arXiv:2208.09205v3 [physics.optics] 10 Nov 2022

Dynamic Nonreciprocity with a Kerr Nonlinear Resonator

Rui-Kai Pan,^1 Lei Tang,^{1, 2, ∗} Keyu Xia,^{1, 3, 4, †} and Franco Nori^{5, 6} 1College of Engineering and Applied Sciences, National Laboratory of Solid State Microstructures, and Collaborative Innovation Center of Advanced Microstructures, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China 2College of Physics and Electronic Engineering, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610101, China 3Jiangsu Key Laboratory of Artificial Functional Materials, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China 4Shishan Laboratory, Suzhou Campus of Nanjing University, Suzhou 215000, China 5RIKEN Quantum Computing Center, RIKEN Cluster for Pioneering Research, Wako-shi, Saitama 351-0198, Japan 6Physics Department, The University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48109-1040, USA

On-chip optical nonreciprocal devices are vital components for integrated photonic systems and scalable quantum information processing. Nonlinear optical isolators and circulators have attracted considerable attention because of their fundamental interest and their important advantages in integrated photonic circuits. However, optical nonreciprocal devices based on Kerr or Kerr-like nonlinearity are subject to dynamical reciprocity when the forward and backward signals coexist simultaneously in a nonlinear system. Here, we theoretically propose a method for realizing on-chip nonlinear isolators and circulators with dynamic nonreciprocity. Dynamic nonreciprocity is achieved via the chiral modulation on the resonance frequency due to coexisting selfand cross-Kerr nonlinearities in an optical ring resonator. This work showing dynamic nonreciprocity with a Kerr nonlinear resonator can be an essential step toward integrated optical isolation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optical nonreciprocal components, such as optical isolators and circulators, can isolate detrimental backscattering fields from the signal source and thus are vital for photonbased information processing in both the classical and quantum regimes [1–5]. Their realization relies on the breakdown of the Lorentz reciprocity. The magneto-optical effect [6, 7] is commonly used to realize optical isolators and circulators, but it is limited to bulk optics. A magnonic system using a yttrium iron garnet has been proposed to tackle this problem for realizing microwave nonreciprocity [8, 9]. The spatiotemporal modulation of optical systems has successfully demonstrated the capability of achieving optical nonreciprocity [10, 11]. A chiral atom-cavity system with spinmomentum locking can exhibit quantum nonreciprocity [12– 25]. An ensemble of hot atoms provides a useful platform to achieve all-optical isolation when unidirectional control fields are used to induce susceptibility-momentum locking in atoms [26–34]. Susceptibility-momentum locking has become a new toolkit for realizing quantum nonreciprocity [35]. By using the macroscopic Doppler shift in a unidirectional moving atomic lattice, all-optical isolators and unidirectional reflectionless have been studied [36–38]. Alternatively, spinning resonators [39–41] and optomechanical resonators [42– 47] are also be used to achieve optical nonreciprocity, in particular, magnetic-free optical isolation. In spite of the significant progress in non-magnetic optical nonreciprocal devices, the realization of integrated all-optical isolation on a solidstate platform remains very challenging.

Nonlinearity in solid-state optical materials like silicon was always a promising candidate for breaking the Lorentz reciprocity without magnetic fields or complicated spatiotemporal modulation [48]. Thus, nonlinear devices had attracted

∗ tanglei@sicnu.edu.cn † keyu.xia@nju.edu.cn

intense study for the realization of integrated isolators and circulators because they can be integrated on a chip with siliconbased materials and is bias-free [49–52]. However, an optical nonreciprocal device based on Kerr or Kerr-like nonlinearity is subject to dynamic reciprocity, which was derived from a nonlinear Helmholtz equation only including the cross-Kerr nonlinearity of the material but excluding the self-Kerr nonlinearity [53]. Because of dynamic reciprocity, this type of nonlinear nonreciprocal devices cannot work as optical isolators when the forward and backward fields coexist [49–52, 54].

The problem of dynamic reciprocity is the main challenge of using a nonlinear platform for integrated nonlinear optical isolators. Other types of nonlinear optical isolators using quantum nonlinearity [55] or nonlinearity in a paritytime-symmetry-broken system [56, 57] are also subject to dynamic reciprocity. Therefore, bypassing dynamic reciprocity with a nonlinear optical device becomes highly desirable for integrated optical isolation. Dynamic reciprocity has been widely accepted as a basic knowledge in nonlinear optics. To avoid the problem of dynamic reciprocity, pulsed signals are used in nonlinear optical isolators. In this way, the oppositepropagating signals are temporally separate, allowing isolation of the pulsed backscattering field [51, 52]. Nevertheless, the dynamic reciprocity still limits its application in the circumstance of continuous signals.

Some novel mechanisms have been proposed for bypassing dynamic reciprocity in nonlinear optical isolators. These methods exploit either chiral Kerr-type nonlinearity in atomic media [27, 30, 32], nonlinearity-induced spontaneous symmetry breaking [58, 59], and unidirectional parametric nonlinear processes [60, 61]. Nevertheless, circumventing the problem of dynamic reciprocity in a solid-state platform with Kerr nonlinearity is still desirable. Moreover, this can change the concept of dynamic reciprocity.

In this paper, we show that a Kerr-type nonlinear microring resonator (MR) can show optical dynamic nonreciprocity. The material of this MR should include self-Kerr and cross- Kerr nonlinearity and thus is compatible with silicon. Because of the intrinsic chirality of Kerr nonlinear media, the self- Kerr modulation (SKM) and cross-Kerr modulation (XKM) on the MR resonance frequency are different and dependent on the propagation of light. As a result, nonlinear optical isolators and three-port quasi-circulators based on this chiral Kerr nonlinearities can be attained for continuous inputs simultaneously propagating in opposite directions. We also employ finite-difference time-domain (FDTD) simulations to validate the dynamic nonreciprocity predicted by the coupledmode theory.

II. SYSTEM AND MODEL

Our idea for realizing dynamic reciprocity with a nonlinear MR makes use of the intrinsic chirality of a nonlinear medium. A nonlinear medium like silicon possesses self- and cross-Kerr nonlinearities simultaneously. The cross-Kerr nonlinearity strength is typically twice of the self-Kerr nonlinearity [58, 62–65]. Thus, if we design a system where the forward and backward light fields in a nonlinear medium are different in power, then the opposite-propagating fields will “see” different refractive indices of the same medium. For an optical system sensitive to the refractive index of the medium, the opposite-input fields will have different transmissions. In this way, we can realize optical isolators and circulators with dynamic reciprocity.

Figure 1. Schematic diagram for optical isolation using a Kerr nonlinear medium. A nonlinear microring resonator (MR) couples to the bus (WG 1) and drop (WG 2) waveguides. An optical attenuator with amplitude transmission ξ is embedded in the left end of the WG 2. The incident light α_{in} (β_{in}) from port 1 (port 2) respectively excites the CCW (CW) mode of the MR.

The system consists of a Kerr-nonlinear MR, a bus waveguide (WG 1) with ports 1 and 4, and a drop waveguide (WG 2) with ports 2 and 3, as shown in Fig. 1. An optical attenuator with amplitude transmission ξ is embedded near port 2 inside the WG 2. A continuous forward light with power P_{in} and frequency ω_{in} inputs to port 1 and then excites the counterclockwise (CCW) mode in the MR. The corresponding photon flux is |α_{in}|^2 = P_{in}/ℏω_{in}. To test the functionality of the proposed nonlinear optical circulator, a continuous backward light field with the same power P_{in}, frequency and photon flux |β_{in}|^2 = P_{in}/ℏω_{in} simultaneously drives the clockwise (CW) mode from port 2. In the frame rotating at frequency ω_{in}, the Hamiltonian of the system with both the self- and cross-Kerr nonlinearities is given by [63, 64]

H =Δa^†a + Δb^†b + Ua^{†2}a^2 + Ub^{†2}b^2 + 4Ua^†ab^†b + i � 2κ_{ex1}(α_{in}a^† − α^∗_{in}a) + iξ � 2κ_{ex2}(β_{in}b^† − β^∗_{in}b) , (1) where Δ = ω_0 − ω_{in}, ω_0 is the resonance frequency of the MR, a (b) represents the CW (CCW) mode of the MR, κ_{ex1} (κ_{ex2}) is the external decay rate due to the WG 1-resonator (WG 2-resonator) coupling, κ_i is the intrinsic decay rate of the MR. Thus, κ = κ_{ex1} + κ_{ex2} + κ_i is the total decay rate of the MR. U is the Kerr nonlinearity strength, given by U = ℏω^2_0cn_2/(n^2_0V_m) [66], where n_0 and n_2 are the linear and nonlinear refraction indices of the medium, respectively, and V_m is the effective mode volume of the MR. The third and fourth terms model the SKM, whereas the sixth term describes the XKM.

The device is an optical isolator when we only consider ports 1 and 2 as the input and output ports. If the port 3 is included, it can work as a three-port optical quasi-circulator.

III. COUPLED-MODE METHOD

Using Eq. (1), the coupled-mode equation can be written as

ȧ = − (iΔ + κ)a − 4iU|b|^2a − 2iU|a|^2a + � 2κ_{ex1}α_{in} , (2a) ḃ = − (iΔ + κ)b − 4iU|a|^2b − 2iU|b|^2b + ξ � 2κ_{ex2}β_{in} . (2b)

We solve Eq. (2) and find the coherent amplitudes of the resonator modes, i.e., α = ⟨a⟩ and β = ⟨b⟩. Note that the XKM strength is twice of the SKM according to Eq. (2). This means that the light in the CCW mode can generate a frequency modulation to the CW mode as twice as that caused by itself with the same power. Thus, if opposite-input light fields with the same power can excite the CW and CCW mode to different power levels, by introducing an attenuator to one input port, then the two input fields “see” resonator modes with different resonance frequencies and thus have different transmission. This is the key idea of our optical isolator. By including both the self- and cross-Kerr nonlinearities with different strengths, our system is crucially different from that for demonstrating dynamic reciprocity. Therefore, our system can achieve dynamic nonreciprocity, allowing to implement optical isolators and circulators.

According to the input-output relationship, we have the outputs

α_{out} = ξ � 2κ_{ex2}α , α^′_{out} = α_{in} − � 2κ_{ex1}α , (3a)

β_{out} = � 2κ_{ex1}β , β^′_{out} = ξβ_{in} − � 2κ_{ex2}β . (3b)

The transmissions can be calculated as

T_{12} =

|α_{out}|^2 |α_{in}|^2

, T_{21} =

|β_{out}|^2 |β_{in}|^2

, T_{14} =

|α^′_{out}|^2 |α_{in}|^2

, T_{23} =

|β^′_{out}|^2 |β_{in}|^2 . (4)

In calculation of T_{i j}, i is for the input port and j for the output port.

This work aims to show an optical isolator and a threeport quasi-circulator [16, 61, 67] with dynamic nonreciprocity. Thus, we are interested in the transmissions T_{12}, T_{21} and T_{23}.

For the isolator, the isolation contrast and the insertion loss are defined as η = T_{12} − T_{21} T_{12} + T_{21}

, (5) and L = −10 log_{10}(T_{12}) , (6)

respectively. For the quasi-circulator, the average fidelity is given by F = Tr � T̃ T^T_{id} � Tr � T_{id}T^T_{id}

� , (7)

where T_{id} is the transmission matrix for an idea three-port quasi-circulator and T_{id} = [0 1 0; 0 0 1] as in [16, 27, 61, 67], and T̃ = T^{i j}

Υ_i

, (8)

with Υ_i =

�_j T_{i j}. The average insertion loss is defined as

L̃ = −10 log_{10}[(T_{12} + T_{23})/2] . (9)

Below, for simplicity, we will name a quasi-circulator as a circulator.

IV. FINITE-DIFFERENCE TIME-DOMAIN SIMULATIONS

As a first-principle method, FDTD simulations can predict the behavior of an electromagnetic system very precisely [68]. In this work, we also employ FDTD simulations to verify the results obtained from the coupled-mode theory. To reduce the calculation time, we performed two-dimensional FDTD simulations which do not include the z dimension. The perfect match layer boundary condition is applied for surrounding the simulation region. The cross-section of the MR and two waveguides have the same width of 200 nm. The radius of the MR is assumed to be 700 nm. Taking silicon as the nonlinear medium, the refractive index of the MR and two waveguides is n = 3.478. The third-order nonlinear susceptibility of the nonlinear medium of the MR is taken to be χ^{(3)} = 2.8×10^{−18} m^2/V^2, corresponding to a nonlinear refractive index n_2 = 2.7 × 10^{−14} cm^2/W [62]. The optical attenuator in WG 2 has an amplitude transmission ξ ≈ 0.982. The gaps between the MR and the two waveguides are the same, 250 nm so that κ_{ex1} = κ_{ex2} > κ_{in}. To avoid strong backscattering, the spatial grid size for the simulation is set to be small enough, 5 nm. The temporal step of the simulation is 0.012 fs and the total simulation time is 50 ps, allowing the system to evolve to its steady state. To show dynamic nonreciprocity, two constant driving fields are incident to ports 1 and 2 at the same time. The input light fields E have the same wavelength of λ = 1.685 μm and are equal.

V. RESULTS

A. Time-dependent Transmission

Because the response of the system is a nonlinear function of the power of the input field, it is difficult to find an analytical steady-state solution for the transmission. Thus, we first study the time-evolution of the system. The time-dependent transmissions are found by solving the coupled-mode equation and also via FDTD numerical simulations, as shown in Fig. 2. The former is computation-resource-efficient and can show the underlying physics. It can also find the solution very fast. The later provides first-principle simulations for a real device. The FDTD simulations results are in reasonable agreement with the coupled-mode theory even in the details of the oscillation parts.

When solving the coupled-mode equation, two constant drivings are applied at the same time. We take α_{in} = β_{in} = 50 √ κ as an example. The transmissions reach their steadystate values after some oscillation over a period of about 10κt. The steady-state transmissions are T_{12} ≈ 0.74, T_{21} ≈ 0.04, T_{23} ≈ 0.91 and T_{14} ≈ 0.06, respectively. Obviously, the forward transmission T_{12} is much higher than the backward transmission T_{21}. Thus, an optical isolator with ports 1 and 2 is obtained. The isolation constant is η ≈ 0.90. The insertion loss of the transparent direction is low, L ≈ 1.31 dB. The telecom-wavelength signal can also transmit along the direction 1 → 2 → 3, forming a three-port circulator with F ≈ 0.98 and L̃ ≈ 0.83 dB. The results of the couple-mode theory clearly show an optical isolator and a quasi-circulator with high dynamic nonreciprocity and low insertion loss.

The time evolution and steady-state values of the transmissions in the FDTD numerical simulations are very close to the results of the coupled-mode theory. By calculating the intensities of the transmitted fields in the FDTD simulations, we obtain T_{12} ≈ 0.75, T_{21} ≈ 0.05, T_{23} ≈ 0.81 and T_{14} ≈ 0.01, respectively. These results yield the isolation contrast η ≈ 0.88 and the insertion loss of L ≈ 1.24 dB for the two-port optical isolator and the average fidelity of F ≈ 0.97 and the average insertion loss of L̃ ≈ 1.07 dB for the three-port circulator [58, 61, 69]. Note that the transmission T_{23} is high. This high T_{23} is important for optical sensors [5, 51, 70– 72]. The FDTD simulation results are in good agreement with the coupled-mode theory, see Tables 1 and 2 for comparison. There is a small discrepancy between these two methods because the structure parameters in the FDTD simulation cannot perfectly match those of the coupled-mode method.

Figure 3 shows the instantaneous electric field distribution at t = 50 ps as an example when the continuous light is simultaneously incident to ports 1 and 2. It can be seen that the forward light incident to port 1 exits from port 2 with a high transmission. However, the backward light from port 2

Figure 2. Time-dependent nonreciprocal transmission. (a) transmission predicted by the coupled mode equations with parameters: κ_{ex1} = κ_{ex2} = 0.45κ, κ_i = 0.1κ, ξ = 0.98, Δ = −4.5κ, U = 0.001κ, and P_{in}/ℏω_{in} = 2500κ. (b) transmission obtained from the FDTD simulations with E = 2.2 × 10^7 V/m.

Table I. Transmission.

T_{12} T_{21} T_{23} T_{14} Coupled-mode method 0.74 0.04 0.91 0.06 FDTD simulation 0.75 0.05 0.81 0.01

Table II. Performance.

η L F L̃ Coupled-mode method 0.90 1.31 dB 0.98 0.83 dB FDTD simulation 0.88 1.24 dB 0.97 1.07 dB

dominantly transmits to port 3. The transmission to port 1 is negligible. These FDTD simulations clearly prove dynamic nonreciprocity of the nonlinear MR and confirm this design for a practical optical circulator.

Figure 3. Distribution of the instantaneous electric field at t = 50 ps. The forward and backward continuous light is incident to ports 1 and 2 simultaneously. The position of the forward and backward sources are labeled by green vertical lines in the WG 1 and WG 2, respectively. The optical attenuator is marked by the dashed rectangle in the upper left.

B. Steady-state Transmission

As shown in Fig. 2, the nonlinear system can reach steady state after some time. We consider the transmissions at κt = 30 in the coupled-mode theory or t = 50 ps in the FDTD simulations as steady-state transmissions. Below, we investigate the steady-state transmission versus the input power.

The transmission is dependent on the detuning between the input and the MR. Specifically, we choose Δ = −4.5κ when solving the coupled-mode equation. When √ P_{in}/ℏω_{in} < 49 √ κ, the forward and backward transmissions are almost equal. The system is reciprocal. There is a rapid transition at √ P_{in}/ℏω_{in} ≈ 49 √ κ. We find that the forward and backward transmissions become very different after this point. For example, T_{12} = 0.76 and T_{21} = 0.04 at α_{in} = β_{in} = √ P_{in}/ℏω_{in} = 49 √ κ, yielding η = 0.89 and L = 1.21 dB. As the input power increases, the transmission T_{12} exponentially decreases, while T_{21} remains small. When √ P_{in}/ℏω_{in} ≈ 49 √ κ, T_{14} jumps to a small value from a high transmission and then increases exponentially with the input power. In contrast, T_{23} remains high.

As other demonstrated nonlinear nonreciprocal devices with dynamic reciprocity [49, 50, 52, 54, 58], our system shows strong dynamic nonreciprocity only for a narrow input power 49 √ κ ≲ � P_{in}/ℏω_{in} ≲ 55 √ κ , (10)

where the insertion loss is less than 2 dB.

Figure 4(b) shows the results of FDTD simulation versus the input field strength E. The four transmissions show similar dependence on the input field E as Fig. 4(a). The transition point for transmissions T_{12} and T_{14} is at E ≈ 2.1 × 10^7 V/m. The transmission T_{12} (T_{14}) jumps up (down) from a small (large) value to a large (small) value and then exponentially

Figure 4. Steady-state results versus input intensity. (a) The transmission by numerically solving the coupled-mode equations with parameters: κ_{ex1} = κ_{ex2} = 0.45κ, κ_i = 0.1κ, ξ = 0.98, Δ = −4.5κ and U = 0.001κ. (b) Steady-state transmission according to FDTD simulations.

decreases (increase) with the input field strength. These results provide a proof of dynamical nonreciprocity predicted by the coupled-mode theory.

The response of a nonlinear system is crucially dependent on the input field parameters, such as frequency and the input power. Figure 5 shows the transmissions T_{12}, T_{21} and T_{23} as functions of the power and detuning of the incident light by solving the coupled-mode equations. Figures 6(a) and 6(b) show the isolation contrast η and the insertion loss L for the optical isolator, respectively. Figures 6(c) and 6(d) show the average fidelity L and the average insertion loss L̃ for the three-port circulator, respectively. Obviously, the transmission T_{12} approaches T_{21} for small detuning and weak input power because the power-dependent SKM and XKM are weak and can only cause slightly different frequency shifts to the CW and CCW modes. The system shows strong dynamic nonreciprocity when the detuning and power are large enough, see Fig. 6(a). However, when the detuning or the input power is too large, the transparent transmission is low, implying a large insertion loss, see Fig. 6(b).

Optical isolation requires a trade-off between the isolation contrast and the insertion loss. An optimal point is indicated by the red star in Figs. 5 and 6, where √ P_{in}/ℏω_{in} ≈ 61 √ κ and Δ ≈ −5.38κ. At this optimal point, the forward and backward transmissions of the optimal point are T_{12} ≈ 0.64 and T_{21} ≈ 0.02, corresponding to the isolation contrast η ≈ 0.94 and an insertion loss of L ≈ 1.96 dB for the optical isolator. Considering the transmission T_{23} ≈ 0.93, the system can work as a three-port circulator with the high performance of F ≈ 0.99 and L̃ ≈ 1.05 dB. The transmission and performance of the optical nonreciprocal device at the optimal point are summarized in Table. III.

Table III. Transmission and performance.

T_{12} T_{21} T_{23} η L F L̃ 0.64 0.02 0.93 0.93 1.96 dB 0.99 1.05 dB

Because the system is nonlinear, the performance of the device is crucially dependent on the total input power in the microresonator, the cavity-input detuning and many other system parameters. Thus, it is difficult to find the global optimal parameters to achieve a high isolation ratio for such a nonlinear system. Here, we aim to show an optical nonreciprocal device with a small insertion loss for two input fields with very close powers in opposite directions, namely, ξ = 0.98 and |α_{in}| = |β_{in}|. The attenuator only induces a very small absorption to the transmitted field in the forward case and to the input field to port 2 in the backward case. In this arrangement, the input powers of light entering the microresonator are very close in the forward and backward cases. As a result, the difference of the frequency shift due to the SKM and XKM is small and the isolation ratio is not very high. Nevertheless, our device using a nonlinear microring resonator exhibits the dynamic nonreciprocity with a low insertion loss and a usable isolation contrast.

VI. IMPLEMENTATION

Now we discuss the experimental implementation of our proposal. Our scheme can be implemented with MRs made from high-χ^{(3)} nonlinear materials, such as potassium titanyl phosphate [73], Si [74], SiC [75], InP [76]. We assume the resonance frequency of the nonlinear MR ω_0/2π = 193.6 THz and the intrinsic quality factor Q_i = 1 × 10^7 [77–80], which is already available in experiments. The intrinsic loss of the resonator is calculated to be about κ_i ≈ 2π × 19.4 MHz, and thus the total loss rate is about κ = 10κ_i ≈ 2π × 0.194 GHz. We select experimentally accessible parameters: n_0 = 1.4, n_2 = 5.1 × 10^{−15} m^2/W [73, 81, 82], V_m = 100 μm^3 [83] and thus the nonlinearity strength is calculated to be U ≈ 2π × 0.194 MHz ∼ 0.001κ. Using such nonlinear MR, we can achieve an optical isolator for parameters { √ P_{in}/ℏω_{in} = 50 √ κ, Δ = −4.5κ} and { √ P_{in}/ℏω_{in} = 61 √ κ, Δ = −5.38κ} corresponding to an input power P_{in} ≈ 0.39 μW and P_{in} ≈ 0.58 μW, respectively.

Figure 5. Steady-state transmission by solving the coupled-mode equation. Transmission T_{12} (a), T_{21} (b) and T_{23} (c) versus input intensity and detuning. The red star indicates an optimal point for a trade-off between isolation contrast and insertion loss. Other parameters are: κ_{ex1} = κ_{ex2} = 0.45κ, κ_i = 0.1κ, ξ = 0.98, and U = 0.001κ.

Figure 6. Steady-state isolation contrast η (a) and insertion loss L (b) for the optical isolator, fidelity F (c) and average insertion loss L̃ (d) for the circulator versus the input intensity and detuning. The red star indicates a trade-off point between isolation performance and insertion loss. Other parameters are: κ_{ex1} = κ_{ex2} = 0.45κ, κ_i = 0.1κ, ξ = 0.98, and U = 0.001κ.

A high Q factor can amplify the nonlinear effect in a microresonator, and thus is crucial for achieving a highperformance optical nonreciprocal device. According to our investigation with the coupled-mode method, the nonlinear system shows weak nonreciprocity when the intrinsic Q factor is not high enough. A high Q factor can cause a larger isolation contrast and a lower insertion loss for given input powers and system parameters. We evaluate the performance of our optical nonreciprocal device with parameters scaled by the intrinsic decay rate of the microresonator. For instance, a device with a relative low intrinsic Q factor 10^5 can still achieve almost the same performance as that using Q = 10^7 and √ P_{in}/ℏω_{in} = 50 √ κ, when √ P_{in}/ℏω_{in} = 500 √ κ and U = 10^{−5}κ but keeping the ratios of other parameters with respect to κ. Here, we still keep κ_{ex1} = 0.45κ, κ_i = 0.1κ and κ_{ex2} = 0.45κ.

The difference of SFM and XFM in Kerr-type nonlinear material has been exploited to demonstrate optical isolators and circulators, but only for very different opposite input powers [58, 84]. In the work [58], the backward light is 3.3 dB and 5 dB lower than the forward signal. In applications of optical sensors [5, 51, 70–72], the backward signal has a power very close to the forward one. Thus, our nonlinear device is suitable for optical sensing. Note that an experiment [58] has demonstrated a passive nonlinear optical isolator by exploiting the different SKM and XKM. Very recently, another experimental group [84] has also achieved optical nonreciprocity on a chip with the same idea. However, these two works use different configurations with very different opposite input powers. In sharp contrast to this, our system exhibits optical nonreciprocal transmission for the same input powers in opposite directions, namely, |α_{in}|^2 = |β_{in}|^2 in our work. Nevertheless, these experiments provide strong support to our proposal based on the chirality of the SKM and XKM in a Kerr-type nonlinear medium.

VII. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have proposed a method to realize nonlinear optical isolators and circulators based on the chirality of SKM and XKM in the nonlinear MR. We have proved dynamic nonreciprocity of this nonreciprocal device with both the coupled-mode theory and FDTD simulations. The proposed scheme paves the way to realize on-chip optical isolation, and thus can boost the integration of photonic chips.

VIII. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This work was supported by the National Key R&D Program of China (Grants No. 2017YFA0303703, No.

2019YFA0308700), the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant Nos. 11874212, 11890704, 11690031), the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (Grant No. 021314380095), the Program for Innovative Talents and Entrepreneurs in Jiangsu, and the Excellent Research Program of Nanjing University (Grant No. ZYJH002). F.N. is supported in part by: Nippon Telegraph and Telephone Corporation (NTT) Research, the Japan Science and Technology Agency (JST) (via the Quantum Leap Flagship Program (Q-LEAP), and the Moonshot R&D Grant Number JP- MJMS2061), the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS) (via the Grants-in-Aid for Scientific Research (KAK- ENHI) Grant No. JP20H00134), the Army Research Office (ARO) (Grant No. W911NF-18-1-0358), the Asian Office of Aerospace Research and Development (AOARD) (via Grant No. FA2386-20-1-4069), and the Foundational Questions Institute Fund (FQXi) via Grant No. FQXi-IAF19-06.

[1] J. I. Cirac, P. Zoller, H. J. Kimble, and H. Mabuchi, Quantum State Transfer and Entanglement Distribution among Distant Nodes in a Quantum Network, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 3221 (1997).

[2] H. J. Kimble, The quantum internet, Nature 453, 1023 (2008). [3] S. Daiss, S. Langenfeld, S. Welte, E. Distante, P. Thomas, L. Hartung, O. Morin, and G. Rempe, A quantumlogic gate between distant quantum-network modules, Science 371, 614 (2021).

[4] T. Li, A. Miranowicz, X. Hu, K. Xia, and F. Nori, Quantum memory and gates using a Λ-type quantum emitter coupled to a chiral waveguide, Phys. Rev. A 97, 062318 (2018).

[5] Y.-H. Lai, M.-G. Suh, Y.-K. Lu, B. Shen, Q.-F. Yang, H. Wang, J. Li, S. H. Lee, K. Y. Yang, and K. Vahala, Earth rotation measured by a chip-scale ring laser gyroscope, Nat. Photonics 14, 345 (2020).

[6] H. Iwamura, S. Hayashi, and H. Iwasaki, A compact optical isolator using a Y_3Fe_5O_{12} crystal for near infra-red radiation, Opt. Quantum Electron 10, 393 (1978).

[7] D. J. Gauthier, P. Narum, and R. W. Boyd, Simple, compact, high-performance permanent-magnet Faraday isolator, Opt. Lett. 11, 623 (1986).

[8] Y.-P. Wang, J. W. Rao, Y. Yang, P.-C. Xu, Y. S. Gui, B. M. Yao, J. Q. You, and C.-M. Hu, Nonreciprocity and Unidirectional Invisibility in Cavity Magnonics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 127202 (2019).

[9] Y.-L. Ren, S.-L. Ma, J.-K. Xie, X.-K. Li, M.-T. Cao, and F.-L. Li, Nonreciprocal single-photon quantum router, Phys. Rev. A 105, 013711 (2022).

[10] H. Lira, Z. Yu, S. Fan, and M. Lipson, Electrically driven nonreciprocity induced by interband photonic transition on a silicon chip, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 033901 (2012).

[11] N. A. Estep, D. L. Sounas, J. Soric, and A. Alù, Magnetic-free non-reciprocity and isolation based on parametrically modulated coupled-resonator loops, Nat. Phys. 10, 923 (2014).

[12] K. Xia, G. Lu, G. Lin, Y. Cheng, Y. Niu, S. Gong, and J. Twamley, Reversible nonmagnetic singlephoton isolation using unbalanced quantum coupling, Phys. Rev. A 90, 043802 (2014).

[13] I. Shomroni, S. Rosenblum, Y. Lovsky, O. Bechler, G. Guendelman, and B. Dayan, All-optical routing of single photons by a one-atom switch controlled by a single photon, Science 345, 903 (2014).

[14] I. Söllner, S. Mahmoodian, S. L. Hansen, L. Midolo, A. Javadi, G. Kiršanskė, T. Pregnolato, H. El-Ella, E. H. Lee, J. D. Song, S. Stobbe, and P. Lodahl, Deterministic photon–emitter coupling in chiral photonic circuits, Nat. Nanotechnol. 10, 775 (2015).

[15] C. Sayrin, C. Junge, R. Mitsch, B. Albrecht, D. O’Shea, P. Schneeweiss, J. Volz, and A. Rauschenbeutel, Nanophotonic

Optical Isolator Controlled by the Internal State of Cold Atoms, Phys. Rev. X 5, 041036 (2015).

[16] M. Scheucher, A. Hilico, E. Will, J. Volz, and A. Rauschenbeutel, Quantum optical circulator controlled by a single chirally coupled atom, Science 354, 1577 (2016).

[17] L. Tang, J. Tang, W. Zhang, G. Lu, H. Zhang, Y. Zhang, K. Xia, and M. Xiao, On-chip chiral single-photon interface: Isolation and unidirectional emission, Phys. Rev. A 99, 043833 (2019).

[18] J.-S. Tang, W. Nie, L. Tang, M. Chen, X. Su, Y. Lu, F. Nori, and K. Xia, Nonreciprocal Single-Photon Band Structure, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 203602 (2022).

[19] Y. Lu, Z. Liao, F.-L. Li, and X.-H. Wang, Integrable highefficiency generation of three-photon entangled states by a single incident photon, Photon. Res. 10, 389 (2022).

[20] K. Y. Bliokh, D. Smirnova, and F. Nori, Quantum spin Hall effect of light, Science 348, 1448 (2015).

[21] K. Y. Bliokh, D. Leykam, M. Lein, and F. Nori, Topological non-Hermitian origin of surface Maxwell waves, Nat. Commun. 10, 580 (2019).

[22] M. Antognozzi, C. R. Bermingham, R. L. Harniman, S. Simpson, J. Senior, R. Hayward, H. Hoerber, M. R. Dennis, A. Y. Bekshaev, K. Y. Bliokh, and F. Nori, Direct measurements of the extraordinary optical momentum and transverse spin-dependent force using a nano-cantilever, Nat. Phys. 12, 731 (2016).

[23] C. Triolo, A. Cacciola, S. Patanè, R. Saija, S. Savasta, and F. Nori, Spin-Momentum Locking in the Near Field of Metal Nanoparticles, ACS Photonics 4, 2242 (2017).

[24] K. Y. Bliokh, F. J. Rodríguez-Fortuño, F. Nori, and A. V. Zayats, Spin–orbit interactions of light, Nat. Photonics 9, 796 (2015).

[25] K. Y. Bliokh and F. Nori, Transverse and longitudinal angular momenta of light, Phys. Rep. 592, 1 (2015).

[26] S. Zhang, Y. Hu, G. Lin, Y. Niu, K. Xia, J. Gong, and S. Gong, Thermal-motion-induced non-reciprocal quantum optical system, Nat. Photonics 12, 744 (2018).

[27] K. Xia, F. Nori, and M. Xiao, Cavity-Free Optical Isolators and Circulators Using a Chiral Cross-Kerr Nonlinearity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 203602 (2018).

[28] G. Lin, S. Zhang, Y. Hu, Y. Niu, J. Gong, and S. Gong, Nonreciprocal Amplification with Four-Level Hot Atoms, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 033902 (2019).

[29] C. Liang, B. Liu, A.-N. Xu, X. Wen, C. Lu, K. Xia, M. K. Tey, Y.-C. Liu, and L. You, Collision-Induced Broadband Optical Nonreciprocity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 123901 (2020).

[30] E.-Z. Li, D.-S. Ding, Y.-C. Yu, M.-X. Dong, L. Zeng, W.-H. Zhang, Y.-H. Ye, H.-Z. Wu, Z.-H. Zhu, W. Gao, G.-C. Guo, and B.-S. Shi, Experimental demonstration of cavity-free optical isolators and optical circulators, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 033517 (2020).

[31] M.-X. Dong, K.-Y. Xia, W.-H. Zhang, Y.-C. Yu, Y.-H. Ye, E.-Z.

Li, L. Zeng, D.-S. Ding, B.-S. Shi, G.-C. Guo, and F. Nori, Alloptical reversible single-photon isolation at room temperature, Sci. Adv. 7, eabe8924 (2021).

[32] Y. Hu, Y. Qi, Y. You, S. Zhang, G. Lin, X. Li, J. Gong, S. Gong, and Y. Niu, Passive Nonlinear Optical Isolators Bypassing Dynamic Reciprocity, Phys. Rev. Appl. 16, 014046 (2021).

[33] X.-X. Hu, Z.-B. Wang, P. Zhang, G.-J. Chen, Y.-L.

Zhang, G. Li, X.-B. Zou, T. Zhang, H. X. Tang, C.- H. Dong, G.-C. Guo, and C.-L. Zou, Noiseless photonic non-reciprocity via optically-induced magnetization, Nat. Commun. 12, 2389 (2021).

[34] H. Wu, Y. Ruan, Z. Li, M.-X. Dong, M. Cai, J. Tang, L. Tang, H. Zhang, M. Xiao, and K. Xia, Fundamental Distinction of Electromagnetically Induced Transparency and Autler–Townes Splitting in Breaking the Time-Reversal Symmetry, Laser Photon. Rev. 16, 2100708 (2022).

[35] L. Tang, J.-S. Tang, and K. Xia, Chiral Quantum Optics and Optical Nonreciprocity Based on Susceptibility-Momentum Locking, Adv. Quantum Technol. 5, 2200014 (2022).

[36] D.-W. Wang, H.-T. Zhou, M.-J. Guo, J.-X. Zhang, J. Evers, and S.-Y. Zhu, Optical Diode Made from a Moving Photonic Crystal, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 093901 (2013).

[37] S. A. R. Horsley, J.-H. Wu, M. Artoni, and G. C. La Rocca, Optical Nonreciprocity of Cold Atom Bragg Mirrors in Motion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 223602 (2013).

[38] J.-H. Wu, M. Artoni, and G. C. La Rocca, Non-Hermitian Degeneracies and Unidirectional Reflectionless Atomic Lattices, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 123004 (2014).

[39] B. Li, Ş. K. Özdemir, X.-W. Xu, L. Zhang, L.-M. Kuang, and H. Jing, Nonreciprocal optical solitons in a spinning Kerr resonator, Phys. Rev. A 103, 053522 (2021).

[40] S. Maayani, R. Dahan, Y. Kligerman, E. Moses, A. U. Hassan, H. Jing, F. Nori, D. N. Christodoulides, and T. Carmon, Flying couplers above spinning resonators generate irreversible refraction, Nature 558, 569 (2018).

[41] Y. Jiang, S. Maayani, T. Carmon, F. Nori, and H. Jing, Nonreciprocal Phonon Laser, Phys. Rev. Applied 10, 064037 (2018).

[42] Z. Shen, Y.-L. Zhang, Y. Chen, C.-L. Zou, Y.-F. Xiao, X.- B. Zou, F.-W. Sun, G.-C. Guo, and C.-H. Dong, Experimental realization of optomechanically induced non-reciprocity, Nat. Photonics 10, 657 (2016).

[43] X.-W. Xu, L. N. Song, Q. Zheng, Z. H. Wang, and Y. Li, Optomechanically induced nonreciprocity in a three-mode optomechanical system, Phys. Rev. A 98, 063845 (2018).

[44] D.-G. Lai, J.-F. Huang, X.-L. Yin, B.-P. Hou, W. Li, D. Vitali, F. Nori, and J.-Q. Liao, Nonreciprocal ground-state cooling of multiple mechanical resonators, Phys. Rev. A 102, 011502 (2020).

[45] F. Ruesink, M.-A. Miri, A. Alù, and E. Verhagen, Nonreciprocity and magnetic-free isolation based on optomechanical interactions, Nat. Commun. 7, 13662 (2016).

[46] H. Xu, D. Mason, L. Jiang, and J. G. E. Harris, Topological energy transfer in an optomechanical system with exceptional points, Nature 537, 80 (2016).

[47] H. Xu, L. Jiang, A. A. Clerk, and J. G. E. Harris, Nonreciprocal control and cooling of phonon modes in an optomechanical system, Nature 568, 65 (2019).

[48] D. Jalas, A. Petrov, M. Eich, W. Freude, S. Fan, Z. Yu, R. Baets, M. Popović, A. Melloni, J. D. Joannopoulos, M. Vanwolleghem, C. R. Doerr, and H. Renner, What is – and what is not – an optical isolator, Nat. Photonics 7, 579 (2013).

[49] L. Fan, J. Wang, L. T. Varghese, H. Shen, B. Niu, Y. Xuan, A. M. Weiner, and M. Qi, An all-silicon passive optical diode,

Science 335, 447 (2012).

[50] Y. Yu, Y. Chen, H. Hu, W. Xue, K. Yvind, and J. Mork, Nonreciprocal transmission in a nonlinear photonic-crystal Fano structure with broken symmetry, Laser & Photonics Rev. 9, 241 (2015).

[51] K. Y. Yang, J. Skarda, M. Cotrufo, A. Dutt, G. H. Ahn, M. Sawaby, D. Vercruysse, A. Arbabian, S. Fan, A. Alù, and J. Vučković, Inverse-designed non-reciprocal pulse router for chip-based LiDAR, Nat. Photonics 14, 369 (2020).

[52] L. Tang, J. Tang, H. Wu, J. Zhang, M. Xiao, and K. Xia, Broadintensity-range optical nonreciprocity based on feedbackinduced Kerr nonlinearity, Photon. Res. 9, 1218 (2021).

[53] Y. Shi, Z. Yu, and S. Fan, Limitations of nonlinear optical isolators due to dynamic reciprocity, Nat. Photonics 9, 388 (2015).

[54] D. L. Sounas and A. Alù, Fundamental bounds on the operation of Fano nonlinear isolators, Phys. Rev. B 97, 115431 (2018).

[55] P. Yang, X. Xia, H. He, S. Li, X. Han, P. Zhang, G. Li, P. Zhang, J. Xu, Y. Yang, and T. Zhang, Realization of Nonlinear Optical Nonreciprocity on a Few-Photon Level Based on Atoms Strongly Coupled to an Asymmetric Cavity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 233604 (2019).

[56] B. Peng, Ş. K. Özdemir, F. Lei, F. Monifi, M. Gianfreda, G. L. Long, S. Fan, F. Nori, C. M. Bender, and L. Yang, Parity-time-symmetric whispering-gallery microcavities, Nat. Phys. 10, 394 (2014).

[57] L. Chang, X. Jiang, S. Hua, C. Yang, J. Wen, L. Jiang, G. Li, G. Wang, and M. Xiao, Parity-time symmetry and variable optical isolation in active-passive-coupled microresonators, Nat. Photonics 8, 524 (2014).

[58] L. Del Bino, J. M. Silver, M. T. M. Woodley, S. L. Stebbings, X. Zhao, and P. Del’Haye, Microresonator isolators and circulators based on the intrinsic nonreciprocity of the Kerr effect, Optica 5, 279 (2018).

[59] M. T. M. Woodley, J. M. Silver, L. Hill, F. Copie, L. Del Bino, S. Zhang, G.-L. Oppo, and P. Del’Haye, Universal symmetry-breaking dynamics for the Kerr interaction of counterpropagating light in dielectric ring resonators, Phys. Rev. A 98, 053863 (2018).

[60] J.-Q. Wang, Y.-H. Yang, M. Li, X.-X. Hu, J. B. Surya, X.- B. Xu, C.-H. Dong, G.-C. Guo, H. X. Tang, and C.-L. Zou, Efficient Frequency Conversion in a Degenerate χ^{(2)} Microresonator, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 133601 (2021).

[61] L. Tang, J. Tang, M. Chen, F. Nori, M. Xiao, and K. Xia, Quantum Squeezing Induced Optical Nonreciprocity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 083604 (2022).

[62] R. W. Boyd, Nonlinear Optics (Academic Press, New York, 2008).

[63] Y.-F. Xiao, Ş. K. Özdemir, V. Gaddam, C.-H. Dong, N. Imoto, and L. Yang, Quantum nondemolition measurement of photon number via optical Kerr effect in an ultra-high-Q microtoroid cavity, Opt. Express 16, 21462 (2008).

[64] Q.-T. Cao, H. Wang, C.-H. Dong, H. Jing, R.-S. Liu, X. Chen, L. Ge, Q. Gong, and Y.-F. Xiao, Experimental Demonstration of Spontaneous Chirality in a Nonlinear Microresonator, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 033901 (2017).

[65] L. Del Bino, J. M. Silver, S. L. Stebbings, and P. Del’Haye, Symmetry Breaking of Counter-Propagating Light in a Nonlinear Resonator, Sci. Rep. 7, 43142 (2017).

[66] P. Marin-Palomo, J. N. Kemal, M. Karpov, A. Kordts, J. Pfeifle, M. H. P. Pfeiffer, P. Trocha, S. Wolf, V. Brasch, M. H. Anderson, R. Rosenberger, K. Vijayan, W. Freude, T. J. Kippenberg, and C. Koos, Microresonator-based solitons for massively parallel coherent optical communications, Nature 546, 274 (2017).

[67] S. V. Kutsaev, A. Krasnok, S. N. Romanenko, A. Y. Smirnov, K. Taletski, and V. P. Yakovlev, Up-And-Coming Advances in Optical and Microwave Nonreciprocity: From Classical to Quantum Realm, Adv. Photonics Res. 2, 2000104 (2021).

[68] A. Taflove and S. C. Hagness, Computational Electrodynamics (Artech House, Norwood, 2005).

[69] P. Pintus, F. D. Pasquale, and J. E. Bowers, Integrated TE and TM optical circulators on ultra-low-loss silicon nitride platform, Opt. Express 21, 5041 (2013).

[70] K. Goda, O. Miyakawa, E. E. Mikhailov, S. Saraf, R. Adhikari, K. McKenzie, R. Ward, S. Vass, A. J. Weinstein, and N. Mavalvala, A quantum-enhanced prototype gravitational-wave detector, Nat. Phys. 4, 472 (2008).

[71] A. Masoudi and T. P. Newson, High spatial resolution distributed optical fiber dynamic strain sensor with enhanced frequency and strain resolution, Opt. Lett. 42, 290 (2017).

[72] J. Shin, Z. Liu, W. Bai, Y. Liu, Y. Yan, Y. Xue, I. Kandela, M. Pezhouh, M. R. MacEwan, Y. Huang, W. Z. Ray, W. Zhou, and J. A. Rogers, Bioresorbable optical sensor systems for monitoring of intracranial pressure and temperature, Sci. Adv. 5, eaaw1899 (2019).

[73] J. A. Zielińska and M. W. Mitchell, Self-tuning optical resonator, Opt. Lett. 42, 5298 (2017).

[74] H. K. Tsang and Y. Liu, Nonlinear optical properties of silicon waveguides, Semicond. Sci. Technol. 23, 064007 (2008).

[75] X. Guo, Z. Peng, P. Ding, L. Li, X. Chen, H. Wei, Z. Tong, and L. Guo, Nonlinear optical properties of 6H-SiC and 4H-SiC in an extensive spectral range,

Opt. Mater. Express 11, 1080 (2021).

[76] H.-L. Wang, D. Wang, G.-D. Chen, and H. Liu, Third- Order Nonlinear Optical Susceptibility of Indium Phosphide Nanocrystals, Chin. Phys. Lett. 24, 2600 (2007).

[77] G. Moody, L. Chang, T. J. Steiner, and J. E. Bowers, Chip-scale nonlinear photonics for quantum light generation, AVS Quantum Sci. 2, 041702 (2020),.

[78] K. Y. Yang, D. Y. Oh, S. H. Lee, Q.-F. Yang, X. Yi, B. Shen, H. Wang, and K. Vahala, Bridging ultrahigh-q devices and photonic circuits, Nat. Photonics 12, 297 (2018).

[79] B. Desiatov, A. Shams-Ansari, M. Zhang, C. Wang, and M. Lončar, Ultra-low-loss integrated visible photonics using thin-film lithium niobate, Optica 6, 380 (2019).

[80] M. Zhang, C. Wang, R. Cheng, A. Shams-Ansari, and M. Lončar, Monolithic ultra-high-q lithium niobate microring resonator, Optica 4, 1536 (2017).

[81] Y.-F. Jiao, T.-X. Lu, and H. Jing, Optomechanical secondorder sidebands and group delays in a Kerr resonator, Phys. Rev. A 97, 013843 (2018).

[82] R. Huang, A. Miranowicz, J.-Q. Liao, F. Nori, and H. Jing, Nonreciprocal Photon Blockade, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 153601 (2018).

[83] S. M. Spillane, T. J. Kippenberg, K. J. Vahala, K. W.

Goh, E. Wilcut, and H. J. Kimble, Ultrahigh-Q toroidal microresonators for cavity quantum electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. A 71, 013817 (2005).

[84] A. D. White, G. H. Ahm, K. V. Gasse, K. Y. Yang, L. Chang, J. E. Bowers, and J. Vučković, Integrated passive nonlinear optical isolators, arXiv:2206.01173v2 (2022).