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For sound waves In pinging on a one-dim ensionalm edium , we show that nonlnearity can lead to
nonreciprocal tranam ission, w ithout dissipation or broken tim e reversal invariance. P lacihhg quasi-
m onochrom atic Iers at the ends ofthe nonlinearm edium , nonreciprocity can be obtained w ithout

the generation of higher ham onics outside the m edium .

Rem arkably, in this con guration the

nonreciprocity is found to be proportional to the net energy ow when m onochrom atic sources of
equal strength (at the Iter frequency) are sim ultaneously tumed on at both ends. This resul is
con ectured to be general for one dim ensional scattering. It is also show n that although sim ultaneous
m onochrom atic sources lead to net energy ow, w ith sources of sm allbut non—zero bandw idth there
is no net energy transport, in accordance w ith the second law of them odynam ics.

PACS numbers: 4325+ y, 4640Cd

T he reciprocity theorem hasa long history in acoustics
and optics. For the case of a Inear medium wih time
reversal invariance, the theorem can be proved E},:_Q;’]: for
one din ensional system s, i am ounts to the tranan ission
coe clent being the sam e when waves are incident from
the lkft or from the right. In the absence of tine re—
versal invariance, reciprocity is no longer necessary. In
optics, this can be achieved by intrinsic m agnetization
In the scatterer or with an extemalm agnetic eld fl_%:].
In acoustics, nonreciprocity can be caused by | and be
used to detect | the m otion of ob fcts, as In acoustic
tom ography [4]

For nonlinear m edia, however, even if tim e reversal
Invariance is not broken, nonreciprociy is possble i_:Jz].
P hotonic structures w ith diode like behavior have been
proposed, w here the e ect ofthe nonh;ne?rji:y is strength—
ened by the existence of a bandgap [_é, -j]. Such passive
diode like behavior can be useful In the eld of optical
com m unications.

In this paper, we exam ine nonreciprocity in one—
din ensionalnonlinearm edia for longitudinalwaves such
as sound. A sw ih light, we nd that nonlinearity is suf-

cient to result In nonreciprocity, even for dissipationless
system s w ithout broken tim e reversal invariance. W e go
on to consider a di erent con guration: when m onochro—
matic lters are placed at the two ends of the nonlin—
earm edium . This con nes the higher ham onics to the
m edium , so that the re ected and tranam itted wave are
at the sam e frequency as the incident wave. T hus there
isno vontam ination’ from higher ham onics outside the
nonlinear m edium . This setup, apart from possble ad—
vantages from a com m unications perspective, allow s us
to exam ine constraints from the second law of them o—
dynam ics.

W ith Iters, we obtain the unexpected resul that the
nonrecipprociy is now proportional to the net energy
transport from one side of the system to the other when
tw o m onochrom atic sources of equal strength are sinul-
taneously connected to the two ends of the device. W e

con gcture that this proportionality is general for any
scattering process w ith two input and two output chan-
nels (@t the sam e frequency) that is invariant under tin e-
translation and tin e-reversaland is perturbatively acces—
sble (explained later in this paper).

W e considera system that can bem odelled astwo adp—
cent layers, In each ofwhich longiudinalw avespropagate
In accordance w ith a nonlinear wave equation. O utside
the system , both to the left and the right, the linearw ave
equation is satis ed. Thuswe have

niy= Bi@2y+ @ @xy)? @)

where y is the displacem ent of the wave, and n;;B;; i
vary from region to region. Inside the scatterer, the two
layershaveparam eters (n;;B1; 1) and (,;B,; 2):0ut-
side the scatterer, n = B = 1 and = 0: The scat—
terer is taken to cover the region 1< x < 1; wih the
boundary between the two layersat x = 0: The form of
Eq.@') retains the leading order nonlinearity in the elas—
ticity of the m edium ; the energy density of the wave is
in?y’+ 2 @y)?+ (@xy)’=3:Atthe threeboundariesbe-
tw een the four regions, y and B @,y + (@xy)? (the force
exerted on the boundary from the two regions it sepa—
rates) are continuous. W e also consider an altemative to

Eq. (L)
1@ @xy)° @)

which is slightly easier to work w ith, but which has an
accidentaly ! y symm etry. Egs. (].) and {2 are In the
class of Ferm 1Pasta Ulm EPU) wave equations [Si]
Forboth Egs. (l) and Q’a*), we rstuseperturbation the—
ory to obtain an analytical solution. T he incom ing wave
am plitudes from the lkeft and right are a; and a, respec—
tively. Eqs.(:I:) and (:_2) can then be solved to linear order
In a;;; and then iteratively to successive higher orders
In perturbation theory. For the case without Iters, one
In poses the requirem ent that all frequency com ponents
of the solution are purely outgoing outside the scatter-
Ing medium , except for the com ponent at frequency !

niy =B i@iy"'
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whose incom ing part is speci ed. For the case wih 1=
ters, exoept for the com ponent at frequency ! which is
una ected by the Xers, all other com ponents are con—

ned to the scattering m edium and have zero am plitude
atx = 1l:Thesecondiionsaresu cientto solveEgs.( 1i
and (@), order by order.

The equations were solved to third order using
M athem atica™ ; with = 1 and various speci c val-
ues chosen or n;;Bi1 and ! : This third order solu-—
tion yields the leading O () correction to the outgoing
powerto the keft (orto the right) forEq. d]. O n the other
hand, a sin ilar third order solution to Eq. (2) yields the
outgoing power to O (RF); with two nonlinear contribou—
tions to the com ponent at frequency ! :

For the case with Iers, the outgoing wave is entirely
at frequency ! : E xpressing the outgoing am plitudes by ;,
as an expansion in powers of a;;» and a;,,; tin e trans-
lational invariance requires that each term in the expan-
sion should have one extra power of the unconjigated
variables as com pared to the conjigated ones. Thus
bi(@17az2) = M j3a5 + N ijriagaxar + : : The outgoing
power to the left is I, F: It is possble to verify Hr both
Eq.{l) and Eq.@) that I 0;a)F 3 @;0)F isnotequal
to zero, dem onstrating nonreciprocity in the transn ission
coe cient. (Sihce the system is nondissipative, this is
equivalent to nonreciprocity in the re ection coe cient.)
W ith i, = 1 and variousvaluesofn;;z;Bi;z;and ! all

O (1); the coe cient of 3% 10 1 0;a)F I @;0)F is
O (1): In unitswhere = 1;the am plitude of the incom -
Ing wavewillbe an all, so this isa weak e ect. However,
it should be possible to enhance the e ect by construct-
Ing m ore com plicated structures, for instance acoustic
analogs of Ref. E_é]. For the case w fthout Iers, one has
to consider the outgoing power at di erent hamm onics
separately, but nonreciprociy is still found.

W ith Iers, one might consider a m onochrom atic
source as a blackbody @White noise) source from which
only waves of one frequency are allowed to escape f_l-(_)'] If
one connects a blackbody at each end of the nonlinear
scatterer, with both blackbodies at the sam e tem pera—
ture, there should be no net ow ofenergy from one side
to another. W ih the Iters, thiswould seem tobeequiv—
alent to choosing a;;; to be equalin m agniude, but w ith
a random relative phase. Surprisihngly, i is possble to
verify through the perturbation expansion of the previ-
ous paragraph that if a;;; are indeed of equal strength,
the phase averaged outgoing power is not the sam e on
both sides of the scatterer. In fact, for all choices of the
param eters we have tried, we have veri ed that

p— p_
B 0a 20 g @p2;0F E
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T hishasbeen veri ed to third order ﬁ)rboth Egs. (u'L.) and
@), ie. the 0 (f) tem s for Eq.(L), and the O (77)

and O (F) tem s HrEq.{). W e have been unabk to
nd any result ressmbling Eq. (d) for the case without
ITers, etther Including or excluding higher ham onics in

the outgoing wave.

Since our analytical treatm ent is only perturbative, we
tum to num erical sim ulations. The nonlinear m edium
ismodelled by a chain of N particles w ith anham onic
sorings connecting them . T hus ify; arethe displacem ents
of the particles from their equilbrium positions,

miyi= @y, V (i

for allthe particles except the rst and the last one, w ith

Vii)+ V i1 yi)l @)

V)= v+ vt 5)
2 4
The rst and the last particle m ust be coupled to the ex—
temal environm ent. This coupling is through incom ing
and outgoing waves, w ith | as In any scattering prob-—
Iem | the incom Ing waves speci ed and the outgoing
waves determ ined by the scattering mediim . Beyond
the left boundary ofthe m ediim , the extemalw aves can
be expressed as f; ®  vt) + f, x + vt): The force ex—
erted by these waves on the boundary of the m edium is
proportional to @y [f; + f,]: By conthuity, the veloc—
iy of the boundary is equalto the velociy jist outside
the scattering medium , which is @, [f; + f,]: From the
form of f; and f,; it iseasy to see that vQ, [fi + f,]1=
@ [fi+ £,1+ 2@ £f; : T hus the extemal force acting on the
boundary isa sum ofa tem proportionalto the velociy
of the boundary, and a tem speci ed by the incom ing
waves. For m onochrom atic waves, we have

miy1 = miliyis Vi y2)  wa+ Ajcos(lt)
myyn = my'ow Vo ww 1)
vy + Aycos(!t+ ) )

where isthe relative phase between the lncom ing waves
from the lft and the right. Thus the coupling to the
extemalenvironm ent is seen asan e ective dam ping and
forcing term in the equation of m otion for the st and

last particle.
The rsttem on the right hand side ofE qs.(§) m akes
these particlesact as tersif! = !y andm 1, arevery

large. Due to the nonlineariy of the mediim the in—
com Ing waves at frequency !¢ produce a response at all
multiples of ! o: If the excitations are resolved into fre—
quency com ponents, for the com ponent at ! the lkeft
hand side oqus.@) cancels the st term on the right
hand side. T he forcing and e ective dam ping tem from
the extemal environm ent m ust balance the @,V (y) tem
from the interdor, asthey would have ifthe term halparti-
cles had been m issing. O n the other hand, at any higher
hamonic, miy (12 !2) diverges ih them 1y ! 1
Imit, sothat yix h!lg) ! Oforn6 1. Thus for the
com ponent at ! the term inalparticles are transparent ,
whereas for higher ham onics the term inal particles act
as xed boundaries form 1,y ! 1 ;con ning the higher
ham onics to the nonlinearm edium .

Eqs.@) and @) together w ith Eq.@) w ere num erically
sin ulated for a chain of 4 + 2 particles, in unis where

= lg=1landA;;; = 1l:Various valuesofm, :::m s
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FIG.1l: Numerical results for a 4 + 2 particle chain wih
asym m etric m ass-distrdbbution. The particle m asses are 100,
17,14, 19, 13 and 100. The lkefttoright current Jio =

2 1;0)f is plotted as a function of the nonlinearity . The
nonreciprocity, Jio  Jo1, is shown for 7 di erent values of ,
and com pared w ith the phase averaged current J;; w ith both
sources on (right verticalscale). T he two quantities are equal
in the perturbative state, but not in the non-perturbative
state.

were used; the results shown in Figure 1 are representa—
tive. The nonlhearity param eter was varied, which is
equivalent to a xed and varying A;;;:The chain was
started at = 0; allowed to reach steady state, and then

was increased slow Iy till approxin ately = 0#4; after
w hich i wasdecreased slow Iy to zero. T he system under—
goes a transition as is Increased, from a perdodic state
w ith frequency ! = !¢ = 1 to a noisy state. The transi-
tion between thetwo is rst order, w ith an accom panying
hysteresis loop, but for su ciently sm allor large only
one state is seen. T he existence of tw o states is sin ilar to
that in Ref. {l1] for optics. Perturbation theory, which is
tonnected’ to = 0 and only allow s for ham onicsof !y;
cannot access the noisy state. As seen In Figure 1, the
perturbatively accessble periodic state satis es Eq. (B:)
w hereas the nonperturbative state does not le

In the noisy state, prelin nary results when the inci-
dent wave is entirely from the left (on m ;) show broad
peaks In the tranam itted power at ! 04!y and
0:d5!'9:As is increased further, there is another transi-
tion between 035 and 045; wih a jimp In the av—
erage transm itted pow er and a broadband com ponent to
the pow er spectrum f_l:_*i] The jm ps from the perturba—-
tive state to the rstnoisy state and thence to the second
noisy state are at di erent values of when the incident
wave com es from the left instead ofthe right. A detailed

Nonreciprocity

dynam icalanalysiswould be required to characterize the
various noisy states and the transitions between them .
H ow ever, this is not the focus of this paper.

T he non—zero right hand side oqu.(:j) m ight seem to
contradict the second law of them odynam ics. If two
blackbody sound sources at the sam e tem perature were
connected at the ends, no net energy ow would be pos—
sble. The Ierswould only allow waves at frequency
!y to enter or exit the systam , seem ngly equivalent to
m onochrom atic sources. However, as can be seen from
our num erical in plem entation, any Ier has a non-zero
(@beit aritrarily snall) bandw idth. For a nonlinear
medim , the di erent frequency channels interact w ith
each other. Thus even with Yers, a blackbody and
m onochrom atic source are not strictly equivalent {_l-é_b']
Thismay seam lke a quibble, but from the discussion
before Eqs.('_é) it is clear that blackbody sources at the
ends would correspond to white noise being applied to
the term inal parth]es Wwhich is then Itered by them).
Egs. (4) and 66 are then generalized Langevm equations
(W ith dam ping and noise only in Eq. (é)), which can be
rigorously proved to reach them al equilbrium [[5]. Tn
view ofour explicit results form onochrom atic radiation,
and the Langevin description for blackbody sources, we
must conclide that narrow and zero bandw idth lters
are not equivalent beyond linear order [16] T he situa-
tion here isdi erent from the one considered in Ref. ['.17-],
where non-equilbriuim energy sources were used; since
the sources had to bem aintained out ofequilbrium , sec—
ond law argum ents were Inapplicabl there.

W e note In passing that Eqg. ;4 is the standard FPU
system [9], which is di cuk to equilbrate [{8], but the
open boundaries n Eq. 66 seam to be su cient to equi-
lbrate the system with them al (plackbody) sources.

W e retum to the possble basis oqu.@). W ith I
ters, the scatterer can be viewed as generating a m ap—
pihg from the two com plex input am plitudes to the two
com plex output am plitudes. Thism apping has to satisfy
the properties that i) since the system is nondissipative,
Pf+ f= ¥+ p.F i) from tin e translation nvari
ance, ifa;, | ajpe' thenby, ! bpe' iii) from time
reversal invariance, ifa; » ! by, then b, ! A i) the
m apping is perturbatively accessble from the zero am -
plitude lim it. W e con ecture that these constraints m ay
be su cient to yield Eq.(3'_)'. Thiswould in ply that the
equation is valid for any one din ensional two-channel
scattering problem that satis es the conditions above.
In view of our num erical results, the fourth condition
is essential; m appings that violate Eq. 63 can in fact be
constructed w ithout it {L9].
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