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We study the transverse instability and dynamics of bright soliton stripes in two-dimensional
nonlocal nonlinear media. Using a multiscale perturbation method, we derive analytically the first-
order correction to the soliton shape, which features an exponential growth in time — a signature
of the transverse instability. The soliton’s characteristic timescale associated with its exponential
growth, is found to depend on the square root of the nonlocality parameter. This, in turn, highlights

the nonlocality-induced suppression of the transverse instability.

Our analytical predictions are

corroborated by direct numerical simulations, with the analytical results being in good agreement

with the numerical ones.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Wave instabilities play an important role in the evo-
lution of nonlinear systems, as they are associated with
symmetry breaking effects resulting in the formation of
coherent structures or leading to chaotic states [1]. A
pertinent example is the modulational instability (MI) of
plane waves in media governed by the focusing nonlin-
ear Schrodinger (NLS) equation, with MI resulting in a
variety of important nonlinear processes, such as the for-
mation of envelope bright solitons, envelope shock waves,
and rogue waves ﬂ] Another example is the transverse
instability, which refers to the growth of transverse mod-
ulations of quasi one-dimensional (1D) (stripe) bright
and dark solitons, for focusing [3, 4] and defocusing |5, [d]
NLS models, respectively. In the elliptic 2D focusing
NLS, the norm of the soliton stripes is infinite, as they
extend to infinity in the transverse direction. Hence, the
bright soliton stripes, being subject to the onset of col-
lapse, break up, through a width modulation, into indi-
vidual 2D lump-shaped structures. In such a case, the
transverse instability is of the so-called “necking” type
ﬂ] On the other hand, bright solitons of the hyperbolic
2D focusing NLS, as well as dark solitons of the elliptic
2D defocusing NLS, undergo undulations of the location
of their center, due to the transverse instability, and even-
tually decay; due to this, so-called “snaking” instability,
bright soliton stripes decay into bright lumps, while dark
solitons decay into vortices or dark lumps B, @] It is
important to note that this is a popular experimental
technique for observing the instability outcome and sub-
sequent pattern formation both in atomic physics ﬂﬁ]

and in nonlinear optics [11, [12].

Arrest or substantial suppression of the transverse in-
stability of solitons has been proved to be a topic of great
interest, and various physical mechanisms have been pro-
posed to suppress this instability. These mechanisms in-
clude the coupling of solitons with another soliton com-
ponent ﬂﬂ, @], making the soliton sufficiently incoher-

ent along the transverse direction ﬂﬂ], as well as using
periodic lattice potentials HE, ] or localized barrier po-
tentials HE] In addition, nonlocal nonlinearities, occur-
ring e.g., in plasmas |19], atomic vapors m], lead glasses

], nematic liquid crystals [22], as well as dipolar Bose-
FEinstein condensates ], are known to play a key role
on the stability of solitons. In particular, in settings with
focusing nonlocal nonlinearities, the transverse instabil-
ity of bright nonlocal solitons can be substantially sup-
pressed |, while collapse can be arrested in higher-
dimensions m, @] and, as a result, stable 2D and 3D
solitons can be formed [20, 21, 26 28]. On the other
hand, in settings with defocusing nonlocal nonlinearities,
the transverse instability of dark nonlocal solitons @@]
can be suppressed ﬂﬁ]

In this work, we revisit the problem of the transverse
instability and dynamics of bright solitons in nonlocal
nonlinear media. The considered nonlocal NLS model,
namely a Schrodinger type paraxial wave equation, cou-
pled with a diffusion-type equation governing the non-
local response of the medium, is relevant to a variety
of physical contexts. These include optical media with
a thermal nonlinearity (e.g., atomic vapors m, @] and
liquid solutions N%, 35]), plasmas [36, 37], and nematic
liquid crystals , ] The considered nonlocal NLS
possesses a sech?-shaped exact analytical bright soliton
solution, which can not be reduced — in the local nonlin-
earity limit — to the usual sech-shaped bright soliton of
the NLS; hence, one can not exploit this limit to study
the effect of nonlocality on the transverse instability of
nonlocal soliton stripes, as has been done, e.g., in ﬂZAAYI]

Here, we analyze the problem by employing a pertur-
bation method, similar to the one used in Ref. [40] (see
also [41])), which uses a perturbation ansatz relying on the
sech? nonlocal soliton, with a center and a phase becom-
ing unknown functions of slow time and transverse coor-
dinate. We find an approximate solution of the nonlocal
NLS, where the correction to the soliton shape is shown
to feature an exponential growth in time, which is a sig-
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nature of the transverse instability. The latter is of the
necking type, and is induced by the soliton phase, which
is shown to obey an elliptic partial differential equation
(PDE). We show that the instability growth rate (i.e.,
the inverse characteristic time scale associated with the
exponential growth of the phase), depends on the inverse
square root of the nonlocality parameter, a fact high-
lighting the substantial, nonlocality-induced suppression
of the transverse instability of the bright soliton stripes
(in a similar vein as earlier works [24]). The analytical
estimation for the growth rate, as well as the derived ap-
proximate analytical solution, are found to be in good
agreement with respective results obtained by means of
direct simulations. Despite the prolongation of the life-
time of the solutions obtained herein, our results do not
support the scenario of a complete stabilization of the rel-
evant bright soliton stripes, irrespectively of the value of
nonlocality parameter v, for the range considered herein.

The presentation of the manuscript is organized as fol-
lows. In Section II, we introduce the model and its exact
soliton solution, and present the results of our perturba-
tion method; these include the derivation of the evolution
of the soliton parameters, the derivation of the instabil-
ity growth rate, as well as the first-order correction of the
soliton shape. Section III is devoted to the presentation
of our numerical results, and comparison with the analyt-
ical approximations. Finally, in Section IV we summarize
our conclusions and discuss possibilities for relevant fu-
ture research.

II. MODEL AND STABILITY ANALYSIS

A. The model and its exact 1D soliton solutions

We consider the propagation of an optical beam in a
nonlocal nonlinear medium. Let u be the complex elec-
tric field envelope of the light beam satisfying a parax-
ial, Schrédinger-type equation, and the real function 6
be the nonlinear, generally nonlocal, medium’s response,
assumed to obey a diffusion-type equation m] Then,
the evolution of the beam is governed by the following
dimensionless nonlocal NLS model:

tup + gAu +2g0u =0, (1)
VA — 2q0 + 2g|u|* = 0, (2)

where subscripts denote partial derivatives. Here, the
evolution variable ¢ represents the propagation distance
(assumed to be along the z direction), A = 9% + 85 is
the transverse Laplacian, while g and d are coupling and
diffraction coefficients, assumed to be positive; this case
corresponds to a focusing nonlinearity. In addition, ¢ > 0
is a constant and, finally, the parameter v, which mea-
sures the diffusion length (assumed to be large compared
to the operating wavelength), describes the strength of
nonlocality: indeed, large v corresponds to a highly non-
local response while in the limit v — 0, Eqs. [I)-([) re-

duce to the following NLS equation with a local cubic
(Kerr-type) nonlinearity:

d 2g>
tuy + EAU + %|u|2u =0. (3)

The model ([)-(2) is relevant to a variety of nonlocal me-
dia. These include: (a) optical media featuring a ther-
mal nonlinearity — such as atomic vapors m, |2_1|] and
liquid solutions, with # being the nonlinear correction to
the refractive index [34, 35]; (b) ionized plasmas, with
0 being the relative electron temperature perturbation,
and ¢ o m/M being the relative energy that an electron
of mass m delivers to a heavy particle of mass M dur-
ing a single collision [3d, 37]; (c) nematic liquid crystals
ﬂﬁ, @], with 6 denoting the perturbation of the opti-
cal director angle from its static value due to the light
beam, and ¢ being related to the applied static field which
pretilts the nematic dielectric [22, 42).

As explained in the Introduction, our scope is to study
the transverse dynamics of 1D bright soliton stripes in
the 2D setting and investigate, in particular, the role of
nonlocality. It is thus convenient to start by presenting
such 1D bright soliton solutions of Eqs. (IH2), which can
be found upon using the ansatz @]

u = qo(§) expliw(t +00)], 6= 00(), (4)

where ¢p is an unknown real function depending on
& = k(z — o), k is an unknown constant, w is the un-
known frequency of the solution, while x¢y and og are
arbitrary real parameters representing, respectively, the
initial location and the phase of the soliton. Substitut-
ing Egs. @) into Egs. [)-@), it can be found that the
resulting equations become:

dk*qoge — 2wqo + 49qofo = 0, (5)
vk*Ooee — 2900 + 2943

|
—

=2}
=

Then, observing that if

d d
bo= /50, and w=—1, (7)

then the system (B])-(6l) reduces to a single ordinary dif-
ferential equation (ODE):

2g 4g 2
Goge = —1 300 + 72 00 (8)

The latter possesses the exact soliton solution

3 d

w(€) = 5\ gyseeh? K —wo)], k=150, )

which implies that the soliton solutions of Egs. (I)-(2)
are of form:

wo(w, ) = ;’—Z %sechQ le(z — o)) explico(t + o0)],(10)
Oo(x,t) = ?iqsech2 [k(z — x0)]- (11)

4gv



Here it is interesting to note that, while the system of
Eqs. [@)-@) reduces to the local NLS (@), the exact so-
lution (I0) cannot be reduced to the soliton solution of
Eq. @) (which features a sech-profile and is characterized
by a free parameter); this becomes clear by the fact that
lim,,ou = 0. It is also mentioned that Eqs. (I0)-(TI)
represent a stationary solution of the problem; traveling
solutions exist as well and can easily be constructed by
means of a Galilean boost.

B. Perturbation theory

In order to study the stability of solutions (I0)-(T) in
two dimensions, we consider solutions of Eqs. (I)-(@) in
the form of the following asymptotic expansions:

w(€,t, T, ;) = > €q;(§) expliw (t+ 00(T;, V7)), (12)
j=0

0(¢,Ti,Y:) = Y 0;(¢,Ti, Vo), (13)
j=0

§ = klz —zo(T, V)] (14)

where T; = €'t, Y; = €'y and 0 < € < 1 is a formal small
parameter. The above perturbation ansatz is actually
inspired by the form of the exact solution (@) of the 1D
problem but, now, with the soliton’s center zy and phase
0o becoming unknown functions of the slow variables T;
and Y;. Substituting the perturbation expansions (I2])-
(@) into Egs. [@)-@) we obtain the following results.

First, at O(e), we obtain the system (B)-(G), which
provides the exact soliton solution (@) [that eventually
leads, together with (), to the solution of Eqs. (I0Q)- ().

At the next orders of approximation, the presence of
derivatives of g and oy with respect to the slow vari-
ables renders the inhomogeneous parts Fj of the result-
ing equations for ¢; (with j = 1,2,...) complex, i.e.,
F; =F j(r) +iF j(l); this implies that ¢; itself must be com-

®

plex, ie., ¢; = qj(»r) + iqji . Thus, separating real and

imaginary parts of the resulting equations, we obtain, at
each order, a set of three equations, two of which are
coupled. To be more specific, the resulting equations at
orders O(¢’) for j = 1,2,... take the following form:

(dk*0Z — 2w + 4g60) ¢} + 4gaot; = F}",  (15)
(dk202 — 2w + 4g0) ¢ = F (16)

(uk28§2 —2q) 0, + 4gqoq§-r) =Gj. (17)

The inhomogeneous parts at the order O(e) are given by:

Fl(r) = 2wUOT1q0, Fl(l) = 2k$0T1q0£, Gl = 0, (18)

while at the order O(e?) they read:

Y = — 4g¢{"0, — dk?a3y, qoee + dkzoy, v doe
+ dw?ojy, qo + 2wooT, g0 + 2wooT, ‘J?)
+ 2403, — 20z0m01 (19)
F2(i) = — 4gq§i)6‘1 + 2dkwzoy, 0oy, o — dwooy, v do
+ 2kzo1,qo0¢ + 2woor, qg) - 2‘1%)1
+ 2kwor, iy, (20)
Go = — vk®xly, Ooce + vkvoy, v, fog
— 2 (qﬁr)2 + q§i)2) : 1)

To proceed further, it is useful to make a few observa-
tions. First, differentiating Eqgs. [)- (@) with respect to &,
one obtains the homogeneous part of Eqs. (IH)-(IT). This
implies that the homogeneous solutions of Eqs. (I5)-(I7)
are of the form:

(r) ®

4jp, = dqog,  4jp = 4qo0.  Ojn = bog. (22)

Second, having found the above homogeneous solutions,
we may derive the solvability conditions of the full in-
homogeneous problem, Eqs. ([3)-([I7). To do this, first
we consider the coupled Eqs. (I8) and ({I7). We multi-
ply both sides of Egs. (I3 by the homogeneous solution
qﬁ), as well as both sides of Eq. (T)) by the homogeneous
solution 6;,. Then, we add the resulting equations and
integrate with respect to £ from —oo to +o0o. This yields
the following integral relation:
GFY 16,,G) de =0 23

[ (550 +065) de =, (23)
which is the solvability condition of Eqs. (I5) and (I7).
To obtain the solvability condition for Eq. (6], we follow
a similar procedure, namely we multiply both sides of
Eq. ([I68) by the homogeneous solution qj(l,z and integrate
from —oo to 4o00; this yields:

/ ¢\ FVde = 0. (24)

Importantly, the above solvability conditions will lead to
evolution equations for the soliton center zy and phase o
which —as we will see— will provide the necessary infor-
mation for characterizing the stability of the 1D soliton
solutions. Furthermore, solving Eqs. (I0)- (1) (for j = 1)
will provide us the form of the solution to Eqs. ({)-(@) up
to O(e), and for short times — up to the onset of the in-
stability. This will be particularly relevant for our direct
numerical simulations as well.

C. Evolution of the soliton parameters

First we consider the problem at the order O(e). In
this case, the solvability conditions, Eqs. 23) and (24I),



lead to the following results, respectively:

oo

(QOQOE) dé - Oa
(25)

/ qoe (2woor, Qo) d€ = 2woor, /

— 00 — 00

and

oo

(qoqoe) d€ = 0.

(26)
The above results indicate that the solvability conditions
at this order, O(e), are always satisfied, regardless of the
specific form of the soliton parameters zy and og. Thus,
we may proceed by solving Eqs. (I5)-(I7) (see details for
the derivation of these solutions in the Appendix), and
find the following exact solutions for the soliton correc-
tion qi:

/ qo (2vxor, qog) d§ = 2/€$0T1/

— 00 — 00

o =5 =, el (6). (27)
qY) = 136qg d 2,0 sech®(€) [ —9cosh(§)
+ cosh(3¢) + 12¢ sinh(S)} . (28)

Notice that q(r) — _Wq

is associated with the emergence of a shelf, i.e., a linear
wave adjacent to the soliton. Shelves were first found in
the context of perturbed Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equa-
tions m and later were also studied for both focusing
[44] and defocusing [45] NLS models with a local nonlin-
earity. Generally, the emergence of shelves lead to the
breakdown of the perturbation theory at a higher order
approximation in the perturbation scheme ﬂﬁ]] While
this issue, along with the appearance of the shelf, are
interesting by themselves, they will not be considered
here; in our case, the instability induced by the presence
of oo, in Eq. 28) (see below) plays the dominant role
in the evolution of the soliton.

To proceed further, we apply the solvability condition
at O(e?), in which case Eqs. (23) and 24)) respectively
read:

L gor, as ] — 0o, a fact that

/ { qoe (dkﬂﬁoy1 v, Go¢ + 2wooT,qo

+ 2q§i%l) + 6o (Vkzoy,vim0e) |dE =0
3d%q

5—V£L'0y1y1 = 0, (29)

= ToTyTy —

/ [QO (—dwffolel qo + 2kxoT,q0c — 2¢

4d?q
3v

)] ds=0

= oo T + ooyiy; = 0. (30)

The set of Eqs. (29) and (B0), which is one of the the
main results of our analytical approach, must be satisfied
in order for our original system of Eqs. (I3)-({I7) to be
solvable, up to the order O(e?). We note that, in the
above equations, no nonlinear terms in zq [in 29)] and
oo [in B0)] are involved, since such terms vanish when
applying the solvability condition; thus, Eqs. ([29) and
@0) do not involve any approximation, up to this order
of approximation.

Evidently, Eq. ([29) is a hyperbolic PDE (having the
form of the usual 2nd-order wave equation) and, thus,
its solutions corresponding to bounded initial data never
blow up. On the contrary, Eq. (80) is an elliptic PDE (of
the Laplace type) and, thus, any bounded initial condi-
tion features an exponential growth. As a consequence,
the exponential growth of oy will result in an exponential
growth of q( ") as indicated by Eq. [28); in other words,
any initial condition of the form ([IQ)-(II) is unstable
in the 2D setting. Notice that the fact that xq(Y7,T})
obeys a hyperbolic PDE, while o (Y1, 71) obeys an ellip-
tic PDE, bears resemblance to the case of the instability
of bright soliton stripes of the elliptic NLS equation, with
local cubic nonlinearity, in (2 + 1)-dimensions [d, 41]

D. Instability and instability growth rate

To investigate the instability-induced soliton dynam-
ics, first we note that, in practice, the instability is antic-
ipated to manifest itself at finite time. This means that
there exists a characteristic timescale 7 for the manifesta-
tion of the instability leading the bright soliton stripe to
decay into purely 2D structures (similarly to the case of
the elliptic 2D NLS ﬂg]) To calculate this timescale, we
need to consider some specific initial conditions for the
PDEs (29) and @B0). In particular, without loss of gen-
erality, we supplement Eq. (29) with the following initial
data:

LL‘Q(O,Yl) = 6COS(KY1), ToT, (0,3/1) = 0, (31)
and Eq. (30) with the initial data:
Uo(o,yl) :6COS(KY1), aoT, (0,3/1) = 0, (32)

where § and K represent the perturbation amplitude
and wavenumber, respectively. Then, the solutions of
Eqgs. 29)-@0) take, respectively, the following form:

2o(T1, Y1) = g{cos K(Yl— 3giqT1>

+ cos ( 3d2 1) } (33)
e w5 i

+ exp< \/7 >cos (KY3) |.(34)




Obviously, Eq. (B3] represents the usual D’Alembert so-
lution composed by a right- and a left-going wave; this
solution is always bounded and never grows. This, how-
ever, is not the case of the solution ([B4]), which grows
exponentially. In fact, it can be inferred from Eq. (34)
that the solution grows in time as: oo x exp(t/7), where
the characteristic time scale 7 is given by:

1 1 1 3
_1 _ S22 35
TTTT & iy 2eKdV g (35)

3

with T' = 1/7 being the instability growth rate. It is im-
portant to point out that Eq. (B85]) reveals that, for fixed e,
K, d and g, the characteristic time 7 scales according to
the /v law, meaning that the instability manifests itself
for longer times as the nolocality becomes stronger. As
mentioned in the Introduction, suppression of instabili-
ties is a generic feature of nonlocality; this occurs in our
case as well, but the transverse instability of the bright
soliton stripe cannot be completely arrested. Neverthe-
less, strong nonlocality (i.e., large v) is able to signifi-
cantly prolong the soliton lifetime.

To further quantify the above results, and as a pream-
ble for our numerical simulations, it is now convenient to
write down the soliton solution, up to O(e), namely:

U((E, Y, t) = ’U,O(g) + €U1(§, T17 YVl) + 0(62)7
with & = k[x—xz¢(T1, Y1)]. Substituting Eq. 27), Eq. 2])

and Eq. (I0) into the expression above the soliton solu-
tion takes the form:

d
u(w,yt) = {g—g@secmme

oo, sech® (5)( — 9 cosh(§) + cosh(3¢)

3¢ /4

169 V 2v

X

+ 12¢ sinh({“)) + iﬁxoﬂgsechz (5)] }

x expliw(t + 09)] + O(€?), (36)

with w given in Eq. ([@). It is now clear that the soliton so-
lution u(z,y,t) grows exponentially due to the presence
of the term oor, and eventually will break up. In the
next Section, we will present numerical results to study
the instability dynamics, check the validity of the solu-
tion ([BAl), as well as the estimation for the growth rate
[Eq. BH)] against direct numerical simulations.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We now proceed with results obtained by means of dy-
namical simulations of the system’s evolution. The latter
are performed by numerically integrating Eqs. ({)-(2]) us-
ing a high accuracy spectral method ] The initial con-
dition is borrowed from the soliton solution of Eq. (36]),
for ¢ = 0, using the initial conditions of Eqs. (B1)-(32]).

In particular, the initial condition for the field u is taken
to be:

u(z,y,0) = {g—g\/g/sech2 [k: (x - 6cos(eKy))} }
X expliwd cos(eKy)]. (37)

It is clear that the terms o< & above describe small
perturbations in the initial soliton center position and
phase, while the argument of the soliton’s phase, which
is o €, implies that the relevant perturbation is a long-
wavelength one.

The parameter values used in the simulations are:

g=d=g=1, K=3, e=40=0.1 (38)
while the nonlocality parameter v was varied in the in-
terval [1,20]. Notice that both e and ¢, which were con-
sidered as small parameters in our perturbation scheme,
were assumed to take relatively large values; neverthe-
less, as we will see, even for such a choice, the analytical
results are found to be in good agreement with the results
of the simulations. It is also noticed that other choices
for the rest of the parameter values led to results quali-
tatively similar to the ones that will be presented below.

First, we present results showcasing the instability-
induced dynamics of solitons. In Fig. [l we show con-
tour plots depicting the evolution of the soliton modulus,
|u(z,y,t)|, for different times. In the left panels we use
the value of the nonlocality parameter ¥ = 1, while in the
right panels we showcase the larger nonlocality strength
of v = 10; other parameter values are given in Eq. (B5]).
The top panels, (a) and (b), of this figure show the initial
condition (¢ = 0), as given in Eq. (37), while the other
panels show characteristic snapshots of u for ¢ # 0; ob-
serve that for the weaker nonlocality (v = 1), the soliton
width, 1/k [with k given in Eq. [@)], is shorter.

As is clearly seen, in both cases, the soliton stripes are
prone to the instability, which is of the necking type ﬂﬂ]
Nevertheless, the soliton in the setting with v = 10 (right
panels), takes a longer time to break up. Hence, nonlo-
cality leads to a substantial suppression of the transverse
instability of the soliton stripes, similarly to what was
found for the branch of solutions arising from the stan-
dard local NLS soliton of v = 0 in Ref. [24]. On the
other hand, it is seen that eventually, in either case, the
solitons decay into a chain of 2D localized structures, as
is also shown in Fig. [ there, the modulus and the phase
of such a chain is depicted at ¢ = 80, for a nonlocality
parameter of v = 10. Notice that the phase profile of
the emerging 2D structures, depicted in the right panel
of the figure, show that these waveforms are long-lived,
vorticity-free ones.

At this point, it is also relevant to test the validity of
the analytical estimation for the growth rate I' = 1/7,
with 7 given by Eq. (33). To do this, in Fig. Bl we show
the logarithm of the modulus of the difference

D(t) = log |tnum(0,0,t) — uo(0,0,1)],
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Contour plots showing the evolution
of the soliton modulus, |u(z,y,t)|, for v = 1 (left panels)
and v = 10 (right panels); in addition, 6 = 0.1, and other
parameter values are given in Eq. ([B8]). The panels (a) and (e)
show the initial condition [Eq. (37) for ¢ = 0], while the other
panels show characteristic snapshots of u. Eventually, the
soliton decays into a chain of 2D structures (see also Fig. ).

where unum is the numerical solution and wug is the ex-
act analytical soliton solution [see Eq. [I0))], evaluated at
x =0,y =0, as a function of time; shown are curves cor-
responding to different nonlocality parameters, namely
v=1v =25 v =10, v = 15, v = 20. The idea
here is that, subtracting the exact soliton solution from
the numerical one, one seeks to isolate the predicted ex-
ponential growth of the soliton correction, and investi-
gate whether it agrees with the analytical prediction of
exp(t/7) dependence.

The numerical results, depicted by the dashed curves,
show that at the early stage of the evolution (¢ < 2 for
v=1up tot <7 for v =20), the considered function
undergoes a transient stage until the instability gets ac-
tivated. Once the latter activation materializes, the rele-
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Contour plots showing the modulus
[panel (a)] and the phase [panel (b)] of u(z,y,t) at t = 80,
for nonlocality parameter v = 10; other parameters are kept
fixed, as given in Eq. B8). This state consists of a chain
of vorticity-free 2D structures, as is also seen in the bottom
zoom [panels (c) and (d)].
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FIG. 3: (Color online) The logarithm of the modulus of the
difference D(t) = log |unum(0,0,t) — uo(0,0,t)|, as a function
of time, for different values of the nonlocal parameter v; here,
Unum 1S the numerical solution, and ug is the exact analytical
soliton solution. The dashed lines correspond to the numer-
ical results for each value of v, while the solid lines to their
corresponding linear fits (once the instability sets in and, in-
deed, after an initial transient stage). The latter are in good
agreement with the predicted growth rates of Eq. (BH) (see
Table I).

vant plot of the logarithmic diagnostic of choice features
a linear growth. This is obviously a signature of the expo-
nential growth of the solution that was predicted above,



FIG. 4: (Color online) Solid (white) iso-contour lines of con-
stant modulus, corresponding to the analytical solution (3Gl),
are “superimposed” on top of contour plots showing the mod-
ulus of the numerical solution, for t = 2,4,6,8, and for v = 1.

while the slopes of the pertinent straight lines should cor-
respond to the growth rates for the different values of v
[see Eq. (BA)]. Indeed, the slopes of the relevant linear
fits (solid lines) are close to the analytically predicted
growth rates I' = 1/7 for each value of v, as shown in
Table I. As seen in the table, the resulting relative error
between the numerical result and the analytical predic-
tion ranges between 8% to 12%, for all considered values
of v, signaling the good agreement between the two.

v Linear fit slope I'=1/7 Approximate % error
1 0.38 0.35 8
5 0.17 0.15 10
10 0.12 0.11 9
15 0.10 0.09 10
20 0.09 0.08 12

TABLE I: Comparison between the slopes of the linear fits of
the numerical data of Fig. Bland the analytical prediction for
the growth rate, I' = 1/7, for various values of v.

It is also relevant to provide an additional test for the
validity of our analytical result concerning the solution
given in Eq. (B6]), against results of the numerical simu-
lations. In Fig. [ solid (white) iso-contour lines of con-
stant modulus, corresponding to the approximate ana-
lytical solution (B6l), are “superimposed” on top of con-
tour plots showing the modulus of the numerical solu-
tion, for v = 1. In all panels, (a)-(d), corresponding to
t =2,4,6,8, a qualitative agreement between the numer-
ical and the analytical solution is observed, especially
around the soliton maximum. Naturally, discrepancies
occur at the soliton tails as contributions beyond our
analysis of O(e) (such as, e.g., ones at O(e?)) become
progressively more important. Notice that the discrep-

ancy between the numerical and the analytical solution
becomes larger as time increases, due to the exponen-
tial growth of the instability, which is only captured via
the O(e) terms in the approximate analytical solution of
Eq. (36). Finally, and as is naturally expected, past the
time ¢ = 8 [panel (d)], the analytical result fails, as the
soliton has already been destroyed.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we studied the transverse dynamics and,
in particular, the transverse instability of bright soliton
stripes in media with a spatially nonlocal nonlinear re-
sponse. The considered nonlocal nonlinear Schrédinger
(NLS) model describes beam propagation in different
types of nonlocal nonlinear media, including thermal me-
dia, plasmas, and nematic liquid crystals.

Starting with an exact 1D bright soliton solution of
the system (which, however, had no analogue in the (lo-
cal) case of nonlocality parameter v = 0), we employed a
direct multiscale perturbation method to study the trans-
verse dynamics of solitons. Assuming that the soliton’s
center zg and phase oy become functions of a slow time
T1 = et and a slow transverse coordinate Y7 = ey (with
0 < e < 1), we found the following. First, zp and oy
obey, respectively, a hyperbolic and an elliptic 2nd-order
PDE (with respect to 71 and Y7), namely a 2nd-order
wave equation and a Laplace-type equation. The solu-
tion of these evolution equations, together with the solu-
tion for the 1st-order correction to the soliton shape, led
to an approximate solution of the original nonlocal NLS
model, valid up to O(e). It was found that the transverse
instability, caused by the exponential growth of the phase
09, is of the necking type, and leads to the break up of
solitons. The instability growth rate was found to scale
with the nonlocality parameter v according to the law
1/4/v. This fact indicates the nonlocality-induced sup-
pression (but not full arrest) of the transverse instability
of the bright soliton stripes, in line with results for dif-
ferent solitonic structures (bearing a v = 0 limit) within
the model, as reported in previous works ﬂﬂ]

Direct numerical simulations were found to be in good
agreement with the analytical predictions. As concerns
the analytically found instability growth rate, it was
shown that it is in good agreement with the numerical
one (past an initial transient stage), for values of the non-
locality parameter in the interval 1 < v < 20. In fact,
the relative percentage error between pertinent analyti-
cal and numerical results was found to be around 10%
for all the cases that were considered. In addition, the
approximate analytical soliton solution [valid up to O(e)]
was found to follow the numerical one, with the agree-
ment between the two being better near the the soliton
center. The discrepancy between the two, especially near
the soliton tails and at later times, was attributed to the
fact that our analytical approximation cannot capture
higher-order effects [of order O(e’), with j > 2], and it



completely fails after the initial solitonic stripe deforms
into a sequence of two-dimensional (non-vortical) soli-
tonic “blobs”.

Our work paves the way for interesting future stud-
ies. For instance, our perturbative approach could also
be applied in the case of a defocusing nonlocal nonlin-
earity, which supports dark solitons, both in 1D @7
32] and in 2D [47-49]. In such a defocusing setting, it
would be interesting to study analytically the suppres-
sion of the transverse (snaking) instability of dark soli-
ton stripes (see relevant numerical results in Ref. [33]).
Furthermore, the analytical study of the transverse dy-
namics of solitons in multicomponent nonlocal systems
(see, e.g., Ref. [50]) is another interesting and relevant
theme. This is due to the fact that that there exists a
plethora of vector solitons in such settings ﬂi_ll—@], while
studies on the transverse dynamics of solitons are mainly
numerical ones ﬂﬂ] It would, therefore, be particularly
interesting to investigate the combined effect of nonlocal-
ity and soliton coupling on the soliton instability dynam-
ics. Such studies are in progress and relevant results will
be reported elsewhere.

Appendix A: Solution of O(¢) perturbation equations

Here, we provide a solution of the system of Eqs. (13-
(@), at the order O(e) (i.e., for j = 1). As is observed,
Eq. ([I@) is decoupled from Eqs. (1) and () and can
be solved separately. Having found the solution of the
homogeneous equation, qgl,z = qo [see Eq. 22))], we seek
for the solution of the full, inhomogeneous, equation in

the form:

d (&, Ty, Y1) = (&) (€, T1, V),

where f(£) is an unknown function, to be determined.
Substituting Eq. (AJ]) into Eq. ([I8), and employing the
reduction of order method, we find:

() _ 1 1 (i)
' =qo l /%(/mqul d§>d§

A (T, Y,
+ /Mdswzm,m

dp

(A1)

, (A2)

where A; and Ay are unknown functions of the slow vari-
ables 77 and Y;. Next, imposing the boundary condition
q§l) — 0 as & — +oo, we obtain A;(7;,Y;) = 0 and we
choose, without loss of generality, As(7T;,Y;) = 0 too; in-
deed, the term involving As is of the form eAs(T;, Y:)qo
in the asymptotic expansion and can be absorbed in the
O(1) solution. This way, upon performing the relevant
integrations, we derive from Eq. (A2)) the solution (27).

The next step is to solve the system of Eqs. (IH) and
@M. To do so, first we solve Eq. (I7) for the field 6,
and find:

1 d

0 = —\/—
! 6g V 2v

2d r
l 3q4/ —-oom, + (—6g9 + 4gcosh2(§)) q§ )

()

- QCOShz(g)(hgg ) (A3)

where we have substituted the expression gy from Eq. ().

Obviously, once qgr) is found (see below), Eq. (A3) can
be used for the determination of 6.

Next, we substitute Eq. (A3]) into Eq. ([H), and using
the expressions for 0y and ¢o from Eqgs. (II]) and Egs. (@),

we find the following 4th-order ODE for qgr):

qu)&g + 4tanh(§)q§?££ —4(1- sech? ©) q&)‘é
— 16tanh(&)g;; — (16sech® (&) + T2sech’(£)) g”

12 2d
L 12

; ~, 0071 sech?(€) = 0. (A4)

To solve the above equation, first we note that a homo-
geneous solution of Eq. (A4) is qoe [see Eq. 22)]. Fur-
thermore, we can deduce that via a variation of constants
method that go¢ [(1/ qgg)dg is another homogeneous so-

lution of Eq. (A4). Having at hand two homogeneous
solutions, we introduce the following transformation:

) = (%E / %df) ( / qogw(@ds)
=3 <(J0£ / éd&) w(©)d,  (AB)

where w(€) is an unknown function to be determined.
Substituting Eq. (Af) into Eq. (Ad]) we obtain the fol-
lowing 2nd-order ODE for w(§):

wee + 4tanh(€)we — 8sech?(&)w

12 2d
L 12

; — oor sech?(€) = 0. (A6)

It is easy to check that a partial solution of Eq. (Af) is:

3q |2d
w() = 5/ oor

Finally, substituting Eq. (A7) back to Eq. (AH]), we derive
the solution for qY) (¢), namely Eq. 28).
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