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Nonreciprocal photon blockade is of particular interest due to its potential applications in chiral
quantum technologies and topological photonics. In the regular cases, nonreciprocal transmission
(classical nonreciprocity) and nonreciprocal photon blockade (quantum nonreciprocity) often ap-
pear simultaneously. Nevertheless, how to achieve purely quantum nonreciprocity (no classical
nonreciprocity) remains largely unexplored. Here, we propose a spatially separated transmission
scheme, that the photons transport in different directions take different paths, in an optical system
consisting of two spinning cavities coupled indirectly by two common drop-filter waveguides. Based
on the spatially separated transmission scheme, we demonstrate a purely quantum nonreciprocity
(nonreciprocal photon blockade) by considering the Kerr nonlinear interaction in one of the paths.
Interestingly, we find that the nonreciprocal photon blockade is enhanced nonreciprocally, i.e., the
nonreciprocal photon blockade is enhanced when the photons transport in one direction but sup-
pressed in the reverse direction. We identify that the nonreciprocal enhancement of nonreciprocal
photon blockade is induced by the destructive or constructive interference between two paths for two
photons passing through the whole system. The spatially separated transmission scheme proposed
in the work provides a novel approach to observe purely quantum nonreciprocal effects.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optical nonreciprocal transmission is an interesting
phenomenon that photons are allowed to pass in one
direction but blocked in the opposite direction. It is
pivotal for realizing unidirectional optical devices, in-
cluding optical isolators [1–6], circulators [7–11], direc-
tional amplifiers [12–20], unidirectional frequency con-
verter [21–27], etc. By breaking Lorentz reciprocity [28],
optical nonreciprocity has been observed based on the
magneto-optic effect [29–31], optical nonlinearity [32–34],
synthetic magnetism [35–38], indirect interband tran-
sition [39–42], parity-time symmetry breaking [43–46],
Doppler effect [47–50], chiral interaction [51–53], and so
on.

As an important development direction, the concept
of optical nonreciprocity was extended from the classical
regime to quantum regime, and various of quantum non-
reciprocal effects were predicted, e.g., nonreciprocal pho-
ton blockade [54–58], nonreciprocal entanglement [59–
62], and nonreciprocal squeezing [63–66]. For example,
nonreciprocal photon blockade is referred to the phe-
nomenon that photon blockade happens when the cavity
is driven in one direction but not the other, which opens
a route for chiral quantum manipulation of light. In a
recent work, chiral cavity quantum electrodynamics sys-
tem is experimentally demonstrated with multiple atoms
strongly coupled to a Fabry–Pérot cavity [67].

Different from classical nonreciprocity, nonlinear in-
teraction is an essential prerequisite to nonreciprocally
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manipulate the quantum properties of photons. One of
the most popular approaches for quantum nonreciproc-
ity is to introduce nonlinear interactions in the classically
nonreciprocal systems, such as spinning resonators with
additional Kerr nonlinearity [54, 68], second-order non-
linearity [69–71], optomechanical interaction [72–74], or
atom-cavity interaction [75–79]. In such cases, nonrecip-
rocal transmission (classical nonreciprocity) and nonre-
ciprocal photon blockade (quantum nonreciprocity) often
appear simultaneously. Here, we consider another inter-
esting quantum nonreciprocity that nonreciprocal photon
blockade is achieved without classical nonreciprocity, re-
ferred to as purely quantum nonreciprocity. Except for
a few exceptions [80–82], purely quantum nonreciproc-
ity is hard to achieve based on the popular approaches
for quantum nonreciprocity, because the paths for the
photon transmission are spatially unseparated, i.e., the
photons travel in opposite directions but in the same res-
onator (path).

In this paper, we propose a spatially separated trans-
mission scheme to achieve purely quantum nonreciproc-
ity, in an optical system consisting of two spinning cavi-
ties coupled indirectly by two common drop-filter waveg-
uides. We show that the photons transport between two
ports with the same transmission rate (classical non-
reciprocity), but photons pass through different paths
(cavities) when they transport in different directions.
Due to the Kerr nonlinear interaction in one of the
paths, we demonstrate nonreciprocal photon blockade
(purely quantum nonreciprocity) via the spatially sep-
arated transmission scheme. Surprisingly, we find that
the nonreciprocal photon blockade is enhanced nonre-
ciprocally, i.e., the nonreciprocal photon blockade is en-
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hanced when the photons transport in one direction but
suppressed in the reverse direction. We identify that
the nonreciprocal enhancement of nonreciprocal photon
blockade is induced by the destructive or constructive
interference between two paths for two photons passing
through the whole system. Spatially separated transmis-
sion scheme provides a novel approach for purely quan-
tum nonreciprocity.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we intro-
duce a physical model consisting of a spinning Kerr cav-
ity and a spinning linear cavity coupled indirectly by two
common drop-filter waveguides. In Sec. III, we explore
the spatially separated transmission scheme and show the
paths of the photons when they transport in different di-
rections. In Sec. IV, we demonstrate the nonreciprocal
photon blockade and its nonreciprocal enhancement ef-
fect based on numerical simulations. The mechanism for
the nonreciprocal enhancement of nonreciprocal photon
blockade is analyzed analytically in Sec. V. Finally, a
conclusion is given in Sec. VI.

II. PHYSICAL MODEL

χ(3)

κL κR

κL κR
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Port 4
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FIG. 1. The schematic diagram of the optical system: A
spinning nonlinear optical cavity (left) and a spinning linear
optical cavity (right) are coupled to two common drop-filter
waveguides (four ports) with coupling strengths (decay rates
κL and κR), and a weak driving field (frequency ωd) is input
from Port 1 or Port 2.

The optical system we consider is illustrated in Fig. 1.
A spinning nonlinear optical cavity (left) and a spin-
ning linear optical cavity (right) are coupled to two com-
mon drop-filter waveguides (four ports) with coupling
strengths (decay rates κL and κR), and a weak driving
field (frequency ωd) is input from Port 1 or Port 2. In
a frame rotating at the driving frequency ωd, the system
can be described by the Hamiltonian (ℏ = 1)

Hσ = ∆L,σa
†
L,σaL,σ + Ua†L,σa

†
L,σaL,σaL,σ

+∆R,σa
†
R,σaR,σ + Jeff(a

†
L,σaR,σ + a†R,σaL,σ)

+i(εLa
†
L,σ − εRe

iθa†R,σ −H.c.), (1)

where σ = cw corresponds to the case that the weak driv-
ing field is input from Port 1, and the clockwise modes
(aL,cw and aR,cw) are excited; σ = ccw corresponds to
the case that the weak driving field is input from Port
2, and the courter-clockwise modes (aL,ccw and aR,ccw)
are excited. ωL (ωR) is the resonance frequency of the
left (right) cavity without spinning. The detunings are
given by ∆L,cw = ∆L − ∆F,L, ∆L,ccw = ∆L + ∆F,L,
∆R,cw = ∆R+∆F,R, ∆R,ccw = ∆R−∆F,R, ∆L = ωL−ωd

and ∆R = ωR − ωd. Here, we consider the case that the
left (right) cavity rotates clockwise (counterclockwise)
with an angular velocity ΩL (ΩR), so the left (right) cav-
ity experiences a Fizeau shift ∆F,L (∆F,R), with [83]

∆F,j =
njrjΩjωj

c

(
1− 1

n2
j

− λ

nj

dnj

dλ

)
, (2)

where nj (j = L, R) is the refractive index, rj is the
resonator radius of the cavity, λ is the wavelength of
the light in vacuum, c is the speed of light in vac-
uum. The dispersion term dn/dλ is originated from
the relativistic effect and it is remarkably small (to
∼ 1%) [50, 83]. U = ℏω2

Lcn2/(n
2
LVeff) is the Kerr in-

teraction strength [84], where n2 is the nonlinear re-
fraction index, and Veff is the effective mode volume.
εL =

√
κLPin/(ℏωd) (εR =

√
κRPin/(ℏωd)) is the driv-

ing amplitude of the left (right) cavity, and Pin is the driv-
ing power. Jeff = i

√
κLκRe

iθ describes the waveguide-
induced indirect coupling strength between the two cavi-
ties [85], and θ is accumulated phase of light propagating
from one cavity to another in the waveguides. Here, we
consider θ = π/2 so that the Hamiltonian (1) is a Her-
mitian.
In order to describe the transmission behaviors and

quantum statistical properties for the photons transport
from Port i to Port j, we define the optical transmis-
sion rate Tji and the equal-time second-order correlation

function g
(2)
ji (0) as

Tji =

〈
a†j,outaj,out

〉
〈
a†i,inai,in

〉 , (3)

and

g
(2)
ji (0) =

〈
a†j,outa

†
j,outaj,outaj,out

〉
〈
a†j,outaj,out

〉2 , (4)

where ai,in is the optical field input from Port i and aj,out
is the optical field output from Port j. In this paper, we
focus on the nonreciprocal transmission between Port 1
and 2, with a weak driving field input from Port 1 or
Port 2. According to the input-output relations [86], the
output fields from Port 1 and 2 (a1,out and a2,out) can be
expressed as

a1,out =
√
κLaL,ccw − i

√
κRaR,ccw + ia3,in, (5)

a2,out =
√
κLaL,cw − i

√
κRaR,cw + ia4,in, (6)



3

where a3,in (a4,in) is the input field from Port 3 (Port 4).
Here, both a3,in and a4,in are vacuum fields.

Specifically, if a coherent field is input from Port 1, i.e.,
⟨a1,in⟩ =

√
Pin/(ℏωd) and ⟨a2,in⟩ = 0, then the transmis-

sion rate from Port 1 to 2 is given by

T21 = TL
21 + TR

21 + T I
21, (7)

where

TL
21 =

κL

〈
a†L,cwaL,cw

〉
〈
a†1,ina1,in

〉 (8)

corresponds to the photons passing through the left cav-
ity,

TR
21 =

κR

〈
a†R,cwaR,cw

〉
〈
a†1,ina1,in

〉 (9)

corresponds to the photons passing through the right cav-
ity, and

T I
21 =

−2
√
κLκRRe

[
i
〈
a†L,cwaR,cw

〉]
〈
a†1,ina1,in

〉 (10)

is the interference term between the two paths. In the
meantime, the equal-time second-order correlation func-

tion g
(2)
21 (0) is given by

g
(2)
21 (0) =

1〈
a†2,outa2,out

〉2 (κ2
L

〈
a†L,cwa

†
L,cwaL,cwaL,cw

〉
+κ2

R

〈
a†R,cwa

†
R,cwaR,cwaR,cw

〉
+4κLκR

〈
a†L,cwa

†
R,cwaL,cwaR,cw

〉
−4κL

√
κLκR Re

[
i
〈
a†L,cwa

†
L,cwaL,cwaR,cw

〉]
−4κR

√
κLκR Re

[
i
〈
a†L,cwa

†
R,cwaR,cwaR,cw

〉]
−2κLκR Re

[〈
a†L,cwa

†
L,cwaR,cwaR,cw

〉])
,(11)

which indicates that g
(2)
21 (0) not only relates to the self-

correlation of the photons in the two cavities (the first
two terms), but also depends on the cross-correlation
of the photons between the two cavities (the last four
terms).

Similarly, if a coherent field is input from Port 2, i.e.
⟨a2,in⟩ =

√
Pin/(ℏωd) and ⟨a1,in⟩ = 0, then the transmis-

sion rate from Port 2 to 1 is given by

T12 = TL
12 + TR

12 + T I
12, (12)

with

TL
12 =

κL

〈
a†L,ccwaL,ccw

〉
〈
a†2,ina2,in

〉 (13)

for photons passing through the left cavity,

TR
12 =

κR

〈
a†R,ccwaR,ccw

〉
〈
a†2,ina2,in

〉 (14)

for photons passing through the right cavity, and

T I
12 =

−2
√
κLκRRe

[
i
〈
a†L,ccwaR,ccw

〉]
〈
a†2,ina2,in

〉 (15)

for the interference between the two paths. In the mean-
time, we have the equal-time second-order correlation
function

g
(2)
12 (0) =

1〈
a†1,outa1,out

〉2(κ2
L

〈
a†L,ccwa

†
L,ccwaL,ccwaL,ccw

〉
+κ2

R

〈
a†R,ccwa

†
R,ccwaR,ccwaR,ccw

〉
+4κLκR

〈
a†L,ccwa

†
R,ccwaL,ccwaR,ccw

〉
−4κL

√
κLκR Re

[
i
〈
a†L,ccwa

†
L,ccwaL,ccwaR,ccw

〉]
−4κR

√
κLκR Re

[
i
〈
a†L,ccwa

†
R,ccwaR,ccwaR,ccw

〉]
−2κLκR Re

[〈
a†L,ccwa

†
L,ccwaR,ccwaR,ccw

〉])
,(16)

which is used to described the statistical properties of the
photons transport from Port 2 to 1.
The quantum dynamics of the system is governed by

the master equation [87]

ρ̇σ = −i[Hσ, ρσ] + 2κ1L[aL,σ]ρσ + 2κ2L[aR,σ]ρσ, (17)

where ρσ (σ = cw, ccw) is the density operator and
L[o]ρσ = oρσo

† − (o†oρσ + ρσo
†o)/2 denotes a Lindb-

land term for an operator o. The transmission rates
and second-order correlation functions can be obtained
by solving the master equation numerically.
In this paper, we choose the experimentally accessi-

ble parameters as [88–95]: λL = λR = 1550 nm, QL =
QR = 2.5× 109, Veff = 147 µm3, n2 = 3× 10−14 m2/W,
rL = rR = 30 µm, nL = nR = 1.4, Pin = 0.2 fW,
ΩL/2π = ΩR/2π = 9.4 kHz. For simplicity, we set
∆L = ∆R = ∆ and κL = κR = κ. In the microring
resonators, Q is usually 109 − 1012 [88–90], and Veff is
typically 102 − 104 µm3 [93, 94]. The Kerr coefficient
can be n2 ∼ 10−14 for materials with potassium titanyl
phosphate [95]. In addition, the left (right) cavity rotat-
ing rotates clockwise (counterclockwise) with frequency
ΩL/2π = 9.4 kHz (ΩR/2π = 9.4 kHz), leading to the
Fizeau shifts of ∆F,L = ∆F,R = ∆F ≈ 20κ. The res-
onator with a radius of 1.1 mm can rotate at an rotation
frequency of 6.6 kHz [50], and a higher angular frequency
can be achieved for a smaller object, such as the single
100 nm particles with a rotation frequency of GHz has
been observed experimentally [96, 97].
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FIG. 2. Spatially separated transmission scheme. (b) The transmission rates T21, T
L
21, T

R
21, and T I

21 versus the detuning ∆/κ;
(e) the transmission rates T12, T

L
12, T

R
12, and T I

12 versus the detuning ∆/κ. (a) and (c) The schematic diagram of the paths for
photons transport from Port 1 to 2; (d) and (f) The schematic diagram of the paths for photons transport from Port 2 to 1.

III. SPATIALLY SEPARATED TRANSMISSION

In this section, we introduce a spatially separated
transmission scheme that the photons transport from
Port 1 to 2 and the ones transport from Port 2 to 1 take
different paths (cavities). Under the conditions that the
two spatially separated cavities work on the same reso-
nance frequency (ωL = ωR) and they spin in opposite
directions with the same rotating frequency (ΩL = ΩR),
we find that the photon transmission between Port 1
and 2 is reciprocal, i.e., the transmission rate for pho-
tons transport from Port 1 to 2 is the same as the one
for photons transport from Port 2 to 1 (T21 ≈ T12) in
the whole spectra, as shown in Figs. 2(b) and 2(e). How-
ever, the photons input from different ports take different
paths (cavities), which is the ingredient for purely quan-
tum nonreciprocity (no classical nonreciprocity) we will
discuss in the next section.

According to Eq. (7), the transmission spectrum for
the photons transport from Port 1 to 2 can be divided
into three parts: TL

21, T
R
21, and T I

21, as shown in Fig. 2(b).
There are two resonance peaks in the transmission spec-
tra T21, i.e., ∆ ≈ ±20κ. The resonance transmission
around the detuning ∆ = 20κ corresponds to the case
that the photons transport from Port 1 to 2 by pass-
ing through the left cavity with TL

21 ≈ 1 [Fig. 2(c)].
In contrast, resonance transmission around the detuning
∆ = −20κ corresponds to the case that photons trans-
port from Port 1 to 2 by passing through the right cav-
ity with TR

21 ≈ 1 [Fig. 2(a)]. Moreover, the interference

term T I
21 is very small and can be ignored, due to the

large detuning between the resonance frequencies for the
two optical cavities spinning in the opposite direction,
|∆L,cw −∆R,cw| ≈ 40κ.

The transmission spectrum for the photons transport
from Port 2 to 1 can also be divided into three parts
[Eq. (12)]: TL

12, T
R
12, and T I

12, as shown in Fig. 2(e). There
are also two resonance peaks in the transmission spec-
tra T12, i.e., ∆ ≈ ±20κ. Different from the case of the
photons transport from Port 1 to 2, the resonance trans-
mission around the detuning ∆ = 20κ corresponds to
the case that the photons transport from Port 2 to 1 by
passing through the right cavity with TR

12 ≈ 1 [Fig. 2(f)].
In contrast, resonance transmission around the detuning
∆ = −20κ corresponds to the case that photons trans-
port from Port 2 to 1 by passing through the left cav-
ity with TL

12 ≈ 1 [Fig. 2(d)]. The interference term T I
12

is also very small and can be ignored due to the large
detuning between the resonance frequencies for the two
optical cavities spinning in the opposite direction.

Based on the above discussion, we have confirmed that
the photon transmission between Port 1 and 2 is recipro-
cal, i.e., T21 ≈ T12, but the photons pass through differ-
ent paths when they transport in different directions. To
be more specific, at detuning ∆ ≈ 20κ, the photons trans-
port from Port 1 to 2 by passing through the left cavity
with TL

21 ≈ 1, while the photons transport from Port 2
to 1 by passing through the right cavity with TR

12 ≈ 1; in
contrast, at detuning ∆ ≈ −20κ, the photons transport
from Port 1 to 2 by passing through the right cavity with
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TR
21 ≈ 1, while the photons transport from Port 2 to 1

by passing through the left cavity with TL
12 ≈ 1. Such a

spatially separated transmission scheme provides us an
ideal platform to realize purely quantum nonreciprocity
(no classical nonreciprocity) by considering the nonlinear
interaction in one of the paths (cavities).

IV. PURELY QUANTUM NONRECIPROCITY
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FIG. 3. The second-order correlation functions g
(2)
21 (0),

g
(2)
12 (0), g

(2)
L,cw(0), and g

(2)
L,ccw(0) versus the detuning ∆/κ.

Based on the spatially separated transmission scheme
discussed above, here we show that purely quantum non-
reciprocity (nonreciprocal photon blockade) can be ob-
served by considering the Kerr nonlinear interaction in
one of the cavities (left cavity). We can predict that if
a coherent field (weak driving field) is input from one of
the ports, then we will observe photon blockade in the
output field if the photons pass through the left cavity
due to the strong Kerr nonlinear interaction, or we still
obtain a coherent field in the output field if the photons
pass through the right (linear) cavity.

The equal-time second-order correlation functions

g
(2)
21 (0) and g

(2)
12 (0) are shown in Fig. 3. We achieve the

nonreciprocal photon blockade in the parameter regions
around the detuning ∆ = ±20κ for high transmission
rate T21 = T12 ≈ 1. According to Figs. 2(a)-2(c), the
photons transport from Port 1 to 2 passing through the
left (nonlinear) cavity at ∆ = 20κ, thus we obtain sub-

Poissonian statistical distribution (g
(2)
21 (0) ≪ 1) in the

output field. In contrast, the photons transport from
Port 2 to 1 passing through the right (linear) cavity at
∆ = 20κ, thus we obtain a Poisson statistical distribu-

tion (g
(2)
12 (0) ≈ 1) in the output field. On the contrary, at

∆ = −20κ, the photons transport from Port 1 to 2 pass-
ing through the right cavity and we obtain a coherent

output field (g
(2)
21 (0) ≈ 1); the photons transport from

Port 2 to 1 passing through the left cavity and we obtain

single photons (g
(2)
12 (0) ≪ 1) in the output field.

Surprisingly, the nonreciprocal photon blockade is en-

hanced nonreciprocally, i.e., the minimal value of g
(2)
21 (0)

is much smaller than that of g
(2)
12 (0). For comparison,

we also introduce the equal-time second-order correlation
function of the photons in the left cavity as

g
(2)
L,σ(0) =

〈
a†L,σa

†
L,σaL,σaL,σ

〉
〈
a†L,σaL,σ

〉2 , (18)

where σ = cw or ccw. To be clear, g
(2)
L,σ(0) are also shown

(dashed curves) in Fig. 3. The minimal value of g
(2)
12 (0)

is about 4 time that of g
(2)
L,ccw(0) and the minimal value

of g
(2)
21 (0) is about 1/250 that of g

(2)
L,cw(0). That means,

in comparison with the photons in the (left) cavity, the
photon blockade in the output fields is suppressed when
the photons transport from Port 2 to 1, but significantly
enhanced when the photons transport from Port 1 to 2.

As the minimal values of g
(2)
L,cw(0) and g

(2)
L,ccw(0) are al-

most the same, thus we find that the minimal value of

g
(2)
21 (0) is about three orders of magnitude smaller than

that of g
(2)
12 (0). The mechanism for the photon block-

ade nonreciprocal enhancement is discussed in the next
section.

V. MECHANISM FOR PHOTON BLOCKADE
NONRECIPROCAL ENHANCEMENT

In order to understand the origin of photon blockade
nonreciprocal enhancement predicted above, we derive
the analytical expressions of the equal-time second-order
correlation functions based on the Schrödinger equation.
The wave function of the system can be expanded on

the Fock-state basis |nLnR⟩, where nL and nR denote
the number of photons in the left and right cavity, re-
spectively. In the limit of weak driving field, the sys-
tem can be truncated up to at most two photons, i.e,
nL + nR ≤ 2. In the truncated space, the state of the
system can be described in the following form,

|φ(t)⟩ = C00 |00⟩+ C10 |10⟩+ C01 |01⟩
+C11 |11⟩+ C20 |20⟩+ C02 |02⟩ , (19)

where CnLnR
is the probability amplitude of the Fock

state |nLnR⟩. According to the quantum-trajectory
method [98], the system (with decay rate 2κ for each
cavity) is governed by a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian

H̃σ = Hσ − iκa†L,σaL,σ − iκa†R,σaR,σ, (20)



6

|00>

|10>

|01>

|11>
|02>

|20>

∆F

2U

|00>

|10>

|01>

|02>

|20>

|11>

2U

2∆F

∆F

4∆F

∆F

2∆F

∆F

4∆F

(a) (b)Port 1 2

2

εR

εR

εR

εRεR εR
ε L

ε L

ε L
ε L

ε L2 22 ε L

Port 2 1

FIG. 4. Schematic energy spectrum of the system in the low-
excitation subspace. (a) The photons transport from Port 1
to 2; (b) the photons transport from Port 2 to 1.

where σ = cw or ccw. Substituting the wave func-
tion (19) and non-Hermitian Hamiltonian (20) into

the Schrödinger equation i∂ |φ(t)⟩ /∂t = H̃σ |φ(t)⟩, we
can obtain the analytical expressions of the coefficients
CnLnR

in the steady state.
Based on the analytical expressions of the coefficients

CnLnR
in the steady state, the second-order correlation

function of the field output from Port j (input from Port
i) can be written as

g
(2)
ji (0) ≈ 2

|C10|4
{ ∣∣∣C20 −

√
2iC11

∣∣∣2 + |C02|2

−2Re
[(

C20 −
√
2iC11

)
C∗

02

]}
, (21)

where ji = 21 or 12. Correspondingly, the second-order
correlation function of the photons in the left cavity is
given by

g
(2)
L,σ(0) ≈ 2 |C20|2

|C10|4
(22)

with σ = cw or ccw.
To find the optimal conditions for photon blockade

nonreciprocal enhancement, we show the energy levels of
the system in Fig. 4. According to the previous work [99],
photon blockade should be observed under the conditions
that the single-photon state is driven resonantly, i.e., res-
onant driving between levels |00⟩ and |10⟩, and the two-
photon states are driven non-resonantly. Thus, we ob-
tain one of the optimal conditions for photon blockade:
∆L,cw = 0 (∆ = ∆F ) for the photons transport from Port
1 to 2 [Fig. 4(a)]; ∆L,ccw = 0 (∆ = −∆F ) for the pho-
tons transport from Port 2 to 1 [Fig. 4(b)]. Moreover, by
comparing Eqs. (21) and (22), photon blockade enhance-
ment should be observed under the conditions |C2,0| ≈√
2 |C1,1| ≫ |C0,2|, so that the term (C20 −

√
2iC11) can

be canceled out by destructive interference. The condi-
tion |C2,0| ≈

√
2 |C1,1| is achieved when the transition

frequencies of |10⟩ → |20⟩ and |10⟩ → |11⟩ are the same,
i.e., U = ∆F . Based on the above analysis, we find that
the optimal conditions for photon blockade nonreciprocal

C
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tio
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FIG. 5. The second-order correlation functions g
(2)
21 (0),

g
(2)
12 (0), and g

(2)
L,σ(0) versus the rotation frequency Ω/2π. Here,

g
(2)
21 (0) is plotted with the detuning ∆ = ∆F , g

(2)
21 (0) is plot-

ted with the detuning ∆ = −∆F .

enhancement are ∆ = ∆F = U , which are consistent well
with the numerical results shown in Fig. 3.
To verify the optimal conditions (∆ = ∆F = U) for

photon blockade nonreciprocal enhancement, we show

g
(2)
21 (0) and g

(2)
L,cw(0) (g

(2)
12 (0) and g

(2)
L,ccw(0)), as functions

of the rotation frequency Ω/2π, under the resonant condi-
tion ∆ = ∆F (∆ = −∆F ), in Fig. 5. When the two cavi-
ties are not spinning or spinning with a low angular veloc-

ity Ω/2π < 5 kHz, we have g
(2)
12 (0) > g

(2)
21 (0) > g

(2)
L,cw(0) =

g
(2)
L,ccw(0). But with the increase of the angular velocity

Ω, g
(2)
21 (0) decreases rapidly and the system comes into

the regime of photon blockade nonreciprocal enhance-

ment, i.e., g
(2)
12 (0) > g

(2)
L,cw(0) = g

(2)
L,ccw(0) > g

(2)
21 (0). Most

notably, g
(2)
21 (0) reaches its minimal value at the angular

velocity Ω/2π ≈ 9.4 kHz, i.e., ∆F ≈ U , and it is about

three orders of magnitude smaller than that of g
(2)
12 (0).

This indicates a purely nonreciprocal photon blockade
with direction-dependent enhancement in the spinning
cavities, and such effect has not been revealed previously.

Now, we focus on the optimal conditions for photon
blockade nonreciprocal enhancement, i.e., ∆L,cw = 0
(∆ = ∆F = U) for the photons transport from Port
1 to 2 and ∆L,ccw = 0 (∆ = −∆F = −U) for the pho-
tons transport from Port 2 to 1. Under these conditions,
the probability amplitudes for two-photon states in the
steady state are approximately given by

C20 ≈
−ε2L

[(
2U2 − κ2

)
i± 4Uκ

]
2
√
2U3κ

, (23)

C11 ≈
ε2L
[
iUκ+

(
κ2 ∓ 2U2

)]
4U3κ

, (24)

C02 ≈ −ε2L
4
√
2U2

, (25)
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where, the plus sign (+) in Eq. (23) and the minus sign
(−) in Eq. (24) denote the case that the photons trans-
port from Port 1 to 2, and the minus sign (−) in Eq. (23)
and the plus sign (+) in Eq. (24) denote the case that the
photons transport from Port 2 to 1. In the strong nonlin-
ear regime (U ≫ κ), we have C20 ≈

√
2iC11 for photons

transport from Port 1 to 2, and they are canceled out by
destructive interference, with C20 −

√
2iC11 ≈ 0. Mean-

while, we have C20 ≈ −
√
2iC11 for photons transport

from Port 2 to 1, and there is constructive interference
between them, with C20 −

√
2iC11 ≈ 2C20. Based on the

approximate expressions of the probability amplitudes,
the second-order correlation functions are obtained ana-
lytically as

g
(2)
21 (0) ≈ 25κ4

16U4
, (26)

g
(2)
12 (0) ≈ 4

κ2

U2
, (27)

g
(2)
L,σ(0) ≈ κ2

U2
. (28)

The analytical expressions of g
(2)
12 (0), g

(2)
21 (0), and g

(2)
L,σ(0)

[Eqs. (27)-(28)] are shown (dashed lines) in Fig. 5. It

is clear that we have g
(2)
12 (0) ≈ 4g

(2)
L,σ(0) and g

(2)
21 (0) ≈

g
(2)
L,σ(0)/256, which are consistent well with the numeri-
cal results in Figs. 3 and 5. It is worth mentioning that

we have g
(2)
21 (0) ∝ (κ/U)4 and g

(2)
L,σ(0) ∝ (κ/U)2, i.e., the

spinning cavities can be used to achieve scaling enhance-
ment of photon blockade [100].

VI. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have proposed a spatially separated
transmission scheme that the photons transport in differ-

ent directions take different paths, in an optical system
consisting of two spinning cavities coupled indirectly by
two common drop-filter waveguides. Based on the spa-
tially separated transmission scheme, we demonstrated
a purely quantum nonreciprocity (nonreciprocal photon
blockade) by considering the Kerr nonlinear interaction
in one of the cavities (left cavity). Even more inter-
estingly, the nonreciprocal photon blockade is enhanced
nonreciprocally, i.e., the nonreciprocal photon blockade
is enhanced when the photons transport in one direction
but suppressed in the reverse direction. We have iden-
tified that the nonreciprocal enhancement of the photon
blockade is induced by the destructive or constructive
interference between two paths for two photons pass-
ing through the whole system. The spinning cavities
may also work when they contain other nonlinear inter-
actions, such as second-order nonlinearity [69–71], op-
tomechanical interaction [72–74], or atom-cavity interac-
tion [75–79], to achieve more quantum nonreciprocal ef-
fects, e.g., nonreciprocal entanglement [59–62] and nonre-
ciprocal squeezing [63–66]. Moreover, the spatially sepa-
rated transmission scheme may also be extended to study
other nonreciprocal effects, such as nonreciprocal cool-
ing [101–103], nonreciprocal lasing [104–108], and nonre-
ciprocal (topology) energy band by considering a array
of cavities [109–112].
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