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Abstract 

Controlling the flow of electricity in metallic circuits with light is a key goal for future 

optoelectronics. In this work, we demonstrate all-optical generation and directional control 

of non-thermal drift photocurrents in a plasmonic gold wire. We attribute this phenomenon 

to the Inverse Faraday Effect and show that the current's direction can be precisely reversed 

at a subwavelength scale by tailoring the incident light's polarization or laser beam position. 

A bespoke polarization modulation technique is employed to unambiguously separate 

ultrafast drift currents from the ubiquitous photothermal background. We further reveal a 

collaborative mechanism where macroscopic thermal gradients, acting as a driving force, 

are used to extract and remotely detect the locally-generated nanoscale photocurrents. This 

robust control and detection scheme paves the way for reconfigurable, all-optical 

nanocircuitry capable of ultrafast on-chip processing. 
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Introduction 

A photocurrent is the flow of electric charges generated when photons are absorbed by a 

material. This phenomenon is foundational to numerous groundbreaking technologies, 

including light detection, solar photovoltaics, lightwave electronics, and THz spectroscopy 

and imaging1. For physicists, a direct photocurrent is also a unique probe for investigating 

key processes across vast spatio-temporal scales, from femtoseconds to milliseconds and 

from the microscale to the mesoscale. As a result, photocurrents have been instrumental in 

advancing our understanding of low-dimensional structures2, topological materials3, and 

systems exhibiting symmetry breaking4,5, offering a window into the behavior of out-of-

equilibrium transient states6,7. 

The conversion of light into an electrical signal can stem from a wide collection of physical 

mechanisms. In all-metal plasmonic circuits, photocurrents can be generated by different 

contributing mechanisms a significant debate exists between two primary categories of 

effects. Foremost is the photothermoelectric (PTE) effect, where optical absorption leads to 

localized heating. The resulting temperature gradients (∇T), combined with spatial variations 

in the material's Seebeck coefficient (S), produce a current in a closed-circuit configuration8-

15. Other contributors to photocurrent generation include various nonthermal phenomena16 

such as photon drag (momentum transfer from photons to electrons)17,18, hot-electron 

injection19, and other plasmoelectric effects20,21. However, significant confusion often 

remains regarding the correct assignment of these mechanisms in experimental 

observations, highlighting the complex interplay between a material's optical and electronic 

properties. Despite this complexity, all-metal plasmonic systems present a compelling 

platform to study, as they allow for the fine-tuning of local optical fields and the generation 

of electric currents on the same material, thereby avoiding the constraints of complex hetero-

structures. 

Despite recent efforts, a comprehensive framework for precisely manipulating direct 

photocurrents at the nanoscale using plasmonics is still largely missing. A robust strategy to 

engineer their spatial distribution, control their amplitude, and, most importantly, dictate their 

direction has yet to be fully established. Here, we explore a physical process that has often 

been overlooked for photocurrent generation in metal nanostructures: nonlinear optical 

forces. This occurs when a ponderomotive force induces a drift current within the skin depth 

of a metal. This mechanism for photocurrent generation offers several advantages: it is 

occurring on a timescale of a few femtoseconds22, it persists only for the duration of the light 
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exposure, and it can be precisely manipulated by tuning the optical field's intensity, 

gradients, or polarization. 

 

A drift current can be understood as a form of optical rectification and is linked to the Inverse 

Faraday Effect (IFE) in metals23, a nonlinear process that promotes the magnetization of a 

material through purely optical excitation22,24-30. While traditionally associated with circularly 

polarized light in symmetric structures, recent works have shown that plasmonic 

nanostructures unveil new facets of the IFE, enabling its generation with linear 

polarizations31, inducing chiral responses32,33, or even reversing its symmetry34. Building on 

these, we demonstrate that such nonlinear drift currents provide a powerful and direct 

pathway to generate photocurrents. Their direction is deterministically controlled by the 

polarization of the incident light31, thus offering a new degree of freedom for designing 

advanced optoelectronic devices32,33. 

Herein, we show the generation at the nanoscale of drift photocurrents Jd generated by IFE 

(Eq. 1) within a wire-bonded gold nano strip by placing plasmonic nanostructures in its near-

field. In the framework of IFE, the drift current is written23,24 as  

𝑱𝒅 =
"
#$%

𝑅𝑒 &'− &∙()!𝑬)
,-

) ∙ (𝜎-𝑬)∗/    (1) 

Where e is the electron charge, n is the equilibrium electron density, σω is the dynamic 

conductivity, and E represents the optical electric field. 

We found that the direction of these photocurrents is fully controllable  at the subwavelength 

scale by tailoring the polarization of the incident light or the position of the laser beam. 

Furthermore, by selectively modulating either the intensity or the polarization of the optical 

excitation, we successfully disentangle the drift contribution from the underlying 

photothermal response. This approach unequivocally demonstrates that the drift current's 

direction is polarization-dependent and, remarkably, temperature-independent. Finally, we 

reveal a collaborative effect between the drift currents and the metal's thermal response. 

We show that local thermal gradients can be harnessed to probe and transduce nanoscale 

drift photocurrents, enabling their remote collection by our detection. This polarization-based 

control over the generation and direction of photocurrents in plasmonic metals paves the 

way for all-optical nanocircuitry for on-chip signal processing and information transduction 

or reconfigurable optoelectronic logic elements. Such a scheme promises ultrafast on-chip 



 

 4 of 23 

processing, as it harnesses the quasi-instantaneous nature of the underlying Inverse 

Faraday Effect. 

Results 

Firstly, to disentangle the drift photocurrents from their thermal counterparts, we performed 

experiments by exciting a bare gold strip without nanostructures (Fig. 1) with a 780 nm laser 

focused through a microscope objective (NA=1.49) and scanned along the structure in the 

XY plane. The generated photocurrents at each laser position, regardless of their origin, 

were measured using a lock-in detection scheme (see Fig. S1 for the full experimental 

setup). Two distinct laser modulation schemes were employed: an intensity modulation for 

with a static linear polarization of +45° or -45° (Fig. 1a) and a polarization modulation, 

switching between +45° and -45° relative to the strip's axis (Fig. 1b). This strategy serves a 

dual purpose: it enhances the photocurrents signal-to-noise ratio via the lock-in amplifier 

detection and, more importantly, it helps to isolate the different mechanisms contributing to 

the current signal. Indeed, since the optical absorption of the structure is identical for both 

±45° linear polarizations, any resulting thermal effect constitutes a DC background signal 

that is rejected by the lock-in amplifier during the polarization modulation. In contrast, 

intensity modulation contains both thermal and non-thermal photocurrent components, with 

the thermal contribution typically dominating. Therefore, polarization modulation effectively 

isolates the non-thermal, polarization-dependent component of the photocurrent. 

Figs. 1c and d show the photocurrent maps reconstructed by raster scanning the sample 

through the laser focus. The signal is extracted by the lock-in amplifier under an intensity 

modulation and for two different orientations of the incoming polarization (±45° with respect 

to the strip) and bias voltage set at -75 mV. As expected for a predominantly thermal 

response, wherein laser-induced thermal gradients generate a thermoelectric (Seebeck) 

current driven by the bias 10. Although not shown here, we verified that the direction of the 

current flow switches with the voltage polarity. Importantly, the detected photocurrent 

remains constant across the entire length of the nanowire, and is independent of the 

polarization orientation (see Fig. S2 for conductivity measurements and Fig. S3 for 

theoretical predictions of the photothermal response). Both +45° and -45 give the same 

current magnitude and distribution. In stark contrast, a polarization modulation (Fig.1e) 

reveals a fundamentally different behavior. A transverse profile across the gold strip (Fig. 

1h) shows that the photocurrent polarity, represented in Fig. 1e by the red and blue colors 
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superimposed on their intensity, inverts, exhibiting a characteristic negative-positive-

negative signature, which is inconsistent with a purely thermal origin. 

However, this map does not directly reflect the polarization-dependent current distribution 

directly. The photoelastic modulator (PEM) used for polarization modulation introduces a 

known parasitic positional modulation of the laser beam35, resulting in a dual modulation of 

both polarization and position. Consequently, the demodulated signal corresponds not to 

the simple difference in currents between the two polarization states, but rather to the spatial 

derivative of the difference36,37 (see SI for complete demodulation description). Therefore, 

for a rigorous comparison between experiment and theory, we calculated the spatial 

derivative (Fig. 1f) of the theoretical drift current difference (Fig. 1g), calculated through Eq. 

1.  

An excellent agreement between theory and experiment is confirmed by comparing the 

photocurrent maps in Figs. 1e and 1f and their corresponding transverse line scans (Fig. 

1h). Furthermore, by numerically integrating the experimental signal from Fig.1h (orange 

dotted line in Fig. 1i), we retrieve the theoretical drift current's profile (black solid line in Fig. 

1i). 

Two key conclusions can be drawn from these initial experiments. First, as evidenced by 

the polarity and amplitudes of the measured photocurrent, the modulation of the polarization 

is an effective approach to isolate non-thermal photocurrents by suppressing the 

photothermal background. Second, our results demonstrate that the direction of drift 

photocurrents can be precisely controlled and reversed at the nanoscale within a simple 

metallic wire by tuning external optical parameters, such as the laser's polarization and 

position with respect to the nanowire. 
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Figure 1. Isolating and controlling polarization-dependent drift photocurrents on a 
bare gold wire. a, b, Schematics illustrating the experimental setup for intensity and 
polarization modulation (between +45° and -45°), respectively. A bias voltage of -75 mV was 
applied for all measurements. c, d, Photocurrent maps under intensity modulation for static 
linear polarizations of +45° (c) and -45° (d), showing a constant polarity, characteristic of a 
dominant photothermal response. Dashed lines represent the location of the gold wire as 
extracted from the confocal reflection map (see details in Fig. S2, together with conductivity 
measurements). e, The map recorded using polarization modulation isolates the non-
thermal signal, revealing a clear sign inversion across the wire's width, a signature of a 
polarization-dependent drift current. f, The corresponding theoretical map, representing the 
spatial derivative of the intrinsic theoretical drift current distribution in g, (based on the 
Inverse Faraday Effect) to account for an experimental artifact and provide a direct 
counterpart to (e). h, Transverse line scans comparing the experimental cross-sections from 
the green region in (e) (orange points) and the theoretical derivative from (f) (black line), 
showing excellent agreement (the blue shaded region represents the standard deviation of 
the averaged lines). i, Final comparison confirming that the numerically integrated 
experimental cross-section (orange dotted line) faithfully reproduces the theoretical profile 
(black solid line, taken from g).  

 

Building on these initial findings, we moved to investigating a gold strip decorated with gold 

nanorods to locally tailor the electromagnetic fields and, consequently, the associated drift 

currents (Fig. 2). The nanorods were positioned along both sides of the strip, either in direct 

contact or separated by a nominal 60 nm gap. For this experiment, only polarization 

modulation was employed. As established previously, this modulation scheme ensures that 
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thermal effects, which are identical for ±45° polarizations, are suppressed from the 

measurement. The resulting photocurrent map, recorded with a representative applied bias 

voltage of -50 mV, is shown in Fig.2a (see results with other bias voltages in Fig. S4). The 

map recovers the transverse negative-positive-negative pattern observed on the bare wire. 

However, two distinct new features emerge longitudinally. First, periodic discontinuities 

appear, predominantly along the top edge of the strip, which spatially correlate with the 

locations of the touching nanorods as confirmed by the SEM image (Fig. 2b). Second, 

longitudinal oscillations are now present in the collected signal across the top, central, and 

bottom parts of the wire in the horizontal direction, a signature not present in the bare wire 

case. We attribute these oscillations to interferences between forward and backward 

propagating plasmon waves created and reflected by the nanostructures along the 

horizontal direction of the strip. 

A comparison with our theoretical model validates these observations. The photocurrent 

map in Fig. 2c, a magnified view of the region marked by a rectangle, is compared to the 

spatial derivative (Fig. 2d) of the theoretical current distribution (Fig. 2e). This derivative is 

calculated along the primary axis of the estimated PEM-induced beam wobble (indicated by 

the arrow in Fig. 2d). An excellent agreement is found between the experimental (Fig. 2c) 

and theoretical maps (Fig. 2d). Minor discrepancies are attributed to a simplification in the 

model, which treats the elliptical PEM-induced beam motion as linear. Notably, the 

simulation successfully reproduces the longitudinal oscillations arising from plasmon wave 

interference, as well as the faint, off-strip signals (dashed circles) resulting from the beam's 

spatial modulation, thereby underscoring the robustness of our results. This confirms again 

both the observation of drift currents and their successful manipulation via external control 

of the laser's polarization and position (see SI, Fig. S5, for the asymmetric wire decorated 

with nanorods on only one side, which also shows a conclusive agreement with theory). 

Finally, a key observation is the abruptness of the polarity reversals of the photocurrents. 

These sign changes occur over a span of just 375 nm, corresponding to two pixels of the 

piezoelectric stage's scan. This demonstrates that the current's direction is controlled at a 

deeply subwavelength scale. Furthermore, while the discontinuity effect observed in Fig. 2 

is most pronounced for the rods in direct contact (as the non-contacting ones in this specific 

sample had too large a gap), we confirm that the effect is also remarkable for closely-

coupled, non-contacting rods, which produce similarly abrupt, subwavelength reversals (see 

Fig. S5 for a dedicated study on this configuration).  
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Figure 2. Local and subwavelength control of drift photocurrents using plasmonic 
nanorods. a, Experimental photocurrent map of the nanorod-decorated gold strip, recorded 
under polarization modulation. The map shows the transverse sign inversion (as in Fig. 1) 
overlaid with new periodic longitudinal discontinuities and oscillations. Dashed lines 
represent the location of the gold wire as extracted from the confocal reflection map (see 
details in Fig. S2). b, Scanning electron microscope (SEM) image of the sample, showing 
nanorods positioned alongside the strip, either in direct contact (top) or with a nominal 60 
nm gap (bottom). These nanorod positions correspond to the discontinuities observed in (a). 
c, Magnified view of the experimental photocurrent map. d, The corresponding theoretical 
map, calculated as the spatial derivative of the intrinsic drift current distribution (e) to account 
for the experimental setup. e, Theoretical drift current distribution based on the Inverse 
Faraday Effect. Good agreement is found between the experimental map (c) and its 
theoretical counterpart (d). Dotted lines represent the location of the gold wire and the 
nanorods, while the dashed circles highlight faint, non-noise signals far from the strip, which 
are well reproduced in the simulation. The abrupt polarity reversals, occurring over just a 
few tens of nanometers, demonstrate deeply subwavelength control. A bias voltage of -50 
mV was applied. 

Finally, to better understand the interplay and collaboration between thermal gradients and 

drift photocurrents, a concluding experiment was conducted on this nanorod-decorated wire, 

with no applied bias voltage. Four distinct excitation schemes were investigated, as 
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summarized in Fig. 3. The first two cases involved intensity modulation with a fixed linear 

polarization, oriented either perpendicular to the wire (Fig. 3a) or at 45° with respect to its 

axis (Fig. 3b). The latter two cases utilized polarization modulation, switching first between 

collinear and perpendicular polarizations (Fig. 3c), and subsequently between +45° and -

45° polarizations (Fig. 3d). 

As seen in Fig. 3, photocurrents are detected under all four excitation schemes, but only 

when the laser scans the distal ends of the wire near the electrodes. The current polarity is 

opposite at each end, a signature of the opposing thermal gradients between the hot wire 

and the cooler electrodes. These gradients act as a driving force, propelling the locally 

generated charge carriers in the circuit towards the current detector. At the center of the 

nanowire, these gradients effectively cancel each other out, and consequently, no net 

current is propelled towards the measurement system (see Fig.S3 for theoretical thermal 

gradient predictions).10 

A closer analysis of the different modulation schemes reveals the distinct origins of the 

signal. Under intensity modulation (Figs. 3a and b), the thermal photocurrent distributions 

are qualitatively similar, though the signal is weaker for the 45° polarization due to a less 

efficient optical absorption (Fig. S6). Interestingly, a polarization modulated between 0° and 

90° yields a nearly identical, thermally-dominated signal. This seemingly counterintuitive 

result stems from the fact that the near-field light distribution—thus the absorption—for these 

two orthogonal polarizations is different (Fig. S6) , like in the case of Figs. 3a and b. 

Consequently, the heat generation is modulated, and the lock-in technique fails to suppress 

the thermal background, which predominates the signal. In stark contrast, a polarization 

modulation between ±45° recovers the purely non-thermal drift current signature observed 

previously (Fig. 2a), but only at the wire ends where the thermal gradients are present to 

enable charge extraction, a condition that applies to all maps in Fig. 3. These results are 

significant for several reasons. First, they definitively confirm that ±45° modulation 

successfully isolates the polarization-dependent drift component from the thermal 

background. Second, they reveal a collaborative interplay between thermal and drift 

phenomena: the drift currents are generated by the local optical fields, while the 

macroscopic thermal gradients are required to "extract" and drive these currents to the 

detector. Finally, this synergic effect demonstrates a viable method for electrically-detecting 

nanoscale optical signals, opening exciting prospects for the development of all-optical 

nanocircuitry. 
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Figure 3. Synergistic interplay of thermal gradients and drift currents without bias 
voltage. Photocurrent generation on the nanorod-decorated wire with zero applied bias, 
using four excitation schemes. Photocurrent maps recorded under intensity modulation with 
polarization perpendicular (a) or at 45° (b) to the wire show a similar, thermally-driven signal 
confined to the wire ends, where macroscopic thermal gradients exist. The map recorded 
under polarization modulation between 0° and 90° (c) is also dominated by thermal effects, 
as the different near-field absorption for these polarizations prevents thermal background 
cancellation. In contrast, polarization modulation between ±45° (d) successfully isolates the 
non-thermal drift current signature, but only at the wire ends. This demonstrates a 
collaborative effect: the drift currents are generated optically by the IFE, while their remote 
detection is enabled by the driving force of the thermal gradients. 

 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, we have demonstrated the all-optical generation and deterministic directional 

control of non-thermal drift photocurrents in plasmonic gold circuits. By employing a specific 

polarization modulation scheme (±45°), we successfully isolated these drift currents, which 

originate from the Inverse Faraday Effect, from confounding photothermal backgrounds. Our 

experiments reveal that the current's direction can be precisely manipulated by the incident 

light's polarization and position, with plasmonic nanostructures enabling local control at a 

subwavelength scale. Furthermore, we uncovered a synergistic interplay between optical 

and thermal phenomena. While the drift currents are generated by a purely non-thermal 

optical mechanism, we showed that macroscopic thermal gradients can be harnessed as 

an effective means to "extract" and drive these nanoscale currents to a remote detector. 

This collaborative effect provides a robust method for probing local, optically-induced 



 

 11 of 23 

electronic phenomena from tens of centimeters away. These findings not only provide a 

clear methodology to disentangle competing photocurrent mechanisms, but also establish 

a new paradigm for controlling electrical signals in metals using light. The ability to "write" 

and reverse current paths on-demand with polarization opens exciting prospects for 

developing reconfigurable, all-optical nanocircuitry for ultrafast signal processing and on-

chip information conversion. 
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Experimental Setup: The nano-strips were characterized using a custom-built scanning 

photocurrent microscopy (SPCM) setup. A 785 nm laser was modulated in either intensity 

(using an optical chopper at 1 kHz) or polarization (using a photoelastic modulator, PEM, at 

50 kHz). The beam was focused onto the sample via a high numerical aperture (NA 1.49) 

oil-immersion objective. The sample was mounted on a 3-axis piezo stage for raster 

scanning. The resulting current was amplified by a transimpedance amplifier (TIA, 103 V/A 

gain) and demodulated using a lock-in amplifier referenced to the optical modulation 

frequency. This method allows for the separation of the photothermal response (measured 

via intensity modulation) from the polarization-dependent drift currents (measured via 

polarization modulation). 

 

Figure S1. Schematic of the scanning photocurrent microscopy setup. The 
experimental setup is designed to isolate drift photocurrents from photothermal contributions 
using a dual modulation and detection scheme. The optical excitation is modulated either in 
intensity using an optical chopper (to measure the photothermal response) or in polarization 
using a photoelastic modulator (PEM, to isolate the drift current). A half-wave plate sets the 
final orientation of the polarization relative to the sample. The beam is focused onto the 
sample by a high numerical aperture (NA = 1.49) oil-immersion objective. The sample is 
mounted on a three-axis piezo stage for precise positioning and raster scanning. Reflected 
light is collected by an avalanche photodiode (APD) to create a confocal reflection image. 
For electrical measurements, an AC voltage (VAC) superimposed on a DC offset (VDC) is 
applied across the gold strip, and the current is measured with a transimpedance amplifier 
(TIA). The TIA signal is then fed to a lock-in amplifier. Demodulation at the optical modulation 
frequency isolates the photocurrent, while demodulation at the AC bias frequency measures 
the local conductivity of the strip. 
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Data Interpretation and the Dual-Modulation Artifact: 

A critical aspect of our data interpretation is understanding the precise nature of the lock-in 

signal. In an ideal experiment, polarization modulation between +45° and -45° would yield a 

signal S proportional to the simple difference in photocurrents: 𝑆	 ∝ 𝐼(+45°) − 𝐼(−45°) 

However, we observed that the PEM introduces a known parasitic effect: a small, periodic 

positional modulation (i.e., a beam wobble) in addition to the intended polarization 

modulation. This was confirmed by measuring the beam's deviation on a quadrant 

photodiode, which revealed a ~ 540 nm wobble at the modulation frequency. 

Therefore, the system is subject to a dual modulation. The lock-in amplifier, demodulating 

at 50 kHz, detects changes originating from both the polarization switch and the parasitic 

beam movement. As established in the literature [1-3], when a small positional modulation 

δr is applied simultaneously with a state modulation (like polarization), the resulting lock-in 

signal is no longer the simple difference ΔI but is instead proportional to its spatial derivative. 

The demodulation process thus effectively performs two "derivative" operations: 

1. A subtraction (the first "derivative") between the two polarization states: Δ𝐼 =

𝐼(+45°) − 𝐼(−45°). 

2. A spatial derivative of this difference, caused by the beam wobble. 

The measured signal (Smeasured) is therefore proportional to the spatial derivative of the 

polarization-difference signal, taken along the wobble axis δr: 

𝑆/$0123$4 ∝	∇(∆𝐼) ∙ 𝛿𝑟 = 	∇<𝐼(+45°) − 𝐼(−45°)= ∙ 𝛿𝑟 

This explains why our experimental maps (e.g., Fig. 1e) exhibit a characteristic derivative-

like (negative-positive-negative) signature. For a rigorous comparison, we therefore 

compare our experimental data not to the theoretical current maps (Fig. 1g), but to the 

calculated spatial derivative of these maps (Fig. 1f). 

Conversely, to retrieve the "pure" drift current profile from the experimental data, we perform 

a numerical integration on the measured line cuts (Fig. 1i), which reverses the spatial 

derivative artifact and confirms the excellent match with theory. 
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Figure S2. Parallel mapping of local conductivity and drift photocurrent. a, Schematic 
of the dual-modulation setup. An AC bias is applied to the sample simultaneously with a 
polarization modulation (+45° to -45°) of the optical excitation. b, The photocurrent map, 
obtained by demodulating the signal at the optical modulation frequency, reveals the local 
generation of polarization-dependent drift currents. c, The conductivity map, obtained by 
demodulating the signal at the AC bias frequency, shows uniform conductivity across the 
gold strip, independent of the optical excitation. d, The confocal reflection map is used to 
locate the gold strip. An edge-detection algorithm provides the white overlay outline used in 
all maps. For these measurements, the applied bias consisted of a -50 mV AC component 
superimposed on a +50 mV DC offset. 
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Numerical Modeling of Photothermal Effects 

We numerically investigated the photothermal response using the finite element method 

(FEM) in COMSOL Multiphysics. The model geometry consists of a gold nanowire (40 nm 

thick, 290 nm wide, and 10 µm long) connected to two 200 µm electrodes, defining the 

ground and bias (V0) potentials. Importantly, the Seebeck coefficient of gold is known to 

depend on film thickness and the width of the electrode or nanowire. Following Ref [4], we 

modeled this spatial variation by setting the Seebeck coefficient to 1.76 μV/K in the 

electrodes and 1.82 μV/K in the nanowire. 

Based on experimental data, the laser absorption was modeled as a 30 µW heat source 

deposited in a Gaussian profile with a 500 nm waist. The simulation boundaries included 

conductive heat transfer within the nanowire and the glass substrate, and convective heat 

flux at the sample-air interface. 

We first analyzed the 0 V bias condition. Figures S6(a-c) show the calculated temperature 

increase in the nanowire for three different laser positions: -3, 0, and +3 μm. These profiles 

confirm the presence of opposite temperature gradients at the wire ends, which generate 

photothermal currents. The resulting estimated photothermal current is plotted as a function 

of the laser's position in Figure S6(d). As shown, the current varies linearly from a negative 

to a positive value, passing through zero at the wire's center. This anti-symmetric profile is 

in good agreement with the opposing temperature gradients and is the characteristic 

signature of a photothermoelectric response. 

We then investigated the finite-bias condition (e.g., +75 mV). In the presence of a bias, the 

wire's baseline temperature is dominated by Joule heating, increasing by 30°C at the center 

(Figures S6(e-g)). The total circuit current is a sum of this large Ohmic current and the small 

photothermal contribution. As shown in Figure S6(h), the current now flows in the same 

(positive) direction for all laser positions, but it retains a photothermal contribution (slope) 

similar to that in Figure S6(d), driven by the same thermal gradients. These results are in 

perfect agreement with the experimental data presented in Figs. 1c,d and 3 of the main 

manuscript. 
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Figure S3. FEM modeling of the photothermal response in the gold nanowire. a-c, 
Simulated temperature increase for three laser positions (at -3 µm, 0 µm, and +3 µm from 
the center, respectively) with 0 V bias, showing opposite thermal gradients at the wire ends. 
d, The resulting estimated photothermal current vs. laser position (0 V bias). The current 
varies linearly from negative to positive, crossing zero at the center. This anti-symmetric 
profile is the characteristic signature of a photothermoelectric response, agreeing with the 
opposing gradients seen in (a-c). e-g, Simulated temperature increase for the same three 
laser positions at +75 mV bias. The wire's baseline temperature is dominated by a 30°C 
increase from Joule heating. h, The total circuit current vs. laser position (+75 mV bias). The 
current is now positive for all positions (dominated by the Ohmic current) but retains a 
photothermal contribution (slope) similar to that in (d). These results are in perfect 
agreement with the experimental thermal responses shown in Figs. 1c,d and 3. 
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Figure S4. Dependence of drift photocurrent intensity on applied DC bias. a–g, A 
series of experimental photocurrent maps of the both-side nanorod-decorated gold strip, 
recorded under polarization modulation (+45° to -45°) for seven different DC bias voltages, 
ranging from +50 mV to -50 mV. The absolute intensity of the drift photocurrent signal 
increases significantly as the magnitude of the applied bias increases. A clear sign inversion 
in the photocurrent map is observed as the bias crosses 0 mV. This demonstrates that while 
the generation of the drift current is an all-optical process, the efficiency of its collection is 
strongly modulated by the applied DC field. 
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Figure S5. Drift photocurrent control using capacitively coupled nanorods. a, 
Experimental photocurrent map of a gold strip decorated only on one side with nanorods 
separated by a nominal 20 nm gap. The map, recorded under polarization modulation, 
shows a transverse sign inversion overlaid with periodic longitudinal features. b, Scanning 
electron microscope (SEM) image of a single detached nanorod. c, Magnified view of the 
experimental photocurrent map from the region near a detached nanorod. d, Theoretical 
map of the pure drift current distribution in the same region, based on the Inverse Faraday 
Effect. e, The spatial derivative of the theoretical map in (d), calculated along the axis of the 
PEM-induced beam wobble (arrow). This map serves as the direct theoretical counterpart 
to the experimental measurement in (c) and shows excellent agreement. 
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Figure S6. Simulated near-field enhancement for different linear polarizations. 
Simulated maps of the plasmonic near-field enhancement (∣E/E0∣2) around a both-side 
nanorod-decorated gold strip for four different incident linear polarizations. The polarization 
is oriented at a, 90° (perpendicular), b, 0° (parallel), c, +45°, and d, -45° with respect to the 
strip's main axis. The field enhancement is maximized for the perpendicular polarization, 
exciting a strong plasmonic resonance, and minimized for the parallel polarization. The 
enhancement for +45° and -45° polarizations is symetrically identical, which is the key 
condition that allows for the isolation of non-thermal drift currents from the thermal 
background in our experiments. The nanostructure's geometry is indicated by the colored 
overlay. 
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