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The intrinsic dynamical complexity of classically chaotic systems enforces a universal description
of the transport properties of their wave-mechanical analogues. These universal rules have been es-
tablished within the framework of linear wave transport, where non- linear interactions are omitted,
and are described using Random Matrix Theory (RMT). Here, using a nonlinear complex network of
coaxial cables (graphs), we exploit both experimentally and theoretically the interplay of nonlinear
interactions and wave chaos. We develop general theories that describe our asymmetric transport
(AT) measurements, its universal bound, and its statistical description via RMT. These are con-
trolled by the structural asymmetry factor (SAF) characterizing the structure of the graph. The
SAF dictates the asymmetric intensity range (AIR) where AT is strongly present. Contrary to the
conventional wisdom that expects losses to deteriorate the transmittance, we identify (necessary)
conditions for which the AIR (AT) increases without deteriorating the AT (AIR). Our research ini-
tiates the quest for universalities in wave transport of nonlinear chaotic systems and has potential
applications for the design of magnetic-free isolators.

Introduction - Wave chaos is an interdisciplinary
field of physics that aims to describe the properties of
wave systems with underlying classical chaotic dynamics.
At its foundations, is the assumption that the generated
classical complexity enforces a universal wave description
that trespass physical frameworks ranging from atomic
nuclei, optical and microwave mesoscopic systems, to
macroscopic acoustic and even ocean waves. These uni-
versal laws can be described by phenomenological math-
ematical theories like Random Matrix Theory (RMT).
Despite the success of these methodologies, still, their
validity is confined by the assumption that wave-matter
nonlinear interactions are not present – a condition that
allows us to utilize the superposition principle and scale
invariance. At the same time, nonlinear mechanisms are
abundant in nature and, in many cases, offer exciting
new opportunities to manipulate waves and develop novel
structures with novel functionalities. In this respect, one
can only imagine the range of new opportunities that will
become available with the development of a predictive
wave transport framework which allows for the coexis-
tence of chaos and nonlinearity.

Here we make a first effort in the direction of creat-
ing a theory of nonlinear wave chaos. We focus our at-
tention to the technologically relevant question of asym-
metric transport (AT) and its statistics. Asymmet-
ric/nonreciprocal devices such as isolators and circula-
tors are routinely used in wireless and optical commu-
nications, radar and LiDAR technologies and integrated
photonic circuits at microwave and optical frequencies1.
Their principle of operation relies in the violation of
reciprocity which is typically achieved (in linear struc-
tures) by using an odd-vector bias (e. g. an external mag-
netic field)2,3 or by violating the time- invariance via
a spatio-temporal modulation4. Utilizing nonlinearities
for the realization of AT is an alternative promising ap-
proach.Unfortunately, most of the existing studies, ei-
ther analyze AT in simple nonlinear systems5–9, or they

address the coexistence of chaos and nonlinearities10–13

without paying attention to AT and its statistical de-
scription.

Here, we describe asymmetric transport (AT) via uni-
versal rules imposed by the underlying classical chaotic
system. Our analysis utilizes a prototype platform for
wave chaos, i.e., complex networks of coaxial cables
(graphs), see Figs. 1a-b. The motivation for this choice
is twofold: (a) graphs have been established as a friendly
system where both RMT14,15 and semiclassical tools16

can be deployed successfully in describing transport16–30;
(b) the system is experimentally accessible in a variety
of wavelengths – from acoustics to microwaves and op-
tics. Our analysis highlights an intimate relation between
the AT properties of a nonlinear chaotic system and the
structural asymmetry factor (SAF) that is determined by
the structural complexity of the underlying linear struc-
ture. We find that SAF dictates the asymmetric intensity
range (AIR) defined as the ratio of input powers injected
from opposite directions which lead to the same trans-
mittance (see Fig. 1c). Furthermore, we have derived
a general expression for the upper bound of the AT in
terms of losses and other system-specific characteristics.
The case of lossless graphs reproduces previously estab-
lished bounds7,31 and it is recovered as a limit of this
general expression. Using these results, we have identify
necessary conditions for a class of lossy non-linear chaotic
scattering settings whose transmission asymmetry bound
exceeds the one of the corresponding lossless analogues.
We demonstrate experimentally, that this class does not
degrade the transmission asymmetry at all – instead it
enhances the AIR. The generality of our results are es-
tablished using an RMT that incorporates nonlinearities
and show theoretically and experimentally that the dis-
tribution of the rescaled transmission asymmetries, i. e.,

∆̃T ≡ ∆T/∆Tmax is nicely reproduced by this theory.
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FIG. 1. Experimental setup of a nonlinear microwave graph and transmission asymmetry. (a) A microwave
tetrahedron graph. The coaxial cables are connected by T or double T-junctions at each of the vertices n = 1, 2, and 3. Vertex
N = 4 consists of three kink antennas coupling to a cylindrical dielectric resonator that is inductively coupled to a ring antenna
which is short-circuited with a nonlinear diode (see left inset). (b) A schematics of the tetrahedron graph shown in (a). (c)
Measured transmittance T1 (from port 1 to port 2) and T2 (from port 2 to port 1) at fixed frequency (ν = 6.327 GHz) as a
function of the input power showing asymmetric transport. (d)-(f) The transmittance difference ∆T ≡ T2 − T1 for an incident
wave (of same amplitude and frequency) as a function of frequency and input power. (d) Experimental data; (e) simulations;
and (f) using a resonant-graph modeling.

RESULTS

Experimental Implementation – A nonlinear mi-
crowave graph consists of coaxial cables (Huber+Suhner
S 04272) connected together via n = 1, · · · , N junctions
(vertices). The electrical permitivity of the cables was
found to be ε ≈ 1.56(±0.07) + i0.0015(±0.0005) indicat-
ing the presence of uniform losses (see Methods). The
number of coaxial cables (bonds) emanating from a ver-
tex n is its valency vn and the total number of directed
bonds (i.e., discerning B ≡ n → m and B̄ ≡ m → n)

is 2V =
∑N
n=1 vn. For the tetrahedron graph shown in

Figs. 1a,b the vertices are Tee-junctions and N = 4, vn =
3 (n = 1, · · · , 4). The local nonlinearity is always incor-
porated at the N -th vertex. It is implemented via a di-
electric resonator coupled inductively to a diode from the
top, and to three coaxial cables that form a Tee-junction-
like vertex (see Methods and SM Sec. A).

Figure 1c shows the measured transmissions T1 (port
1 to 2) and T2 (port 2 to 1) for a fixed frequency
ν = 6.327 GHz as a function of the input power. We find
that the non-linearity is operational as a strong nonlinear
dependence of the transmissions on the input power is ob-
served. Additionally, one can extract the maximal trans-

mission ∆Tmax difference as well as the AIR. In Fig. 1d we
show the measured transmission difference ∆T = T2−T1

as a function of the input power and frequency ν.
Theoretical modeling – The theoretical analysis uti-
lizes a standard open quantum graph description19 with
the modification that the N -th vertex is now nonlin-
ear (details are presented in the Methods). For a com-
pact description of the nonlinear scattering process it
is useful to introduce the scattering vector field Φ(α) =

(φ
(α)
1 , φ

(α)
2 , · · · , φ(α)

N )T where φ
(α)
n indicates the field am-

plitude associated with the vertex n while the superindex
α = 1, 2 indicates the incident TL. The scattering vector
field Φ(α) satisfies the matrix equation (see SM Sec. B)

(M +MNL + iWTW )Φ(α) = 2iWT I(α) , (1)

where the two-dimensional vector I(α) with components

I
(α)
µ = Aµδα,µ describes the amplitude of the incident

field of the channel α that has been used to inject the
wave, and W is a 2 × N matrix describing the connec-
tion between the αth lead and the vertices n = 1, 2 with
matrix elements Wα,n = δα,n. The N ×N matrix M

Mnm =

{
λnk −

∑
l 6=nAnl cot kLnl, n = m

Anm csc kLnm, n 6= m
(2)
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incorporates information about the metric and the con-
nectivity of the graph, where A is the adjacent matrix
having elements zero (whenever two vertices are not con-
nected) and one (whenever two vertices are connected)19.
The constant λn characterizes the linear dielectric prop-
erties of the vertices and can be in general complex in
order to take into account losses. The wavenumber of
the propagating wave is k = ωnr/c where ω is its angu-
lar frequency and nr is the index of refraction of the
coaxial cable, while c is the speed of light. Finally,

(MNL)n,m = kf(|φ(α)
N |2)δnmδn,N incorporates the non-

linearity at the n = N vertex. In this work we will be
mainly considering Kerr or saturable nonlinearities.

Using Eq. (1) we find that the field intensity at the

nonlinear vertex xα = |φ(α)
N |2 is a root of the equation

(see SM Sec. B)

xα

[
|b|2 + |kf(xα)|2 − 2R

(
kb∗f(xα)

)]
= 4 |Aαcα|2 , (3)

where the coefficients b and cα depend on the properties
(metric and connectivity) of the linear graph. In addi-
tion, cα incorporates the information about the vertices
n = 1, 2 which are connected with the leads α = 1, 2.
Further manipulations allow us to turn Eq. (3) to a cu-
bic algebraic equation for xα which can be solved exactly
using Cardano’s formula (see SM Sec. B). Substituting
the value of xα back in Eq. (1) allows us to evaluate the
rest of the components of the scattering vector field Φ(α).

Specifically, the field amplitude φ
(α)
nβ associated with the

vertex nβ 6= α is

φ(α)
nβ

= 2iAα

[
qαβ −

cαcβ
b− kf(xα)

]
, (4)

where the constant q1,2 = q2,1 = q encodes informa-
tion about the structure (metric and connectivity) of the
graph and the vertices where the TLs are attached (see
SM Sec. B). At the same time, the continuity condition
at the vertex n enforces that the transmitted wave has
the same amplitude given by Eq. (4). Consequently, the

transmittance is Tα ≡
∣∣∣∣φ(α)

nβ

Aα

∣∣∣∣2. For real-valued f(|φ(α)
N |2),

the transmittance takes the simple form

Tα = 4|q|2
[Xα −<( c1c2

qk=( bk )
)]2 + [1−=( c1c2

qk=( bk )
)]2

X2
α + 1

, (5)

where Xα =
<( bk )−f(xα)

=( bk )
. (see SM Sec. C for a general-

ization to complex-valued nonlinearities).
Equations (3,5) indicate that T1 6= T2 for two inci-

dent waves with the same amplitude A1 = A2 and fixed
wavenumber k that are injected from ports α = 1 or 2,
whenever the scattering field intensities at the position
of the nonlinear vertex are different from one another,
i.e. x1 6= x2. In this case X1 6= X2 leading to differ-
ent transmittances. It is important to highlight that this
non-reciprocal response does not require any form of ex-
ternal bias: the excitation field itself acts as a bias and

triggers the system into a “high-transmission” or “low-
transmission” state depending on incident TL. The ex-
perimental results for the asymmetric transmission due
to the presence of a nonlinear vertex is shown in subfigure
Fig. 1d. These measurements are compared with the re-
sults from the graph modeling Eqs. (1,2) which are shown
in Fig. 1e. Although the agreement between theory and
experiment is nice, a further refined modeling that takes
into consideration the resonant nature of the nonlinear
vertex (see SM Sec. D) provides an even better descrip-
tion of the asymmetric transport, see Fig. 1f. Whenever
this latter approach is used below, we will refer to it as
resonant-graph modeling.

A further analysis of Eq. (3) allows us to identify the
amplitude range for which asymmetric transport occurs.
Specifically, from the right-hand-side of this equation we
conclude that the scattering field intensity xα at the non-
linear vertex is the same for a left (α = 1) and a right
(α = 2) incident waves as long as they satisfy the rela-

tion |A1c1|2 = |A2c2|2. The latter equality shows that
the field intensity at the nonlinear vertex xα, and there-
fore the nonlinear electric potential, from port 2 is equal
to the one from port 1, if the input power from port 1 is

SAF ≡
∣∣∣ c2c1 ∣∣∣2 times larger than that from port 2. Given

that the same field intensity xα from different ports im-
plies the same transmission coefficient, we deduce that
transmission from different ports is the same if the in-
put power from port 1 is SAF times larger than from
port 2. The ratio of these input powers that lead to the

same transmission defines the AIR ≡ max
{∣∣∣A1

A2

∣∣∣2 ;
∣∣∣A2

A1

∣∣∣2}
(see Fig. 1c). Within the AIR, the graph largely breaks
Lorentz reciprocity, since the transmission levels in oppo-
site directions are markedly different for the same input
power and frequency. It follows that the AIR is equal to
the SAF, i.e. AIR = SAF.

Bounds for Transmission Asymmetry – The maxi-
mum transmittance can be used as an upper bound for
the transmission asymmetry since T ≥ 0 in all cases and,
therefore, ∆Tmax = Tmax − Tmin ≤ Tmax.

From Eq. (5) we derive an upper bound for the trans-
mittance by maximizing Tα with respect to Xα. For real-
valued nonlinearities we have

Tmax = 2|q|2
(
|Λ|
√
|Λ|2 + 4 [1−=(Λ)]

+
[
|Λ|2 + 2 (1−=(Λ))

])
(6)

where Λ = c1c2
qk=( bk )

(for a more general case of complex

nonlinearities see SM Sec. C). Equation (6), together
with Eq. (SC.10) of the supplement, are the main re-
sults of this paper. They provide a guidance on the de-
pendence of AT on the parameter Λ which encodes the
structural characteristics of the graph.

The special case of lossless graphs, can be also retrieved
from the above expression and occurs when =(Λ) = 1 (see
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 2. Transmittance and transmittance bounds versus structural asymmetry factor (SAF) or asymmetric
intensity range (AIR). (a) Lossless graph. The insets show the transmittances versus input intensity from each of the two
leads (red and blue lines) for three different SAF graph configurations. (b) Lossy graph with losses on node n0 = 3. The
light blue circles indicate maximum transmittance for a graph configuration with increasing loss (along the direction of the red
arrow) on node 3. The insets correspond to different losses for a fixed graph configuration. (c) Measurements (purple triangles)
and simulations (green circles) for a graph with bond-losses and a lossy saturable nonlinearity. The insets show measurements
corresponding to the same SAF but different maximum transmission values. The black solid and dashed lines in (a-c) are
theoretical predictions while the colored circles are simulations occurring at various wavelengths and graph configurations. The
data acquisition has been performed for three different graph configurations and for a frequency range ν ∈ [6.1GHz, 6.5GHz]
with resolution of δν = 0.4MHz.

SM Sec. H). In this case, Eq. (6) simplifies to

Tmax =
4 · SAF

(SAF + 1)2
. (7)

This expression is nicely confirmed from our numerical
data for a lossless graph with Kerr (open blue circles)
and saturable nonlinearities (not shown) in Fig. 2a. A
further investigation reveals that there is an interlinked
relation between the maximum transmittance achieved
for a specific incident power and the SAF (or equiva-
lently of the AIR7,9,31). This is reflected in the three
examples shown in the inset of Fig. 2a, where we report
the transmittances T1, T2 associated with the same inci-
dent wave being injected from channels α = 1 and α = 2,
respectively, versus the incident power. We find that an
increase in the AIR (or equivalently in the SAF) is as-
sociated with a decrease of the maximum transmittance
and vice-versa as expected by Eq. (7).

Equation (7) has been previously derived as the upper
bound of nonlinear AT. Its derivation assumed non-linear
Fano resonators with time-reversal symmetry (i.e. no
losses) and has utilized the coupled-mode theory (CMT)
framework6,7,31. Here, however, we have derived Eq. (7)
for an actual nonlinear chaotic system, where SAF ex-
plicitly refers to specific bulk asymmetries pertaining to
the topology and metrics of the graph. Taken the techno-
logical importance of AT, it is natural to investigate and
establish (necessary) conditions which enforce the viola-
tion of Eq. (7) and allow for an enhanced AIR (for a
fixed Tmax) or enhanced transmission asymmetry bound
(for a fixed AIR) given by Eq. (6).

As discussed above, Eq. (7) does not hold when losses
are introduced in the system. However, the lossy ele-

ments need to be strategically placed either on the bonds
of the graph or at vertices not connected to the two TLs
or the nonlinear vertex, i.e. nloss 6= 1, 2, N (see SM Secs.
F,G,H). In the opposite case of losses located at the
non-linear vertex, a simple renormalization of the non-
linearity (so that it incorporates the absorption term)
results to an upper bound given by Eq. (7). Similarly,
when the losses are implemented on a vertex connected
to the TLs, a new bound is found which is a stricter
version of Eq. (7) (see SM Sec. F). The interferences
between, at least, two nearby resonance modes can re-
sult in a violation of Eq. (7) much alike in case of AT
due to the presence of a magnetic field32 (see SM Sec.
I). Finally, from Eq. (6) we speculate that if =(Λ) < 1,
the lossy graph configurations might violate the lossless
bound Eq. (7). Detail numerical analysis has confirmed
that the above inequality is a necessary but not sufficient
condition for violating the lossless limit (see SM Sec. I).

A numerical example where the violation of Eq. (7)
occurs for a tetrahedron graph with losses at the vertex
n0 = 3, is shown in Fig. 2b. Such targeted arrangement
of loss, is effectively equivalent to a new graph configu-
ration, where a third (fictitious) channel is attached to
the node n0 thus changing the topology of the graph and
affecting indirectly the coupling between this vertex and
the other vertices. While Eq. (7) is violated for interme-
diate values of loss, it is still respected in the two limiting
cases of zero and very large losses at the n0-vertex. The
second limit is understood as an impedance-mismatch
phenomenon: due to the large imaginary “electric po-
tential”, the n0-vertex is decoupled from the rest of the
graph which now acts as a lossless system with N − 1
vertices and thus it again satisfies the bound of Eq. (7).
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In Fig. 2b we demonstrate the trajectory of the maxi-
mum transmittance versus AIR as the losses at the vertex
n0 = 3 of a tetrahedron graph increases. The numerical
data (light blue cycles) for Tmax are nicely matching the
theoretical results (dashed black line) of Eq. (6) indicat-
ing that the deterioration of Tmax for increasing losses
occurs at a slower rate than the enhancement of AIR. At
some loss-strength, the AIR reaches its maximum value.
Further increase of loss results in a decrease (increase) of
AIR (Tmax) towards its “impedance-mismatch” limit.

At Fig. 2c we report our measurements (purple trian-
gles) for the graph of Fig. 1, with uniformly distributed
losses at the bonds of the graph. A violation of Eq. (7) is
evident and it is further supported from our simulations
(green cycles) using a resonant -graph modeling. The
insets in Fig. 2c report the experimental transmittances
T1, T2 for two cases with the same SAF- the upper one
exceeds the bound, while the lower case corresponds to a
configuration that respects the bound (see black arrows).
Universal Statistics for Transmission
Asymmetry– Motivated by the success of RMT
in describing statistical properties of linear wave- chaotic
scattering systems we postulate here an ansatz that the
distribution of transmission asymmetries when rescaled
with Tmax, i.e. PA(∆T/Tmax), for a fixed incident ampli-
tude A, is universal. The RMT approach assumes that
the chaotic scattering set-up is modeled by an ensemble
of N × N symmetric matrices H = HT with random
elements taken from a Gaussian distribution with zero
mean and standard deviation σij = 1/2π

√
N . As in the

case of graphs settings, we assume a monochromatic
incident wave with a frequency ω and amplitude Aα
injected in one of the two ports α = 1, 2. The ports
are coupled to the scattering domain with a coupling
strengths wα. The steady-state CMT equations that
describe the scattering process are

(ω −Heff −HNL)Φ(α) = iWT I(α), (8)

O(α) = CI(α) +WΦ(α) , (9)

where Φ(α), I(α) and O(α) are the scattering, incident and
outgoing vector fields respectively. The effective Hamil-

tonianHeff = H−iW
TW
2 describes the wave dynamics in

the (linear) complex scattering domain when it is coupled

to ports while (HNL)nm = f(|φ(α)
N |2)δnNδnm describes

the non-linear interactions affecting the N−th resonant
mode. The system-ports coupling is described by the
matrix W with elements Wn,α = δn,αwα (n = 1, · · · , N).

By solving for Φ(α) from Eq. (8) and substituting into

Eq. (9), we get O(α) = SI where

S =
[
− 1 + iW (ω −Heff −HNL)−1WT

]
, (10)

is the xα = |φ(α)
N |2-dependent scattering function S. Sim-

ilar to the case of graphs, xα is a solution of an algebraic
equation that depends on Aα, and therefore, S = S(Aα).

An appropriate RMT modeling requires to supplement
our scheme with two additional inputs (for details see

SM Sec. E. The first one involves the values of the cou-
pling elements w1, w2 such that the RMT modeling takes
into account system-specific direct processes occurring at
graphs. The latter are encoded in the energy (or ensem-
ble) averaged S−matrix. A direct comparison between
the RMT and the graph scattering matrix in the linear

domain gives wα =
√

1
π

1−|〈Sα,α〉|
1+|〈Sα,α〉|

33,34. The second infor-

mation is the appropriate RMT modeling of the nonlinear
coefficients that define the nonlinearity strength. Equiva-
lently, we identify the incident field amplitudes for which
the RMT and the graph model, lead to a statistically
equivalent nonlinear term. By comparing the scattering
functions of the graph and the RMT (see Eq. (SB.8) and
Eq. (10), respectively) we get

2fRMT (〈|φRMT
N |2〉)

w2
1

= fG(〈|φGN |2〉) , (11)

where w1 is found from above. Expressing φRMT
N , φGN in

terms of ARMT
α , AGα allows us to establish an equivalence

between the incident fields of the RMT and graphs mod-
els that produce the same nonlinear effects.

In Fig. 3a, we report the probability density distribu-

tion for the rescaled transmission asymmetry P(
∣∣∣∆̃T ∣∣∣ =

|∆T | /Tmax) for different AIR=4, 8, 16 and input am-
plitudes, Aα=0.1 (0.007), 10 (0.44), 1000 (33.3) for
the graph (solid lines) and the equivalent RMT system
(dashed lines). For the purpose of the analysis, we have
used a Kerr-type nonlinearity. The agreement between
them confirms the applicability of RMT modeling to de-
scribe the statistical properties of transmission asymme-
tries. Furthermore, the various distributions are weakly
dependent on the value of AIR for fixed incident pow-
ers while they differ dramatically for different A-values
(and fixed AIR).For low incident powers (negligible non-
linear effects) the distribution is concentrated around
the origin, signifying that the asymmetry is essentially
suppressed. As the incident power increases the vari-
ance of the distribution is acquiring a maximum value
reflecting a large transmission asymmetry. Further in-
crease of the incident power leads to a suppression of the
variance and the distribution is again concentrated near
the origin. The revival of the symmetric transport for
high incident powers is associated with an impedance-
mismatching phenomenon that leads to an effective de-
coupling of the nonlinear vertex due to the high values
of the nonlinear electrical potential. As a result, the sys-
tem acts again as a linear one of N − 1 vertices, i.e. reci-
procity is restored. The same non-monotonic behavior
of the variance of P(|∆T |) occurs also for saturable non-
linearities; albeit the physical mechanism for the reci-
procity revival at high powers is different. Namely, it
is associated with the saturable nature of the nonlinear-
ity which above a critical incident power acquires a fixed
(saturable) value.

In Fig. 3b we report integrated transmission asymme-
try distribution evaluated from our experimental results
(solid lines) for the graph shown in Fig. 1a together with
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(a) (b)

FIG. 3. Transmission asymmetry distribution for different input powers. (a) Probability density distribution of
transmission asymmetry (normalized by maximum transmission corresponding to certain AIR) for a tetrahedron graph model
with Kerr nonlinearity in one node. The blue, orange and green solid lines correspond to AIR=4 and input amplitudes 0.1,
10, 1000 [a.u], respectively. The blue, orange, and green dashed lines are the corresponding RMT results with equivalent input
amplitudes 0.0067, 0.44, 33.31 [a.u] (arbitrary units). The light blue and red solid lines are the results for graphs with AIR=8
and 16, respectively and input amplitude 10 [a.u.], while the corresponding RMT results are shown as dashed lines of the
same color. (b) The cumulative probability distribution of transmission asymmetry for the tetrahedron graph of Fig. 1a with
a saturable nonlinearity at vertex N = 4. The blue, orange and green solid lines indicate measurements with input power -25,
1, 17 dBm respectively. The dotted lines are the results from the resonant-graph model with the same input power as in the
experiment. The dashed lines are the corresponding RMT modeling with input power -34.4, -7.7, 9.4 dBm.

the results of the resonant-graph modeling (dotted lines)
and the calculations from RMT modeling (dashed lines)
Eqs. (8,9). In these calculations we have used a saturable
nonlinearity that describes our hybrid diode- resonator
system (see SM Secs.A,D). An overall nice agreement be-
tween measurements, resonant-graph modeling and RMT
re-confirms the validity of our assumption. Specifically,
we are able to observe in all cases the same non- mono-
tonic trend of the ∆T -support of the integrated distri-
bution function as the incident power increases. The
smoother behavior of the integrated transmission asym-
metry in case of the RMT modeling is attributed to
an additional averaging over different realizations of the
Hamiltonian H, which has not be done in the experiment
neither in the graph modeling.

CONCLUSIONS

We have established, experimentally and theoretically,
a statistical description of the asymmetric transport (AT)
occurring due to the interplay of nonlinearity with wave-
chaos. Our platform consisted of a prototype chaotic sys-
tem – a non-linear microwave complex network of coaxial
cables (graphs). The simplicity of this model allowed us
to find an exact expression for the upper bound of AT
irrespective of the presence/absence of losses or resonant
coupling conditions. The special case of lossless graphs
is treated as a limit of the general expression and re-
produces previously known results7. Our results connect
the AT with the structural asymmetry factor (SAF) that

characterizes the underlying linear graph. The latter dic-
tates the asymmetric intensity range (AIR) over which
the nonlinear graph demonstrates AT. The simplicity of
the model allowed us to establish (necessary) conditions
for enhanced AIR (for a fixed Tmax) or enhanced trans-
mission asymmetry bound (for a fixed AIR) with respect
to previous predictions that were referring to lossless sys-
tems. Our conclusions have been confirmed by a nonlin-
ear RMT modeling which describes the universal statisti-
cal features of transmission asymmetries ∆T of a typical
nonlinear chaotic cavity. Using the RMT-description, we
established a non-monotonic behavior of the broadening
of the probability distribution of the transmission asym-
metries ∆T which agrees with our experimental findings
with microwave graphs. We find that for weak and strong
incident powers the distribution shrinks around the ori-
gin ∆T = 0 signifying symmetric transport. Instead, at
some intermediate value of the incident power the dis-
tribution acquires its maximum spread. This behavior
is a direct consequence of an impedance mismatch phe-
nomenon which decouples the nonlinear element from the
complex surrounding system, similar to the interplay of
super-radiance and resonance trapping.

METHODS

Experimental Implementation and Characteriza-
tion of the Non-Linear Vertex – In our experiment,
we implement it by substituting the Tee-junction with a
cylindrical resonator (ceramics ZrSnTiO with permittiv-
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ity ε ≈ 36, height 5 mm, diameter 8 mm, resonance fre-
quency around ν0 ≈ 6.885 GHz and a line width γ ≈ 1.7
MHz) which is inductively coupled to a metallic ring (di-
ameter 3 mm) that is short circuited to a diode (detector
Schottky diode SMS 7630-079LF, from Skyworks), see
inset of Fig. 1a. As a result the z-directional magnetic
field at the resonator of the transmitted signal is induc-
tively coupled to the fast diode. The strength of the
magnetic field dictates the value of the current at the
ring and consequently the voltage across the diode. The
latter defines the state of the diode: the “on” state is
associated with high voltage (high incident power) and
leads to high nonlinearities; the “off” state is associated
with low voltage (low incident power) and leads to low
nonlinearities. The nonlinear resonator is designed to op-
erate at 6.1-6.5 GHz. It is coupled with the rest of the
graph via “kink” antennas. The system is coupled to
external transmission lines (coaxial cables) attached to
n = 1, 2 nodes of the graph thus changing their valency to
ṽn=1,2 = vn+1. Each transmission line supports a single
propagating mode and it is connected to one port of the
Vector Network Analyzer (VNA). This type of resonator
nonlinearity has been already used to realize topological
limiters in a coupled resonator framework35.

Properties of the coaxial cables – The lengths of
the coaxial cables that have been used for the exper-
imental implementation of the graph of Fig. 1a: are
L12 = 680 mm, L23 = 599 mm, L13 = 277 mm,
L24 = 359 mm, L34 = 230 mm, L14 = 433 mm. The
electrical permitivity of the coaxial cables has been ex-
tracted via best fit of the transmittances/reflectances
with the expressions derived from the theoretical anal-
ysis of a tetraherdon structure and was found to be
ε ≈ 1.56(±0.07) + i0.0015(±0.0005). For consistency,
we have also analyzed the transmission/reflection from a
single cable when connected to a VNA and found similar
values of the electrical permittivity of the wires.

Mathematical Modeling Using Graph Theory –

The theoretical analysis, assumes that the length of each
bond lB = lB̄ is taken from a box distribution centered
around some mean value l̄, i.e., lB ∈ [l̄−WB/2, l̄+WB/2].
The position on bond B is defined as xB ≡ xnm, with
xB = 0(lB) on vertex n(m), thus xB̄ ≡ xmn = lB − xnm.
The scattering field on the bonds satisfies the Helmholtz
equation(
d2

dx2
B

+ k2 + k2
(
λn + δnNf(|φ(α)

N |
2)
)
δ(xB)

)
ψ

(α)
B = 0 ,

(12)

where ψ
(α)
B (xB) is the electric potential difference at posi-

tion xB , k = ωnr/c is the wavenumber of the propagating
wave with frequency ω, nr is the relative index of refrac-
tion of the coaxial cable, c is the speed of light, λn is
the dielectric coefficient at node n, δnN is the Kronecker
delta function, and the superscript α = 1, 2 indicates the
lead from which the incident wave has been injected. In
this formulation, the losses in the coaxial cables are mod-
eled by a complex-valued refraction index nr while losses
at the vertices are modeled by complex λn. The scatter-

ing field ψ
(α)
B (xB) can be expressed in terms of its value

at the vertices ψ
(α)
nm(xnm = 0) = φ

(α)
n and ψ

(α)
n,m(xnm =

lb) = φ
(α)
m . It is, therefore, useful to introduce the scat-

tering vector field Φ(α) = (φ
(α)
1 , φ

(α)
2 , · · · , φ(α)

N )T . Fi-

nally, f(|φ(α)
N |2) is the nonlinear dielectric coefficient as-

sociated with vertex N . For Kerr nonlinearity, we have

f(|φ(α)
N |2) = χK |φ(α)

N |2, while for saturable nonlinearity

we have f(|φ(α)
N |2) = z1/[1 + χs|φ(α)

N |2] with χK , χs and
z1 being complex parameters.

The wavefunction at any bond B = (n,m) that is
connected at a vertex n, satisfies the continuity relation

ψ
(α)
B (xB = 0) = φ

(α)
n . It also satisfies the current conser-

vation relation
∑vn
B

dψ
(α)
B

dxB
|xB=0 +

∑
µ=1,2 δµ,α

dψ(α)
µ

dx |x=0 =

−k2δn,Nf(|φ(α)
N |2)φ

(α)
n , where ψ

(α)
µ is the wavefunction on

lead µ.
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2 Université Côte d’Azur, CNRS, Institut de Physique de Nice (INPHYNI), 06108 Nice, France, EU

Suppl. material A: Characterization of the
Nonlinear Resonator

We have characterized the nonlinear resonator (i.e. the
form of the saturable nonlinearity f(|φN |2)) and its cou-
pling constants with three kink antennas by comparing
the transmission measurements with the corresponding
expressions from a coupled mode theory that describes a
three port scattering set-up (see inset in Fig. 1a). Two
of the ports have been connected with the VNA while
in each measurement the third port was coupled to a
50 Ohm terminator.

The temporal coupled mode theory that describes this
system is:

i
d

dt
a(t) = (ω̃ − iWWT

2
)a(t) + iW |S+〉, (SA.1)

|S−〉 = C|S+〉+WTa(t) , (SA.2)

where the 1 × 3 coupling matrix W = (w1, w2, w3) de-
scribes the coupling of the resonator with the three kink
antennas. In our modeling we have ignored direct pro-
cesses between the kink antennas. The angular frequency
ω̃ = ω0 + Ω is expressed as a sum of the intrinsic angular
frequency ω0 of the resonator, and the saturable nonlin-
ear angular frequency Ω = 2π(z0 − z1

1+χs|a|2 ) associated

with the coupling of the resonator with the ring antenna
that incorporates the nonlinear diode. The nonlinear
frequency shift depends on the magnetic field intensity
|a|2 that induces a current to the ring antenna; thus ac-
tivating the nonlinear diode. The coupling coefficients
wn, n = 1, 2, 3 and the parameters z0, z1 and α will be
treated as fitting parameters (see below).

We proceeded by assuming that an incident harmonic
field |S+〉 = S+e

−iωt generates an outgoing field |S−〉 =
S−e

−iωt at the same frequency. This theoretical assump-
tion has been justified by experimentally confirming that
the scattering process does not generate higher harmonic
signals (i.e. the outgoing energy is mainly scattered at
the fundamental frequency). In this respect we also as-
sume that a(t) = ae−iωt is the field amplitude at the res-
onator. Substitution of the temporal form of the fields in
Eq. (SA.2) leads to the following equations for the field

amplitudes,

ωa = (ω̃ − iWWT

2
)a+ iWS+, (SA.3)

S− = −S+ +WTa (SA.4)

From Eq. (SA.3) we solve for the nonlinear steady-state
field intensity |a|2. The nonlinear 3×3 scattering matrix
S can be evaluated from Eqs. (SA.3,SA.4) by substituting
back to them the steady -state value of |a|2. We get

S = −1 + iWT 1

ω − (ω0 + 2πz0 − 2πz1
1+χs|a|2 ) + iWWT

2

W

(SA.5)

which can be used for extracting the fitting parameters
via comparison with our measurements.

For weak input powers (e.g. -25 dBm), χs|a|2 ≈ 0. In
this case, we can evaluate the transmission from lead m
to n as

|Snm|2 =
4w2

nw
2
m

[4π(ν − ν0 −<(z))]2 + [w2
1 + w2

2 + w2
3 − 4π=(z)]2

,

(SA.6)

where z = z0 − z1, ω = 2πν and ω0 = 2πν0. The max-
imum value of |Snm|2 is achieved at νmax = ν0 + <(z).
Therefore, the experimental evaluation of |Snm(νmax)|2
allows us to extract ν0 (we consider <(z) = 0 for simplic-

ity) together with the =(z) =
(w2

1+w2
2+w2

3)
4π ± wnwm

2π|Snm(νmax)| .

Substituting these expressions into Eq. (SA.6), allows
us to express the scattering cross-section in terms of
the coupling coefficients wn (n = 1, 2, 3). The lat-
ter are extracted via a direct fitting with the measured
|Snm(ν)|2 versus ν. This information allows us to eval-
uate also =(z) which needs to satisfy also the constraint

=(z) ≤ w2
1+w2

2+w2
3−w

2
n

4π . The latter bound is enforced by
the requirement that the reflectance in the weak incident
power limit (which takes the form)

|Snn|2 = 1− 4w2
n(w2

1 + w2
2 + w2

3 − w2
n − 4π=(z))

[4π(ν − ν0 −=(z))]2 + (w2
1 + w2

2 + w2
3 − 4π=(z))2

(SA.7)

must be bounded from above by unity.
Similarly, the analysis of the transmission and the re-

flection spectrum in the strong input power limit allows
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(a) (b)

Lead 1 Lead 2

FIG. SA.1. Experimental implementation and measurements of the nonlinear vertex-(a) Schematics of the exper-
imental set-up used in order to extract the nonlinear fitting parameters. The set-up involves three antennas coupled to one
resonator. (b) Scattering matrix element |S21|2 versus frequency for different input power. The circles are for experimental
data, while the solid lines are the best fitting using the theoretical description of Eq. SA.5. The extracted best fitting parameters
are z0 = (−86.4− 59.2i) MHz, z1 = (−86.4− 50.0i) MHz, γ2

1 = γ2
2 = γ2

3 = 62.5 MHz, χs = (1.5 + 1i) · 109 (mW·s)−1.

us to extract the value of z0. In this case z̃1
1+χs|a|2 ≈ 0

and Eqs. (SA.6,SA.7) still apply with the modification
of z → z0. By repeating the same procedure as pre-
viously, we can extract z0. Combining this information
with the result for z = z0 − z1 that we have extracted
from the previous analysis of weak field, we get z1. Fi-
nally, the appropriate value of χs has been extracted by
using this parameter as a free fitting parameter for a set
of experimental scattering data that we have collected for
intermediate values of incident power.

Following the above procedure we find that the best

fitting of the experimental data with Eq. (SA.5) is pro-
vided using the following parameters for the saturable
nonlinerity of the diode z0 = (−86.4 − 59.2i) MHz,
z1 = (−86.4 − 50.0i) MHz, γ2

1 = γ2
2 = γ2

3 = 62.5 MHz,
χs = (1.5 + 1i) · 109(mW·s)−1. Some representative ex-
amples of the fitting process are shown in Fig. SA.1.

Suppl. material B: Graph Formalism

The wave propagation along a coaxial cable is char-
acterized by the one-dimensional wave equation in the
bond connecting vertices n and m given as

d2

dx2
nm

ψ(α)
nm(xnm) +

ω2ε

c2
[λn + δnNf(|φ(α)

N |
2)] · δ(xnm)ψ(α)

nm(xnm) +
ω2ε

c2
ψ(α)
nm(xnm) = 0 , (SB.1)

where the superscript α = 1, 2 indicates the transmis-
sion line, ε is the dielectric constant of the coaxial cables,
ω = 2πν is the angular frequency with ν the microwave
frequency and c is the speed of light. The wave number is
k =
√
εω/c. The constant λn characterizes the linear di-

electric properties of the vertices (Tee-junctions) and can
be in general complex in order to take into account losses.

Finally, f(|φ(α)
N |2) is the nonlinear dielectric coefficient on

vertex N (N=4 in our case). For Kerr nonlinearity, we

have f(|φ(α)
N |2) = χk|φ(α)

N |2, while for saturable nonlin-

earity we have f(|φ(α)
N |2) = z1/[1+χs|φ(α)

N |2] with χk, χs
and z1 being parameters that characterize the nonlinear-
ity. The wavefunction on the vertices is characterized by

the scattering vector field Φ(α) = (φ
(α)
1 , φ

(α)
2 , · · · , φ(α)

N )T

whose components describe the electric potential differ-
ence at each node n.

The wave function on the bonds of the graph are writ-
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ten as

ψ(α)
nm(xnm) = φ(α)

n

sin k(Lnm − xnm)

sin kLnm
+ φ(α)

m

sin kxnm
sin kLnm

,

(SB.2)

while at the leads take the form

ψ(α)
n (x) = Aαδnαe

−ikx + Σnαe
ikx , (SB.3)

where the leads α = 1, 2 are connected to the vertices
n = 1, 2 respectively. The input amplitude from lead α
is indicated as Aα while Σnα indicates the reflection coef-
ficient (for n = α) or transmission (for n 6= α) coefficient.
We will assume that x = 0 indicates the vertex, where
the lead is attached while x > 0 indicates the outward
position in the lead.

At the vertices, the wavefunction must be continuous
and must satisfy a current conservation relation. The
wave continuity condition at any bond b = (n,m) that

connects vertices n and m reads ψ
(α)
nm(xnm = 0) = φ

(α)
n .

Similarly, the continuity condition for a wavefunction at

the lead µ = 1, 2 reads ψ
(α)
µn (xnµ = 0) = φ

(α)
µ . The latter

relation can be expressed in matrix form as

I(α) + Σ(α) = WΦ(α) , (SB.4)

where the 2 × N coupling matrix has elements Wα,n =

δα,n while the two-dimensional incident field vector I(α)

has elements I
(α)
µ = Aαδµα.

The second boundary condition enforces a current con-
servation at the vertices, and takes the form

∑
m

dψ
(α)
nm

dxnm
(xnm = 0) +

∑
n=1,2

δn,α
dψ

(α)
n

dx
(x = 0)

= −k2[λn + δn,Nf(|φ(α)
N |

2)]φ(α)
n . (SB.5)

Substituting Eq. (SB.3) and (SB.2) into the above
Eq. (SB.5), and combining the outcome with Eq. (SB.4),
we arrive to the following matrix equation for the vector
Φ(α)

(M +MNL + iWTW )Φ(α) = 2iWT I(α) , (SB.6)

where we have

Mnm =

{
−
∑
l 6=nAnl cot kLnl + λnk, n = m

Anm csc kLnm, n 6= m

(SB.7)

and (MNL)NN = kf(|φ(α)
N |2) with all other elements to

be 0. From Eqs. (SB.4,SB.6), we have

Σ(α) = (−1 + 2iW [M +MNL + iWTW ]−1WT )I(α) = SI(α) ,
(SB.8)

where S is the scattering matrix which is intensity-
dependent in case of nonlinear elements at vertex N .
Specifically, the matrix MNL depends on the steady-state
value of the scattering field Φ(α) component at the posi-
tion of the nonlinear vertex.

The evaluation of the scattering field vector Φ(α) is
done by inverting the matrix (M +MNL + iWTW ) that
appears on the left side of Eq. (SB.6). Since MNM de-

pends on the wave component φ
(α)
N we are required first

to evaluate this field component. To this end, we first
define the (N − 1)×N matrix GL and the 1×N matrix
GNL

GL =


1 0 · · · 0 0
0 1 · · · 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 · · · 1 0

 , GNL =
(
0 0 · · · 0 1

)
.

(SB.9)

which allow us to separate Eq. (SB.6) in two sets of equa-
tions, namely

GL[M +MNL + iWTW ]Φ(α) = GL2iWT I(α),
(SB.10)

GNL[M +MNL + iWTW ]Φ(α) = GNL2iWT I(α).
(SB.11)

From Eq. (SB.10) we get

GLΦ(α) = −φ(α)
N

[
HN−1

]−1
vN + 2i

[
HN−1

]−1
GLW

T I(α) ,

(SB.12)

where GLΦ(α) =
(
φ

(α)
1 , φ

(α)
2 , · · · , φ(α)

N−1

)T
is a vector

that involves the first N − 1 components of the vec-
tor field Φ(α), i.e. it excludes the field component as-
sociated with the nonlinear vertex. The (N − 1) -

dimensional vector vN ≡ (M1N ,M2N , · · · ,MN−1,N )
T

and the (N − 1)× (N − 1) matrix HN−1 = MN−1 + iW0

contain complementary information associated with the
connectivity of the nonlinear vertex to the rest of the
graph and the characteristic of the “linear” part of the
network respectfully. The (N−1)×(N−1) matrix MN−1

is

MN−1 =


M11 M12 · · · M1,N−1

M21 M22 · · · M2,N−1

...
...

. . .
...

MN−1,1 MN−1,2 · · · MN−1,N−1


(SB.13)

and W0 = GLW
TW is an (N − 1)× (N − 1) matrix with

elements (W0)nm = δαnδnm. From Eq. (SB.11), we have
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kf(|φ(α)
N |

2)φ
(α)
N +

(
MN1 MN2 · · · MN,N−1

)

φ

(α)
1

φ
(α)
2
...

φ
(α)
N−1

+MNNφ
(α)
N = 0 (SB.14)

which, after substituting GLΦ(α) from Eq. (SB.12), leads

to the following nonlinear equation for φ
(α)
N

−kf(|φ(α)
N |

2)φ
(α)
N + bφ

(α)
N − 2iAαcα = 0 . (SB.15)

For a Kerr nonlinearity, f(|φ(α)
N |2) = χk|φ(α)

N |2 the above
equation can be written in a cubic form for the intensity

xα = |φ(α)
N |2 at the nonlinear vertex:

|χkk|2 x3
α − 2<(χkkb)x

2
α + |b|2xα − 4A2

α|cα|2 = 0
(SB.16)

while for a saturable nonlinearity, i.e. f(|φ(α)
N |2) =

z1/[1 + χs|φ(α)
N |2], we get

|bχs|2x3
α+[2<(bχs)<(b−z1χs)+2=(bχs)=(b−z1χs)−4|χs|2|cα|2|Aα|2]x2

α+[|b−z1χs|2−8χs|cα|2|Aα|2]xα−4|cα|2|Aα|2 = 0.
(SB.17)

It is convenient for the further analysis to define the
quantities below

b = vN
T
[
HN−1

]−1
vN −MNN , (SB.18)

cα = vN
T
[
HN−1

]−1
eα , (SB.19)

qαβ = eα
T
[
HN−1

]−1
eβ , (SB.20)

where the (N − 1)-dimensional vector eα indicates the
coupling with the α = 1, 2 lead and has elements (eα)n =
δα,n.

The cubic equations Eq. (SB.16,SB.17) can be solved
using Cardano’s formula, that provides the roots of a
cubic algebraic equation of the form

a0x3
α + b0x2

α + c0xα + d0 = 0 (SB.21)

with solutions

x(1)
α = S + T − b0

3a0
, (SB.22)

x(2)
α = −S + T

2
− b0

3a0
+
i
√

3

2
(S − T ) , (SB.23)

x(3)
α = −S + T

2
− b0

3a0
− i
√

3

2
(S − T ) , (SB.24)

where S = 3

√
R+

√
Q3 +R2 and T =

3

√
R−

√
Q3 +R2, Q =

3a0c0−b20
9a20

and R =

9a0b0c0−27a20d0−2b30
54a30

. The expression D = Q3 + R2

is the discriminant of the equation: If D > 0, then one
root is real and the other two are complex conjugates;
if D = 0, all three roots are real, and at least two
are equal; if D < 0, then all three roots are real and
unequal. In the latter case, the system admits bistable
solutions. Based on Cardano’s formula, we obtain

|φ(α)
N |2 and from there φ

(α)
N . The other wave components

(φ
(α)
1 , φ

(α)
2 , · · · , φ(α)

N−1)T can be obtained by substituting

φ
(α)
N into Eq. (SB.12).

Suppl. material C: Transmission Formula for
Lossless and Lossy Graphs

Based on the results of section B we can determine
the transmission in the lossless and lossy graphs. Start-
ing from Eq. (SB.21), we can evaluate the field intensity

xα = |φ(α)
N |2 at the nonlinear vertex and from there using

Eq. (SB.15) extract the field amplitude as

φ
(α)
N =

2iAαcα
−kf(xα) + b

. (SC.1)

Substituting φ
(α)
N into Eq. (SB.12), allows us to evaluate

the scattering vector field at all vertices. Of particular
interest is the values of the scattering field at vertex µ =
1, 2, where the leads are attached. In case of incidence
waves from the opposite leads α = 2, 1, they take the
values

φ(α)
µ = pαφ

(α)
N + 2iAαqα = 2iAα

[ pαcα
−kf(xα) + b

+ qα
]
,

(SC.2)

where we have used p1 = −c2, p2 = −c1 and q12 = q21 =
q. Subsequently, we can evaluate the transmission as

Tα =
|φ(α)
µ |2

A2
α

= 4

∣∣∣∣q − c1c2
b− kf(xα)

∣∣∣∣2 . (SC.3)

We can further simplify the transmission formula (SC.3)
for the cases, where k, χ, z1 are complex-values. These
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scenarios describe cable losses (due to the complex re-
fractive index) or nonlinear losses (where, however, χs is
real). To this end, we introduce a new variable a = −kχ
for Kerr nonlinearities or a = −kz1 for saturable nonlin-
earities. This allows us to factorize the nonlinear permit-
tivity as af̃(xα) = −kf(xα) with f̃(xα) being real. We
have

Tα = 4|q|2
∣∣∣af̃(xα) + b− c1c2

q

af̃(xα) + b

∣∣∣2
= 4|q|2

∣∣∣ f̃(xα) + b
a −

c1c2
qa

f̃(xα) + b
a

∣∣∣2
= 4|q|2

∣∣∣ f̃(xα) + <( ba ) + i=( ba )−<( c1c2qa )− i=( c1c2qa )

f̃(xα) + <( ba ) + i=( ba )

∣∣∣2

= 4|q|2
[
f̃(xα)+<( ba )

=( ba )
−<( c1c2

qa=( ba )
)]2 + [1−=( c1c2

qa=( ba )
)]2

[
f̃(xα)+<( ba )

=( ba )
]2 + 1

= 4|q|2
[Xα −<( c1c2

qa=( ba )
)]2 + [1−=( c1c2

qa=( ba )
)]2

X2
α + 1

,

(SC.4)

where Xα =
f̃(xα)+<( ba )

=( ba )
.

For lossless graphs we have that a=( ba ) = =(b) = bi

which allows us to further simplify the above expression
for the transmittance. We have

Tα = 4|q|2
[Xα −<( c1c2qbi )]2

X2
α + 1

, (SC.5)

where we used the equality

=(
c1c2
q

) = =(b) (SC.6)

for lossless graphs (see proof in section H).
Minimization of the expression Eq. (SC.5) with respect

to the variable Xα, give us the minimum transmission
Tα = 0 occurring at Xα = <( c1c2qbi ). Similarly, the maxi-

mum value of transmission is

Tmax = 4|q|2
[
1 + <(

c1c2
qbi

)2
]

=
4|c1|2|c2|2

bi2

=
4|c1|2|c2|2

(|c1|2 + |c2|2)2
(SC.7)

and occurs for Xmax
α = − 1

<(
c1c2
qbi

)
. In deriving the latter

expression for the maximum transmission we have used
another identity for lossless graph (for a proof see sec-
tion G)

[=(b)]2 = (|c1|2 + |c2|2)2. (SC.8)

Finally, the corresponding field intensity xmaxα for which
Tmax occurs, is evaluated by equating the relation for

Xmax
α = −

(
<( c1c2

q=(b) )
)−1

with the expression for Xα(xα)

(see formula below Eq. (5)).
Using the definition for SAF, being SAF = AIR =

max
{∣∣∣ c2c1 ∣∣∣2 =

∣∣∣A1

A2

∣∣∣2 ;
∣∣∣ c1c2 ∣∣∣2 =

∣∣∣A2

A1

∣∣∣2}, the maximum

transmission can be re-written as

Tmax =
4 · SAF

(SAF + 1)2
. (SC.9)

Let us finally mention that for a generic graph with
losses, the maximum transmission is along the same lines
by considering the value of Xα for which dTα/dXα = 0.
Substitution of this value back into Eq. (SC.4), gives

Tmax = 2|q|2
√
| c1c2

qa=( ba )
|4 + 4| c1c2

qa=( ba )
|2[1−=(

c1c2

qa=( ba )
)]

+ 2|q|2[| c1c2

qa=( ba )
|2 + 2(1−=(

c1c2

qa=( ba )
))] (SC.10)

where the maximum value of transmission is obtained
by taking into Eq. (SC.4) the corresponding Xα value

as Xmax
α =

(h2
1+h2

2−1)−
√

(h2
1+h2

2−1)2+4h2
1

2h1
with h1 =

<( c1c2
qa=( ba )

) and h2 = [1−=( c1c2
qa=( ba )

)].

Suppl. material D: Resonant-Graph Modeling

An improved modeling of the graph system of Fig. 1 re-
quires to take into account separately the resonant nature
of the resonator. To this end, we have developed a scheme
that combines the coupled mode equations (SA.3,SA.4)
together with the equations that describe the wave prop-
agation in the rest of the graph.

First, we have developed a continuity equation for the
wave at the coupling points (kink antennas) between the
graph bonds and the resonator based on Eqs. (SA.4). We
have

S+
1 + S−1 = γ1a = φ

(1)
N , (SD.1)

S+
2 + S−2 = γ2a = φ

(2)
N , (SD.2)

S+
3 + S−3 = γ3a = φ

(3)
N , (SD.3)

where a is the field amplitude at the resonator, φ
(m)
N

(m = 1, 2, 3) is the wave at the termination point of
the coaxial cable (kink antenna), and S−1 = I1Ne

−ikL1N ,
S+

1 = R1Ne
ikL1N , S−2 = I2Ne

−ikL2N , S+
2 = R2Ne

ikL2N ,
S−3 = I3Ne

−ikL3N , S+
3 = R3Ne

ikL3N , with ImN and RmN
are the incident and reflected wave coefficients of a wave
interacting with the vertex N (resonator) while it is in-
jected from vertex m.

As in our previous analysis, we write the wavefunction
at each of the bonds (coaxial cables) of the graph as

ψnm(xnm) = φn
sin k(Lnm − xnm)

sin kLnm
+ φm

sin kxnm
sin kLnm

.

(SD.4)
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Similarly, the wave at the leads that connect the graph
to the VNA takes the form:

ψ1 = I1e
−ikx +R1e

ikx , (SD.5)

ψ2 = I2e
−ikx +R2e

ikx . (SD.6)

From the wave continuity relation associated with a ver-
tex that is connected to a lead, we have

I1 +R1 = φ1, (SD.7)

I2 +R2 = φ2. (SD.8)

The current conservation condition (refer Eq. (SB.5) in
the pure graph derivation) at each of the N − 1 vertices
of the graph (excluding the vertex associated with the
nonlinear resonator) can be combined in the following
matrix form

(M + iWTW )Φ = 2iWT

(
I1
I2

)
− aD , (SD.9)

where

M =


−
∑
mA1m cot kL1m A12 csc kL12 · · · A1,N−1 csc kL1,N−1

A21 csc kL21 −
∑
mA2m cot kL2m · · · A2,N−1 csc kL2,N−1

...
...

. . .
...

AN−1,1 csc kLN−1,1 AN−1,2 csc kLN−1,2 · · · −
∑
mAN−1,m cot kLN−1,m


and Φ = (φ1, φ2, · · · , φN−1)T is the scattering vector field whose components define the value of the field am-
plitude on each of the N − 1 vertices (excluding the nonlinear vertex). Finally, we have defined the vector
D = (γ1 csc kL1N , γ2 csc kL2N , γ3 csc kL3N , 0, · · · , 0)T .

From Eq. (SD.9) we get

Φ =


φ1

φ2

...
φN−1

 = 2i(M + iWTW )−1WT

(
I1
I2

)
− a(M + iWTW )−1D (SD.10)

which allow us to express φ1, φ2, φ3 as a function of the
incident wave amplitudes I1, I2 and a. Furthermore, a
use of the wave continuity equation Eq. (SD.7, SD.8) at
the leads allows us to evaluate the reflection amplitutes
R1, R2 in terms of I1, I2, and a. The nonlinear field
a is eventually evaluated in terms of input I1, I2 using
Eq. (SA.3). Knowledge of the steady-state value of a al-
lows us to evaluate the field dependent scattering matrix
and from there the transmittance and reflectance.

To be specific, we can get the wave function on each
vertex n (excluding the vertex associated with the non-
linear resonator or vertex associated with the three kink
antennas) as

φn = enΦ = (an1, an2)

(
I1
I2

)
+ ana , (SD.11)

where (en) is an (N − 1)-dimensional row vector with
elements (en)m = δn,m, (an1, an2) = en · 2i(M +
iWTW )−1WT and an = −en · (M + iWTW )−1D. Since
the scattering field amplitude a at the resonator is un-
known, we first solve for a. At the same time one can ex-
press the waves on the bonds connected to the resonator
using two different forms. One is given by Eq. (SD.4),

i.e.

ψnN (xnN ) = φn
sin k(LnN − xnN )

sin kLnN
+ φ

(n)
N

sin kxnN
sin kLnN

,

(SD.12)

while the other one is

ψnN (xnN ) = InNe
−ikxnN +RnNe

−ikxnN . (SD.13)

Substituting Eq. (SD.12) into Eq. (SD.13), we can get

RnN =
γn

eikLnN − e−ikLnN
a− e−ikLnN

eikLnN − e−ikLnN
φn ,

(SD.14)

InN = − γn
eikLnN − e−ikLnN

a+
eikLnN

eikLnN − e−ikLnN
φn ,

(SD.15)

where we have used the relations between φ
(n)
N and a from

Eqs. (SD.1,SD.2,SD.3). Finally, by utilizing the formulas
(SD.14) and (SD.15) of RnN and InN , we get the expres-
sions for S+

n , S−n as a function of a, I1, I2. Substituting
S+
n , S−n back into Eq. (SA.3), we are now able to solve

for the field intensity |a|2 and find the field amplitude a
as a function of the input wave amplitudes I1 and I2. By
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substituting φ1 and φ2 (as a function of I1 and I2) into
Eq. (SD.7, SD.8), we can get the scattering matrix from
the relation between the incident and the reflected fields.

Suppl. material E: Nonlinear Random Matrix
Theory Modeling

For a general system of N modes which are coupled
to each other (schematics shown in Fig. SE.2 (a)), the
temporal coupled mode theory (TCMT) that describes
the scattering process takes the following form:

i
dΦ(t)

dt
= (Heff +HNL)Φ(t) + iWTS+(t) , (SE.1)

S−(t) = −S+(t) +WΦ(t) , (SE.2)

where the components of the time-dependent vector
Φ(t) = (φ1, φ2, · · · , φN )e−iωt describe the field ampli-
tude at each mode n = 1, 2, · · · , N and we normalize

|φ(α)
n |2 to be the n−th modal energy density. We assume

that the system is excited by a monochromatic incident
wave S+(t) = Ie−iωt, where I = (A1, A2)T , ω is the fre-
quency of the incident wave, and |Aα|2 is the incoming
power at the α-th port. Similarly S−(t) = Oe−iωt is
the outgoing wave, where O = (O1, O2)T and Oα is the
field amplitude at port α = 1, 2. Substitution of these
expressions in Eq. (SE.2) leads to Eqs. (8,9) of the main
text.

We rewrite the steady-state coupled-mode-theory
(CMT) equations that describe the scattering process as
following

(ω −Heff −HNL)Φ(α) = iWT I(α) , (SE.3)

O(α) = CI(α) +WΦ(α) , (SE.4)

where Φ(α) and I(α) are the scattering vector field and the
incident field vector, respectively. The effective Hamilto-

nian Heff = H − iW
TW
2 describes the wave dynamics in

the (linear) complex scattering domain when it is coupled

to ports while (HNL)nm = f(|φ(α)
N |2)δnNδnm describes

the non-linear interactions affecting the N−th resonant
mode. The system-ports coupling is described by the
matrix W with elements Wn,α = δn,αwα (n = 1, · · · , N).

By solving for Φ(α) from Eq. (SE.3) and substituting into
Eq. (SE.4), we get

O =
[
− 1 + iW (ω −Heff −HNL)−1WT

]
I = SI

(SE.5)

which allows us to obtain the |φ(α)
N |2-dependent scatter-

ing function S. Similar to the case of graphs, xα is a
solution of an algebraic equation that depends on Aα,
and therefore, S = S(Aα).

For the general systems described by the coupled mode
theory formulated in Eqs. (SE.3,SE.4) (also given in the
main text), we can perform the calculation of the non-

linear field |φ(α)
N | and subsequently the transmission for-

mula following the same steps similar to the ones that

we have followed in graphs. We can further reformulate
Eqs. (SE.3,SE.4) as follow:

(H̃ + H̃NL + iW̃T W̃ )Φ(α) = 2iW̃T Ĩ(α) , (SE.6)

Õ
(α)

= CĨ(α) + W̃Φ(α) , (SE.7)

where H̃ = (ω − H)/w2 (we take w = w1 = w2 in

our modeling), H̃NL = −HNL/w
2, W̃ = W/w, Ĩ(α) =

I(α)/w, Õ
(α)

= O(α)/w.
This reformulation, allows us to “match” the CMT

scattering expressions to the ones derived in the case
of graphs. Following the same methodology with the

graph-analysis, we first solve for the nonlinear field |φ(α)
N |

based on Eq. (SE.3) by separating the wave amplitudes
associated with the linear and nonlinear modes. Conse-
quently, we get a cubic equation for the nonlinear field
intensity (contrast Eq. (SB.9) to Eq. (SB.24) applying for
graphs). Once the amplitude of the field at the nonlinear
mode is evaluated, it can be substituted into Eq. (SE.3),
in order to get the waves on each mode. Following the
same procedure as the one that we have used in graphs
(from Eq. (SC.1) to Eq. (SC.10)), we substitute the waves
into Eq. (SE.4) and get the corresponding transmittance.
Then we can calculate the maximum transmission for
both lossless and lossy cases. For a lossless CMT, we
get an expression of the maximum transmittance versus
SAF which is given by Eq. (7). In other words, we con-
clude that also here the maximum transmission follows
the theoretical bound as for a graph.

On the other hand, a CMT modeling that incorporates
losses at one of the modes, that differ from the nonlinear
one or/and the ones that are used to attached the leads,
result in a breaking of the transmission bound versus
SAF. This is demonstrated with pink circles in Fig. SE.2b
where we have added losses λ3 on mode n = 3 for a CMT
model of N = 4 (see Fig. SE.2a). Furthermore, we have
selected one CMT realization and evaluated the paramet-
ric evolution of the maximum transmission versus SAF
as the losses at mode n = 3 are increased from 0 to a
large value (see blue circles in Fig. SE.2(b)). At the two
extreme cases (zero loss and high-loss values) the maxi-
mum transmission follows the theoretical bound, while at
intermediate loss values, this bound is violated. As the
losses increase from zero, the maximum transmission is
initially decreases while the SAF increases. At some crit-
ical value of the loss, the maximum transmission revert
its behavior and starts increasing while the SAF follow-
ing an opposite trend and decreases. Eventually, at high
losses, the maximum transmission is bounded again by
the results of Eq. (7).

The CMT modeling can be modified appropriately
in order to describe a RMT. Specifically, the Hamilto-
nian that describes the modes of the scattering system
is drawn from a Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE).
The RMT modeling is completed by enforcing two addi-
tional inputs. The first one involves the values of the cou-
pling elements w1, w2 such that the RMT modeling takes



S8

(a) (b)

Port 1

Port 2

1

2

3

4

FIG. SE.2. Transmittance bounds using an RMT modeling – (a) Schematics of the RMT model. (b)Transmittance
versus structural asymmetric factor (SAF) or Asymmetric Intensity Range (AIR) for the RMT model of subfigure SE.2a. The
loss =(λ3) = 0.01 is imposed on mode 3 and the transmittances for an RMT ensemble are marked as pink circles. The blue
circles are for one chosen CMT configuration with =(λ3) increasing from 0 to 10. The inset shows are transmission versus input
intensity corresponding to three different loss values.

into account system-specific direct processes occurring at
graphs. The latter are encoded in the energy (or ensem-
ble) averaged S−matrix. A direct comparison between
the RMT and the graph scattering matrix in the linear

domain gives wα =
√

1
π

1−|〈Sα,α〉|
1+|〈Sα,α〉| . The second informa-

tion that is needed is the appropriate RMT modeling
of the nonlinear coefficients that define the nonlinearity
strength. Equivalently, we identify the incident field am-
plitudes for which the RMT and the graph model, lead to
a statistically equivalent nonlinear term. By comparing
the scattering functions of the graph and the RMT (see
Eq. (SB.8) and Eq. (SE.5), respectively) we get

2fRMT (〈|φRMT
N |2〉)

w2
1

= fG(〈|φGN |2〉) , (SE.8)

where w1 = w2 in our case. Expressing φRMT
N , φGN in

terms of ARMT
α , AGα allows us to establish an equivalence

between the incident fields of the RMT and graphs mod-
els that produce the same nonlinear effects. For Kerr
nonlinearity case, we have

2χRMT 〈|φRMT
N |2〉

w2
1

= kχG〈|φGN |2〉 . (SE.9)

For saturable nonlinearity, we have

2
(
zRMT

0 − zRMT
1 /(1 + χRMT 〈|φRMT

N |2〉)
)

w2
1

= k
(
zG0 − zG1 /(1 + χG〈|φRMT

N |2〉)
)
. (SE.10)

Suppl. material F: Adding Loss on vertices
connected to leads and/or on the nonlinear vertex

In the case that the losses λloss are included in the ver-
tices 1 and 2 that are connected with the leads 1 and 2
respectively, one needs to modify the diagonal elements
M(1, 1) and M(2, 2) of the matrix M by adding the ex-
tra term ikλloss on the left hand side of the Eq. (1)
(for simplicity we assume that the losses are the same

in both vertices). For further theoretical processing we
“absorb” these extra terms to the graph-leads coupling
matrix iWTW . As a result, the left side of Eq. (1), takes
the form i(1 + kλloss)W

TW . We proceed by dividing
both sides of Eq. (1) with the factor (1 + kλloss). Conse-
quently the input amplitude appearing on the right hand
side of Eq. (1) becomes Aeff = A/(1 +kλloss). After per-
forming the above manipulations, Eq. (1) is transformed
to the following form:
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[(M +MNL)/(1 + kλloss) + iWTW ]Φ(α) = 2iWT I(α)/(1 + kλloss), (SF.1)

Consequently, the transmission formula Eq. (5) will have
an extra multiplicity factor 1/(1+kλloss)

2, reflecting the
changes in the effective input wave amplitude Aeff . This
rescaling of the input amplitude will affect also the whole
transmission (and therefore the maximum transmission)
which now scales by the factor 1/(1+kλloss)

2 when com-
pared to the lossless case. We have tested this theo-
retical prediction via direct numerical simulations, see
Fig. SF.3a (k = 1). Our detailed numerical analysis indi-
cated that in cases, where these losses λ1 and λ2 in ver-
tices 1 and 2, respectively, are different from one another,
the maximum transmission is bounded by a similar fac-
tor as above with the substitution of λloss = min{λ1, λ2}.
At the same time, we have checked via detailed numer-
ical simulations that in the case that the losses (linear

or/and nonlinear) are introduced on the nonlinear vertex
N (here N = 4) the transmittance will be bounded by
the expression given by Eq. (7), see Fig. SF.3b.

Suppl. material G: Proof of Identity 1 for lossless
graphs

We will prove that in case of lossess graphs the follow-
ing identity holds:

|=(b)| = |c1|2 + |c2|2 (SG.1)

We can express the imaginary part of b defined in
Eq. (SB.18) as

=(b) = −(MN1,MN2, · · · ,MN,N−1)M−1
N−1W0(MN−1 +W0M

−1
N−1W0)−1


M1N

M2N

...
MN−1,N

 , (SG.2)

where the following matrix identity

[MN−1 + iW0]−1 = (MN−1 +W0M
−1
N−1W0)−1 − iM−1

N−1W0(MN−1 +W0M
−1
N−1W0)−1 (SG.3)

has been used. At the same time one can express |c1|2, |c2|2 appearing
in Eqs. (SB.19) as

|c1|2 + |c2|2 = c1c
†
1 + c2c

†
2 = (SG.4)

(MN1,MN2, · · · ,MN,N−1) · (1 +M−1
N−1W0M

−1
N−1W0)(MN−1 +W0M

−1
N−1W0)−1W0(MN−1 +W0M

−1
N−1W0)−1


M1N

M2N

...
MN−1,N

 ,

where in the derivation, we have utilized
Eq. (SG.3) together with the equation (MN−1 +
W0M

−1
N−1W0)−1W0M

−1
N−1 = M−1

N−1W0(MN−1 +

W0M
−1
N−1W0)−1 stemming from the fact that the

transpose of a symmetric matrix equals to itself (MN−1

is symmetric and W0 is diagonal with only first two
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(a) (b)

FIG. SF.3. Transmittance versus structural asymmetry factor (SAF) – (a) A graph with losses on vertices connected
to leads and (b) a graph with both linear and nonlinear (Kerr) losses on the nonlinear vertex.

elements nonzero).

At the same time M−1
N−1 = (1 +

M−1
N−1W0M

−1
N−1W0)(MN−1 +W0M

−1
N−1W0)−1 which can

be shown by multiplying from the right of this equal-
ity with (MN−1 + W0M

−1
N−1W0). Substituting M−1

N−1

to Eq. (SG.2) allows us to show that |=(b)| = |c1|2+|c2|2.

Suppl. material H: Proof of identity 2 for lossless
graphs

We will prove that in case of lossess graphs the follow-
ing identity holds:

=(
c1c2
q

) = =(b) (SH.1)

We rewrite the above equality as follows:

=(c1q
∗c2) = |q|2=(b). (SH.2)

The left hand side of the above equation becomes

c1q
∗c2 = (MN1,MN2, · · · ,MN,N−1)G


1
0
...
0

 (1, 0, · · · , 0)G∗


0
1
...
0

 (0, 1, · · · , 0)G


M1N

M2N

...
MN−1,N

 , (SH.3)

where G = [MN−1 + iW0]−1 and we have used the defi-
nitions of c1, c2, q appearing in Eqs. (SB.18,SB.19). The
term |q|2 in the above equation can be re-written as

|q|2 =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣(1, 0, · · · , 0)G


0
1
...
0


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

= |g12|2 (SH.4)

where we have used the notation g12 =
(1, 0, · · · , 0)G(0, 1, · · · , 0)T . Substituting Eqs. (SH.3),

(SG.2), (SH.4) into Eq. (SH.2) allows us to re-write the
latter as following

g∗12GI0G = −|g12|2ZW0X , (SH.5)

where we have denoted I0 =
(1, 0, · · · , 0)T (0, 1, 0, · · · , 0), X = [MN−1 + W0ZW0]−1

and Z = M−1
N−1. This expression can further collapse to

the following form

=(g∗12)I0 −=(g∗12)W0ZI0ZW0 −<(g∗12)I0ZW0 −<(g∗12W0ZI0) = −|g12|2(W0 +W0ZW0ZW0) . (SH.6)
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which can be explicitly written in matrix form as:

(
0 g∗i12

0 0

)
− g∗i12

(
z11z21 z11z22

z21z21 z21z22

)
− g∗r12

(
z21 z22

0 0

)
− g∗r12

(
0 z11

0 z21

)
= −|g12|2

(
1 0
0 1

)
− |g12|2

(
z2

11 + z2
12 z11z12 + z12z22

z12z11 + z12z22 z2
12 + z2

22

)
,

(SH.7)

where zmn are the (m,n) matrix element of the matrix
Z.

Finally, using the relation G(1+W0M
−1
N−1W0M

−1
N−1) =

M−1
N−1 − iM

−1
N−1W0M

−1
N−1 we can extract the connection

between the matrix element g12 and the elements of Z as

gr12 ≡ <(g12) =
z12(z11z22 − z2

12 − 1)

z2
12(z11 + z22)2 − (z2

11 + z2
12 + 1)(z2

12 + z2
22 + 1)

(SH.8)

gi12 ≡ =(g12) =
z12(z11 + z22)

z2
12(z11 + z22)2 − (z2

11 + z2
12 + 1)(z2

12 + z2
22 + 1)

(SH.9)

|g12|2 =
z2

12[(z11z22 − z2
12 − 1)2 + (z11 + z22)2]

[z2
12(z11 + z22)2 − (z2

11 + z2
12 + 1)(z2

12 + z2
22 + 1)]2

. (SH.10)

Substituting the formulas (SH.8), (SH.9), and (SH.10)
back to Eq. (SH.7), we can prove its validity and therefore
the validity of Eq. (SH.1).

Suppl. material I: Enhanced AIR in lossy systems
due to resonant mode overlapping and/or =(Λ) < 1

An important consequence of the addition of losses is
the broadening of the resonance line-width. It turns out
that the lossless bound Eq. (7) is violated whenever two
resonances interact with one-another like in the case of
non-reciprocal transport induced via magnetic field in
the presence of losses. The phenomenon is more pro-
found when these resonances create a quasi-degenerate
pair. This scenario is better illustrated in Fig. SI.4
where we have analyzed the resonant mode behavior and
transmittance of a non-linear RMT model. The system
consists of six resonance modes which were coupled with
one-another via random couplings. A Kerr-nonlinearity
was assumed to act in resonant mode N = 6. Variable
losses have been introduced in resonant mode n = 3. We
have realized two replicas of this system that differ from
one-another by one coupling element. The choice of this
element is such that in one case (blue circles) the two
resonances form a quasi-degenerate pair as opposed to
the other case (orange circles) where they are well sep-
arated. As the losses are increased the quasi-degenerate
pair of resonances overlap strongly and interact with one
another via the nonlinear term. This nonlinear interac-
tion enforces strong interference effects which amplify the

asymmetric transport (see Fig. SI.4b) and induce a vio-
lation of the lossless bound for maximum transmittance
Eq. (7). The latter is clearly seen in Fig. SI.4c where we
plot the transmittance for each of these cases at a fixed
frequency and varying losses.

In Fig. SI.5 we report a similar scenario for the graph
configuration that we have used in the insets of Fig. 2b.
It consists of four vertices with a Kerr-nonlinearity at the
N = 4 vertex and a lossy dielectric constant at n = 3 i.e.
=(λ3) = 0.15. In order to make clearer our point we have
also introduced additional real-value dielectric constants
λ1,2 = 0.5 at the vertices n = 1, 2 where the TLs are at-
tached. These “electrical potential barriers” enforce the
formation of well isolated resonances, even in the pres-
ence of losses. This scenario is depicted in Fig. SI.4a
where the left T1 and right transmittance T2 of such lossy
graph is shown with red and blue circles, respectively. At
the same figure, we show the corresponding maximum
transmittance Tmax (black line) given by Eq. (7). Both
T1 and T2 are below Tmax. Instead, in Fig. SI.4b, we have
eliminated the electrical barriers λ1,2 = 0. In this case,
the resonance modes overlap, leading to transmittances
that violate the upper bound given by Eq. (7) (see blue
highlight domain).

Finally, we present numerical results on the conse-
quences of the inequality =(Λ) < 1. From Eq. (6) we
speculate that if =(Λ) < 1, the lossy graph configura-
tions might violate the lossless bound Eq. (7), leading
to enhanced AIR (for fixed Tmax) or enhanced trans-
mission asymmetry bound (for fixed AIR) than the one
given by Eq. (7). In Fig. SI.6 we present some Monte-
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. SI.4. Resonant mode overlapping effect in AT for an RMT model - A RMT model consisting of 6 modes with
a variable loss added on mode n = 3 and a Kerr-nonlinearity added on mode N = 6. The coupling constant of the system with
the leads is wα=1,2 = 0.1. (a) Parametric evolution of linear resonance modes in the complex frequency plane as the variable loss
increases from zero (green diamond) to some value. The black arrows indicate the direction of the resonant motion as the loss is
increased. The orange (blue) circles correspond to two distinct RMT models whose only difference is one coupling element H4,5.
In the former case H4,5 is such that the resonances do not overlap while in the latter case they form a quasi-degenerate pair.
(b) The nonlinear transmission spectrum for these two RMT models. The imaginary part (loss strength) of the n = 3-resonant
mode takes the value 0.0006. Colored symbols correspond to the associated RMT model that has been used in subfigure (a).
The RMT model that supports the quasi-degenerate pair of resonant modes (blue circles) shows a larger differences between
the left (blue circles) T1 and right (solid blue line) T2 transmittances than the corresponding ones associated with the RMT
model where the modes are isolated. (c) The transmission versus SAF (solid black line) for the two cases discussed previously
for a fixed value of the frequency of the incident wave (ω = 0.884 for the isolated resonance RMT model and ω = 0.892 for the
quasi-degenerate resonance model). The loss changes from zero (green diamonds) to the same maximum value as the one used
in subfugure Fig. SI.4a. The system that supports quasi-degerenate resonances break the lossless bound Eq. (7) at certain loss
values. In both (b,c) the input amplitude is A = 0.2, and the nonlinear coefficient is χ = 0.01.

(a) (b)

FIG. SI.5. Resonance mode overlapping effect in AT for a graph - Transmission spectrum of a tetrahedron graph
used in the insets of Fig. 2(b). The red (blue) circles indicate the left (right) transmittances of a nonlinear lossy graph with
a dielectric constant =λ3 = 0.15 at vertex n = 3, and a Kerr nonlinear coefficient χ = 1 at the vertex N = 4. (a) The graph
supports isolated resonances and both transmittances (input amplitude A = 20) are below the maximum bound of Eq. (7),
i.e., T1,2 < Tmax. (b) The same as in (a), but now the graph supports overlapping resonances (input amplitude A = 10). In
this case, T1,2 > Tmax (see blue highlighted area). The black curves in both subfigures indicate the corresponding maximum
transmittance bound given by Eq. (7).
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FIG. SI.6. Implications of =(Λ) < 1- Monte-Carlo simulations using a lossy tetrahedron graph for various wavevector
k-values, bond-length configurations, loss-strengths etc. In all cases that the inequality =(Λ) < 1 is satisfied (red diamonds),
the transmittance exceeds the value given by Eq. (7). The blue circles are all possible graph configurations for which the bound
of Eq. (7) is not violated. In such cases we do not expect enhanced AIR (for fixed Tmax) or enhanced transmission asymmetry
bound (for fixed AIR) than the one given by Eq. (7). The black horizontal line indicates the equality =(Λ) = 1.

Carlo simulations with a tetrahedron graph (for vari-
ous k-values, length configurations etc), which confirmed

that the above inequality is a necessary but not sufficient
condition for violating the lossless limit of Eq. (7).
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