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A passive loudspeaker mounted in a duct acts as a reciprocal scatterer for plane
waves impinging on either of its sides. However, the reciprocity can be broken
by means of an asymmetric electroacoustic feedback which supplies to the loud-
speaker a signal picked-up from a microphone facing only one of its sides. This
simple modification offers new opportunities for the control and manipulation
of sound waves. In this paper, we investigate the scattering features of a pair of
such actively controlled loudspeakers connected by means of a short and nar-
row duct. The theoretical and experimental results demonstrate that by tuning
the feedback loops, the system exhibits several exotic effects, which include an
asymmetric reflectionless configuration with one-way transmission or absorp-
tion, a directional amplifier with an isolation of 42dB, and a quasi CPA-lasing
configuration. All of these effects were achieved using a single setup in the
subwavelength regime, highlighting the versatility of such an asymmetrically
active scatterer.
©2024 Acoustical Society of America. [http://dx.doi.org(DOI number)]
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I. INTRODUCTION

The control of sound waves is an active field
of research, particularly driven by recent de-
velopments on acoustic metamaterials, which
has widely extended the capacity to manipulate
acoustic waves. Such materials can have various
practical applications1,2, including the absorp-
tion of sound waves3–8. To date, most developed
systems retain reciprocity. However, a growing
interest has emerged lately for the development
of nonreciprocal acoustic materials. In contrast
to conventional systems, these materials allow
the unidirectional control of sound waves char-
acterized by an asymmetric wave transmission.

In acoustics, the principle of reciprocity9,10

can be broken by various methods, for instance
by using large-amplitude waves to trigger nonlin-
ear effects11–15, by imposing a temperature dif-
ference across a porous material16–19, by modu-
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lating the medium properties in both space and
time, or by using active control techniques20–30.
Previous applications of these methods have led
to the design of systems featuring transmis-
sion asymmetry, such as acoustic isolators and
circulators27,31–34. However, further studies are
needed to cover all the potential applications,
while also improving the design of non-reciprocal
systems, especially considering their complexity
for experimental implementations. Among the
methods mentioned, active control allows for an
easier manipulation of the acoustic waves8,35–42,
but they can also lead to undesired instabilities
(audio feedback).

In this paper, we introduce a tunable, sub-
wavelength and nonreciprocal acoustic system
which makes use of actively controlled loud-
speakers. Non-reciprocity of a single scatterer
is achieved by using a feedback loop, which con-
sists of a microphone placed close to one side of
a loudspeaker, and which feeds the latter with
an amplified signal proportional to the pressure
measured. The experimental system described
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in the following consists of two identical scat-
terers, each made up of a loudspeaker enclosed
in a cavity and controlled with a feedback loop,
while the two cavities are connected via a nar-
rower duct. A single scatterer can be considered
a building block of a non-Hermitian topologi-
cal system, in which the emergence of the non-
Hermitian skin effect and topological proper-
ties have been previously demonstrated43. Non-
hermitian topological systems44, as discussed
by Ghaemi45, can exhibit compelling scatter-
ing properties by controlling the nonreciprocal
coupling in a periodic network, including coher-
ent perfect absorption, lasing and reflectionless
propagation. In this study, we demonstrate ex-
perimentally the possibility to build a versatile
nonreciprocal acoustic scatterer with given ge-
ometry and components, by only tuning the gain
in each independent feedback loop.

A theoretical description of a simplified ver-
sion of the system is presented in section II, with
an objective which is twofold. The first objective
is to show that for one cell composed of a single
actively controlled loudspeaker, it is possible to
achieve a broadband non reciprocity by provid-
ing a gain in the feedback loop. It is also shown
that by tuning two parameters, namely the feed-
back gain and a change in cross-sectional area,
the cell can act as a nonreciprocal asymmetric
reflectionless two-port and an isolator. The sec-
ond objective is to show that by using two cou-
pled cells, the resulting two-port can keep the
same nonreciprocal properties as for a unique
cell, while the tuning becomes more easy as it
only requires adjusting the gain of each scatterer
separately rather than a gain and the geometry.
It is notably shown that the system can work
as a directional amplifier46, meaning that it not
only acts as an isolator but also provides a trans-
mission gain. Moreover, an additional effect of
CPA-Laser47–51 is enlightened, where the system
can achieve either a strong amplification or a co-
herent perfect absorption of the input power at
the same frequency, depending on the amplitude
and phasing of the input waves. A global picture
of the effects explored in this work is presented
in Fig.1, and an experimental investigation of
such exotic scattering properties is presented in
Sec.III.

FIG. 1. Overview of the effects explored in the
present work.

II. THEORETICAL DESCRIPTION

In this section, we first derive the governing
equation of an active loudspeaker where we show
the possibility of breaking acoustic reciprocity by
supplying to the speaker a current proportional
to the acoustic pressure on one side of the mem-
brane. Then, we investigate an electroacoustic
cell comprising a nonreciprocal active speaker
placed inside a cavity, and we show that the in-
troduction of a cross-sectional area change in ad-
dition to the adequate tuning of the gain allow
to control the scattering coefficients. Finally, we
explore the scattering features of a system com-
prising two electroacoustic cells, where the nu-
merical results shows the possibility to suppress
the reflection in a nonreciprocal system as well
as to build as directional amplifier and a CPA-
laser.

A. breakdown of reciprocity

A loudspeaker mounted inside a duct can be
described as a mass-spring-damper system that
is submitted to two external forces, namely a
one caused by a pressure difference pl − pr be-
tween the left and right sides of the speaker’s
membrane, and another one due to an (active)
electrodynamic force F , as illustrated in Fig.2.
For a traditional moving coil loudspeaker, this
force F stems from the current i that passes a
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coil of length ℓ in the presence of a magnetic
field B. When an acoustic wave propagating
along the duct axis arrives on a passive speaker
(i.e., F = 0), the latter just acts as a simple
oscillator described as a rigid membrane with a
mass Mm and a surface area Sm, and a stiffness
Km and mechanical resistance Rm. The trans-
mission/reflection/absorption of incident waves
by the passive loudspeaker can be easily derived
in terms of its scattering matrix. Now, if the
speaker is active F = Bℓi, the electrodynami-
cal force can be used to alter the acoustic field.
The velocity v of the loudspeaker’s membrane is
obtained by applying Newton’s second law and
writes as25,52,

Zlv = (pl − pr) +
Bℓ

Sm

i, (1)

where Zl = 1
Sm

(Rm + jωMm + Km

jω
) is the

impedance of the loudspeaker, j2 = −1, and Bℓ
is the electrodynamic force factor.

One way to control the speaker is to use
an electroacoustic feedback loop, such that the
loudspeaker is supplied with an electric current i
proportional to a pressure measured at one of its
sides, creating an apparent symmetry. Herein,
the microphone measures a pressure pl, which
corresponds to the pressure on the left-hand side
of the loudspeaker (See Fig.2). The signal de-
tected by the microphone then passes through a
amplifier with an adjustable gain G, such that
the amplifier powers the loudspeaker with the
current i = Gpl.

FIG. 2. Schematic of the nonreciprocal electroa-
coustic device.

Hence, Eq.(1) can be reformulated only in
terms of the acoustic variables (p, v). Moreover,
by taking into account the continuity of the ve-
locity v between the left and right side of the
membrane, i.e. v = vℓ = vr, a transfer matrix
M0 can be derived as follows:

(
pr
vr

)
=

(
t −Zl

0 1

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

M0

(
pl
vl

)
, (2)

with

t = 1− GBℓ

Sm

. (3)

It is worth noting that if the amplifier is ac-
tive, G ̸= 0, then the system becomes nonrecip-
rocal, det(M0) ̸= 1. Moreover, as the feedback
loop includes only a static gain, the parameter
t is a real-valued and frequency independent co-
efficient. On the other hand, the loudspeaker
operates as a passive resonator in the absence of
a feedback loop (G = 0).

B. Scattering of one cell

FIG. 3. Schematic of the active electroacoustic ele-
ment placed inside a cavity (of cross-sectional area
Sm) that is connected to two narrower ducts (of
cross-sectional area Sd).

In the following, a single cell is described,
which is based on the feedback control men-
tioned above, but also includes a change in cross-
sectional area on both sides of the loudspeaker,
as described in Fig.3. The system considered
consists of a speaker placed in a compact cavity
of section Sm that is connected to two narrower
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ducts of cross section Sd. As the system is con-
sidered to be compact, the continuity of both
pressure and volume velocity applies at the in-
terface between the duct and the cavity, such
that

Sdv1 = Smvℓ, Sdv2 = Smvr, (4a)

p1 = pℓ, p2 = pr. (4b)

By assuming that the pressure and the velocity
are uniform in both cavities (owing to their com-
pacity). The latter assumption will need to be
revisited later for a more accurate description of
the system.

As a result, by taking into account the con-
tinuity of velocity and the pressure jump [see
Eq.(1)] at the loudspeaker interface, the follow-
ing equation can be obtained,

(jωMm +Rm +
Km

jω
)
Sd

S2
m

v1 = (tp1 − p2). (5)

The pressures p1,2 and velocities v1,2 on both
sides of the two-port can be decomposed in terms
of forward p+ and backward p− traveling waves
as

p = p+ + p− & ρcv = p+ − p−; (6)

where c and ρ are speed of sound and mean den-
sity of the fluid, respectively.

This decomposition is used to find the scat-
tering matrix S, which relates the ingoing waves
(p+1 , p

−
2 ) to the outgoing waves (p−1 , p

+
2 ) in terms

of the scattering coefficients. The scattering
problem writes as

(
p+2
p−1

)
=

(
T+ R−

R+ T−

)(
p+1
p−2

)
, (7)

where the elements of the scattering matrix T+

and R+ (T− & R−) represent the transmission
and reflection coefficient of left (right) impinging
waves, respectively. Using the previous equa-
tions, these coefficients are expressed as follow,

T+ =
2t
α

jω
ω0

1− ω2

ω2
0
+
[

1
Q
+ t+1

α

]
jω
ω0

, (8a)

T− =
2
α
jω
ω0

1− ω2

ω2
0
+
[

1
Q
+ t+1

α

]
jω
ω0

, (8b)

R+ =
1− ω2

ω2
0
+
[

1
Q
− t−1

α

]
jω
ω0

1− ω2

ω2
0
+
[

1
Q
+ t+1

α

]
jω
ω0

, (8c)

R− =
1− ω2

ω2
0
+
[

1
Q
+ t−1

α

]
jω
ω0

1− ω2

ω2
0
+
[

1
Q
+ t+1

α

]
jω
ω0

. (8d)

where ω0 =
√

Km

Mm
, Q = Km

ω0Rm
are the natural an-

gular frequency and the quality factor of the me-
chanical resonator, and where α = Km

ω0ρcSm

Sd

Sm
is a

geometrical coupling parameter which accounts
for the ratio of cross-sectional areas Sm/Sd.

Unsurprisingly, the expressions of the scat-
tering coefficients show that as far as t ̸= 1, the
reciprocity is broken and T+ ̸= T−. Moreover,
as all the coefficients depend on the gain t and on
the change in cross-section through the coupling
parameter α, this opens the way for adjusting
these two parameters to obtain interesting scat-
tering effects.

Following Figure 1, a first objective can be,
for instance, to make the two-port reflectionless
from one side, which can be achieved by set-
ting the numerator to zero in Eq.(8c) such that
R+=0, or in 8d such that R−=0. Hence, by set-
ting R± = 0, we obtain the following complex
valued equation,[

1

Q
± t− 1

α

]
jω

ω0

+ 1− ω2

ω2
0

= 0. (9)

The solutions of Eq.(9) are found by solving the
real and imaginary parts separately, leading to

t = 1± α

Q
, (10a)

ω = ω0. (10b)

As a result, the two-port can be made one-sided
reflectionless at the angular frequency ω0 by ad-
justing either the gain t or the coupling param-
eter α to satisfy Eq.(10a).
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Another objective can be to make the sys-
tem transmissionless from one side (See fig.1),
and Eq.(8a) shows the possibility to block the
transmission of left incident waves by setting
t = 0 such that T+ = 0. Interestingly, the latter
broadband suppression of the transmitted waves
is achieved together with a broadband unitary
reflection R+ = 1, as can be shown by setting
t = 0 in Eq. (8). These broadband effects are
obtained no matter the choice of the coupling
parameter α, such that adjusting this second pa-
rameter can help controlling reflection and trans-
mission from the other side. In particular, α can
be chosen such that scatterer becomes reflection-
less for right incident waves at the angular fre-
quency ω0, leading to the following scattering
matrix,

S(ω0) =

(
0 0

1 1

)
, (11)

with t = 0 and α = Q.
This scattering matrix describes an acoustic

isolator, in which the two-port transmits only
right incident waves, whereas it is fully reflective
from the opposite side.

The two examples above show that such a
system can provide some interesting nonrecipro-
cal scattering effects, obtained by adjusting the
gain t and the parameter α. However, there ex-
ists limitations for the practical implementation
of this system. A first limitation is the fact that,
contrarily to the gain t, the parameter α is a ge-
ometrical parameter which depends on the ratio
Sd/Sm, and it cannot be tuned for a single de-
vice. Moreover, the model presented above is a
simplified model, which notably ignores the pres-
ence of a cavity on both sides of the membrane.
Actually those cavities mostly act as additional
compliances and inertances which impact the
design rules for achieving both reflectionless or
transmissionless configurations, as highlighted in
the Appendix where a more accurate model is
presented.

In order to have a versatile acoustic scatterer
with given geometry and components, we de-
cided to introduce a second electroacoustic cell
which is connected to the first one. This addi-
tional cell serves as an extra degree of freedom
to substitute the parameter α which is typically
fixed. Therefore, if one fixes a geometry and a
loudspeaker (i.e. α,Q, ω0 are set), the new pa-

rameters to tune are the independent gains t1
and t2 of the two electroacoustic cells.

C. Scattering of two cells

FIG. 4. Sketch of the system comprising two elec-
troacoustic cells. This setup corresponds to the one
used experimentally in this study.

a. Simplified model. As mentioned previ-
ously, while a single cell can be used (in prin-
ciple) to break the reciprocity and to control ei-
ther the reflection or the transmission by tun-
ing the gain t and choosing a parameter α, it
is preferable to consider a system consisting of
two cells, so that the additional gain offers a
tunable degree of freedom. In the following, we
first consider a simplified description of a sys-
tem consisting of two unit cells separated by a
duct. This two cell configuration is the one that
will be used in experiments, as shown in Fig.4
which gives a sketch of the experimental setup.
The two active loudspeakers can be controlled
independently, thus offering greater flexibility to
adjust the scattering coefficients.

Similarly to the case of a single cell, we can
derive simplified expressions of the scattering co-
efficients by omitting the impact of the cavities.
Here, if one adjusts the length Ld of the con-
necting duct such that it corresponds to πc/ω0,
namely one half of the wavelength at the res-
onance frequency of the loudspeakers, then the
scattering matrix at ω = ω0 is given by,

S(ω0) =
1

α
Q
+ t1t2+1

t2+1

(
2t1t2

α
Q
+ t1t2−1

t2+1
α
Q
− t1t2−1

t2+1
2

)
.

(12)
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All the scattering coefficients are explicitly
dependent on the gains t1 and t2 of each speaker.
This means that once a geometry and a loud-
speaker are selected (i.e., ω0, Q and α are fixed),
the scattering properties of the system can still
be adjusted with the two parameters t1 and t2,
which can be easily tuned through the gains of
the feedback loops.

FIG. 5. Map of the effects as function of the param-
eters t1 and t2. The markers (star, square, dot and
polygon) represent the experimental configurations
presented in Sec.III.

This simplified expression of the scattering
matrix coefficients indicates that some effects
similar to the ones discussed for one cell can be
obtained. This is achieved by adjusting t1 and
t2, as opposed to t and α in the single cell case.
For instance, if t1 = 0 and 1 + t2 = Q/α then
T+ = 0, R+ = 1, R− = 0 and T− = Q/α.
Yet, this analytical approach is limited since it
does not account for the impact of the cavities.
Therefore, a numerical approach was adopted for
the analysis of the scattering, using the transfer
matrix method presented in the Appendix.

b. Numerical results. We now proceed to a
numerical study of the scattering properties of
the two-port as functions of the frequency and
for different values of the gains t1 and t2. Cal-
culations are performed from a more accurate
model which is described in the Appendix, and
accounts for the impact of the cavities which
were omitted in the simplified model above.
Herein, the aim is to explore the effects discussed

previously with values taken from the experi-
mental apparatus which is described in the next
section. More precisely, three distinct effects are
investigated and a mapping of their occurrence
is given in Fig.5, depending on the choices of t1,2
. The different configurations and their corre-
sponding effects are categorized as follows :

⋆ One-sided Reflectionless. In this config-
uration, at least one of the reflection coef-
ficients approaches zero, R± −→ 0. The nu-
merical results are highlighted with blue or
green surfaces on the map, and correspond
either to a vanishing R+ or a vanishing R−,
respectively. In practice, the system can-
not be perfectly reflectionless, so the map
is generated from the definition of a crite-
rion. Herein, the system is referred to as
reflectionless if the magnitude of a reflec-
tion coefficient is less than R± < 0.05.

⋆ Directional amplifier. This particular
system act as an isolator coupled to an am-
plifier, in which the transmissive port has a
gain A > 1. In the ideal case, the scattering
matrix looks as follows:

S =

(
0 0

1 A

)
. (13)

The configurations that allow to obtain
such a system are mapped with the pink
surface in Fig.5. It was obtained numeri-
cally by imposing conditions on the scatter-
ing coefficients such that the right incident
waves are transmitted with a gain T− > 1
and minimal reflection R− < 0.1. On the
opposite propagation direction, the magni-
tude of the transmission need to be mini-
mized while the reflection should be around
unity. These conditions can be satisfied by
imposing a restriction on the determinant of
the transfer matrix of the system M such
that | det(M)| < 0.1. The resulting mini-

mal isolation factor is 20 log(|T−

T+ |) > 20 dB.

⋆ CPA-Laser. Another effect is the CPA-
lasing which can be investigated from the
singular values σ± of the scattering matrix.
The singular value decomposition satisfies,

S = UΣV†, (14)
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where † stands for the conjugate transpose,
and where U and V are the orthonormal
left and right singular vectors, respectively.
Two vectors U± and V±, are associated to
each singular value σ+ and σ−, such that
Σ = diag(σ+, σ−). The singular value de-
composition also satisfies

SV± = σ±U±. (15)

Hence, the singular values decomposition
(SVD) allows to linearly map the input
waves V± to the output waves U± with a
scaling factor σ±

53. The SVD is useful for
quantifying the dissipation or generation of
acoustic power P54,55, as it allows to find
the bounds of the power ratio between the
input and output, such that

σ2
− ≤ Pout

Pin

=
|p+2 |2 + |p−1 |2

|p+1 |2 + |p−2 |2
≤ σ2

+. (16)

As a result, if the scatterer has a vanish-
ing singular value σ− = 0 and if the inci-
dents waves are adjusted according to the
right singular vector V− (i.e., if the in-
put vector [p+1 , p

−
2 ]

T ∝ V−), then the sys-
tem operates as a coherent perfect absorber
(CPA), meaning that the incident power is
fully absorbed by the system. Inversely, las-
ing happens when the singular value σ+ is
greater than unity, which means that the
scatterer can amplify the incident acoustic
power with a maximum amplification of σ2

+

if the input waves are tuned according to
the right singular vector V+. Finally, a
CPA-Laser configuration is observed if both
coherent perfection absorption and lasing
can be achieved at the same frequency.

In Figure 5, the configurations providing
CPA-lasing are highlighted with the yellow
color on the map. It was considered here
that CPA-laser is observed if two conditions
are satisfied, namely an upper bound for the
CPA σ− < 0.1 and a lower bound for the
lasing σ+ > 5.

Overall, the mapping provided in Fig.5 gives
information on the different settings possible
by tuning the parameters t1 and t2. It no-
tably shows that the one-sided reflectionless
state tends to occur when the nonreciprocal pa-
rameters t1,2 are distinct, since it enhances the

mirror asymmetry. Meanwhile, the results also
confirm that directional amplifier configuration
is located nearby the vertical line t1 = 0 as it
allows to fully block left incident waves. Finally,
CPA-laser configurations are likely to occur at
higher transmission asymmetries t1t2 >> 1.

In the next section, an experimental demon-
stration of each effect is provided, with the se-
lected experimental configurations illustrated in
this map with the black markers.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, the experimental scattering
coefficients of the system are measured as func-
tions of the frequency, and compared with nu-
merical results. The scattering matrix coeffi-
cients are measured using an impedance sensor
method (see56,57 for a description of the method).
Note that the system remains stable over a wide
range of values for t1,2, which allowed us to ex-
plore several configurations. However, for large
values of the gains, i.e. t1,2 > 8, or for negative
values t1,2 < 0, undesired self-sustained oscilla-
tions are triggered in the system.

The experimental system consists of two unit
cells as illustrated in Fig.4, each with its elec-
troacoustic feedback loop composed of a loud-
speaker (model Aura NSW2) with a resonance
frequency estimated at 268Hz, a microphone
(Bruel & Kjaer, model 4938), and a current am-
plifier. Each cell consists of a cavity of length
Lc = 1.8cm and cross-section Sc = 15cm2, con-
nected on both sides to a duct of length Ld =
9cm and a cross-section Sd = 0.5cm2. The to-
tal length of the system is Ltot ≈ 0.22m. Most
of the effects discussed below are observed at a
frequency of about 200 Hz, corresponding to a
wavelength of about 1.7 m. Hence, the typical
length of the scatterer is much lower than the
wavelength.

A. One-sided reflectionless

a. One-way amplification. First, the one-
sided reflectionless configuration is investigated,
which is highlighted in Fig.5 by the star and
square markers. The scattering coefficients and
transfer matrix determinant are plotted in Fig.6
as functions of the frequency for t1 = 1 and
t2 = 5.4 (star marker). The blue and red
lines represent the experimental and the theo-
retical results, respectively. In this configura-
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FIG. 6. Magnitude of the scattering coefficients
and determinant of the transfer matrix as functions
of the frequency for t1 = 1 and t2 = 5.4. Blue and
red colors represent the experimental and theoreti-
cal results, respectively.

tion, the experimental reflection coefficient for
a left-incident wave reaches |R+| = 0.04 at a
frequency of f = 163Hz, which corresponds to
wavelength λ = 9Ltot. Meanwhile, the trans-
mission coefficient for a wave incident from the
left reaches |T+| ≈ 1.64, indicating an unidirec-
tional amplification of the left incident waves.
In contrast, for a right impinging wave, the scat-
terer acts essentially as an absorber, with a re-
flection of |R−| ≈ 0.47 and a transmission of
|T−| ≈ 0.3. Consequently, the absorption coeffi-
cient is α− = 1−|T−|2−|R−| = 0.69. Moreover,
the determinant of the transfer matrix is almost
constant over the whole frequency range, with
det(M) ≈ 5.4, indicating a constant asymmetry
between the transmission coefficients.

b. One-way absorption. Having achieved a
reflectionless configuration for left-hand imping-
ing waves, the configuration yielding a reflection-
less state for wave incident on the right side is
next investigated. Figure 7 depicts the mag-
nitudes of the scattering coefficients as func-
tions of the frequency for t1 = 6.4 and t2 = 1.
For this experimental setting, a wave incident
from the right-hand side is mostly absorbed, re-

FIG. 7. Magnitude of the scattering coefficients
and absorption coefficient α− as a function of the
frequency for t1 = 6.4 and t2 = 1. Blue and red
colors represent respectively the experimental and
theoretical results.

sulting in a reflection coefficient of R− ≈ 0.06
and a transmission coefficient of T− ≈ 0.21 at
f = 252Hz. Meanwhile, for a leftward inci-
dent wave, the system has transmission higher
than unity and a high reflection coefficient. In
this configuration, the system achieves a high
subwavelength absorption of the right incident
waves with α− ≈ 0.96 and Ltot < λ/6.

B. Directional amplifier

Next, a directional amplifier configuration is
investigated experimentally, which is denoted in
the map of Fig.5 with the dot marker. In Fig.8
the magnitude of the scattering coefficients and
the determinant of the transfer matrix are shown
as functions of the frequency for t1 ≈ 0 and
t2 = 1. In this configuration, the loudspeaker
gain t1 is adjusted to achieve a broadband zero
determinant, det(M) ≈ 0, which results in a
negligible transmission coefficient for a leftward
incident wave, T+ ≈ 0, as well as a high and
broadband isolation factor of 42dB. Moreover,
the left-sided reflection is close to unity, indicat-
ing that the device acts as a rigid wall for left in-
cident waves. Meanwhile, for a right-sided inci-
dent wave, the system allows a high transmission
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FIG. 8. Magnitude of the Scattering coefficients and
determinant of the transfer matrix as a function of
the frequency for t1 = 0 and t2 = 1. Blue and red
colors represent respectively the experimental and
theoretical results.

at low frequency, particularly around f = 170Hz
with an amplification of A = 1.62. At this fre-
quency, the reflection coefficient goes down to
less than 10 %. Hence, at f = 170 Hz, the sys-
tem acts as an amplifying diode by transmitting
only waves incoming from the right side.

C. Coherent-Perfect Absorption and Lasing

Finally the CPA-laser mode is investigated
experimentally, with a configuration marked by
the polygon in Fig.5. The magnitude of the scat-
tering coefficients and the singular values are
plotted in Fig.9 as functions of the frequency.
Here, the gain of both cells was adjusted to
the largest possible value before triggering an
instability, corresponding to t1 = t2 ≈ 8. In
such a configuration, the system is character-
ized by a high and broadband isolation factor
20 log(T

+

T− ) ≈ 36, with a strong amplification of
left incident waves T+ ≈ 4.5 and a low transmis-
sion from the opposite side. Furthermore, the
system is mirror-symmetrical in this case, and
the reflection coefficients reach a minimal value
of 0.2 at f = 205Hz.

The squares of the singular values σ2
±, which

quantify the scattered acoustic power, are also

FIG. 9. (a) Magnitude of the scattering coefficients
as a function of the frequency for t1 = t2 = 8.
Blue and red colors represent the experimental and
theoretical results, respectively. (b) Singular values
σ2
± and the associated singular vectors at the CPA-

Lasing configuration.

plotted as functions of the frequency. It is no-
tably found that around f = 205 Hz, the sin-
gular values reach two extreme values, such that
the singular value associated to the coherent per-
fect absorption is σ2

− ≈ 0.0025 while the one for
lasing σ2

+ ≈ 20.25. These two states of large ab-
sorption or large amplification can be achieved
by tuning the input waves accordingly with the
singular vectors V±. Due to the strong nonre-
ciprocity of the system, these eigenvectors cor-
respond primarily to waves incident on only one
side. Lasing occurs when the input waves satisfy
|p+1 | = 13.2|p−2 |, denoting a predominance of left-
incident waves, while CPA is observed when the
input waves satisfy |p+1 | = (13.2)−1|p−2 |, thus cor-
responding mostly to a right-incident wave. As
with the input, the output waves are predomi-
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nantly one sided, such that the lasing is predom-
inantly to the right |p+2 | = 13.9|p−1 |, meanwhile
the remaining unabsorbed power for the CPA is
to the left.

IV. CONCLUSION

Using a simple nonreciprocal acoustic device,
composed of two actively controlled loudspeak-
ers with asymmetrical feedback loops, we have
demonstrated the possibility to exhibit various
scattering effects by simply tuning the feedback
gain of each loudspeaker. The experimental and
numerical results show good agreement as well
as a large range of scattering effects, including
a nonreciprocal reflectionless propagation with a
one way transmission gain of 1.64 or an absorp-
tion of 96%, a directional amplifier, and a non-
reciprocal CPA-Laser configurations. The pre-
sented device yields a broadband and high isola-
tion up to 42 dB and operates in the subwave-
length regime, typically with Ltot ∼ λ/6 or less
for the effects highlighted here in experiments.
The electroacoustic scatterer studied has the ad-
vantage of being simple to implement and to
tune, as it only requires to adjust the gains of
the amplifiers. In future works, it could also be
interesting to use digital controllers, as they offer
more advanced possibilities in terms of electroa-
coustic feedbackloops.
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APPENDIX A: TRANSFER MATRIX

1. Full model for one cell

The transfer matrix of a straight duct of
length Lc is given by,

Mc =

(
cos(kLc) −iρc sin(kLc)

−i sin(kLc)/(ρc) cos(kLc)

)
.

(A1)
At the interface between two ducts with a

different cross-section, the continuity of pressure
and volume velocity allows to write the following
transfer matrix

MS1−S2 =

(
1 0

0 S1

S2

)
, (A2)

for a transition from a cross section S1 to S2,
A speaker with a cross-section Sm and a transfer
matrixM0 is enclosed in a cavity of cross-section
Sc connected on both sides to ducts with a cross-
section Sd. The transfer matrix Mcell that de-
scribes this cell is obtained by using the conti-
nuity of pressure and velocity at each interface,
which results in the following matrix

Mcell = MSc−Sd
McMSm−ScM0MSc−SmMcMSd−Sc .

(A3)

2. Simplified version

Eq. (A3) can be simplified by assuming that
the speaker and the cavity have the same cross-
section, Sm = Sc. Additionally, when the cavity
is short compared to the typical wavelength, we
can further simplify the problem by taking into
account the acoustic compliance C = LcSc/(ρc

2)
and inductance I = ρLc/Sc of the cavity, such
that the transfer matrix writes as,

Mc =

(
1 −jωI

−jωC 1

)
. (A4)

After some algebra, one finds the following
condition on the frequency to achieve a vanishing
reflection coefficient R±,

ω =
ω1√

1− ω2
1
C(t+1)
ω0α

ρcSm

Sd

, (A5)

where ω1 =
√

K
M+ISm

.
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Equation (A5) shows that the angular fre-
quency at which the reflection can be suppressed
depends on the compliance and inductance of the
cavity, and that it might not have real solutions
for all configurations.

3. Transfer matrix of 2 cell

Starting with equation (A3) that allows to
write the transfer matrix of one cell, we can write
the transfer matrix Msys of a system composed
of two cells connected by a duct of transfer ma-
trix Mc. The resulting transfer matrix is given
by the following product,

Msys = Mcell,2McMcell,1, (A6)

where Mcell,1 and Mcell,2 stand for the transfer
matrix of one cell with a gain t1 or t2.
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