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A BSTRACT 

The Talbot-like effect of symmetric Pearcey beams (SPBs) is presented numerically and experimen-  
tally in the free space. Owing to the Talbot-like effect, the SPBs have the property of periodic and 
multiple autofocusing. Meanwhile, the focal positions and focal times of SPBs are controlled by the 
beam shift factor and the distribution factors. What’s more, the beam shift factor can also affect the 
Talbot-like effect and the Talbot period. Therefore, several tiny optical bottles can be generated under 
the appropriate parameter setting. It is believed that the results can diversify the application of the 
Talbot effect. 
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1 Introduction 
 
The Talbot effect, first discovered by Henry Fox Talbot [1] in 1836, was also called lens-less imaging or self-imaging. 
About half a century later, Lord Rayleigh explained this phenomenon as the interference of the diffracted beams and 
performed the analytical calculations for the plane wave illumination [2]. He found the exact reconstructed images of 
the grating repeated with the longitudinal period, Talbot period Z =  2m , where d is the grating constant, λ denotes  
the wavelength, and m is a positive integer. In 1996, Montgomery proved that lateral periodicity of the object is a 
sufficient condition for the achievement of its reconstruction [3]. It means we can obtain the periodic reconstruction of 
the wave without using optical lenses when the Montgomery condition is satisfied. Therefore, Kyva1sk pointed out in 
Ref. [4], the longitudinal periodicity of the wavefields can be presented as a superposition of nondiffracting beams or 
modes. Then in Ref. [5], similar conclusions are drawn in the frequency and the time domains, respectively. Many 
scientists had studied the Talbot effect and generalized it to practical applications, such as imaging processing and 
synthesis [6], photolithography [7], optical testing [8], optical metrology [9], etc. This lens-less imaging phenomenon 
has also been observed in various areas of research, such as atomic optics [10], nonlinear optics [11], quantum optics 
[12], waveguide arrays [13], plasmon [14], photonic lattices [15], metamaterials [16] and the fractional Schrödinger 
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systems [17], etc. Some corresponding conceptual extensions of the Talbot effect have been proposed, including the 
quantum Talbot effect [12], nonlinear Talbot effect [11], parity-time symmetric Talbot effect [15], plasmon Talbot 
effect [14], Talbot-Lau effect [18], and Airy-Talbot effect [5], etc. On the other hand, the autofocusing beams have 
recently attached great interest, and different autofocusing beams have been produced [19, 20, 21]. We know that 
symmetric Pearcey beams (SPBs) have excellent properties such as autofocusing, nondiffraction, vortex-guiding [21] 
and Pearcey beams have periodic focus and dispersion in parabolic refractive index [29]. Meanwhile, the Talbot effect 
of some autofocusing beams has been studied [5, 22, 23, 24] and the Talbot effect has a wide range of applications 
in optics [30, 31, 32]. What will happen if we combine SPBs with the Talbot effect, making SPBs periodic in free 
space? Therefore, we study the self-imaging of the SPBs by taking the spectrum of SPBs as a periodic function, which 
generates a Talbot-like field [25], and we call it the symmetric Pearcey Talbot-like effect. We add the Gaussian term to 
SPTBs, which can be implemented in an actual experiment. Furthermore, we add a cubic phase to observe the change of 
the optical field more clearly. At last, we explore the influence of parameter setting on the optical field of the Talbot-like 
effect. We are pleasantly surprised to find that the symmetric Pearcey Talbot-like effect can form several tiny optical 
bottles (OBs) under the appropriate beam shift factor. 

 
2 Theory model 

 
We know that the Pearcey integral is defined as [27]: Pe (X, Y ) =  

− ∞  
+ ∞  

 
exp[i  s +  Y s +  Xs ] ds, which can be 

calculated numerically using a contour rotation in the complex plane [28]. Under the paraxial system, we can obtain the 
spatial spectrum of SPBs [21]: 

SPB (k x  , k y ) =  Pe (k x  bw 0 , p) Pe (k y bw 0 , p) (1) 
where k x  and k y are the spatial frequencies of x and y , respectively, b and p indicate the distribution factors, w 0 is the 

beam waist and Pe(•) is the spatial spectrum of the Pearcey function. Meanwhile, the propagation of the spatial beam 

in the free space along the z-axis derives from the (2+1) dimensional Schrödinger equation: 2ik +  2 +  ∂  ψ 
∂y  =  0, 

where ψ is an optical field, k =  2π/λis the wavenumber, and λ denotes the wavelength. 

A superposition of nondiffracting beams will present the longitudinal periodicity of the Talbot-like effect [4, 25]. There 
are two methods to demonstrate the Talbot-like effect for the one dimensional paraxial wave equation in the free space. 
The first method is the moving frame approach, which derives from the free space[22]. The second method is to look 
at a field whose spatial spectrum is a periodic function. The two methods are equivalent, and both prove that the 
superposition of several single beams with constant beam shift can form the Talbot-like effect of beams [5]. We choose 
the second method, modifying the spatial spectrum of SPBs. A two dimensional periodic spatial spectrum f  (k x  , k y ) 
can be defined as [5] 
 

f  (kx , ky ) =  f  (kx  +  vn , ky +  vn ) =  f  kx +  
2πn 
△  

 
, ky +  

2πn 
△  

 
=   

n  cn exp (− ikx n△ ) exp (− iky n△ ) , (2) 

where c n  is a superposition coefficient, v n  =  is the spatial frequency of period (△ is the beam shift factor) and n is a 
positive integer representing the number of superimposed beams. Now, we multiply the periodic spatial spectrum Eq. 
(2) by the spatial spectrum of SPBs Eq. (1). Inverse Fourier transforming it [5], we can obtain the symmetric Pearcey 
Talbot-like beams (SPTBs): 

SPTB (x, y ) =  F − 1 
SPB (kx , ky ) f  (kx , ky ) 

 
= F 
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(3)where F indicates the inverse Fourier transform and Pe(•) represents the Pearcey function. To get a physically 

finite energy beam, we add the Gaussian term Ga(x, y) =  n  cn exp[−  
(x− △ n) + ( y − △ n) 

w0 
2 
] to SPTBs. So we can 

generate symmetric Pearcey Gaussian Talbot-like beams (SPGTBs) in an actual experiment. The initial field of the 
SPGTBs can be expressed as: 
 
SPGTB (x, y) =  SPTB (x, y) Ga(x, y) =   

n  

 
cn Pe 

x −  △ n 

bw0 

 
, p Pe 

y −  △ n 

bw0 

 
, p × exp[−  

(x −  △ n) +  (y −  △ n) 
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]. 
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Similarly, we superimpose on the SPGTBs a cubic phase factor exp[iβ 

 
(x− △n)  + ( y − △n) 

w0 

 
3  
], giving SPGTBs a parabolic 

trajectory. The initial field of the cubic symmetric Pearcey Gaussian Talbot-like beams (CSPGTBs) can be expressed as: 

 
CSPGTB (x, y) =  cn Pe 

n 
x −  △ n 

bw0 

 
, p Pe 

y −  △ n 

bw0 

 
, p × exp[−  

(x −  △ n) +  (y −  △ n) 

w0 

2  
]× exp[iβ 

(x −  △ n) +  (y −  △ n) 

w0 

3  
], 

(5) 
where β represents the coefficient of the cubic phase, which can control the curvature of the trajectory. Other parameters 
are the same as those in Eq. (4). We get the numerical simulation by the split-step Fourier transform method. This paper 
assumes that w 0 =  1.5mm, △  =  0.51mm, n =  [− 5, 5] , and c n  =  [• • •, 1, 1, 1, • • •] without special instructions, 
that is SPGTBs are equivalent to a superposition of 11 symmetric Pearcey Gaussian beams (SPGBs). 

 
3 The Pearcey Talbot-like Effect 
 
This section describes the propagation properties of the SPGTBs and CSPGTBs in the free space by simulation 
and experiment. In previous research [26], for Gaussian beams illumination, the Talbot distance is expressed by 

ZG =  2m λ [1 + ( πw0 ], where w0 is the Gaussian waist, d is the grating spacing, z is the propagation distance and m is 

a positive integer. Hence the period is ZG =  2m λ ∗  1.16, and we approximate it to the Talbot distance of the plane 

wave for convenience ( ZG ≈  ZT =  2m λ ). In [4], we demand that vn  is equal to 1/d . It means that △ is equal to d. 
2 2 

Therefore, the Talbot distance can be expressed as ZT =  2m λ . When m =  1, we define that ZF =  λ =  0.074ZR 

(ZR is the Rayleigh distance λ ) represents one Talbot period, whose position is the primary Talbot image plane and 
ZH =  ZF / 2 represents half of the Talbot period, whose position is the secondary Talbot image plane. 
 
3.1 The Symmetric Pearcey Gaussian Talbot-like Beams in the free space 

Figure 1 shows the numerical simulation and experimental implementation of the SPGTBs. We have set the SPGTBs to 
comprise a superposition of 11 SPGBs, shifted along the z-axis with △ , and each multiplied by the same coefficient 1. 
Due to the interference between the wavefronts of 11 SPGBs, the intensity distributions of SPGTBs are redistributed in 
the initial and later planes, manifesting as a matrix distribution of several bright spots, shown in Fig. 1. As shown in Figs. 
1(a1)-1(a4), the intensity distributions of each Talbot period are similar, uniform matrix distribution of small bright spots. 
There are 10, 10, 8, 4 bright spots in each row, and other spots are diverged, corresponding to the Figs. 1(a1)-1(a4), 
respectively. Because of the propagation property of the SPGBs, the number of the small bright spots decreases as the 
propagation distance increases, which will explain in Fig. 3. Similarly, the attenuation of the small bright spots on both 
sides can be seen in the intensity curves [white lines at the bottom of the Figs. 1(a1)-1(a4)]. Although the intensities 
of the small bright spots around the overall spot at each Talbot period planes decrease as the propagation distance 
increases, the relative distributions of the small bright spots still have a certain similarity. Therefore, we claim that the 
SPGTBs have the Talbot-like Effect in the free space. Meanwhile, we have experimentally implemented the SPGTBs 
through computer-generated hologram (CGH) reproduced in reflective spatial light modulators (rSLM) [21], where the 
plane wave interferes with the target beams, producing the CGH. Through this method, interference fringes of CGH will 
load the amplitude and the phase information of the target beams. We emit linearly polarized Gaussian beams (GBs) 
with a He-Ne laser collimating and expanding it in the experiment. Then the GBs are direct to the rSLM, producing the 
target beams. At last, the target beams are filtered by a 4f-system and then incident into CCD. Moving the CCD, we 
can observe the transverse patterns of the target beams in different propagation distances. Figures 1(b1)-1(b3) are the 
experiment results corresponding to Figs. 1(a1)-1(a3) and the experimental patterns agree with the theoretical ones. 

Figure 2 shows the propagation of the SPGTBs. From [21], we know that the SPGBs have a long focal distance, and 
its pattern is a circular main lobe with four side lobes that will split into four off-axis main lobes as the propagation 
distance increases (about 0.051Z R  ), and finally the lobes will diverge. We observe the transverse patterns of planes 
1-7 in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) with one period, representing fractional Talbot plane [Figs. 2(c2)-2(c8) are equidistant from 
each other]. The enlarged views of small bright spots of SPGTBs are depicted on the lower left of Figs. 2(c2)-2(c8), 
which are similar to the SPGBs [Figs. 2(d2)-2(d8) are also equidistant]. The Talbot effect predicts fractional effects in 
between and so four main lobes around the initial position of each are already expected. Firstly, four main lobes of each 
beam in the corner slowly focus on the main lobe in the center [Figs. 2(c2)-2(c4)], and then the main lobe splits into 
four main lobes in the corner again (about 0.028ZR ) [Figs. 2(c6)-2(c8)]. Different from SPGBs, every single beam of 
SPGTBs keeps alternating quickly from four main lobes to one main lobe and will not diverge at a certain distance [Fig. 
2(a)]. Therefore, we infer that every single beam of SPGTBs will present partial propagation property of SPGBs. 

Above is the analysis of every single beam of SPGTBs. For the whole distribution of SPGTBs, the transverse intensities 
distributions of SPGTBs are also similar to that of the SPGBs during propagation. Figures 2(c1), 2(c5), 2(c9)-2(c12) 

 
3 

3 
3 

2 

2 

3 

3 

2 
) d λz  2 

2 d 
2 d 

△  2△  
2 πw 0 



 
Autofocusing Self-Imaging: The Symmetric Pearcey Talbot-like Effect 

 

Figure 1: Numerical simulation and experimental implementation of the SPGTBs with (b, p) =  (0.072, 0); (a1)-(a4) 
numerical snapshots of normalized intensity distributions at Talbot period planes each, and the white lines at the bottom 
of the snapshots are the normalized intensity curves; (b1)-(b3) experimental snapshots corresponding to (a1)–(a3). 

 
and figures 2(d1), 2(d5), 2(d9)-2(d12) are also equidistantly from each other, respectively. From Figs. 2(c1), 2(c5), 
2(c9), 2(c10), the small bright spots arranged by the matrix have the strongest intensity in the center of the matrix, then 
the intensity weakens slightly from the center to the outward, and divergent spots are around the matrix, like Figs. 2(d1), 
2(d5), 2(d9), 2(d10). Excluding the bright spots caused by the constructive interference between beams, we can observe 
that the intensity distributions of Figs. 2(c11), 2(c12) and Figs. 2(d11), 2(d12) are similar, according to the distribution 
of bright spots and divergence spots. Every single beam of SPGTBs itself is a SPGB, so the whole distribution of 
SPGTBs is similar to SPGBs, the small bright spots around the SPGTBs will attenuate. That is why the number of the 
small bright spots will decrease [Figs. 1(a1)-1(a4)]. In addition, we know that the SPGTBs have multiple autofocusing 
property [Figs. 2(a) and 2(b)]. Although every single beam of SPGTBs splits into four off-axis main lobes at every Z F 
plane, SPGTBs still present autofocusing because of the constructive interference of the 11 SPGBs. While SPGTBs’ 
autofocusing at every Z H  plane is caused by each beam of SPGTBs’autofocusing and periodic reconstruction of the 
wavefront by the Talbot Effect. 

 
3.2 The Symmetric Pearcey Gaussian Talbot-like Effect with a cubic phase in the free space 

The cubic phase makes the beam have Airy distribution and parabolic trajectory, which helps us observe the transverse 
intensity distribution of the beam better. We obtain the symmetric cubic Pearcey Gaussian beams (CSPGBs) by 
imposing the cubic phase in the SPGBs. In the same way, we obtain the CSPGTBs by superimposing CSPGBs. Figure 
3 shows the numerical simulation and experimental implementation of the CSPGTBs. Like the SPGTBs, the transverse 
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Figure 2: Propagation of the SPGTBs; side view when (a) x =  y and (b) y =  0; (c1)-(c12) numerical snapshots of 
normalized intensity distributions of the SPGTBs at planes 1-7 marked in red and at every ZH  , ZF marked in dash 
lines in (a) and (b), and the white crosses in the center mean the axis origin (0, 0); (d1)-(d12) numerical snapshots of 
normalized intensity distributions of the SPGBs 

at different propagation distances. The parameters are the same as those in Fig. 1. 

 
intensity distributions of CSPGBs is redistributed in the initial and later planes. Analogously, the intensity distributions 
of the CSPGTBs of each Talbot period are similar [Figs. 3(a1)-3(a4)]. During the propagation, the intensity will be 
concentrated more on the upper right and radiate to the right and up, whereas the bright spots on the lower and left 
sides will diverge. As we predetermined, the spots of CSPGTBs emerge Airy distribution because of the cubic phase of 
CSPGBs. Similar to the SPGTBs, we claim that the CSPGTBs also have the Talbot-like Effect in the free space because 
the relative distributions of the small bright spots on each Talbot plane still have a certain similarity. The experiment 
results are shown in Figs. 3(b1)-3(b4), which are in good agreement with Figs. 3(a1)-3(a4). 

Figure 4 shows the propagation of the CSPGTBs. We know that the CSPGTBs also have multiple autofocusing property 
[Figs. 4(a) and 4(b)], whose causes are the same as those of SPGTBs. However, the focus plane is not in the Talbot 
period planes or the secondary Talbot period planes. So the analysis of the period is different from section 3.1. If we 
want to change the position of focus, we can adjust the distribution factor b or p . Besides, we observe the transverse 
patterns of planes 1-7 in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) with one period [Figs. 4(d2)-4(d8)], which are equidistant from each 
other. The enlarged views of small bright spots of CSPGTBs are depicted on the lower left of Figs. 4(d2)-4(d8), 
which are similar to the CSPGBs [Figs. 4(e2)-4(e8) are also equidistantly from each other]. In the same way, the 
transverse intensity distribution of every single beam of CSPGTBs presents that of CSPGBs. Due to the cubic phase, 
the transverse intensity distribution of the CSPGTBs isn’t symmetric about plane 4 and the propagation trajectory of 
the CSPGTBs is parabolic. From Figs. 4(d1), 4(d5), 4(d9)-4(d12) which are equidistantly from each other, the small 
bright spots in the upper right corner have stronger intensity, which is consistent with the case of the CSPGBs [Figs. 
4(e1), 4(e5), 4(e9)-4(e12) are equidistantly from each other]. The positions of the dash lines in the Figs. 4(e1), 4(e5), 
4(e12) have no intensities, and correspondingly, the intensities at the positions of the dash lines in the Figs. 4(d1), 
4(d5), 4(d12) are relatively low. As the propagation distance increases, both the CSPGTBs and the CSPGBs present 
Airy distribution [Figs. 4(d10)-4(d12) and Figs. 4(e10)-4(e12)]. Therefore, the transverse intensity distribution of 
the CSPGTBs presents that of CSPGBs during propagation. In conclusion, the transverse intensity distributions of 
every single beam of superimposed beams and the superimposed beams will present that of the single beam, and the 
superimposed beams have the property of multiply autofocusing (attributed to the focusing of the Talbot-like effect and 
the autofocusing of Pearcey beams). 

 
3.3 Generation of tiny optical bottles by the SPGTBs 
 
It is well known that OBs have a wide range of uses in particle capture. By adjusting the beam shift factor, we can change 
the interference between each beam and the Talbot period. When setting △ =  0.39mm, we can obtain several tiny OBs 
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Figure 3: Numerical simulation and experimental implementation of the CSPGTBs with β =  7, (b, p) =  (0.072, 0); 
(a1)-(a4) numerical snapshots of normalized intensity distributions at Talbot period planes each, and the white lines at 
the bottom of the snapshots are the normalized intensity curves of Talbot period planes each; (b1)-(b4) experimental 
snapshots corresponding to (a1)–(a4). 

 

shown in Fig. 5(a). From Figs. 5(b1), 5(b3), 5(b5), the transverse pattern of SPGTBs appears as a high-intensity region 
acting as the top and the bottom of OBs. From Figs. 5(b2) and 5(b4), there are lots of low-intensity cavities distributed 
evenly in the space acting as the body of OBs. For example, the white circle in Figs. 5(b3),5(b5) is a high-intensity 
region, a top and bottom of one optical bottle. While the same position in Fig. 5(b4) is a low-intensity cavity surrounded 
by high-intensity. The position of this optical bottle is depicted by a dotted oval in Fig. 5(a). Therefore, there are 
many three dimensional dark regions in the free space produced by the SPGTBs, providing many optical traps in three 
dimensions. The decrease of △ causes the spacing between each beam to decrease, and then the intensity distributions 
are reconstructed. Every single beam of SPGTBs’main lobe is glued together with four main lobes when it splits, 
forming a high-intensity area (the top and the bottom of OBs). Both traditional OBs and tiny OBs are generated during 
the propagation of beams. However, traditional OBs are generated through two focuses forming the top and the bottom 
of the bottles, respectively. In contrast, tiny OBs are generated by the constructive and destructive interference of the 
Talbot-like effect. Comparing with traditional OBs, although tiny OBs are smaller than traditional OBs, tiny OBs are 
more in number. Tiny OBs distribute in the form of spatial array in the free space making tiny OBs constraint the 
particles at various points in space, while traditional OBs constructed by single beam can not. Meanwhile, SPGBs can 
not form OBs in free space, but with the help of Talbot-like effect, they can. The experiment results are shown in Figs. 
5(b1)-5(b5), which are in good agreement with Figs. 5(a1)-5(a5). 
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Figure 4: Propagation of the CSPGTBs; side view of the CSPGTBs when (a) x =  y and (b) y =  0; (c) side view of the 
CSPGBs when y =  0; (d1)-(d12) numerical snapshots of normalized intensity distributions at planes 1-7 marked in 
red and at every Z H  , Z F marked in dash lines in (a) and (b), and the white crosses in the center mean the axis origin 
(0, 0); (e1)-(e12) normalized intensity distributions of the CSPGBs at planes 1-9 marked in dash in (c) corresponding to 
(d1)-(d12). The parameters are the same as those in Fig. 3. 

 
4 The influence of parameters on Symmetric Pearcey Gaussian Talbot-like Effect 
 
Inquisitive about the behavior of the symmetric Pearcey Talbot-like effect with different parameters, we observe the 
SPGTBs under various parameters setting in Fig. 6. Only when we select suitable beam shift factor △ , distribution 
factors b and p can the beams show the Talbot-like Effect. Therefore, we select the parameters setting shown in Figs. 
6(a)-6(c). The peak intensities in the initial plane and along the z-axis first increase and then decrease with the increase 
of △ . The △ affects not only the focusing positions and times but also the intensity distributions [Figs. 6(a1)-6(a3)]. 
Firstly, the Talbot period will get longer evenly as △  increasing, which causes the focusing times to reduce and the 
focusing positions to shift back. Secondly, the intensity is going to be more concentrated in the back if  △ gets small. 
Besides, the increase of the beam shift factor causing periodic interference between each beam, which results in the 
intensity of the initial plane oscillating up and down instead of change smoothly. Moreover, the overall spot size gets 
large and the distance between each beam increases with the increase of △ . That is why we can obtain the tiny optical 
bottles by selecting a small △ in section 3.3. 

The changing trends of the normalized peak intensity of the initial plane and along the z-axis of the SPGTBs first 
increase and then decrease smoothly, as b increasing. The increase of b not only affects the focusing times but also 
influences the focusing positions. For every single beam, the focal length will be longer with the increase of b, and the 
maximum intensity will shift back [21]. According to the previous conclusion, the superimposed beams will present 
the single beam’s transverse intensity distributions. Therefore, the SPGTBs will have more focuses, and the focal 
positions will shift back [Figs. 6(b1)-6(b3)], when b increasing. Next, we analyze the influence of the parameter p on 
the Talbot-like Effect. Unlike △ and b, the changing trend of the normalized peak intensity of the initial plane and along 
the z-axis of the SPGTBs will decrease when p gets larger. Meanwhile, the p also affects the focusing positions and 
times like b. For every single beam, p can also do what the b does. In like manner, the larger p is, the more focusing 
times are, the farther the focal positions are [Figs. 6(c1)-6(c3)]. Comparing with Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), p has a larger 
adjustable range than b, so p can roughly adjust the focusing positions and times, while b can fine tune the focusing 
positions and times. However, the larger p will decrease the intensity, so we should choose b and p reasonably. The 
advantage of adjusting b and p is that we can adjust the focusing positions and times without changing the Talbot period. 
In addition, the parameters b and p have a fascinating influence on SPGTBs. Under appropriate range, the larger b and 
p are, the less likely SPGTBs are to diverge and the better the focusing effect is. Comparing three figures in Figs. 6 
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Figure 5: Propagation of SPGTBs with △  =  3.9; (a) side view of SPGTBs propagation when x =  y ; (b1)-(b5) 
numerical snapshots of normalized intensity distributions at planes 1-5 marked in (a); (c1)-(c5) experimental snapshots 
corresponding to (b1)–(b5). Other parameters are the same as those in Fig. 1. 

 

(b1)-6(b3) and Figs. 6 (c1)-6(c3), respectively, the larger the b and p, the more energy is concentrated in the center and 
farther. In the traditional application of the Talbot effect, a Gaussian beam passing through a finite periodic object, such 
as a two-dimensional grating, will generate the Gaussian Talbot array [26]. But the array will diverge with the increase 
of the propagation distance. However, the Talbot-like effect generated by symmetric Pearcey beams in this paper has a 
focusing effect attributing to b and p. In the case of the Talbot effect in lithography, etc, if the position of the image 
plane (Talbot plane) needs to be changed the only method is changing the period of the grating [26, 31]. Because the 
periodic structure of the objects decides the position of the Talbot plane. However, we can change the b and p to change 
the position of the Talbot plane without changing the periodic structure of the objects. 

 

5 Conclusion 

 
In conclusion, we have demonstrated the symmetric Pearcey Talbot-like Effect numerically and experimentally by 
the superposition of the symmetric Pearcey beams. In the symmetric Pearcey Talbot-like effect, the wavefront of 
the superimposed beams is redistributed periodically because of interference. The transverse intensity distributions 
of every single beam and the superimposed beams will present that of the single beam. Therefore, the symmetric 
Pearcey Talbot-like effect can make the symmetric Pearcey beams have the multiple autofocusing property and make 
the symmetric Pearcey beams form lots of tiny optical bottles under the appropriate parameters setting. Additionally, by 
adjusting the beam shift factor △ , the distribution factors b and p, we can also control the intensity distribution, the 
focusing positions and times of the symmetric Pearcey beams. Our results further connect Talbot effect and symmetric 
Pearcey beams. This symmetric Pearcey Talbot-like effect not only provides a deeper insight into the self-imaging 
beams, but also provide some potential applications in Talbot effect’s optical applications such as optical imaging, 
optical traps, lithography, etc. 
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Figure 6: Propagation of SPGTBs under various parameters setting: (a)-(c) Normalized peak intensities of the initial 
plane and along the z-axis with different △ , b and p, respectively; (a1)-(a3), (b1)-(b3) and (c1)-(c3) side views of 
SPGTBs when y =  0 with △ =  0.4, 0.5, 0.6, b =  0.06, 0.07, 0.08, p =  0, 1.5, 3, respectively, and the white dash lines 
represent the first Talbot period planes. Other parameters are the same as those in Fig. 1. 
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[24] Y. Zhang, H. Zhong, M. R. Beli ć, X. Liu, W. Zhong, Y. Zhang, M. Xiao, “Dual accelerating Airy-Talbot recurrence 
effect,”Optics Letters 40(24), 5742-5745 (2015). 

[25] J. A. Anaya-Contreras, A. Zúñiga-Segundo, D. Sánchez-de-la-Llave, H. M. Moya-Cessa, “Generation  of Talbot- 
like fields,”arxiv e-prints arXiv:2104.00070 (2021). 

[26] J. Wen, Y. Zhang, M. Xiao, “The Talbot effect: recent advances in classical optics, nonlinear optics, and quantum 
optics,”Advances in optics and photonics 5(1), 83-130 (2013). 

[27] T. Pearcey, “The  structure of an electromagnetic field in the neighbourhood of a cusp of a caustic,”Philos. Mag. J. 
Sci. 37(268), 311-317 (1946). 

[28] J. L. López, P. J. Pagola, “Convergent and asymptotic expansions of the Pearcey integral,”Journal of Mathematical 
Analysis and Applications 430(1), 181-192 (2015). 

[29] Z. Lin, Y. Wu, H. Qiu, X. Fu, K. Chen, D. Deng, “Propagation properties and radiation forces of the chirped 
Pearcey Gaussian vortex beam in a medium with a parabolic refractive index,”Communications in Nonlinear 
Science and Numerical Simulation 94, 105557 (2021). 

[30] P. Panthong, S. Srisuphaphon, A. Pattanaporkratana, S. Chiangga, S. Deachapunya, “A study of optical vortices 
with the Talbot effect,”Journal of Optics 18, 035602 (2016). 

[31] H. Kim, W. Li, S. Danylyuk, W. Brocklesby, M. Marconi, L. Juschkin “Fractional Talbot lithography with extreme 
ultraviolet light,”Optics Letters 39(24), 105557 (2014). 

[32] I. Kotelnikov, O. Kameshkov, B. Knyazev, “Diffraction of bessel beams on 2D amplitude gratings—a new branch 
in the talbot effect study,”Journal of Optics 22(6), 065603 (2020). 

 

11 

https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.425889
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.425889
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.425889
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.425889
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.201900293
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.201900293
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.201900293
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.201900293
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.201900293
http://col.osa.org/abstract.cfm?URI=col-19-8-082601
http://col.osa.org/abstract.cfm?URI=col-19-8-082601
http://col.osa.org/abstract.cfm?URI=col-19-8-082601
http://col.osa.org/abstract.cfm?URI=col-19-8-082601
http://col.osa.org/abstract.cfm?URI=col-19-8-082601
http://col.osa.org/abstract.cfm?URI=col-19-8-082601
http://col.osa.org/abstract.cfm?URI=col-19-8-082601
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.40.005742
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.40.005742
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.40.005742
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.40.005742
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.00070
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.00070
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.00070
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.00070
https://doi.org/10.1364/AOP.5.000083
https://doi.org/10.1364/AOP.5.000083
https://doi.org/10.1364/AOP.5.000083
https://doi.org/10.1364/AOP.5.000083
https://doi.org/10.1364/AOP.5.000083
https://doi.org/10.1364/AOP.5.000083
https://doi.org/10.1364/AOP.5.000083
https://doi.org/10.1364/AOP.5.000083
https://doi.org/10.1364/AOP.5.000083
https://doi.org/10.1364/AOP.5.000083
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786444608561335
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786444608561335
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786444608561335
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786444608561335
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786444608561335
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786444608561335
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786444608561335
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786444608561335
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786444608561335
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.04.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cnsns.2020.105557
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2040-8978/18/3/035602
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2040-8978/18/3/035602
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2040-8978/18/3/035602
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2040-8978/18/3/035602
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2040-8978/18/3/035602
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2040-8978/18/3/035602
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.39.006969
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.39.006969
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.39.006969
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.39.006969
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2040-8986/ab877d
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2040-8986/ab877d
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2040-8986/ab877d
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2040-8986/ab877d
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2040-8986/ab877d
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2040-8986/ab877d

