arXiv:2407.11339v1 [physics.optics] 16 Jul 2024

Nonreciprocal Single-Photon Band Structure in a Coupled-Spinning-Resonator chain

Jing Li,^{1, 2} Ya Yang,^3 Xun-Wei Xu,^{1, 2} Jing Lu,^{1, 2} Hui Jing,^{1, 2} and Lan Zhou^{1, 2, ∗} 1Key Laboratory of Low-Dimension Quantum Structures and Quantum Control of Ministry of Education, Key Laboratory for Matter Microstructure and Function of Hunan Province, Synergetic Innovation Center for Quantum Effects and Applications, Xiangjiang-Laboratory and Department of Physics, Hunan Normal University, Changsha 410081, China 2Institute of Interdisciplinary Studies, Hunan Normal University, Changsha, 410081, China 3School of Physics and Chemistry, Hunan First Normal University, Changsha 410205, China (Dated: July 18, 2024)

We analyze the single-photon band structure and the transport of a single photon in a one-dimensional coupled-spinning-resonator chain. The time-reversal symmetry of the resonators chain is broken by the spinning of the resonators, instead of external or synthetic magnetic field. Two nonreciprocal single-photon band gaps can be obtained in the coupled-spinning-resonator chain, whose width depends on the angular velocity of the spinning resonator. Based on the nonreciprocal band gaps, we can implement a single photon circulator at multiple frequency windows, and the direction of photon cycling is opposite for different band gaps. In addition, reciprocal single-photon band structures can also be realized in the coupled-spinning-resonator chain when all resonators rotate in the same direction with equal angular velocity. Our work open a new route to achieve, manipulate, and switch nonreciprocal or reciprocal single-photon band structures, and provides new opportunities to realize novel single-photon devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

In optical systems, optical nonreciprocity plays a key role in guiding optical flow and protecting optical elements from backscattered light. In the fields of classical[1, 2] and quantum computing[3, 4], communication[5, 6], and sensing[7– 11], increasingly complex photonic integrated circuits require controllable, on-chip nonreciprocal forms. With the continuous evolution of photonic integrated circuits towards greater intricacy, the demand for customizable on-chip non-reciprocal functionalities is more pronounced than ever. One of the most basic requirements for realizing nonreciprocal transmission in optical systems is to break the symmetry of time inversion[12]. Traditionally, nonreciprocal devices leaned on ferromagnetic materials, harnessing the Faraday rotation effect to disturb time reversal symmetry. Nonetheless, this approach grapples with intricate procedures and the necessity for potent magnetic fields, posing challenges for achieving on-chip integration of optical nonreciprocal devices. Over recent years, researchers have unveiled a myriad of innovative theoretical frameworks and experimental methodologies aimed at circumventing the stringent limitations imposed by magnetic fields and attaining optical nonreciprocal, such as optical nonlinearity [13–20], spatiotemporal modulation of the medium[21–23], optomechanical resonators[24–26], spinning resonators[27–31], chiral quantum optical systems[32– 37], and non-Hermitian systems[38–47].

Previous research has mainly focused on the theoretical and experimental research of nonreciprocal isolators[48–54]. However, the exploration of nonreciprocal photonic band gaps has been relatively limited. In recent studies, attention has been directed towards investigating nonreciprocal single photon band structures by exploring the chiral coupling between

∗ zhoulan@hunnu.edu.cn

one-dimensional coupled resonator optical waveguides and two-level quantum emitter arrays[55]. Another approach involves achieving nonreciprocal optical band gaps through a one-dimensional optomechanical resonator array[56]. Both methods exploit the presence of two degenerate modes in the whispering-gallery-mode (WGM) resonator, with one mode being selectively coupled with the external field to realize a nonreciprocal single photon band gap. Inspired by these findings, we propose using a rotating resonator chain to achieve a photonic band structure with nonreciprocity. The Sagnac- Fizeau shift due to rotation breaks the energy degeneracy of the two modes in the WGM resonator, resulting in nonreciprocity of photon transport. By studying the different rotation modes in a single cell in the resonator chain, we show the different photonic band structures. The characteristics of photon transport are analyzed through the band structure.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the Hamiltonians and the band structure of coupled rotating resonator chain. In Sec. III, we use Schrödinger equation to write out the matrix of transmission probability amplitude, and report and analyze the photon transmission spectrum. The conclusions are presented in Sec. IV

II. MODEL AND ITS BAND STRUCTURE

Two waveguides labeled a and b respectively form a four port arrangement with each port labeled with the numbers 1-4 as shown in Fig. 1. A forward-propagating (backwardpropagating) photon with group velocity v_g are created by the bosoinc field operator â^†_{Fx (Bx)}(b̂^†_{Fx (Bx)}) along the waveguide a (b) at position x. A finite-length chain with N unit cells of WGM microresonators is sandwiched between two waveguides, each lossless resonator supports a degenerate pair of clockwise (CW) and counterclockwise (CCW) propagatingwave modes with the frequency ω_c. The resonators are divided into f and d sublattice groups, the CW (CCW) mode in

FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Schematic of a 1D spinning WGM microresonators array with N unit cells and the input-output waveguides. Dashed boxes indicate the unit cells. (b) The chain for the forward-input case. (c) The chain for the backward-input case.

f resonator couples to the CCW (CW) modes in d resonator with strength J. When the WGM rotates at an angular velocity Ω_β, the rotation-induced Sagnac-Fizeau shift

Δ_{Fβ} = nRΩ_βω_c c � 1 − 1 n^2 − λ n dn dλ � , (β = f, d) (1)

is introduced, where n (R) expresses the refractive index (radius) of the resonator and c (λ) represents the speed (wavelength) of light in vacuum, Ω_β > 0 (Ω_β < 0) indicates CW (CCW) rotation of the resonator. The dispersion term dn/dλ, characterizing the relativistic origin of the Sagnac shift, is relatively small in typical materials (∼ 1%)[57].

Light launched into port 1 or 4 (2 or 3), i.e. forward-input (backward-input) case, drives the CW (CCW) mode in the f resonator and the CCW (CW) mode in the d resonator, which is referred as CW_f −CCW_d (CCW_f −CW_d) supermodes. Under the rotating wave approximation, the total Hamiltonian Ĥ = Ĥ_1 + Ĥ_2 is the sum of two parts,, the first part

Ĥ_1 = N� j=1 ω_{f,cw} f̂^†_{j,cw} f̂_{j,cw} + N� j=1 ω_{d,ccw}d̂^†_{j,ccw}d̂_{j,ccw}

−iv_g � dxâ^†_{Fx} ∂ ∂x â_{Fx} − iv_g � dxb̂^†_{Fx} ∂ ∂x b̂_{Fx}

+J N� j=1 � f̂^†_{j,cw}d̂_{j,ccw} + H.c. � + J N−1� j=1 � d̂^†_{j,ccw} f̂_{j+1,cw} + H.c. �

+g_a � â^†_{F0} f̂_{1,cw} + H.c. � + g_b � b̂^†_{F0}d̂_{N,ccw} + H.c. � , (2)

depicts the forward-input case and the backward-input case is described by

Ĥ_2 = N� j=1 ω_{f,ccw} f̂^†_{j,ccw} f̂_{j,ccw} + N� j=1 ω_{d,cw}d̂^†_{j,cw}d̂_{j,cw}

+iv_g � dxâ^†_{Bx} ∂ ∂x â_{Bx} + iv_g � dxb̂^†_{Bx} ∂ ∂x b̂_{Bx}

+J N� j=1 � f̂^†_{j,ccw}d̂_{j,cw} + H.c. � + J N−1� j=1 � d̂^†_{j,cw} f̂_{j+1,ccw} + H.c. �

+g_a � â^†_{B0} f̂_{1,ccw} + H.c. � + g_b � b̂^†_{B0}d̂_{N,cw} + H.c. � , (3)

where ω_{β,cw} = ω_c − Δ_{Fβ} and ω_{β,ccw} = ω_c + Δ_{Fβ}, g_a (g_b) is the coupling strength between f_1 (d_N ) resonator and waveguide a (b). By applying the Fourier transform to the supermodes with the periodic boundary condition, the dispersion relation

ω^±_{1k} = ω_c +

Δ_{Fd} − Δ_{F f} 2 ± � 4J^2 cos^2 k 2 + � Δ_{Fd} + Δ_{F f}

�_2 4 , is obtained for the CW_f −CCW_d supermode with wave number k ∈ [0, 2π] as well as

ω^±_{2k} = ω_c −

Δ_{Fd} − Δ_{F f} 2 ± � 4J^2 cos^2 k 2 + � Δ_{Fd} + Δ_{F f}

�_2 4 . for the CCW_f − CW_d supermode. So there are two bands for CW_f − CCW_d (CCW_f − CW_d) supermode: one at the frequencies between ω^+_{10}(ω^+_{20}) and ω^+_{1π}(ω^+_{2π}), the other between ω^−_{10}(ω^−_{20}) and ω^−_{1π}(ω^−_{2π}). The band structure of the total system is determined by the rotating direction and magnitude. In Figs.2(a)-(e), we have plotted the single-photon band structures of supermodes in different rotation directions and magnitudes. The red (blue) line indicates that the CW_f − CCW_d (CCW_f − CW_d) supermode is excited. For static resonators, besides energies that excite CW_f − CCW_d supermode and CCW_f − CW_d supermode are degenerate ω^±_{1k} = ω^±_{2k}, the upper band (red line) touches the lower one at k = π, see Fig. 2(a). It displays a band with size � �ω^+_{10} − ω^−_{1π} � �. The rotation induces gaps between the bands. When all the resonators rotate in the same direction with the same angular velocity (i.e., Ω_f = Ω_d � 0), only a gap with width 2Δ_{F f} appears in the total system and the bands of both CW_f − CCW_d supermode and CCW_f − CW_d supermode are degenerate, see Fig. 2(b). When one of the rotating velocities in either the f sublattice or d sublattice decreases (e.g., Ω_f > Ω_d > 0), the gap of the total system becomes smaller since the two upper bands ω^+_{1k} and ω^+_{2k} are partially degenerate, so do the two lower bands, see Fig. 2(c). When the angular velocity in either sublattices decreases to zero, for example, all d resonators are stationary and all f resonators rotate clockwise, the gap of the total system disappears as the red solid line touches the the blue dashed line in Fig. 2(d), however, the gap still remains for each supermode, the width of the band gap is Δ_{F f} , see the area between either the red lines or the blue lines in Fig. 2(d). As Ω_d decreases untill Ω_d = −Ω_f , i.e., all resonators of the f sublattice rotate clockwise and all resonators of the d sublattice rotate counterclockwise, we obtain two homogeneous coupled resonator arrays. In this case, there is no gap in the total system and no gap in either supermodes, and the supermodes are partially degenerate. As Ω_d decreases further, three bound gaps can be observed, see Fig. 2(e). In Fig. 2(f), we have plotted the variation of the energy with the Sagnac-Fizeau displacement for one supermode, it shows that the width of the gap increases as the magnitude of the angular velocity increase.

III. NONRECIPROCAL SINGLE-PHOTON BAND GAP

In this section, we examine the transmission of finite-length resonators in a supermode for a monochromatic photon incoming through port i into port j with amplitude denoted by t_{i→ j} (i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4). The transmission probability from port i to port j

T_{i→ j} = |t_{i→ j}|^2. (4)

is defined as the square norm of its corresponding amplitude. When the CW_f − CCW_d supermode is excited, the photon can not propagate from port 1 (4) to ports 1 and 4, i.e. T_{1→1} = T_{1→4} = 0 (T_{4→4} = T_{4→1} = 0) because the modes that photons entering from port 1 (4) cannot be coupled to the CCW (CW) mode of the f (d) resonator due to the direction of the photon momentum in the opposite direction. So the relation T_{1→2} + T_{1→3} = 1 (T_{4→3} + T_{4→2} = 1) guarantees the probability conservation for the incident photon. When the CCW_f − CW_d is excited, the photon can not travel from port 2 (3) to ports 2 and 3, so the transmission probability T_{2→2} = T_{2→3} = 0 (T_{3→3} = T_{3→2} = 0).

In the single excitation subspace, the corresponding eigenvectors of Hamiltonian Ĥ_1 and Ĥ_2 read

|ψ_1⟩ = � j C_{j,cw} f̂^†_{j,cw} |∅⟩ + � j D_{j,ccw}d̂^†_{j,ccw} |∅⟩ + � dxA_F (x) â^†_{Fx} |∅⟩ + � dxB_F (x) b̂^†_{Fx} |∅⟩ ,

|ψ_2⟩ = � j C_{j,ccw} f̂^†_{j,ccw} |∅⟩ + � j D_{j,cw}d̂^†_{j,cw} |∅⟩ + � dxA_B (x) â^†_{Bx} |∅⟩ + � dxB_B (x) b̂^†_{Bx} |∅⟩ , (5)

where C_{j,α} and D_{j,α} are the probability amplitudes to find a photon in the α-mode of the jth resonator in the f sublattice and d sublattice, A_{F(B)} (x) and B_{F(B)} (x) stand for the excitation amplitudes in waveguide a and b respectively, which contain just a single photon in the forward-propagating (backward-propagating) field mode at position x. Ket |∅⟩ is the ground state of the total system. Substituting Eq.(5) into the Schrödinger equation Ĥ |ψ⟩ = E |ψ⟩, we obtain the equation � Δ + Δ_{F f} � C_{j,cw} = JD_{j,ccw} + g_aA_F (0) δ_{j,1} + JD_{j−1,ccw}Θ ( j − 1) , (Δ − Δ_{Fd} ) D_{j,ccw} = JC_{j,cw} + g_bB_F (0) δ_{j,N} + JC_{j+1,cw}Θ (N − j) ,

(Δ + ω_c) A_F (x) = g_aC_{1,cw}δ (x) − iv_g

∂A_R (x) ∂x , (Δ + ω_c) B_F (x) = g_bD_{N,ccw}δ (x) − iv_g

∂B_R (x) ∂x . (6)

for the amplitudes C_{j,cw}, D_{j,ccw}, A_F (x) and B_F (x) in the forward-input case, and � Δ − Δ_{F f} � C_{j,ccw} = JD_{j,cw} + JD_{j−1,cw}Θ ( j − 1) + g_aA_B (0) δ_{j,1}, (Δ + Δ_{Fd} ) D_{j,cw} = JC_{j,ccw} + JC_{j+1,ccw}Θ (N − j) + g_b B_B (0) δ_{j,N} ,

(Δ + ω_c) B_B (x) = g_bD_{N,cw}δ (x) + iv_g

∂B_L (x) ∂x , (Δ + ω_c) A_B (x) = g_aC_{1,ccw}δ (x) + iv_g

∂A_L (x) ∂x . (7)

for the amplitudes C_{j,ccw}, D_{j,cw}, A_B(x) and B_B(x) in the backward-input case, where detuning Δ = E − ω_c. For a photon incident from port 1, the wavefunctions of waveguides a and b in the real space can be expressed as

A_F (x) = e^{i Evg x} (θ (−x) + t_{1→2}θ (x)) , (8a)

B_F (x) = e^{i Evg x}t_{1→3}θ (x) . (8b)

where θ (±x) is a step function. Applying the ansatz in Eq. (8) into Eq. (6), we obtain the relation of transmission amplitudes t_{1→2} and t_{1→3} with probability amplitudes C_{j,cw} and D_{j,ccw} of the resonators, a system of 2 (N + 1) linear equations, which allow us to write out its matrix form as follows

FIG. 2. (Color online) Single-photon band structure (a)-(e). The energy detuning versus Sagnac-Fizeau shift Δ_{F f} , when all d resonators are

stationary and all f resonators rotate in (f). The red line indicates that the CW_f − CCW_d supermode is excited. The blue line indicates that the

CCW_f − CW_d supermode is driven. The parameters are setting as follow: (a) Ω_f = Ω_d = 0, (b) Ω_f = Ω_d = 100kHz,(c)Ω_f = 100 kHz, Ω_d = 50

kHz, (d)Ω_f = 100 kHz, Ω_d = 0, or Ω_f = 0, Ω_d = −100 kHz , and (d) Ω_f = 300 kHz, Ω_d = −700 kHz. Other parameters can be found in the

main text.

� � � � � � � � � � �

−1 0 −^{ga}_2 0 . . 0 0

� � � � � � � � � � � 2(N+1)×1

=

� � � � � � � � � � � � �

−1 0^{ga}_{ivg} 0 · · · 0 0

0 −1 0 0 · · · 0^{gb}_{ivg}

g_a

2 0 −Δ_{F f} − Δ J · · · 0 0

0 0 J Δ_{Fd} − Δ .. . 0 0 . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . 0 0 0 0 · · · −Δ_{F f} − Δ J

0^{gb}_2 0 0 · · · J Δ_{Fd} − Δ

� � � � � � � � � � � � � 2(N+1)×2(N+1)

� � � � � � � � � � � t_{1→2}

t_{1→3}

C_{1,cw}

D_{1,ccw} . . C_{N,cw}

D_{N,ccw}

� � � � � � � � � � � 2(N+1)×1

(8c)

For light launched into port 4, the forward-propagating mode

only interacts with the CW_f − CCW_d supermode, we have

trasmission ampliudes t_{4→3} = t_{1→2} and t_{4→2} = t_{1→3}. For a

photon incident from port 2, it is possible to propagate freely

to port 1 and be directed to port 4, so the ansatz for the amplitudes in waveguide a and b reads

A_B (x) = e^{−i Evg x} (θ (x) + t_{2→1}θ (−x)) , (9a)

B_B (x) = e^{−i Evg x}t_{2→4}θ (−x) . (9b)

The continuity of wave functions give us a system of 2 (N + 1)

linear equations for amplitudes

FIG. 3. (Color online) Single-photon transmission probability trough a chain of 2N = 20 resonators. In (a), all resonators are stationary. In

(b), all resonators rotate in the same direction and size. In (c-f), all f resonators rotate and all d resonator are stationary. The parameters are

setting as follow: (a) Ω_f = Ω_d = 0; (b) Ω_f = Ω_d = 100 kHz; (c, d) Ω_f = 100 kHz, Ω_d = 0, (e, f) Ω_f = 100 kHz, Ω_d = 0, J = ω_c/(4Q). Other

parameters can be found in the main text.

� � � � � � � � � � �

−1 0 −^{ga}_2 0 . . 0 0

� � � � � � � � � � � 2(N+1)×1

=

� � � � � � � � � � � � �

−1 0^{ga}_{ivg} 0 · · · 0 0

0 −1 0 0 · · · 0^{gb}_{ivg}

g_a

2 0 Δ_{F f} − Δ J · · · 0 0

0 0 J −Δ_{Fd} − Δ .. . 0 0 . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . 0 0 0 0 · · · Δ_{F f} − Δ J

0^{gb}_2 0 0 · · · J −Δ_{Fd} − Δ

� � � � � � � � � � � � � 2(N+1)×2(N+1)

� � � � � � � � � � � t_{2→1}

t_{2→4}

C_{1,ccw}

D_{1,cw} . . C_{N,ccw}

D_{N,cw}

� � � � � � � � � � � 2(N+1)×1

(10) in the backward case. For light launched into port 3, it is possible for a photon to occur in ports 1 and 4, we have trasmission ampliudes t_{3→4} = t_{2→1} and t_{3→1} = t_{2→4} since only CW_d − CCW_f supermode is involved in the interaction.

In Fig. 3, we plot the transmission probability from port i to port j with N = 10 unit cells by numerically solving Eqs. (8c) and (10). In our caculations, we have selected the experimentally feasible parameters[58–60]: Q = 3 × 10^7, R = 40 μm, n = 1, 4, λ = 1.55 × 10^{−6}, ω_c = 2πc/λ, g_a = g_b = 9ω_c/(5Q), and J = ω_c/(2Q). Photons coming from port 1 is possible for a photon to hop to the CW_f − CCW_d supermode. The supermode mediates photons to be routed from one wavegiude to the other, see Figs. 3. When all the resonators are static, there are 2N peaks equal to one in the transmission T_{1→3} (T_{3→1}) and dips equal to zero in T_{1→2} (T_{2→1}), as shown in Figs. 3(a,b). An incoming photon whose frequency is resonant with that of a supermode might go straight and be re-emitted after absorption, and destructive interference between this two paths is possible. A direct consequence of this destructive interference is that the incoming photon in waveguide a (b) is redirected into the other waveguide b (a) with maximum probability. Transmissions T_{i→ j} = T_{j→i} displayed in Figs. 3(a) indicates the reciprocity of photon transmissions, which is originated from the energy degeneracy of CW and CCW modes in each resonator. In this case, the bands of supermodes are maximally overlapped as shown in Fig. 2(a). When the rotational angular velocities of all resonators are the same direction and magnitude (Ω_d = Ω_f � 0), the transmission is divided into two regions of oscillating transmission separated by a band gap, as shown in Fig. 3(b). Meanwhile, when the energy of the incoming photon is inside the band gap, the photon travels straightly along its launched waveguide, see the transmissions in the blue shadows of Fig. 3(b). Here, the energy of two supermodes is degenerate as shown in Fig. 2(b) and photon transport is also reciprocal. However, when all f resonators and all d resonators rotate in opposite directions and their rotational angular velocities are equal (|Ω_f | = |Ω_d| � 0), we obtain two homogeneous coupled resonator chain whose photon transport is nonreciprocal. In this case, the energy of two supermodes is not degenerate. So, breaking the energy degeneracy of two supermodes results in the nonreciprocity. In Fig. 3(c-f), we plot the transport spectrum for all f resonators rotating clockwise and all d resonators static, where the blue solid line indicates that the CW_f − CCW_d supermode is excited, and the red dashed line indicates that the CCW_f − CW_d supermode is driven. Here, the photon transport is nonreciprocal, see transmission T_{i→ j} � T_{j→i} in Fig. 3(c,d) in which the energy spectra of supermodes are similar to that of Fig. 2(d). As the coupling strength between resonator decreases, the width of each band becomes smaller but the two band gaps remain unchanged. Figure 3(e,f) is plotted by keeping parameters same to those in Fig. 3(c,d) but decreasing the coupling strength J. The nonreciprocity within the band gap becomes perfect in Fig. 3(e,f) in contrast with that in Fig. 3(c,d), see the small circles in Fig. 3(e,f). For example, the transmission probability T_{1→2} = 1 and T_{2→1} � 0 at the same frequency point in Fig. 3(c,d), however, T_{1→2} = 1 and T_{2→1} = 0 in Fig. 3(e,f) at several frequency points. Each supermode can open a band gap, so there are two gaps here. Each band gap can find multiple frequency points to realize the photon circulator, and the direction of the photon cycle in the two band gaps is opposite. When a photon with energy within the band gaps is launched into those waveguide ports (input ports 1 and 4) for which it is supposed to excite the CW_f − CCW_d supermode, it remains in its initial waveguide, however, for the two other input ports (input ports 2 and 3), the light couples to the CCW_f − CW_d supermode and can be transferred to the other waveguide. Overall, a photon with energy located at the small red circles in Fig. 3(c,d) form a circulator that routes light with direction 1 → 2 → 4 → 3 → 1. A circulator with reversed operation direction 2 → 1 → 3 → 4 → 2 is indicated by the small blue circles in Fig. 3(c,d).

IV. CONCLUSION

We studied a four-port device consisting of two waveguides and a coupled-spinning-resonator chain. The rotating resonator chain has two supermodes, therefore there are two band structures. By adjusting the rotational angular velocity and direction of the resonator, we can determine the band structure. If the energy bands of two supermodes completely overlap, photon transmission is reciprocal; If some parts do not overlap, photon transmission is nonreciprocal. By adjusting the coupling strength between resonators, we can achieve a perfect nonreciprocal photonic band gap. Here, there are two perfect nonreciprocal photon band gaps. Within the band gap range, there are multiple frequency windows that can be used to demonstrate multi-frequency single-photon circulators, and the direction of the circulator is opposite in different band gaps. The coupled-spinning-resonator chain with nonreciprocal single-photon band structure can be used to design novel nonreciprocal single-photon devices, which may have various applications in quantum communication and optical sensing.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grants No. 11935006, No. 12075082, No. 12247105, No. 12064010), the science and technology innovation Program of Hunan Province (Grants No. 2020RC4047, No. 2022RC1203), National Key R&D Program of China (No. 2024YFE0102400) and the Hunan Provincial major Sci-Tech Program (Grant No. 2023ZJ1010).

[1] Y. C. Shen, N. C. Harris, S. Skirlo, M. Prabhu, T. Baehr-Jones, M. Hochberg, X. Sun, S. J. Zhao, H. Larochelle, D. Englund, and M. Soljačić, Nat. Photonics 11, 441 (2017).

[2] J. Feldmann, N. Youngblood, M. Karpov, H. Gehring, X. Li, M. Stappers, M. L. Gallo, X. Fu, A. Lukashchuk, A. S. Raja, J. Q. Liu, C. D. Wright, A. Sebastian, T. J. Kippenberg, W. H. P. Pernice, and H. Bhaskaran, Nature 589, 52 (2021).

[3] A. Sipahigil, R. E. Evans, D. D. Sukachev, M. J. Burek, J. Borregaard, M. K. Bhaskar, C. T. Nguyen, J. L. Pacheco, H. A. Atikian, C. Meuwly, R. M. Camacho, F. Jelezko, E. Bielejec, H. Park, M. Lončar, and M. D. Lukin, Science 354, 847 (2016).

[4] G. Moody and et al., J. Phys. Photonics 4, 012501 (2022). [5] G. Roelkens, L. Liu, D. Liang, R. Jones, A. W. Fang, B. R.

Koch, and J. E. Bowers, Laser & Photonics Rev. 4 (2010). [6] A. J. Rizzo, A. Novick, V. Gopal, B. Y. Kim, X. C. Ji, S. Daudlin, Y. Okawachi, Q. X. Cheng, M. Lipson, A. L. Gaeta, and K. Bergman, Nat. Photonics 17, 781 (2023).

[7] L. Y. Bao, B. Qi, D. Y. Dong, and F. Nori, Phys. Rev. A 103, 042418 (2021).

[8] Ş. K. Özdemir, S. Rotter, F. Nori, and L. Yang, Nat. Mater. 18, 783 (2019).

[9] J. Wiersig, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 203901 (2014). [10] S. Sunada, Phys. Rev. A 96, 033842 (2017).

[11] W. Zhao, S. D. Zhang, A. Miranowicz, and H. Jing, Sci. China- Phys. Mech. Astron. 63, 224211 (2020).

[12] L. J. Aplet and J. W. Carson, Appl. Opt. 3, 544 (1964). [13] B. Peng, Ş. K. Özdemir, F. C. Lei, F. Monifi, M. Gianfreda, G. L. Long, S. H. Fan, F. Nori, C. M. Bender, and L. Yang, Nat. Phys. 10, 394 (2014).

[14] Q. T. Cao, H. M. Wang, C. H. Dong, H. Jing, R. S.

Liu, X. Chen, L. Ge, Q. H. Gong, and Y. F. Xiao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 033901 (2017).

[15] S. C. Zhang, Y. Q. Hu, G. W. Lin, Y. P. Niu, K. Xia, J. Gong, and S. Gong, Nat. Photonics 12, 744 (2018).

[16] K. Y. Xia, F. Nori, and M. Xiao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 203602 (2018).

[17] P. F. Yang, X. W. Xia, H. He, S. K. Li, X. Han, P. Zhang, G. Li, P. F. Zhang, J. P. Xu, Y. P. Yang, and T. C. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 233604 (2019).

[18] 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, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 033517 (2020).

[19] L. Tang, J. S. Tang, H. D. Wu, J. Zhang, M. F. Xiao, and K. Y.

Xia, Photonics Res. (2021).

[20] L. Tang, J. S. Tang, M. Y. Chen, F. Nori, M. Xiao, and K. Y.

Xia, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 083604 (2022).

[21] D. W. Wang, H. T. Zhou, M. J. Guo, J. X. Zhang, J. Evers, and S. Y. Zhu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 093901 (2013).

[22] S. A. R. Horsley, J. H. Wu, M. Artoni, and G. C. La Rocca, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 223602 (2013).

[23] D. Sounas and A. Alu, Nat. Photonics 11 (2017). [24] M. Hafezi and P. Rabl, Opt. Express 20, 7672 (2012). [25] 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, Nat. Photonics 10, 657 (2016).

[26] F. Ruesink, M. A. Miri, A. Alù, and E. Verhagen, Nat. Commun. 7, 13662 (2016).

[27] S. Maayani, R. Dahan, Y. Kligerman, E. Moses, A. U. Hassan, H. Jing, F. Nori, D. N. Christodoulides, and T. Carmon, Nature (London) 558, 569 (2018).

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

[29] H. Jing, H. Lü, S. K. Özdemir, T. Carmon, and F. Nori, Optica 5, 1424 (2018).

[30] A. Graf, S. D. Rogers, J. Staffa, U. A. Javid, D. H. Griffith, and Q. Lin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 213605 (2022).

[31] J. X. Liu, Y. F. Jiao, Y. Li, X. W. Xu, Q. Y. He, and H. Jing, Sci. China-Phys. Mech. Astron. 66, 230312 (2023).

[32] C. Sayrin, C. Junge, R. Mitsch, B. Albrecht, D. O’Shea, P. Schneeweiss, J. Volz, and A. Rauschenbeutel, Phys. Rev. X 5, 041036 (2015).

[33] K. Y. Xia, G. W. Lu, G. W. Lin, Y. Q. Cheng, Y. P. Niu, S. Q.

Gong, and J. Twamley, Phys. Rev. A 90, 043802 (2014). [34] M. Scheucher, A. Hilico, E. Will, J. Volz, and A. Rauschenbeutel, Science 354, 1577 (2016).

[35] P. Lodahl, S. Mahmoodian, S. Stobbe, A. Rauschenbeutel, P. Schneeweiss, J. Volz, H. Pichler, and P. Zoller, Nature 541, 473 (2016).

[36] M. Jalali Mehrabad, A. P. Foster, R. Dost, E. Clarke, P. K. Patil, A. M. Fox, M. S. Skolnick, and L. R. Wilson, Optica 7, 1690 (2020).

[37] 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, Sci. Adv. 7, eabe8924 (2021).

[38] X. Y. Lü, H. Jing, J. Y. Ma, and Y. Wu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 253601 (2015).

[39] C. E. Rüter, K. G. Makris, R. El-Ganainy, D. N.

Christodoulides, M. Segev, and D. Kip, Nat. Phys. 6, 192 (2010).

[40] J. H. Wu, M. Artoni, and G. C. La Rocca, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 123004 (2014).

[41] N. Bender, S. Factor, J. D. Bodyfelt, H. Ramezani, D. N.

Christodoulides, F. M. Ellis, and T. Kottos, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 234101 (2013).

[42] B. Peng, Ş. K. Özdemir, F. C. Lei, F. Monifi, M. Gianfreda, G. L. Long, S. H. Fan, F. Nori, C. M. Bender, and L. Yang, Nat. Phys. 10, 394 (2014).

[43] L. Chang, X. S. Jiang, S. Y. Hua, C. Yang, J. M.

Wen, L. Jiang, G. Y. Li, G. Z. Wang, and M. Xiao, Nat. Photonics 8, 524 (2014).

[44] H. L. Zhang, R. Huang, S. D. Zhang, Y. Li, C. W. Qiu, F. Nori, and H. Jing, Nano Lett. 20, 7594 (2020).

[45] F. F. Wang, X. X. Niu, X. Y. Hu, T. G. Gu, X. Y. Wang, J. H. Yang, H. Yang, Y. T. Ao, S. F. Wang, and Q. H. Gong, Phys. Rev. Appl. (2020).

[46] D. W. Wang, H. T. Zhou, M. j. Guo, J. X. Zhang, J. Evers, and S. Y. Zhu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 9, 093901 (2012).

[47] X. W. Xu, J. Q. Liao, H. Jing, and L. M. Kuang, Sci. China-Phys. Mech. Astron. 66, 100312 (2023).

[48] D. Roy, Phys. Rev. A 96, 033838 (2017).

[49] C. C. Xia, X. B. Yan, X. D. Tian, and F. Gao, Opt. Commun. 451, 197 (2019).

[50] D. Jalas, A. Petrov, M. Eich, W. Freude, S. H. Fan, Z. F.

Yu, R. Baets, M. Popović, A. Melloni, J. D. Joannopoulos, M. Vanwolleghem, C. R. Doerr, and H. Renner, Nat. Photonics 7, 579 (2013).

[51] B. J. H. Stadler and T. Mizumoto, IEEE Photonics J. 6, 1 (2014).

[52] Y. S. Zhou, F. Ruesink, S. Gertler, H. T. Cheng, M. Pavlovich, E. Kittlaus, A. L. Starbuck, A. J. Leenheer, A. T. Pomerene, D. C. Trotter, C. Dallo, K. M. Musick, E. Garcia, R. Reyna, A. L. Holterhoff, M. Gehl, A. Kodigala, J. Bowers, M. Eichenfield, N. T. Otterstrom, A. L. Lentine, and P. Rakich, Phys. Rev. X 14, 021002 (2024).

[53] D. L. Sounas and A. Alù, Phys. Rev. B 97, 115431 (2018). [54] H. Takeda and S. John, Phys. Rev. A 78, 023804 (2008). [55] J. S. Tang, W. Nie, L. Tang, M. Y. Chen, X. Su, Y. Q. Lu, F. Nori, and K. Y. Xia, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 203602 (2022).

[56] N. Hu, Z. X. Tang, and X. W. Xu, Phys. Rev. A 108, 063516 (2023).

[57] G. B. Malykin, Phys.-Usp. 43, 1229 (2000).

[58] H. Lü, Y. J. Jiang, Y. Z. Wang, and H. Jing, Photonics Res. 5, 367 (2017).

[59] I. S. Grudinin, H. Lee, O. Painter, and K. J. Vahala, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 104, 083901 (2010).

[60] Z. J. Yang, F. Gao, X. H. Shi, X. Lin, Z. Gao, Y. D. Chong, and B. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 114301 (2015).