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V/m, with electrostatic pressure P ≡ εo
2
E2 ∼ 103 Pa and energy density ρe ' 103J/m3. This thermal

diodic capacitor (TDC) can exist in two distinct equilibrium states—a high-energy (vacuum gap open)
configuration and a low-energy (gap closed) configuration—and can be mechanically switched between
them, exploiting their energy difference in the process. As such, a TDC can perform net work in a
thermodynamic cycle, but in doing so it must subvert the second law.

Several challenges to the second law have been proposed based on TDCs [9–11], embodied in nano-
and micro-electro-mechanical devices (NEMS and MEMS) [101–104]. Laboratory research is pursuing
several devices, including a MEMS torsional oscillator shown in Figure 2. In this device, the top piece
(p-type semiconductor) consists of an oscillator mass (the hammer) attached by flexible torsional springs
to a supporting frame. It rests on an n-type base (the anvil), thus forming a p-n diode. The built-in voltage
is expressed across the vacuum gap between the p-type hammer and the n-type anvil, as in the case of
the horseshoe diode (Figure 1b).

Figure 2. Semiconductor p-n diodic torsional oscillator. (a) Perspective view. (b) Cut-away
side view. Slashed areas indicate depletion regions.

The hammer-anvil is predicted to be electromechanically unstable. Negative electrostatic pressure in
the gap attracts the hammer toward the anvil, twisting the torsion fibers. When the hammer contacts
the anvil and electrically discharges, the gap field collapses, allowing the torsional springs to retract
it. The hammer and anvil mechanically reset and recharge, allowing the cycle to repeat. Detailed
analysis verifies this scenario for a variety of high-Q MEMS and NEMS oscillators (e.g., cantilevered
[11], linear [9], rotary [10]). Numerical simulations indicate a broad and experimentally accessible
parameter space in which each should be viable. Transduction of their motion into electricity is possible
by several means, including piezoelectric stress, thermoacoustics, and Faraday induction. Prototype
torsional oscillators have been fabricated and are under active study.

Dimensionally, power density output for SL-oscillators should scale as P ∼ ρef , where ρe is the
vacuum gap’s electrostatic energy density (ρe = εo

2
E2 (J/m3)) and f (Hz) is oscillation frequency.

The maximum theoretical power density of NEMS-based SL-devices is substantial. Taking E to
be the dielectric strength of silicon (3 × 107 V/m) and the frequency to be that of state-of-the-art
NEMS resonators (f ∼ 10 GHz), the upper-limit theoretical power density should be ∼ 1013 Wm−3.
Practical considerations—e.g., realistic mechanical packing, heat transfer, fluid flow, output power
coupling—would probably reduce steady-state power flux densities by 10−1–10−4 of this. This assumes
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a steady throughput of heat feedstock to keep the SL-devices warm. Taking P ∼ 109 Wm−3 as a
baseline, micron-thick panels could, in principle, achieve areal power densities of about 103 Wm−2.

Consider fluid passing through an SL-power generator with velocity V and let its temperature drop
be ∆T between entrance and exit. The net output convective thermal power for the fluid is given by:
Pconv = ρvC∆TASL, where ρ is the mass density of the fluid, C is its specific heat, and ASL is the
surface area of the SL-power generator contacting the fluid. This is heat power that, theoretically, can
be converted into electromechanical power by the SL-generator. The fluid, however, cannot give up
its heat faster than the SL-generator surfaces can accept it, therefore, it is required that the heat power
extracted by the generator via conduction in its surfaces (Pcond) match the convective power available
from the fluid (Pconv). The heat conduction power can approximated by thermal power conduction in
slab geometry: Pcond = kASL

x
, where k is the thermal conductivity of the heat exchanging surfaces,

and x is their thickness. Finally, the maximum power output of the SL-generator itself is given by the
power flux density of TDCs multiplied by their total volume: PSL = ρeASLx. If these three powers are
comparable—that is, if Pcond ' Pconv ' PSL—then thermodynamically the SL-generator could achieve
its target power rating.

Energy feedstock for SL-power units will most conveniently be air or water, both of which possess
substantial thermal energy density. For comparison, the thermal energy content of one liter of water
at room temperature is roughly equivalent to the chemical energy of 100 grams of TNT. (The thermal
energy flux of a small river could power a large city. The Ohio River, with its average discharge of
nearly 8, 000 m3/s, possesses enough thermal energy, in principle, to supply the electrical power needs
of the entire United States.) In practice, the thermal energy content of almost any environment should be
adequate to meet its energy needs. As a convecting fluid, air has advantages over water in being easier to
handle and more ubiquitous, and it also allows greater temperature variations ∆T ; on the other hand, it
has lower mass density and specific heat ( Cair

Cwater
' 0.25). As discussed in Section 4, SL-power densities

seem adequate to propel most types of vehicles on land, sea or air.

4. Strategies and Applications of SL-IRSM

SL-IRSM has the potential to be disruptive across the spectrum of IRSM technologies, applications
and strategies, including camouflage, surveillance, night vision, homing, tracking, and target acquisition.
This section will focus on two representative scenarios that highlight key aspects of SL-IRSM: a buried
military installation and an aircraft jet engine. Although the former is not ostensibly aeronautical, it
introduces thermodynamic ideas instructive to the latter; moreover, its application to suppression of
aircraft skin emissions should become apparent.

4.1. Subsurface Installation

Consider a self-contained underground installation (e.g., a C4 center, missile silo, or chemical/nuclear
facility) whose interior temperature (Ti) is greater than that of the earthen substrate in which it is
buried (Ti > Ts), and whose IR signature at ground level is to be minimized. Such an installation
is expected to house active power-consuming devices (e.g., lights, heaters, computers, refrigerators,
air conditioners, motors), which ultimately convert nearly all their mechanical, chemical, or electrical
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energy into heat. Since the second law demands that heat spontaneously flow down a temperature
gradient, the installation’s heat flows naturally toward the ground surface; thus, to avoid detection, heat
production and leakage from the installation should be minimized.

To a first approximation, one might suppose that simply adding thermal insulation to the installation,
thereby trapping the heat inside, should suffice. A multi-walled Dewar would seem ideal because
it is designed to thwart all three types of heat transfer. (Linde AG, an international industrial gases
and engineering company, reportedly has fashioned Dewars capable of keeping a cup of tea warm for
10,000 years.) Thermodynamically, however, this strategy would fail because the steadily accumulating
trapped heat will ultimately cook the contents of the installation. Next, one might consider installing
a refrigerator to counteract the heat build-up, but this would only exacerbate the problem because, as
one version of the second law states, there are no perfectly efficient refrigerators. The waste heat from
the refrigerator would add to the accumulating heat and hasten the installation’s thermal demise. (An
effective—and inefficient—way to heat a home is to leave the refrigerator door open in the kitchen.)

A more reasonable solution might be to outfit the installation with a heat pump and a large thermal
reservoir into which waste heat can be dumped (e.g., a large, thermally-insulated tank of cold brine), so
as to increase the installation’s thermal effusivity. While this is better than the two previous proposals, it
offers only a temporary solution because even the reservoir will eventually heat up, at which point one
faces the previous refrigerator dilemma. Ultimately, none of these “solutions” address the underlying
issue: the generation of waste heat. SL-heat converters could address this issue directly since they convert
heat into work, thereby eliminating it. In effect, they are self-powered, perfectly efficient refrigerators.
Furthermore, heat is now not only eliminated, it becomes a source of recyclable energy, a quality distinct
from any other energy source.

Consider how an everyday ventilation fan might operate. Electricity from an SL-power unit, which
cools down relative to the installation as it produces electrical power, drives the fan’s motor (which heats
slightly due to its electromechanical inefficiencies). The fan blades mechanically drive macroscopic
currents of air around the installation. The heat from the fan’s motor diffuses into the air; the macroscopic
air currents decay away, also producing heat; the fan’s sound waves damp and heat the installation’s
walls. Ultimately, all the fan’s electrical input power degrades into waste heat. Now, since the SL-power
unit is cooler than the continually heated installation interior, the Clausius form of the second law ensures
that heat naturally flows into it, such that it can continue to power the fan. The thermodynamic cycle
is depicted in Figure 3a, with the fan replaced by a generic electrical load. Notice that this is a closed
thermodynamic loop; no external free energy sources are necessary and, in principle, it can be maintained
indefinitely.

As exemplified by the fan, the entire underground installation (to first order) can be considered a
closed thermodynamic system where work is degraded into heat and then recycled by SL-power units
back into work again for reuse. Under steady-state conditions—that is, when all systems are run steadily
at fixed power levels—the installation neither generates nor consumes any net heat or work. There is no
heat build-up in the installation.

SL-power addresses the first issue, waste heat production, but the issue of heat leakage remains.
According to Fourier’s law of heat conduction, the heat flux out of the installation (F) will be
proportional to the negative of the temperature gradient: F = −kh∇T ' −ktc (Ti−Ts)

∆X
, where ktc is
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the coefficient of thermal conductivity of the walls, and ∆X is the thickness of the thermal insulation
around the installation. Clearly, a thick, low-conductivity thermal blanket layer would be best for IRSM.

Figure 3. SL-IRSM for underground installation. (a) SL-heat cycle. SL-power unit drives
load, which exhausts heat to heat bath, which in turn returns to power unit, via temperature
gradients. (b) Heat and work flows.
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SL-IRSM can be implemented by: (i) installing SL-heat converters inside the installation to soak up
heat as it is generated; and (ii) encasing the entire installation in a thick thermally-insulating blanket
within a secondary array of SL-units. The SL-array captures and converts into work any residual
escaping heat, redirecting it back into the installation core for either reuse or sequestering, or to maintain
the core temperature, Ti (See Figure 3b). In steady-state operation, the net heat power generated by the
installation will be constant, thus it must be soaked up either by the SL-blanket or by SL-heat converters
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in the interior. The best way to reduce the load on the SL-blanket is to soak up the heat inside the
installation as soon as it is produced, before it has the opportunity to diffuse into the walls. This can be
facilitated by adding thermal insulation with large thermal effusivity around the installation so as to slow
the outward heat diffusion, thus giving the interior SL-heat converters more opportunity to work. The
outer SL-thermal blanket would sop up residual heat. (Recall that SL-panels might have power densities
in excess of 103 Wm−2.)

There are, of course, secondary effects and caveats for this analysis to hold, but most can be addressed
in a straightforward manner. Humans generate roughly 100–200 W of heat continuously under sedentary
conditions. If not addressed, human-generated heat could conceivably either leak to the surface or cook
the installation’s interior. The waste heat from a single person for one day could be sequestered as
chemical energy in roughly 30 kg of a Na-S battery. On the other hand, some of this energy could
be used to scrub CO2 or other waste gases from the installation’s atmosphere, or it could be used for
oxygen regeneration, thus helping make the installation not only thermodynamically self-sufficient, but
also chemically and biologically sustainable.

Heat sequestering need not be as exotic as chemical batteries; it can consist of merely a large thermal
reservoir, e.g., a tank of water. The waste heat from one person for one day would raise the temperature
of one cubic meter of water about 4 K; thus, a 500 cubic meter reservoir heated from 20 °C to 80 °C
could accommodate the waste heat of a 10-persons crew for 2 years, not even accounting for offsets
from oxygen regeneration and CO2 scrubbing. (Through catalytic means, explored elsewhere [94], in
principle, the crew’s chemical energy might even be reconstituted as new organic compounds, like sugars
or petroleum, thus obviating the thermal reservoir.) Because heat is the feedstock for SL-power, the heat
reservoir acts as an SL-battery.

The areal power densities of proposed SL-panels are adequate to handle heat loads for realistic
installations. As a concrete example, consider a cubical bunker, 10 meters on a side, with total heat
power generation of 100 kW. Its power density is about 20–30 times that of a typical American home,
presumably because it is densely packed with electronic and mechanical hardware. With nominal
SL-panels (103 Wm−2) over its 600 m2 of exterior surface, the total heat recycling capability of its
SL-blanket (Figure 3b) would be 6 × 105 W, several times its 100 kW heat generation. (This neglects
potential internal heat recycling, which could handle heat production directly at its source.)

The installation must contend with the daily, seasonal, and mission-related changes in heat flow of
the earth surrounding it. Thermometers in the SL-blanket might provide feedback to the individual
SL-panels making up the blanket so as to adjust heat flow in, out and around the installation in order
to mimic the natural heat flow and temperature of the substrate. In this way, the installation might be
rendered thermally indistinguishable from its surroundings, hence IR-invisible from the surface, even
while the temperature difference Ti > Ts is maintained. In some respects, this is the thermal analog
to an electromagnetic metamaterial cloak by which radiation is routed around the region of space to
be camouflaged.

This second law option generates two mutually-reinforcing solutions. It allows the installation to
operate as a closed, self-sustaining energy (and perhaps chemical) system with access to an effectively
inexhaustible energy supply. Simultaneously, heat generation is neutralized, thereby reducing the
potential for heat leakage to the surface. In principle, all the generated heat would be captured and
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converted inside the installation, or as it diffuses outward through its walls. This analysis also pertains
to above-ground installations, although camouflage in the optical region of the spectrum must then be
addressed. (Of course, even for underground system other detection modes are not ruled out; for instance,
ground penetrating radar.) Aeronautical applications can also be envisioned, for instance, the cooling of
fuselage skins heated by aerodynamic drag or by internally generated heat.

4.2. SL-Turbojet

Aircraft IR signatures arise from several sources, including (a) emissions from heated parts
(e.g., exhaust nozzle, tailpipe), the exhaust plume (primarily hot CO2 and H2O), and the
aerodynamically-heated and plume-heated aircraft skin; and (b) IR reflected off the airframe from the
earth (earthshine), sky (skyshine), and sun (sunshine). Type (a) emissions can be addressed most directly
by SL-IRSM.

Military aircraft require IRSM owing primarily to the IR signatures from their engines. Arsenals of
air-to-air and surface-to-air heat seeking missiles have been developed to defeat them, while a phalanx of
anti-missile flares, modulated and directional IR countermeasures (IRCM) have developed around them.
This expensive, half-century old infrared arms race has been fueled directly by the second law.

This section explores the prospects for using SL-heat converters to simultaneously IR-cloak and
propel aircraft. Consider a jet aircraft cruising in level flight whose free body force diagram is given
in Figure 4a. Gravitational force downward (FG = mg) is balanced by lift (FL), while horizontal thrust
(FT ) is balanced by drag (FD). Discussion will focus on the turbojet engine configuration (Figure 4b).
Air is taken into the front of the engine and compressed by the compressor (to 3–12 times its original
pressure), at which point it is mixed with fuel and burned in the combustion chamber. The resultant
high-temperature, high-pressure exhaust gas passes through a turbine, which drives the compressor, and
then exits the back nozzle of the engine, providing thrust (FT = Vexhṁexh). Here Vexh is the exhaust
velocity of the gas and dmexh

dt
≡ ṁexh is the mass flux of the exhaust gas. Additional fuel added after the

turbine can increase thrust by up to 40%, constituting an afterburner, which can increase its IR signature
by an order of magnitude [3]. The maximum net thermodynamic efficiency of a turbojet engine is
about 30%.

As depicted in Figure 4c, one can imagine a SL-based turbojet in which the combustion chamber
is replaced with a matrix of semiconductor SL-devices that convert heat from the incoming air stream
into electricity, which in turn powers an electric motor concentric with the compressor-turbine drive
shaft. Ambient-temperature air enters the engine at the front, is forced by the compressor through the
SL-heat converter, and provides engine thrust by an exiting stream of cold, high-velocity gas. It exits cold
because some of its thermal energy has been converted into the directed mass motion (horizontal velocity
Vexh). In effect, the perpendicular kinetic energy of the incoming air molecules has been converted into
horizontal kinetic energy of the exhaust stream.

A rudimentary analysis of the SL-turbojet can be made via consideration of its mass, linear
momentum, and energy conservation. Referring to Figure 4c, expressions for conservation of mass,
linear momentum, and energy can be written respectively as:

ṁin = ρinAinVin = ρexhAexhVexh = ṁexh (5)
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ṗin = αṁinVin = ṁexhVexh = ṗexh (6)

Cair(Tin − Texh) =
1

2
(V 2

exh − V 2
in) +

Ės/s
ṁin

(7)

Here in and exh refer to input and exhaust respectively, ṁ is mass flux (kg/s),A is the cross sectional area
of either input and exhaust ports, V is air velocity into or out of the engine, and T is gas temperature. Cair
is the specific heat of air (Cair ' 103 J

kgoC
) and Ės/s is the power loss due to aircraft skin heating, sound,

shock waves, or other channels not associated with thrust. Finally, α is a phenomenological measure of
the aerodynamic shape and cross section of the aircraft. Inasmuch as it enters through linear momentum
(force) Equation (6), α represents a scaling factor for the thrust necessary to balance the drag forces, as
indicated by the force diagram (Figure 4a). For physical reasonableness, α ≥ 1.

Figure 4. SL-Turbojet. (a) Force diagram for SL-jet, indicating aerodynamic lift (FL) and
drag (FD), gravitational force (weight FG), and thrust (FT). (b) Standard turbojet engine.
(c) SL-turbojet engine.

The aircraft’s steady-state level-flying cruise velocity (Vin ≡ Vjet) can be estimated from (5)–(7).
Dividing (6) by (5) renders αVjet = Vexh. Inserting this into (7) and solving for Vjet, one obtains:

Vjet =

[
2(Cair∆T − Ės/s/ṁin)

(α2 − 1)

] 1
2

(8)
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with ∆T ≡ Tin − Texh. If thermal conversion dominates over non-thrust losses, such that
Ės/s

ṁin
� Cair∆T , then (8) can be simplified to:

Vjet '
[
2Cair∆T

α2 − 1

] 1
2

(9)

Notice that in this model the resultant jet velocity depends on ∆T and α, while such things as air density
(altitude), air intake rate, and exhaust cross sections are not explicitly germane.

Air starting at typical atmospheric temperatures (T ∼ 300 K) can undergo significant cooling
(∆T ∼ 200 K) before it liquefies (the boiling points of N2 and O2 are 77 K and 90 K, respectively).
Meanwhile, silicon SL-power units can operate down to roughly liquid nitrogen temperatures before the
semiconductor’s charge carriers freeze out, rendering the doped silicon intrinsic, thereby quenching the
built-in potential (Equation 4) upon which the second law effect depends. Therefore, in principle, the
SL-jet engine could cool its input air perhaps by as much as ∆T ∼ 200 K—and extract appreciable heat
in the process—before cooling becomes problematic.

In Figure 5, Vjet is plotted versus α for several values of ∆T , based on (9). For example, for α = 1.5

and ∆T = 100 K, one finds a theoretical jet velocity of Vjet = 400 m/s. Clearly, more sophisticated
analysis is called for; however, several trends can be inferred from this simple model.

Figure 5. SL-jet velocity (Vjet) versus aerodynamic coefficient (α) for various temperatures
differences (∆T = 200 K, 100 K, 50 K), based on (9).
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First, the infrared signature of the SL-engine should be significantly reduced compared with that
of a standard chemically-driven turbojet. In fact, an SL-engine will produce no net heat under level,
steady-state flying conditions—unlike a typical jet engine that might output 100 MW or more in heat.
Although it produces no net heat, this is not to say that it will be infrared invisible; rather, its infrared
signature now becomes an issue of how the hot and cold air around the aircraft is distributed, the
local aerodynamic heating of the airframe, as well as what its intrinsic contrast against atmospheric
background might be, e.g., reflected IR from the sun, sky, and earth. (Furthermore, this analysis pertains
to aircraft fly level and at a constant speed; for instance, as an SL-aircraft climbs or accelerates there
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should be a net cooling of the surrounding air as additional heat is converted into thrust power, while
as it decelerates net heat will be deposited in the surrounding air, giving a net positive IR signature.) If
the air behind the SL-engine is well-mixed, and if the aircraft does not produce significant sound, wave
disturbances, skin heating or other non-thrust losses (i.e., the condition pertinent to (9) is met), then
the air behind the engine should be at nearly the same temperature as the air going in. In the limit of
perfect mixing and Ės/s

ṁ
= 0, the aircraft should produce no net infrared emissions over the background

air in which it flies. This would constitute broadband emission-based IR stealth or cloaking. On the
other hand, even if the full ∆T cooling produced by SL-heat converters were expressed in the exhaust
stream of the SL-engine, this negative apparent temperature difference would still be roughly an order
of magnitude less than for a traditional jet engine, and thus its contrast radiant intensity should be 2–4
orders of magnitude less. Again, it is emphasized that for real aircraft, IR signatures are not determined
solely from IR emissions as treated here; rather, they are greatly dependent on such things as IR reflected
from its environment (e.g., sun, sky, clouds, ground) and non-unity emissivities.

Second, because the thermal energy of air is the energy source for SL-jets, there would seem to
be little need to carry chemical jet fuel onboard. The size and weight of SL-aircraft might thus be
significantly reduced, payloads increased, and aircraft’s time aloft not dictated by fuel capacity; after all,
an SL-jet flies in its own fuel. (The weight of fuel for ships and aircraft is often a sizable fraction of their
total weight.) Also, since engines presumably would operate at lower temperatures and under less hostile
chemical environments than traditional chemical engines, they should also suffer less thermal fatigue and
chemical degradation, perhaps requiring less exotic and expensive construction materials and upkeep.

Third, an SL-engine would not consume chemical fuels and therefore would leave behind little or no
chemical exhaust products or pollutants. Because they would not produce water vapor or soot particles,
which can seed contrails, their stealth capabilities might be improved; however, because the local exhaust
plume would be cold, ambient water vapor might condense temporarily. Compared with traditional ones,
SL-aircraft should be relatively benign environmentally.

In principle, jet fuel can be used to augment the thrust of an SL-engine or to favorably tune its IR
signature. In contrast to a traditional afterburner, this fuel would be injected at the front end of the
engine, between the compressor and the SL-matrix (Figure 4c), rather than after the turbine (Figure 4b).
Fuel augmentation would play a dual role. First, fuel could directly add to engine thrust by increasing
mass flux and thermal energy (via chemical combustion). Equations (5)–(7) can be modified to include
fuel mass input (ṁfuel) and the additional thermal energy gained from burning the fuel. (It is assumed
here that the chemical energy of the fuel is fully thermalized and thoroughly mixed with the air.)

Under the reasonable assumption that ṁfuel � ṁin, or equivalently β ≡ ṁfuel

ṁin
� 1, it can be shown

that modifications to (5)–(7) lead to:

Vjet '
[
2(Cmix∆T

′ −
Ės/s

ṁfuel + ṁin

)

] 1
2 [

(α2 − 1)− (2α2 − 1)β
]− 1

2 (10)

If non-thrust parasitic losses are negligible, i.e., if Ės/s

ṁi

1
(1+β)

� Cmix∆T
′ , one obtains

Vjet '
[
2Cmix∆T

′] 1
2
[(
α2 − 1

)
−
(
2α2 − 1

)
β
]− 1

2 (11)
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Here Cmix is the specific heat of the air-chemical exhaust mixture, which is taken here to be roughly the
same as that of pure air (Cmix ' Cair ' 103 J

kgK
), and between the combustion exhaust and input air,

now assumed to be larger than in the no-fuel case (i.e., ∆T ′ > ∆T ). Since combustion temperatures
can be high (Tmix

>∼ 1000 K), and if the SL-power unit can efficiently convert thermal energy to work,
then ∆T

′ can be much larger than for the non-fuel configuration, in which case (11) predicts increased
jet velocity, as expected.

A second potential advantage of fuel augmentation is to favorably tune the exhaust temperature of
the SL-engine so as to minimize its IR signature. (This, of course, must be weighed against potential
disadvantages such as increased mechanical complexity, chemical and vapor trails.) Recall that the wake
of an SL-aircraft might be cooler than the ambient air, thereby creating a negative temperature contrast
(heat shadow) or condensation trail, especially if it mixes imperfectly with the turbulence behind the
aircraft, or before its directed kinetic energy is thermalized, or if parasitic losses (e.g., Ės/s) carry away
significant power. It should be possible to reduce this negative IR contrast by producing a little extra
local heat through judicious fuel burning.

As a further conceptual simplification to the engine, let the SL-heat converter matrix (Figure 4c)
be removed and the microscopic SL-heat converters be integrated directly into the surfaces of the
compressor and turbine blades. The blades would now double as heat converters. Since by their very
operation they are in intimate thermal contact with the air—their fuel—they should be able to withdraw
heat effectively from it. Electrical power would still be routed to the coaxial motor.

As a simple numerical test of this integration concept, consider plausible physical parameters for such
an SL-jet. Let the total cross sectional area of the aircraft in the direction of travel be Ajet = 5 m2, the
area opening of the SL-engine input be Ain = 2 m2, and the total surface area of the compressor blades
(plus the interior walls of the engine) be Ab = 20 m2, and let the thickness of the SL-device layering
on the blades and engine interior be x = 4 × 10−3 m. Let the thermal conductivity of the blades and
engine walls be metallic (km = 200 W/°Cm), and let the temperature difference between the air flowing
through the engine and the blade surfaces be maintained at ∆T ' 100 K so heat will flow into the blade.
Let the total net cooling of the air through the engine be ∆T ' 100 K, as in (8)–(11).

In this scenario, the heat flux from the air to the compressor blades and walls should be in the order
of Q̇cond ' kAb∆T

x
' 108 W. The maximum theoretical power output from this volume of SL-devices

layered on the blades and walls should be: PSL = ρeAbx ' 108 W. The change in thermal energy content
of the air passing through the engine for Vjet is also comparable: Q̇air = CairρairAinVjet∆T

′
= 108 W.

Finally, the mechanical power required to overcome air drag can be estimated as Pdrag = FDVjet =
1
2
DρairAjetV

3
jet ' 108 W. Given that Q̇cond ' Q̇air ' Pdrag ' PSLD, this scenario is thermodynamically

plausible—aside from its obvious violation of the second law.
In summary, it appears possible in principle to both propel and IR-cloak aircraft using SL-IRSM

technology.

5. Discussion, Outlook and Conclusions

This article brings together for the first time two previously disconnected subjects—second law
challenges and IR stealth and cloaking—and finds strong affinities between them. SL-IRSM could be
transformative for many IRSM technologies, applications, and strategies. This should include manned
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and unmanned vehicles, weapons, sensors, and even perhaps personnel uniforms. Gas turbine engines,
for example, are standard power plants for helicopters and tanks as well as for jet aircraft. It could
have serious ramifications for target acquisition, tracking, and homing of such systems as heat-seeking
missiles and on countermeasures, like flares.

Although SL-IRSM seems most pertinent to active targets, it might also be adaptable to passive targets
insofar as background heat fluxes can betray the existence of a target. Micron-thin SL-panels might offer
both rapid and local cooling or heating of surfaces so as to blend into an environment. (Recall that the
theoretical power densities of micron-thick SL-panels exceed solar power densities.)

Until now, the growing second law literature has concentrated on energy-related applications, for
understandable reasons. This article attempts to broaden interest through a compelling new application.
Whereas the mind of the scientific community has been essentially closed to discussion of the status of
the second law for more than a century, and the conventional energy energy industry has a vested interest
in not discussing disruptive, non-fossil energy sources, the military has traditionally been open to new
science and technology—for obvious reasons of advantage and survival. In fact, most of the trappings of
the modern world—nuclear physics and energy, solid-state electronics and material science, aeronautics
and astronautics, computers and the Internet—were championed first by the military, and only later were
adopted in the civilian sphere. Perhaps this will also be so with IR-SL technology.

Looking ahead, SL-heat recycling technology has been proposed as part of the recent NASA-DARPA
collaboration, 100-Year Starship Initiative (100YSS), which is exploring technologies whereby a starship
might be created by the latter half of the 21st century. Interstellar travel presents a constellation of
challenges, the chief challenge among which being the power sources to sustain the spacecraft and its
crew during transit and at their final destination. Chemical energy sources are probably inadequate for
long-term missions, having energy densities less than about 20 MJ/kg, and while fission and fusion boast
high energy densities, with mass-to-energy conversion fractions of about 0.001 and 0.01 respectively,
their hardware is complex and massive, and their radiation is problematic. One of the leading candidates
for starship power is the SL-heat recycler [105], a natural extension of the SL-IRSM.

For now, the road to SL-IRSM is uncertain. First, although the second law appears vulnerable from
a theoretical standpoint, the ultimate proof of its violability can only (and is still yet to) be provided by
experiment alone. Even then, the technical feasibility of SL-IRSM is an entirely separate issue. Still, as
this study attempts to demonstrate, the high stakes of second law subversion seem to warrant a thoughtful
look over the horizon. Given the many theoretical challenges and the good outlook for experiments, this
author predicts that the first experimental violation of the second law will be recognized within the next
five years, in which case the heat will most certainly be turned up on IRSM.
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