3 + 7.22 · 10−13[nm−4]λ4.

(13)

These values were determined from the optical and
magneto-optical spectra of the samples and agree with
the ones reported for the garnets with similar composi-
tions [4, 5].

S3. EXPERIMENTAL MEASUREMENTS

S3.1. Magneto-optical hysteresis loops

All measurements were performed at room temper-
ature. First, the magneto-optical hysteresis loops of
the Faraday effect at normal incidence were measured
(Fig. S2.1a). The out-of-plane coercive magnetic field
needed to saturate the sample is Hzc = 120 mT. This
agrees well with the previous results obtained for similar
materials [4].

Sample characterization for the in-plane configuration
of the applied external magnetic fields was performed us-
ing the transverse magneto-optical Kerr effect (TMOKE)

measurements for the oblique incidence of p-polarized
light (Fig. S2.1b). The TMOKE value was measured
as the reflected light intensity change for the magnetic
field changing from +Hy to −Hy, so that TMOKE =
I(+Hy)− I(−Hy). The in-plane coercive magnetic field
needed to saturate the sample is Hyc = 200 mT.
In our further experiments, we used the magnetic fields

exceeding these values, Hz=220 mT and Hy=370 mT,
correspondingly, in order to ensure that magnetization
was aligned with the external magnetic field.

S3.2. MPC optical and magneto-optical spectra

Figure S3.2 shows the transmittance and Faraday ro-
tation spectra for p- and s-polarized light at different
angles of incidence. It is clearly seen that the difference
between the two polarization increases with the increase
of the angle of incidence. This can be explained by the
growing difference between the Fresnel reflection coeffi-
cients and consequent difference of the reflectance of the
Bragg mirrors surrounding the cavity layer of the MPC.
This results in the increase of the Q-factor difference of
the p-polarized and s-polarized cavity mode, resulting in
the several times different transmittance and Faraday ro-
tation observed for these polarizations (Fig. S3.2).
Thus, at the oblique incidence the system is sensi-

tive to the mutual orientation of kτ and E. The more
pronounced this difference is, the higher inequality of
counter- and clockwise rotations of the intermediate po-
larisation could be expected. Thus, AFE is expected to
increase with the increse of the angle of incidence.

S3.3. Faraday rotation measurements via balanced
scheme

To measure the Faraday rotation Φ(Mz) one might de-
termine the magneto-optical contribution to the total po-
larization rotation acquired by the light during the prop-
agation in a magnetic structure. In the most general
case, the total polarization rotation TR has both purely
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. S3.2: Wavelength vs. incidence angle spectra of (a),(c) experimentally measured transmittance and (b),(d)
simulated Faraday rotation Φ(+Mz) for p- (left pane) and s-polarized (right pane) light.

optical and magneto-optical contributions:

TR = OR+Φ(Mz). (14)

Purely optical polarization rotation might exist in the
structure, for example, due to the Fresnel reflection or
other magnetization-independent effects. Thus, this con-
tribution should be taken into account and eliminated in
the measurements.

As the Faraday rotation Φ is usually odd in the mag-
netization (see Eq. (6)), its contribution can be deter-
mined in one of the two equivalent ways, as Φ(Mz) =
1
2 (TR(+Mz) − TR(−Mz)) or Φ(Mz) = (TR(+Mz) −
TR(Mz = 0)). For the case where the asymmetric Fara-
day rotation is expected, one might use the later formula
and measure TR for +Mz, −Mz and Mz = 0 separately.

The measurements of the total polarization rotation
TR can be performed in different ways. One of the well-
known methods providing high precision is based on a
so-called balanced scheme with additional polarizer. If
a polarizer is installed after the magnetic structure and
aligned at an angle α with respect to the polarization of
the incident linearly polarized light, then the intensity of
light transmitted through this polarizer equals to

Iout = I0 cos
2(α+TR). (15)

In the balanced scheme, the polarizer is aligned at α =
π/4 angle with respect to the incident polarization of
light. Therefore, according to Eq. (15) the intensity of
light transmitted through the polarizer equals to

Iout = I0 cos
2
(π
4
+ TR

)
=

=
I0
2

(
cos
(
2
(π
4
+ TR

))
+ 1
)
=

=
I0
2
(1− sin (2TR)) (16)

In order to make it possible to reveal the difference be-
tween the values of Φ(+Mz) and Φ(−Mz), the following
measurements were performed:

1. The transmittance I0(λ) of the MPC without ad-
ditional polarized was measured.

2. The purely optical rotation

OR(λ) =
1

2
asin

(
1−

2I
π/4
Mz=0(λ)

I0(λ)

)
(17)

was determined from the measurements of the
transmitted intensity I

π/4
Mz=0(λ) in a balanced

scheme with additional π/4-tilted polarizer and in-
plane magnetic field applied to the structure to pro-
vide Mz = 0 (see also Sec. S1 S1.3)

3. In accordance to Eq. (16),the Faraday rotation for
+Mz and −Mz magnetizations was measured as

Φ(±Mz) =
1

2
asin

(
1−

2I
π/4
±Mz

(λ)

I0(λ)

)
−OR(λ). (18)

The transmitted intensity I
π/4
±Mz

(λ) was measured
separately for +Mz and −Mz magnetization direc-
tions in a balanced scheme with additional π/4-
tilted polarizer.

Thus, a step-by-step experimental measurements were
performed to reveal AFE and to take into account possi-
ble changes of the transmitted light intensity and optical
rotation due to the purely optical effects.

S4. SYMMETRY BREAK AS THE ORIGIN OF
THE ASYMMETRIC FARADAY EFFECT

Asymmetric Faraday effect (AFE) arises due to the
symmetry break which can be described by an in-plane
director oriented at the non-zero angle to E. Such config-
uration is non-symmetric with respect to the reflection in
the mirror placed parallel to M. While the detailed anal-
ysis is provided in the main text, let us illustrate how this
asymmetry causes the non-equivalence between the the
clock- and counterclockwise directions of polarization ro-
tation. Figure S4.4 schematically shows the configuration
characterized by a director L oriented along x axis. This
causes the dependence of optical characteristic of a struc-
ture Ω (which might be transmittance, absorption, etc.)
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(a) (b)

FIG. S3.3: Asymmetric Faraday effect caused by the spatial symmetry break. (a) Symmetry break by light: AFE
arising for the oblique (solid line) and normal (dashed line) incidence on a smooth iron-garnet film on a SiO2

substrate. (b) Symmetry break caused by the structure: AFE arising at normal incidence in a smooth iron-garnet
film covered by 1D Si grating (solid line) or smooth Si layer (dashed line).

(a) (b)

FIG. S4.4: Asymmetric Faraday effect arising as the
result of non-equivalence of the counter- and clockwise

rotation directions caused by the presence of the
director L along x-axis and consequent polarization

dependence of some optical characteristic Ω. (a) Case of
E parallel to L and equivalence of clock and

counter-clockwise rotations. (b) Case of E tilted with
respect to L which cause non-equivalence of clock and

counter-clockwise rotations.

on the polarization direction, as shown by the pseudo-
color plot in Fig. S4.4. It is clearly seen that if polariza-
tion of the light (white arrow) is parallel to L (Fig. S4.4a)
than the rotations in clock- and counterclockwise direc-
tions are equivalent to each other, so +M and −M mag-
netisations induce the same magnitude of the Faraday
polarization rotation (blue and red arrows, correspond-
ingly). In contrast to this, if polarization of the light is
tilted with respect to L (Fig. S4.4b) than the rotations
in clock- and counterclockwise directions are not equiva-
lent to each other. This might be seen in Fig. S4.4b, as

blue and red arrows denoting polarization E correspond
to different Ω values. Thus, non-equivalence of counter-
and clockwise rotations arise in this case.

Such symmetry breaking due to the presence of a direc-
tor characterizing the light and structure configuration is
a quite general condition. This means, that AFE might
arise in various cases if the symmetry break is produced
either by the light itself, or by the structure. Here we
justify this statement by the numerical simulations of
the two configurations.

Figure S3.3a demonstrates the AFE arising due to the
symmetry break introduced by the light oblique incidence
with kτ vector on a smooth iron-garnet film. This situ-
ation is similar to the MPC discussed in the main text
and also causes the appearance of AFE. AFE disappears
for pure p- and s-polarized light (Ψ = 0 and Ψ = 90 deg
points of a solid line in Fig. S3.3a) and at the normal
incidence when kτ = 0 (dashed line in Fig. S3.3a).

On the contrary, Fig. S3.3b demonstrates the AFE
arising due to the symmetry break introduced by the
structure. Here, 1D Si grating is deposited on top of the
smooth iron-garnet film. This configuration can be de-
scribed by a director L oriented in a grating periodicity
direction. Thus, even for a normal incidence if polar-
ization is tilted with respect to L, i.e. in the case of
polarisations intermediate between the ones parallel and
perpendicular to the Si grating stripes, AFE is observed
(solid line in Fig. S3.3b). AFE vanishes in the cases of E
parallel and perpendicular to the grating stripes (Ψ = 0
and Ψ = 90 deg points of a solid line in Fig. S3.3b), or
if Si grating is transformed into the continuous Si layer
and therefore preferred direction described by L disap-
pears (dashed line in Fig. S3.3b).
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