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W e report resuls of system atic num erical analysis of collisions between two and
three stable dissipative solitons in the two-din ensional (2D ) com plex G inZburg—
Landau equation (CGLE) wih the cubicquintic (CQ ) combination of gain and loss
termm s. T he equation m ay be realized as a m odelofa laser caviy which includes the
spatial di raction, together w ith the anom alous group-velocity dispersion (GVD)
and spectral ltering acting in the tem poral direction. C ollisions between solitons
are possible due to the G alilkan invariance along the gpatial axis. O utcom es of the
collisions are identi ed by varying the GVD coe cient, , and the collision \veloc-
iy" (actually, it is the spatial slope of the soliton’s tra ectory) . At an all velocities,
two or three In-phase solitons m erge Into a single standing one. At larger velocities,
both in-phase soliton pairs and pairs of solitons w ith opposie signs su er a transi—
tion into a delocalized chaotic state. At still Jarger velocities, all collisions becom e
quasielastic. A new outoom e is revealed by collisions between slow solitons w ith
opposite signs: they selftrap into persistent wolkbling dipoks, which are found In
twom odi cations { horizontalat sm aller , and verticalif is larger (the horizontal
ones resam ble \zigzag" bound states of two solitons known in the 1D CG L equation
of the CQ type). Collisions between solitons with a nite m ign atch between their

tra ectories are studied too.

I. NTRODUCTION

Complkx G Inzburg-Landau equations (CG LE s) constitute a vast class ofm odels for the
pattem—fom ation dynam ics and spatiotem poral chaos in one- and m ulidin ensional non—

Iinear m edia combining dissipative and dispersive/di ractive properties|l]. In particular,
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stable localized pulses (\dissipative solitons" ]) can be supported by CG LE s that m est the
obvious necessary condition of the stability of the zero badkground. This condition rules
out the sin plest cubic CG LE, whose onedin ensional (1D ) varant adm its welkknown ex—
act analytical solutions for solitary pulses [3]. T he stability can be achieved in system s of
Iinearly coupled equations, w th one featuring lnear gain and the other { lnear loss @]. Tn
such a m odel, exact stabl solutions for 1D solitons are availabl [E]. A nother possibility is
to use the CG LE w ih the cubicquintic (CQ ) combination of nonlinear tem s. Forthe rst
tin e, the CGLE ofthe CQ type was Introduced by Petviashvili and Sergeev [6] In the 2D
form , w ith the intention to construct stable fully localized 2D states. In 1D, stable dissipa—
tive solitons ofthe CQ CG LE had been later studied in detail [1], lncluding the analysis of
tw o-soliton bound states [L1,/12]. T hen, stable findam ental solitons [B,19,/10] and localized
vortices (alias spiral solitons) [LQ, [14] have been found in 2D and 3D [L5] m odels of the
CQ€CGLE type, aswellas in the Sw ift-H chenberg equation w ith the CQ nonlinearity [L6].
Such equations nd theirm ost signi cant physical realization as m odels of large-area laser
cavities, where the CQ ocombination of the loss and gain is provided by the integration of
linear am pli ers and saturable absorbers|17].

In m ost above-m entioned works [6], [LAHLE], localized pulses and vortices were obtained
as solutions to isotropic 2D equations. On the other hand, the CGLE which govems the
Soatiotem poral evolution of light in the largearea laser cavity is anisotropic, as its includes
\di usion" (the spectral Iering) acting only along the tem poralvariable. T he existence of
stable fully Jocalized pulse solutions in the Jatter case suggest a possibility ofthe experim ental
creation of \light bullets", ie. goatiotem poral optical solitons, in the cavities. In other
physical contexts (unrelated to optics), anisotropy of the 2D CGLE was introduced in a
di erent fom , through unequal di usion coe cients in the two perpendicular directions
[LE].

In Refs. [9], stable spatiotem poral dissipative solitons were found in the m odel of the
lasercaviy type, based on the follow ing nom alized CG LE w ith the CQ nonlinearity:

. 1 1 . . . .
0y + JUxx + 5 DUrr= W+ 0 inPFu+i,piu - (1)

Here, Z and X arethepropagation and transverse coordinatesin thecavity,and T t Z=V,
is, as usual, the reduced tin e, with t the physical tin e and V, the group velocity of the

carrier wave. Tem Uyy in Eq. [lI) represents the transverse di raction in the paraxial



approxin ation, the coe cients accounting for the above-m entioned spectral ltering, K err
nonlineariy, and background linear loss are all scaled to be 1, while > 0 corresoonds
to the group-velocity dispersion (GVD).Usually, a necessary condition for the existence of
tam poralsolitonsis > 0 [L9], which In plies the anom aloustype ofthe GVD (in the present
m odel, spatiotem poral solitons also tend to bem ore stablk at > 0 [9]). Further, positive
e cints ; and , n Eq. [I) account for the cubic gain and quintic loss, respectively,
which are characteristic features of CQ m odels. The third-order GVD was also taken Into
regard In Refs. 0], but this term is not considered here, as it does not essentially a ect the
results reported below . Because it combines the di raction along X and e ective di usion
along T ,Eq. [1) is called the di ractivedi usive CG LE|]].

Once 2D solitons are available, an issue of obvious interest is to explore collisions betw een
them , provided that they arem obik, ie., the equation is G alilkan invariant. The 2D CGLE
w ith no di usion obviously satis es this condition, allow iIng free m otion of solitons or local-
ized vortices In any direction. T hisproperty wasused in Ref. [L0]to study collisionsbetween
solitons In the isotropic CQ CGLE, as well as their m otion In extemal potentials. Tt was
concluded that collisions between fuindam ental solitons resul in their quasielastic passage
through each other (W ih a resultant increase ofthe relative velocity), orm utualdestruction
ofthe solitons, or theirm erger into a single 2D pulse. In the sam e m odel, collisions between
vortices dem onstrated a quasielastic rebound.

The lasercavity modelbased on Eq. [ll) features the G alilan invariance along the X —
direction, w hich m eans that a m oving solution can be generated from a quiescent one by the
application of the G alilean boost corresponding to arbitrary \velocity" P (in fact, P is the
tilt in the K ;Z ) plane):

U X;T;2)! exp i PX P?2=2 UK PZ;T;Z): Q)

T hispossibility suggests to consider collisions of 2D solitons in thism odel too. In thiswork,
we report resuls obtained by m eans of system atic sin ulations of collisions between two and
three solitons in the fram ework of Eq. [Il). In the form er case, both head-on collisions and
those wih a nie o set (@im ing distance) between tra gctories of the two solitons w ill be
studied. In either case, we consider collisions between in-phase and out-ofphase 2D solitons
(the latter m eans that they have opposite signs).

In Section IT, we report the results for two-soliton collisions, and In Section ITT { for



Interactions between three solitons. O utcom es ofthe collisionsbetween two in-phase solitons
Include the quasielastic passage at Jarge velocities, delocalization In the X direction m erger
Into an expanding quasiturbulent state) at intem ediate velocities, and m erger of slow ly
m oving solitons into a singlke stable pulse. A maprdi erence for collisions between out-of-
phase solitons is that, at an all velocities, they do not m erge into a single pulse; instead,
they m ay form a new localized ob gct { a wokbling dipok, ie., a robust bound state oftwo
solitonsw ith opposite signs, w hich feature persistent oscillations relative to each other In the
Soatialdirection. M oreover, two di erent species ofthe wobbling dipoles are reported below,
horizontal and vertical ones. In the latter case, the out-ofphase solitons, although they
collide head-on, shift in opposite perpendicular directions (@long the T -axis), and eventually
form a dipolkewith a xed vertical ssparation between them . Unlke the results for collisions
between dissipative solitons in the 2D isotropic CGLE [LO], in the present m odel we have
never observed com plete destruction (decay) of colliding solitons. For collisionswith a nite
ain Ing distance T, we identify a critical value of T which ssparates interactions and
the straightforw ard passage. T hree-soliton con gurations feature eitherm erger Into a singke
pulse, or the transition into a delocalized chaotic state. In temm s of the optical cavities, the
various outocom es of the collisions o er possibilities for the use in alloptical data-processing

schem es.

II. TW O-SOLITON COLLISIONS

A . The num erical procedure

Equation [ll) was solved by m eans of the 2D split-step Fourder m ethod with 256 256
m odes and periodic boundary conditions n X and T, for the xed size of the integration
dom ain in both directions, X ;T 10j 10. The stepsize for the advancem ent in Z was
001. To generate the rst stable 2D pulse boosted to velocity (til) P, cf. Eq. [@), an initial

con guration was taken as
Uog X ;T)= exp X%+ T? =4+ PPX ; 3)

see the rst panel in Fig.[2 below . The num erical integration of Eq. (1) kd to quick self-

trapping of the Input pulse Into a m oving (tilted) dissjpative soliton, which is an attractor



ofthem odel. The pro X ofthe established soliton can be seen in the rst panels of F igd3
and[5.

G eneric resuls for collisions between the solitons w ith velocities P can be adequately
represented by  xing the cubic gain and quintic loss coe cientsto be ; = 25, , = 05,
while varying P and GVD coe cient . To generate diagram s presented below in Figs. [1
and [4, which display outcom es of the collisions, we changed and P by an all steps, the
Iniialcon guration foreach simulation being a stable pulse produced by the sin ulations at

the previous step.

B . H ead-one collisions betw een in-phase solitons

O utcom es of collisions betw een two identical stable solitons, set by kicks P on the head-
on collision course, are sum m arized in F ig.[1]. Stable solitons exist only for o in 035,
which determ ines the left-hand edge of the diagram .

T he sin plest outcom e of the collision is the straightforw ard quasielastic passage of the
solitons through each other. W e do not illustrate it by a separate picture, as it seem s quite
obvious; as well as in Refs. [9], the solitons keep the mutual symm etry after the quasi-
elastic collision, and dem onstrate som e increase of \velocity" P (recall it is actually de ned
asthe tilt ofthe soliton’s tra ctory in the X ;Z ) plane) . M oreover, running the sim ulations
iIn the dom ain w ith periodic boundary conditions, we observed m uliple quasielastic colli-
sions between solitons. T he solitons which em erge unscathed from the rst collision survive
Inde nitely m any repeated oollisions as well.

W ith the decrease of the collision velocity, the quasielastic passage is changed by the
delocalization. T hism eans that two In-phase solitons, Interacting attractively, m erge into a
single pulse, which, however, fails to sslftrap into a standing soliton. Instead, it gives rise
to a quasichaotic (\turbulent") state, that rem ains localized in the tem poraldirection (T ),
but features inde nite expansion along X , see a typical exampl in Fig.[2. This outcom e
m ay be explained by the fact the fiised state has too much \intrinsic inertia", in parted by
orighalvelocities P, which pushes the pulse to expand.

At still an aller values of P , the collision also gives rise to m erger of the two solitons into
a single pulse. H owever, in that case, the decrease of the above-m entioned \Intrinsic inertia"
allow s the fused pulse to ©orm a stablk soliton, see a typicalexam ple I F ig. [3.
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FIG .1: The diagram ofoutcom es ofhead-on collisions between identical in-phase solitons, m oving
at velocities P (the values ofP are shown on the logarithm ic scak). T he bladk, light gray, and
dark gray colors m ark param eter regions where the m erger, transition to a chaotic delocalized

state, and quasielastic passage have been observed.

Befre proceeding to the presentation of results obtained for collisions between solitons
w ih opposite signs, it is rlkvant to m ention that we have also considered oollisions of
solitonsw ith the phase di erence of =2. In that case (ot shown here in detail), them erger
oftwo solitons into a single one is also cbserved at an all velocities, but underm ore speci ¢
conditions. In particular, for P 0:78, the m exger takes place in the region of 1 3,
which is essentially narrower than the m erger region for in-phase solitons, cf. Fig.[dl. The
reduction of the m erger region is quite natural, as the interaction between the solitons is

weaker In this case than between in-phase solitons.



Z=0 Z=556

FIG.2: (Color online) A typical exam ple of the transition to delocalization along the x direction,
triggered by the m erger of colliding in-phase solitons w ith velocities P = 0:78, or = 1. The
evolution ofthewave eld isillustrated by a set of snapshots of the distrlbution of J X ;T )Jj. Note
that the pro lesdigplayed In the rstpanel (for Z = 0) pertain not to the established solitons, but
to nput [2). Pro les of the established solitons generated from these inputs can be seen below in

the rstpanels of Figs.[3 and[5.

C . H ead-on collisions betw een solitons w ith opposite signs

The diagram summ arizing outcom es of collision between solitons w ith opposite signs
is displayed in Fig. [4. The out-ofphase solitons with Jarge velocities P pass through
each other quasielastically. M oreover, because the sim ulations were run w ith the periodic
boundary conditions, we could actually cbserve m ultiple collisions, which kept their quasi-
elstic character Inde niely long, sin ilar to what was cbserved in the case of collisions
between fast n-phase solitons, as m entioned above. At an aller (ntem ediate) velocities,

collisions between the solitons w ith opposite signs give rise to the fomm ation of chaotic
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FIG . 3: Colr online) An exam pl of the m erger of colliding in-phase solitons into a single stable

one, orP = 0078, = 1.

states inde nitely expanding along X , again sin ilar to what was reported above for the case
of inphase solitons (therefore, exam ples of these outcom es are not displayed here) .

A new outcom e is produced by oollisions of slow Iy m oving out-ofphase solitons. They
do notm erge into a single pulse, because this is prevented by them utual repulsion. A s seen
in the left-hand part of F ig. [5, the solitons com e close to each other and then bounce back,
but do not ssparate. Instead, they arrange them sslves Into a persistent bound state In the
form of a \wobbling dipole". This cbservation is illustrated by the right-hand side of F ig.
[5, which displays tra fctories of centers of both solitons in the plane of X ;7). Persistent
oscillations of the bound solitons lasted as long as the sin ulations were run. N ote that the
range of the evolution distance n Fig. [5, Z = 15 16, is extrem ely Jarge in com parison
w ith the soliton’s di raction, digpersion, and lering lengths, which can be estin ated as
Zair Zaip 2 r 1 Inthepresent situation, ollow ing theusualde nitions, Zg; » W f ,

Zaiw WE=,Z 3y W2, whereWy and W, are the soliton’s w idths in the spatial and
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FIG . 4: The diagram of head-on collisions between identical solitons w ith opposie signs. A s in
Fig. [, the light and dark gray colors designate regions of the transition to chaotic delocalized
states, and quasitelastic passage, respectively. In the white area, the slow Iy colliding solitons form

horizontal or vertical wobbling dipoks, see the text.

tem poral directions B] (here, the notation is in plied to be as in Eq. (1)) . D ependences of
the am plitude and frequency of the oscilations on GVD coe cint is not shown here, as
the dependence is quite weak.

It is relevant to m ention that sin ilar stable wobbling bound states of dissipative solitons
were reported In sin ulations ofa system oftwo CQ CGLE s coupled by cubic tem s, In the
1D setting, w ith a group-velocity m ism atch between the two equations R0] (in those works,
they were called \zigzag" states). On the other hand, in the fram ework of the sngle CQ
CGLE in 1D, truly stabl bound states do not exist, although som e ofthem m ay be aln ost
stable ], wih the di erence that the phase shift between the two solitons is =2 (rather
than ). Thus, the existence of the stablk oscillatory dipolar bound states in the single
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FIG .5: (Coloronlne) Panels in the left-hand half illustrate the form ation ofa horizontal \w obblng
dipole" as a result of the head-on collision between slow Iy m oving out-ofphase solitons, for P =
0078, = 1. Thepanel n the right-hand half show s tra ctories of centers of the two solitons,

in the sam e case.

equation is a new feature ofthe 2D setting.

T he form ation ofthe wobbling dijpole follow s the above scenario in the region of 3.At
largervaluesofthe GVD coe cient (in particular, at = 4 and 5), the repulsive Interaction
of slow Iy m oving out-ofphase solitons leads to their shift in the transverse direction (to
positive and negative values of T ). Eventually, they form a vertically aligned (\stacked")
waobbling dipolk, as illustrated by a set of snapshots In the left-hand side of Fig. [. The
vertical dipole kesps a constant vertical (ie., tem poral) ssparation between the two solitons
stacked in it, which sin ultaneously perfom persistent oscillations in the horizontaldirection

(@long X ), as seen In the right-hand side of F ig.[d.

D . Collisions at a nite aim ing distance

Collisions between slow Iy m oving in-phase solitons, with a nite o sst, T, between
their initial tra pctordes in the vertical direction (alias the ain ing distance), also result in
the m erger into a single quiescent pulse, provided that both T and velocities are an all
enough. H owever, the transition to the delocalization, sin ilar to that shown in Fig.[d, was

not observed at nie T . In the same case, collisions between solitons w ith opposite signs
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FIG.6: Colronlne) The sam e as in Fig.[§, but in the case when the collision of slow Iy m oving

solitons w ith opposite signs ends up w ith the form ation ofthe vertical \wobbling dipok",at = 5.

result in a sin ple dynam icale ect, a rebound In the vertical direction. N am ely, due to the
repulsion between the out-ofphase solitons, the value of T Increases after the oollision.
T hese outcom e are not shown here, as they are quite obvious.

Varying collision velocities P, it is possble to nd a crtical value of the o set, such
that the Interaction beocom es negligble if T exoeeds the crticalo set. For both cases of
the Inphase and -out-ofphase soliton pairs, the critical value is shown, as a function of
the velocity, in F ig. 7.

IIT. THREE-SOLITONS COLLISION S

O nce the character of the two-soliton collisions has been understood, the next natural
step is to analyze collisions between three solitons. To this end, we took triplets of identical
solitons, w ith initial velocities +P; 0; P . The system atic analysis was restricted to the
m ost interesting case of the collisions between slow solitons, with P 0:078.

F irst, we consider symm etric con gurations, w ith solitons’ signs + ;+ ;+) and +; ;+).
In the om er case, the outcom e of the collision In the entire region where the sin ulations
were run, 0 7, is the m erger of the triplkt of in-phase solitons into a single pulss, see
an exam ple In F ig.[8. In the latter case, the triplet of solitons w ith altermating signs always
features the transition to delocalization. A noteworthy peculiarity cbserved in the case of
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FIG.7: (Colr online) The critical value of the o set between initial trafctories of two solitons
(T in the text), In the case of non-head-on collisions. If the o set exceeds the critical value,
the solitons e ectively cease to Interact. This value is shown versus the iniial velocities, P,

separately for n-phase and out-ofphase soliton pairs.

(+; ;+) is form ation of a transient \wobbling tripok" con guration, that qualitatively
resam bles horizontal wobbling dipoles generated by collisions of two solitons w ith opposite
signs, see Fig. [§. N evertheless, the \tripolk" eventually collapses, initiating the transition
Into an expanding chaotic delocalized state.

T he ocollision-induced transfom ation of the asym m etric triplet form ed by three identical
solitons, of type  ;+; ), was investigated too. As shown In Fig. [9, in this case, two
Inphase solitons m erge into a singlke one, at the rst stage of the evolution (the m iddle
panel in Fig. [9). Eventually, the interm ediate pair of the two pulses also dam onstrates a
transform ation into a single residual soliton.
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FIG.8: (Coloronline) The m erger of three In-phase solitons Into a single one, at = 1. Iniially,

edge solitons m ove at velocities 0:078.

IVv. CONCLUSION

W e have undertaken the systam atic analysis of collisions between two and three solitons
In the 2D CGLE (complx G inzburg-Landau equation) wih the CQ (cubicquintic) non—
Iinearity, which m ay be considered as a m odel of Jargearea laser cavities, w ith the solitons
representing spatiotem poral \light bullets" in it. Thism odel, which includes the di raction
In the spatialdirection X ) and both the GVD (group-velocity disoersion) and spectral I+
tering in the tem poral direction, is G alilkan invariant in the form er direction, which m akes
it possble to create m oving solitons and collide them . O utcom es of the collisions were sys—
tam atically studied by varying the GVD ooe cient, , collision velocity, and relative sign of
the solitons.

In the case of collisions between two In-phase solitons, three outcom es have been iden-

ti ed: the m erger into a single standing soliton, transition nto an expanding delocalized
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FIG .9: Colronlne) The sam e as in F ig. [§, but starting w ith the asym m etric tripkt of solitons,

con gured as (+;+; ).

chaotic state, and quastelastic passage. C ollisions between solitons w ith opposite signs at
an all velocities kad, instead of the m erger, to a novel outcom e { the form ation of robust
\wobbling dipoles", which exist n twom odi cations: horizontalat sn aller values of , and
vertical ones at larger . In the 1D setting, oscillatory bound states of dissipative solitons
of the \zigzag" type were found in a systam of two nonlnearly coupled CQ CGLEs RQ],
but truly stabl bound states in the single equation of this type do not exist. The stablk
\w cbbling dipoles", especially their \vertical" variety (the one shown in F ig.[d), isa feature
goeci ctothe2D model. W e have also Investigated two-soliton collisionsw ih a nieain ing
distance, and identi ed its crtical size beyond which the solitons cease to interact.
Collisions between three slow Iy m oving in-phase solitons lead to their m erger nto a
single one, whik three solitons with altemating signs form a transient \tripolk" state,
which eventually collapses into a delocalized chaotic state. Three solitons which form an
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asymm etric con guration, oftype  ;+; ), also m erge into a singk pulse.
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