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Nonreciprocity in the optical reflection of magnetoplasmas
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We measured the reflectivity on a slab of n-type InSb with an incident angle of 45' with different
far-infrared laser frequencies of 337-, 311-, and 119-pm wavelengths as a function of applied mag-
netic field B between 0 and 10 T. The field was applied in the plane of the surface perpendicular to
the reflection plane. We observed clear evidence of nonreciprocal behavior in the reflectivity with
respect to field reversal and light-propagation reversal. A simple Drude model accounts satisfactori-
ly for this effect. The influence of damping, crucial for the existence of this effect, is discussed
within the framework of electrodynamics as well as with thermodynamic arguments, generalizing
Kirchhoff's law of radiation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Surface excitations exhibit nonreciprocal behavior in
the presence of a magnetic field. For a surface in the x-y
plane the frequency of a surface wave co(k„,By) depends
on the direction of the wave vector k =k„e„and on the
direction of the magnetic field 8=By ey, i.e.,
co(k By )~co( —k By ) and co(k By )~co(k —By ) in gen-
eral. Such nonreciprocal behavior has been observed for
ferromagnetic spin waves, ' for surface acoustic waves in
metals 2 and for surface polaritons, using the attenuated-
total-reflection method. '

In this paper we show another nonreciprocal effect in
the reflection of light on a metal or a semiconductor sur-
face. With application of a magnetic field By, again per-
pendicular to the plane of incidence [(x,z) plane], polar-
ized light (with E vector in this plane) shows nonrecipro-
cal behavior (see Fig. 1). We will show that the reflectivi-
ty R(a) is different from R ( —a) with a the angle of in-
cidence. This also implies R (a,By)&R (a, —By). This

effect rests on the same symmetry argument as the one
which gives the nonreciprocity of surface excitations men-
tioned above and which we discuss below.

In the following we first present the theory of the ef-
fect, based on a simple application of the Drude model
and also generalized to the case of the reflection on a plate
of finite thickness. Next, we describe the experiments.
Finally, we present the results and a comparison with cal-
culations. We conclude with some remarks based on ther-
modynamic considerations.

II. THEORY

We first present the symmetry argument, and then give
the theory for the reflection on a half-space plane. We
conclude with the calculation of the reflectivity of a thin
plate.

A. Symmetry argument

Although we have discussed the symmetry argument
previously, we present it again for completeness. The
first presentation was given in a discussion of nonrecipro-
city of magnetoelastic waves. We consider the same
coordinate system as that discussed above and illustrated
in Fig. 1. Suppose the crystal possesses mirror symmetry
with respect to the (x,y), (x,z), and (y,z) planes. This im-
plies that a reflection operation cr„y leaves the polar vector
component k unchanged and changes the axial vector
component 8~ into —8&. Likewise,

cy~(k„,By ) = ( —k„,—By ) .

This implies that any volume excitation co(k„,By) is even
111 k~, By, 1 e

co( k„,By )=co(k„, By ) =co( k„,By )—. —

FICz. 1. Schematic plot of the reflection geometry. For the
reflection on the half-space only waves A, B, and C are con-
sidered.

If we now consider surface excitations, the surface as the
(x,y) plane is no longer a symmetry plane, and therefore,
in general,

co( k„,By )&co(k„, B„) and c—o(k„,By )+co( k„,By)—
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for any surface excitation. The magnitude of this nonre-
ciprocity depends, of course, on the coupling of the sur-
face excitation to the various magnetic-field-dependent
quantities [see, e.g., the discussion of coupling strengths in
Ref. 2(b)]. In the case of light reflection on a metal or
semiconductor surface, we will show that the nonrecipro-
city of the light reflection R (a)~R ( —a) arises because
of the coupling to the nonreciprocal surface-polariton ex-
citations.

(a)
C

Q/p

B. Reflection on a half-space

For the calculation of the reflection on a half-space we
take a simple Drude dielectric tensor e. The components
e,z relevant for the symmetry of Fig. 1 are

co&(co+i /r)
6~ =E'~ =6'p ]-

co[(co+i /r) —co, ]

These can be written as

(2)

ECO N
&xs = —&xx = —&p 2 2

CO[(CO+ i /1 ) —CO~ ]

Here, co, =eB/m 'c is the cyclotron frequency,
co& (one /——m eo)'~ is the plasma frequency, Eo is the
background dielectric constant, m is the effective mass,
n is the density, and r is the relaxation time of the charge
carriers.

For the solution of the boundary-value problem one as-
sumes an incident wave ( E„,E,"), a reflected wave
(E„,E, ), and a refracted wave (E„,E, ). The boundary
conditions are

~/~p 3
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(1+r)cosa =E„, (1—r)sina=D, , (2')

The wave vector k may be written in the form
k =(co/c)(sinu, 0, a). For the refracted wave, one obtains

a = —(e„—sin a)2 1/2 (4)

with e„=@~+@~/e~. Using divD=O, one obtains

sin(a)D„+aD, =0,
which allows to calculate D, /E„and r One finally o.b-
tains

E'~ E'~ coscx

e sina+e

A plot of the reflectivity R =
~

r
~

is shown in Fig. 2(b)
for I/co~r=O and 1/coze&0 for co, /co& ——1.5. One no-
tices the following. (1) The reflectivity has two main
structures: The plasma edge is shifted to lower frequen-
cies with respect to its 8 =0 position which is at co-co&,
and, for higher frequencies, one observes structure at the

with r the reflection coefficient, and the amplitude of the
incoming wave, E, equal to 1.

The wave equation in the medium (z &0) reads

k E—k(k.E)=(co /c fe.E .

FIG. 2. (a) Calculated dispersion relation for nonreciprocal
plasmon polaritons in the presence of a magnetic field
co, /co~=1. 5. (b) Calculated reflectivity for zero magnetic field
(dashed-dotted line), for magnetic field co, /co~ =1.5 without
damping (dashed line), and for the same magnetic field with
damping co&~——10 (solid line, a = —45'; dotted line, a=+45').

so-called collective cyclotron resonance. These features
are well known and they arise for both cases with damp-
ing and no damping. (2) The nonreciprocal behavior
arises only for 1/coze& 0, but is absent for 1/cozr=O, i.e.,
for no damping.

In order to understand these features, in Fig. 2(a) we
have plotted the dispersion relations for volume polaritons
(dashed lines) and surface polaritons (dotted and solid
lines). These calculations were done as discussed else-
where in full detail and without damping. Comparing
Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) with the common axis co/co& shows
that the structure in R is confined to the region where
stable surface polaritons exist, and that the nonreciprocal
feature in R is exactly in the same region where the sur-
face polaritons exhibit nonreciprocal features. The ex-
istence of stable nonreciprocal surface polaritons leads to
nonreciprocal features in the reflectivity R in the same
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to fit the curve exactly by changing the parameters y, etc. ,
the reason being that the calculation is made for an infin-
ite plate, whereas one has to use a finite plate for realistic
calculations. However, the salient features of the
thickness-interference effect as observed in Fig. 7 are
clearly exhibited in Fig. 3.

B=O
B=1T
B=.1T

V. CONCLUSIONS

In the preceding sections we have given a detailed pre-
sentation of the experimental results and the calculation
of the nonreciprocal effect in the light reflectivity of a
metal surface. Such an effect was proposed before for
magnetic media, where it was called equatorial Kerr ef-
fect. ' A presentation of an analogous treatment involv-

ing surface spin waves for ferromagnets and antifer-
romagnets will be presented elsewhere. Here we would
like to conclude with a thermodynamic argument which
emphasizes the necessity of absorption effects in the metal
for the existence of nonreeiprocity, and which sheds light
on analogous effects in the emissivity and absorbitivity as
well as generalizing Kirchhoff's law of radiation.

%'e outline the thermodynamical treatment of the prob-
lem as follows. For a given material we define the emit-
tance E(a,g, co, T) as the power of an electromagnetic
wave of frequency co within a frequency interval dco being
radiated into a direction (a,P) within a solid angle dQ
across a surface element dF of the material at the tem-
perature T divided by the power of an electromagnetic
wave radiated under the same conditions from a black-
body radiator. Here, a was defined in Sec. II and P is the
angle of the reflection plane with respect to the magnetic
field. The absorptance A (a, P,co, T), the transmittance
T(a,g, co, T), and the reflectance R(a,g, co, T) are defined
in the usual way, with (a,P) defined for the incident
wave.

For a homogeneous material at temperature T filling a
half-space, and the radiation exchanged through a surface
element dd' with a black-body radiator at the same tem-
perature under angles a and —a, conservation of energy
and detailed balance lead to

A (u)+R (a) =A ( —a)+R ( —a) =1 .

Therefore a nonreciprocal reflection can only be present if

A(a)~A( —a),
and it disappears if A (a) or A ( —a) approach zero. The
second law of thermodynamics demands that

R (a)+E(—a) =R ( —a)+E(a) =1 .

Otherwise, starting from thermal equilibrium, a tempera-
ture difference between the material and the black-body
radiator could build up. It follows that E(a) =A ( —a),
and for a nonreciprocal reflectivity R (a)&R ( —a) it fol-
lows that E(a)&E(—a). In this case E(u)&A (a), and
Kirchhoffs law, which for our definition of E and A can
be written as E =A for all materials, has to be generalized
in the presence of nonreciprocal reflection to E(a)
= A ( —a) for any a, P, co, temperature, and material. We
would like to point out that Kirchhoff himself has already
stated that his result E(a) =A (a) (in our notation) is de-

Il

0

45'

FIG. 8. Calculated absorptance and emittance for A, =337
pm and same parameters as before for B =0 and 1 T in polar
coordinates for a plate 1 mm thick.

rived in the absence of magnetic fields which, in our ap-
plication, are the origin of the nonreciprocal reflectio. "
Figure 8 shows an example of the nonreciprocal absorp-
tance and emittance as calculated by electrodynamics and
the generalized Kirchhoff's law.

We now discuss the case of a plane parallel plate of fi-
nite thickness of homogeneous material with a transmis-
sion T(a)&0. We consider the case of an extended
black-body radiator at the same temperature on each side
of this plate.

We observe the radiation being exchanged between the
plate and the black-body radiators through a surface ele-
ment on one side of the plate. Detailed balance, the
second law of thermodynamics, and the inversion symme-
try of the problem demand that (absorbed power equals
emitted power)

A(a)+A( —a)=E(u)+E( —a) .

Under thermal equilibrium the material of the plate being
penetrated by the observed radiation should not start to
rotate if separated from the rest of the material due to the
transfer of momentum by the absorbed and emitted radia-
tion; therefore,

A(a) —A( —a)=E( —a) —E(a) .

This again leads to E(a) =A ( —a). From conservation
of energy we further derive A (a)+R (a)+ T(a) = 1, and
from the second law of thermodynamics, E ( —a )
+.R(a)+T( —a)=1. This yields T(a)=T( —a) even
for R (a)&R ( —a), which proves that even with the re-
flectivity being nonreciprocal the transmission will always
be reciprocal.

This thermodynamical treatment, assuming only the
presence of nonreciprocal reflectivity, is in full agreement
with the calculations based on electrodynamics given in
Sec. II and leads to a generalized Kirchhoff's law for this
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case. We have shown by explicit electrodynamical calcu-
lations and by this thermodynamical argument that non-
reciprocal reflection can only occur in the presence of
(nonreciprocal) absorption. The experimental proof of
this generalized Kirchhoff's law [E(a)=A ( —a)] and of
the reciprocal transmission in the presence of nonrecipro-
cal reflectivity remains to be demonstrated.

ACKNO%'LEDG MENTS

We would like to thank Dr. Brazis, Vilnius, and Dr.
Pisarev, Leningrad, for drawing our attention to Refs. 4
and 10. This work was supported by the Deutsche
Forschungsgemeinschaft (under Sonderforschungsbereich
65, Frankfurt-Darmstadt, West Germany).

&P. Grunberg and F. Metawe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 39, 1561 (1977).
(a) J. Heil, B. Luthi, and P. Thalmeier, Phys. Rev. B 25, 6515

(1982); (b) J. Phys. C (to be published).
3A. Hartstein and E. Burstein, Solid State Commun. 14, 1223

(1974); A. Hartstein, E. Burstein, E. D. Palik, R. W. Gam-
mon, and B.W. Henvis, Phys. Rev. B 12, 3186 (1975).

~V. S. Ambrazeviciene and R. S. Brazis, Solid State Commun.
18, 415 (1976).

sR. Q. Scott and D. L. Mills, Phys. Rev. B 15, 3545 (1977).
6R. F. %'allis, J. J. Brion, E. Burstein, and A. Hartstein, Phys.

Rev. B 9, 3424 (1974).

7A. Otto, Z. Phys. 216, 398 (1968).
SA. Sommerfeld, Optik, Vorlesungen briber Theoretische I'hysik

(Akademische Verlagsgesellschaft, Leipzig, 1959).
Landolt-Bornstein Zahlenmerte end I"unktionen, edited by K.-

H. Hellwege {Springer, Berlin, 1982), Group III, Vol. 17a, pp.
310—327.
See, e.g., P. S. Pershan, J. Appl. Phys. 38, 1482 (1967), and
references therein.
G. Kirchhoff, reprinted in Abhandlungen iiber Emission und
Absorption, edited by M. Planck {Akademische, Ver-
lagsgesellschaft, Leipzig, 1921).


