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To study controlled evolution of nonautonomous matter-wave solitons in spinor Bose-Einstein
condensates with spatiotemporal modulation, we focus on a system of three coupled Gross-Pitaevskii
(GP) equations with space-time-dependent external potentials and temporally modulated gain/loss
distributions. An integrability condition and a nonisospectral Lax pair for the coupled GP equations
are obtained. Using it, we derive an infinite set of dynamical invariants, the first two of which
are the mass and momentum. The Darboux transform is used to generate one- and two-soliton
solutions. Under the action of different external potentials and gain/loss distributions, various
solutions for controlled nonautonomous matter-wave solitons of both ferromagnetic and polar types
are obtained, such as self-compressed, snake-like and stepwise solitons, and as well as breathers.
In particular, the formation of states resembling rogue waves, under the action of a sign-reversible
gain-loss distribution, is demonstrated too. Shape-preserving and changing interactions between
two nonautonomous matter-wave solitons and bound states of solitons are addressed too. In this
context, spin switching arises in the polar-ferromagnetic interaction. Stability of the nonautonomous
matter-wave solitons is verified by means of systematic simulations of their perturbed evolution.

Keywords: Spinor Bose-Einstein condensates; Nonau-
tonomous matter-wave solitons; Darboux transforma-
tion; Soliton interactions

I. INTRODUCTION

For decades, Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) of ul-
tracold atoms have been studied extensively since their
creation in the first experiments [1–9]. The great inter-
est in this topic has been driven, in particular, by two
beneficial features: (1) intrinsic properties of the system,
such as the strength of the interatomic interactions, can
be manipulated by dint of magnetic fields and lasers; (2)
the mean-field theory provides very accurate description
of BEC in dilute atomic gases [4, 6–10].

In particular, broad attention has been attracted to
spinor (multi-component) BECs maintained by optical
traps [11–20], as their internal spin degrees of free-
dom give rise to abundant phenomena, including mag-
netic crystallization, spin textures and fractional vortices,
which have no counterparts in the magnetically trapped
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condensates with the spin degree being frozen [19–21].
Many experimental and theoretical studies of spinor
BECs have revealed a variety of interesting phenom-
ena, such as polar-to-ferromagnetic phase transitions,
quantum knots, condensation of magnon excitations,
and various kinds of nonlinear excitations consisting of
dark/bright solitons, soliton complexes, rogue waves, vor-
tices, etc. [22, 23]. Matter-wave solitons in atom optics
may be used in the design of atom lasers, atom inter-
ferometry and coherent atom transport [24–26]. Matter-
wave solitons with internal spin degrees of freedom may
find still more diverse application [27, 28]. In the mean-
field approximation, the spinor BEC can be described by
a set of multicomponent Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) equations
[11].

Recently, there has been increased interest in study-
ing spatiotemporally modulated BEC system with
time-space-dependent external potentials [29–31], time-
variable gain-loss distribution provided by optical pump-
ing or depletion [32], and time-dependent nonlinearity
manipulated by dint of the Feshbach-resonance tech-
nique [33–36]. In particular, the time-dependent terms
in the corresponding GP equations can generate various
results in the framework of the dynamical management
of solitons [37]. The celebrated instances are the disper-
sion management in fiber optics [37, 38] and nonlinear-
ity management in BEC through the Feshbach resonance
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technique [33–35].
In spatiotemporally modulated systems, nonau-

tonomous solitons, which propagate with varying ampli-
tudes and velocities, can be obtained in various physi-
cal settings, including hydrodynamics, nonlinear optics,
matter waves, etc. [6, 36, 39]. In particular, nonau-
tonomous matter waves in spatiotemporally modulated
spinor BECs feature properties different from those of
classical matter waves [39–42].

This paper addresses two aspects. First, we consider
integrability conditions for the nonautonomous spin-1
BEC system with a spatiotemporally modulated exter-
nal potential and time-varying gain-loss distribution, and
then derive the respective Lax pair and an infinite set
of conservation laws. Second, we construct an N -th-
order Darboux transformation and study the dynamics of
nonautonomous matter-wave solitons of both the ferro-
magnetic and polar states for the nonautonomous spin-1
BEC system with several different kinds of space-time-
dependent external potentials and time-varying gain-loss
patterns. Bound states of solitons, and shape-preserving
and shape-changing interactions between them are ad-
dressed too.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, the
model is formulated for the spinor BEC with the spa-
tiotemporal modulation. In Sec. III, we first derive the
integrability condition and nonisospectral Lax pair for
the coupled GP equations. Then we derive the infinitely
set of conservation laws and put forward the physical
meaning of the two lowest-order ones. The N -th-order
Darboux transform is also derived. In Sec. IV, various
controlled nonautonomous matter-wave solitons of both

ferromagnetic and polar types are obtained for different
external potentials and gain-loss profiles. We also ana-
lyze stability of the nonautonomous matter-wave solitons
by means of numerical simulations. In Sec. V, shape-
preserving and shape-changing interactions between two
nonautonomous matter-wave solitons and bound-states
of the solitons are addressed. Conclusions are formulated
in Sec. VI.

II. THE MODEL

In the present work, we focus on the dynamics of the
spinor BEC with a spatiotemporally-dependent exter-
nal harmonic-oscillator (HO) potential and time-variable
atom gain-loss distributions. Here, we consider the
quasi-one dimensional regime: the cigar-shaped trap
is elongated in the x direction and strongly confined
in the transverse directions y and z, which is avail-
able to the experiment [43, 44]. In the F = 1 state,
the distribution of atoms is presented by the three-
component macroscopic BEC wave function: Φ(x, t) ≡
[Φ+1(x, t),Φ0(x, t),Φ−1(x, t)], with the three compo-
nents pertaining to the three internal states mF =
+1, 0,−1, where mF is the magnetic quantum num-
ber. The dynamics of the spinor BEC under the action
of spatiotemporally-dependent HO potentials and time-
variable gain-loss distributions is governed by the follow-
ing coupled GP equations within the mean field approx-
imation [11, 17, 18, 45]:

i~Φ±1,t = − ~2

2M
Φ±1,xx + (c0 + c2)(|Φ±1|2 + |Φ0|2)Φ±1 + (c0 − c2)|Φ∓1|2Φ±1 + c2Φ2

0Φ∗∓1 + Vext(x, t)Φ±1, (1a)

i~Φ0,t = − ~2

2M
Φ0,xx + (c0 + c2)(|Φ+1|2 + |Φ−1|2)Φ0 + c0|Φ0|2Φ0 + 2c2Φ∗0Φ+1Φ−1 + Vext(x, t)Φ0, (1b)

where Vext(x, t) represents the spatiotemporally mod-
ulated external potential and time-dependent gain-loss
distribution, ∗ stands for the complex conjugate, and
M is the atomic mass. Further, c0 = (g0 + 2g2) /3 and
c2 = (g2 − g0) /3 stand, respectively, for the effective con-
stants of the spin-preserving and spin-exchange interac-
tion,

gf =
4~2af

Ma2
⊥(1− Caf/a⊥)

(2)

(f = 0, 2) denote effective coupling constants, and af
is the s-wave scattering length in the channel with the
total hyperfine spin f . Next, a⊥ is the transverse size
of the ground state. In the present work, we address
the case of c0 = c2 = −c < 0, hence 2g0 = −g2 > 0,

which represents the attractive spin-preserving and fer-
romagnetic spin-exchange interactions. Then, through
rescaling Φ → (φ+1,

√
2φ0, φ−1) casts system (1) in the

form of

iφ±1,t = −φ±1,xx − 2(|φ±1|2 + 2|φ0|2)φ±1

−2φ2
0φ
∗
∓1 − vext(x, t)φ±1, (3a)

iφ0,t = −φ0,xx − 2(|φ+1|2 + |φ0|2 + |φ−1|2)φ0

−2φ−1φ
∗
0φ+1 − vext(x, t)φ0, (3b)

where the coordinates and time are, measured, respec-
tively, in units of ~

√
a⊥/ (2Mc) and ~a⊥/c,, and

vext(x, t) ≡ Utrap(x, t) + iΓ(t). (4)
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Here

Utrap(x, t) = Up(t)x
2 + γ(t)x (5)

is the temporally modulated trapping potential [39, 46],
and Γ(t) stands for the time-dependent coefficient of the
atomic gain and loss, which can be implemented, sev-
erally, by loading atoms into the BEC with the optical
pump and an electron beam or a strongly focused reso-
nant blast laser in the BEC [47–49].

III. THE LAX PAIR, DARBOUX TRANSFORM,
AND THE INFINITE SET OF CONSERVATION

LAWS

In this section, we aim to derive an integrability con-
dition for system (3) and construct the respective Lax
pair and infinite set of dynamical invariants (conserva-
tion laws). As system (3) is nonautonomous with the
spatiotemporal modulation, to derive the Lax pair, we
utilize the generalized Ablowitz-Kaup-Newell-Segur for-
malism [50] and attempt to construct a nonisospectral
Lax pair for system (3) as

Ψx = UΨ, Ψt = VΨ (6)

where U = iλ(t)J +P and V = 2iλ(t)2J + 2λ(t)V1 + iV0,
λ(t) is a complex nonisospectral parameter,

Ψ = (H,Y)T (7)

is the matrix Jost function, H and Y are 2× 2 matrices,
and other matrices are expressed as

J =

(
−I O
O I

)
, P =

(
O Q
−Q† O

)
,

V0 =

(
QQ† Qx + 2iΓ(t)xQ

Q†x − 2iΓ(t)xQ† −Q†Q

)
,

V1 = −iΛ(x, t)J + P, Λ(x, t) =

[
Γ(t) +

γ(t)

4λ(t)

]
x,

λ(t) = ξe−2
∫

Γ(t) dt − 1

2
e−2

∫
Γ(t) dt

∫
γ(t)e2

∫
Γ(t) dt dt,

Q = e−
iΓ(t)x2

2

(
φ+1 φ0

φ0 φ−1

)
.

(8)
Here I and O are the 2× 2 unity and zero matrices, “†”
stands for the Hermitian conjugate, and ξ is a complex
constant. The Lax pair (6) is valid under the following
integrability condition imposed on the time-dependent
coefficients in potentials (4) and (5):

Up(t) = (1/2)Γt(t) + Γ2(t), (9)

while γ(t) remains an arbitrary real function of t. Here,
we directly find the integrability condition (9) for the
nonautonomous system (3), and then solve the integrable

system (3) analytically, by dint of the Darboux transfor-
mation. Alternatively, it may be possible to transform
the integrable version of the nonautonomous system into
the autonomous integrable one discovered in Ref. [45]
through an appropriate transformation of Φ and x, t (as
it could be done with many other models [6]), although
the latter approach appears to be quite cumbersome for
the present system, therefore it is not pursued here.

As mentioned above, in the case of the time-modulated
system spectral parameter λ(t) is not a constant but a
function of t, which is determined by coefficients Γ(t)
and γ(t) that, respectively, account for the gain-loss term
and linear potential in the system, and complex constant
ξ. The time-dependent spectral parameter has a signifi-
cant impact on the nonautonomous matter-wave solitons,
which is considered in detail in the following sections.

An important consequence of the integrability of sys-
tem (3) with Lax pair (6) is that it possesses an infinite
set of conservation laws. To derive them, we define an
auxiliary matrix function Υ = HY−1, in terms of compo-
nents of the Jost function (7). By substituting Υ it into
the Lax pair (6), the following Riccati-type equation can
be obtained:

Υx = Q− 2iλ(t)Υ + ΥQ†Υ, (10)

where Q is given by Eq. (8). Taking the expansion

Q†Υ =

∞∑
k=1

Υk

λ(t)k
, (11)

where Υk (k = 1, 2, 3, . . .) are 2× 2 matrix functions of x
and t. Substituting Eq. (11) in Eq. (10) and equating the
respective net coefficients in front of each power of λ(t)
to zero, one derives the following recurrence relations:

Υ1 =− i

2
Q†Q, (12a)

Υ2 =− i

2

[
Q†x(Q†)−1Υ1 −Υ1,x

]
=

1

4
Q†Qx, (12b)

Υ3 =− i

2

[
Q†x(Q†)−1Υ2 −Υ2,x + Υ1Υ1

]
,

=
i

8
(Q†Qxx +Q†QQ†Q), (12c)

...

Υk+1 =− i

2

Q†x(Q†)−1Υk −Υk,x +

k−1∑
j=1

ΥjΥk−j

 .
(12d)

(k = 2, 3, 4, . . .)

Then, taking into account the compatibility condition
(lnY)xt = (lnY)tx, and utilizing Eqs. (11) and (12), we
derive the infinite set of conservation laws for system (3)
in the form of

∂Uj
∂t

=
∂Fj
∂x

, (j = 1, 2, 3, . . .) (13)
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with

U1 = 2iΥ1 = Q†Q,

F1 =− 2i
[
−2Υ2 + 2Γ(t)xΥ1 + iQ†x(Q†)−1Υ1

]
,

U2 = 4Υ2 = Q†Qx,

F2 = (−2i)2
[
−2Υ3 + 2Γ(t)xΥ2 + iQ†x(Q†)−1Υ2

]
,

...

Uj =− (−2i)jΥj ,

Uj =(−2i)j
[
−2Υj+1 + 2Γ(t)xΥj + iQ†x(Q†)−1Υj

]
,

(14)
where Uj and Fj denote the conserved densities and re-
spective fluxes, respectively.

The integrable form of system (3) without the external
potential, vext(x, t) = 0, and with constant coefficients
has been investigated in Ref. [45], where dynamical in-
variants were derived. Here, we identify the physical pur-
port of the first few conservation laws obtained here and
put forward relations between conservation laws (13) and
those derived in Ref. [45] for the integrable system with
constant coefficients. According to Eqs. (13), we have
the following conserved quantities for system (3):

I1 =

∫
dx tr(U1) =

∫
dx tr{Q†Q}, (15a)

I2 =

∫
dx tr(U2) =

∫
dx tr{Q†Qx}, (15b)

which are related to the conserved quantities including
total number of atoms in the condensate and its total
momentum, derived in Ref. [45]:

total number : NT =

∫
dxΦ† ·Φ

=

∫
dx tr{Q†Q} = I1, (16a)

total momentum : PT =

∫
dx (−i~Φ† · ∂xΦ)

=

∫
dx [−i~ tr{Q†Qx}]

=− i~ I2 (16b)

where “tr” represents the matrix trace. These relations
offer the physical identification of the first two dynam-
ical invariants in Eq. (13) as the mass and momentum,
respectively. As well as in other integrable systems, the
physical interpretation of the higher conserved quantities
is not straightforward.

The Darboux transform (DT) is an effective method
to construct analytical solutions for the nonlinear evo-
lution equations [51]. We have derived the DT for sys-
tem (3) based on Lax pair (6) and adopted the obtained
DT to construct exact solutions of system (3) for nonau-

tonomous matter-wave solitons. Let Ψ1 = (H[0]
1 ,Y [0]

1 )T

be a zero-order complex matrix solution of Lax pair (6)
with Q = Q[0] and λ(t) = λ1(t). Then the DT is used to
construct the first-order solution as

Ψ[1] =T [1]Ψ, T [1] = τ1(λ)[λI −H[0]Λ1H[0]−1], (17a)

Q[1] =Q[0]− 2i(λ1 − λ∗1)(Y [0]
1 H

[0]
1

−1
+H[0]∗

1 Y [0]∗
1

−1
)−1,

(17b)

with

τ1(λ) =[det(λ(t)I −H[0]Λ1H[0]−1)]−
1
2

=[(λ(t)− λ1(t))(λ(t)− λ∗1(t))]−
1
2 ,

H[0] =

(
H[0]

1 −Y [0]
1

Y [0]
1 H[0]

1

)
, Λ1 =

(
λ1(t)I O
O λ∗1(t)I

)
.

(18)

The above results take advantage of the Hermitian-
symmetric profile of matrix Q (i.e., Q† = Q∗). Mak-
ing use of this profile, it can be verified that if Ψ1 =

(H[0]
1 ,Y [0]

1 )T is a complex matrix solution of Lax pair (6)

with λ(t) = λ1(t), then Ψ1 = (−Y [0]∗
1 ,H[0]∗

1 )T is a so-
lution of Lax pair (6) with λ(t) = λ∗1(t). The validity
of the above DT is established when the following condi-
tions hold: T [1]x+T [1]U = U [1]T [1] and T [1]t+T [1]V =
V [1]T [1], where U [1] and V [1] have the same form as U
and V , except that Q[0] is replaced by Q[1].

In the same way, taking Ψj = (H[0]
j ,Y

[0]
j )T (j =

1, 2, 3, . . .) to be complex matrix solutions of Lax pair (6)
with Q = Q[0] and λ(t) = λj(t), and iterating the first-
order DT N times, we construct the N -th-order DT for
system (3) as

Ψ[N ] =T [N ]T [N − 1] · · ·T [1]Ψ, T [j] = τj(λ)[λI −H[j − 1]ΛjH[j − 1]−1], (19a)

Q[N ] =Q[0]−
N∑
j=1

2i(λj − λ∗j )
(
Y [j−1]
j H[j−1]

j

−1
+H[j−1]

j Y [j−1]
j

−1)−1

, (19b)

where

Ψj [j − 1] =(H[j−1]
j ,Y [j−1]

j )T

=T [j − 1]|λ=λj
T [j − 2]|λ=λj−1

· · ·T [1]|λ=λ2
Ψj ,

τj(λ) =[(λ(t)− λj(t))(λ(t)− λ∗j (t))]−
1
2 ,

H[j − 1] =

(
H[j−1]
j −Y [j−1]

j

Y [j−1]
j H[j−1]

j

)
,Λj =

(
λjI O
O λ∗jI

)
.

(20)
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For the above N -th-order DT (19), the following re-
marks are relevant. (1) As system (3) is nonautonomous
with the temporal modulation, the Lax pair (6) is non-
isospectral with the time-dependent spectral parameter
λ(t), which further makes the DT different from that for
the spinor BEC system without the external potential,
vext(x, t) = 0. (2) τj(λ) is essential in the DT matrix
to make the t-part of Lax pair (6) to be satisfied. (3)
Because the occurrence of τj(λ) in the DT matrix, the
determinant representation of the above DT (19) can not
be expressed directly via Cramer’s rule [52].

IV. NONLINEAR DYNAMICS OF
NONAUTONOMOUS MATTER-WAVE

SOLITONS WITH THE SPATIOTEMPORAL
MODULATION

In this section, utilizing the N -th-order DT (19)
derived in the previous Section, we construct nonau-
tonomous matter-wave-soliton solutions for system (3).
To this end, taking the zero seed solution Q[0] = O, and
substituting Q[0] into Lax pair (6), we derive the matrix

Jost function, Ψ1 = (H[0]
1 ,Y [0]

1 )T , as

H[0]
1 = e−θI, Y [0]

1 = eθΠ∗, (21)

where θ = i
(
λ1(t)x+ 2

∫
λ2

1(t) dt
)

+ θ0,

Π =

(
a b
b c

)
, (22)

λ1(t) =

[
ξ1 −

1

2

∫
exp

(
2

∫
Γ(t) dt

)
γ(t)dt

]
×

exp

(
−2

∫
Γ(t) dt

)
,

(23)

ξ1, a, b and c are complex constants, and θ0 is a real
constant which can be used to adjust the initial position
of the solitons. We normalize the complex matrix Π so
that

tr{Π† ·Π} = |a|2 + 2|b|2 + |c|2 = 1. (24)

Combining DT (17) and the above matrix Jost func-
tion (21), we obtain the one-soliton solutions

Q[1] =
4λ1Ie

2θ∗

∆

(
a+ c∗e4θRdetΠ b− b∗e4θRdetΠ
b− b∗e4θRdetΠ c+ a∗e4θRdetΠ

)
(25)

where

λ1R =

[
ξ1R −

1

2

∫
exp

(
2

∫
Γ(t) dt

)
γ(t)dt

]
×

exp

(
−2

∫
Γ(t) dt

)
,

λ1I = ξ1I exp

(
−2

∫
Γ(t) dt

)
,

θI = λ1Rx+ 2

∫
(λ2

1R − λ2
1I) dt,

θR = θ0 −
(
λ1Ix+ 4

∫
λ1Rλ1I dt

)
,

∆ = 1 + e4θR + e8θR |detΠ|2,

(26)

the subscripts R and I representing the real and imag-
inary parts, respectively. A more compact form of the
one-soliton solutions (25) can be written as

Q[1] = 4λ1I

e−2θR
[
Π + (σ2Π†σ2)e4θRdetΠ

]
e−4θR + 1 + e4θR |detΠ|2

e−2iθI , (27)

where σ2 is the Pauli matrix. According to the above
expressions, we point out the relevance of each param-
eter for the solitons as follows: λ1I , the imaginary part
of the spectral parameter, is proportional to the ampli-
tude of soliton; its trajectory is determined by θR = 0;
and Π is the soliton’s polarization matrix. Further, we
can conclude that the gain-loss strength Γ(t) amplifies
or attenuates the soliton’s amplitude, while γ(t) has no
effect on the amplitude. The trajectory and velocity of
the soliton are directly affected by Γ(t) and γ(t). As for
the polarization matrix Π, it affects spin states of the
the soliton. Accordingly, the one-soliton solution may be
divided in two types, viz., those for which detΠ is zero or
not, as first proposed in Ref. [45].

The local spin density of the one-soliton state is

f(x, t) = Φ† · f ·Φ = tr{Q†σQ} (28)

[45], where f = (fx, fy, fz)T , with fx,y,z being the 3× 3
spin-1 matrices and σ the vector of the Pauli matrices.
Then, the spin density is derived as

f(x, t) =
16λ2

1Ie
4θR(1− e8θR |detΠ|2)

(1 + e4θR + e8θR |detΠ|2)2
tr{Π†σΠ}. (29)

The explicit form for the density of the number of atoms
can also be obtained from Eq. (16)

n(x, t) =
16λ2

1Ie
4θR [1 + (4e4θR + e8θR)|detΠ|2]

(1 + e4θR + e8θR |detΠ|2)2
. (30)

The above expressions for the nonautonomous one-
soliton solution and its spin and number-of-atoms den-
sities are similar to those for the exact solutions for au-
tonomous solitons derived in Ref. [45]. However, due to
the influence of the external potential, characteristics of
the nonautonomous solitons for system (3), such as the
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amplitude, velocity, width, etc., are significantly different
from their counterparts in the case of the autonomous
solitons. Next, we analyze the dynamics of the nonau-
tonomous solitons under the action of various external
potentials.

A. Time-independent external potential and
gain-loss distribution

First, we consider the simplest case of the external po-
tential with a constant gain-loss coefficient, Γ(t) ≡ Ω,
where Ω is the real constant. In this case, integrability
condition (9) determines the time-independent HO po-
tential in Eq. (5) with strength Up = Ω2.

1. The nonautonomous ferromagnetic soliton

To separately analyze the influence of the gain-loss co-
efficient Ω and linear-potential’s coefficient γ(t) (see Eq.
(5)) on the dynamics of solitons, we first set Ω 6= 0 and
γ(t) = 0. Then the external potential (4) is vext(x, t) =
Ω2x2 + iΩ and we set detΠ = 0. Then, the one-soliton
solution (27) reduces

Q[1] = 2λ1I sech(2θR)e−2iθI Π, (31)

where

λ1I = ξ1I e
−2Ωt, λ1R = ξ1R e

−2Ωt,

θI = λ1Rx+ 2

∫
(λ2

1R − λ2
1I) dt,

θR = θ0 −
(
λ1Ix+ 4

∫
λ1Rλ1I dt

)
.

(32)

It can be seen that the three components {φ+1, φ0, φ−1}
share the same bell-like shape. Solutions (31) yields
the amplitude of the soliton as A = 2|λ1I |(|a|, |b|, |c|)T
for the three components {φ+1, φ0, φ−1}, velocity v =
−2ξ1R e

−2Ωt+2Ωθ0 e
2Ωt/ξ1I , and the width which is pro-

portional to e2Ωt/|ξ1I |. These results indicate that the
amplitude, velocity and width vary with time under the
action of the gain-loss term ∼ Ω.

The atomic-number density for this solution is
n(x, t) = 4λ2

1I sech2(2θR), and respective total number
of atoms is NT = 4ξ1I exp (−2Ωt) ≡ NT0 exp (−2Ωt),
where NT0 = 4ξ1I is the initial value of the to-
tal number. The spin density of the solution is
f(x, t) = 4λ2

1I sech2(2θR)tr{Π†σΠ} = n(x, t)tr{Π†σΠ}.
Then, the total spin can be calculated as FT =
4ξ1I exp (−2Ωt) tr{Π†σΠ}, and |FT | = NT for detΠ = 0.
Note that the spin density has the same profile as the
atomic-number density. With a nonzero total spin, this
solution is referred to as the ferromagnetic-state (FS)
soliton [45]. As it moves with varying amplitude and ve-
locity, it is also classified as a nonautonomous soliton [39].

In Fig. 1, we show the density profile of the nonau-
tonomous FS soliton for component φ+1 (the other two

t=0

t=10

t=20

-2 0 2 4 6
x

2

4

| +1

t=0

t=10

t=20

-2 0 2 4 6
x

5

10

15

FIG. 1. (Top) The 3D plot of the nonautonomous FS soli-
ton of component φ+1. (Middle) The profile of the soli-
ton at different times. (Bottom) The atomic number den-
sity n(x, t) at different times. The external potential is
vext(x, t) = Ω2x2 + iΩ and parameters are ξ1 = −0.05 + 0.8i,
detΠ = 0, Ω = −0.02, θ0 = −2.

components φ0 and φ−1 have similar shapes) and the
atomic-number density distribution, n(x, t). It is seen
that the width of the soliton decreases and its amplitude
increases in the course of the evolution at Ω < 0 (the
case of the gain), as seen in Fig. 1. On the contrary, if
Ω > 0 (the loss), the width of the soliton increases and
amplitude decreases.

2. The nonautonomous polar soliton

In this case, we set detΠ 6= 0 and take the same ex-
ternal potential as above, vext(x, t) = Ω2x2 + iΩ. The
expression for the spin density (29) shows that the total
spin is always nonzero, i.e., |FT | 6= 0, unless Ω = 0 or
2 |detΠ| = 1. Because of the presence of λ1I = ξ1I e

−2Ωt

in spin density (29), which is a time-dependent function,
the total spin cannot be zero, which is strongly different
from the solution of the integrable spinor BEC system
with constant coefficients [45]. There are two special
cases that make the total spin to be zero, viz., Ω = 0
or 2 |detΠ| = 1. In the case of Ω = 0, λ1I is time-
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independent, and a coordinate transformation makes it
possible to make the spin density function f(x, t) an
odd function, so the total spin |FT | is zero. In latter
case, the constrain 2 |detΠ| = 1, along with the nor-
malization condition tr{Π† · Π} = 1, leads to a result
tr{Π†σΠ} ≡ (0, 0, 0)T . From the expression for the spin
density (29), it then follows that the spin density vanishes
everywhere, i.e., f(x, t) ≡ (0, 0, 0)T . Solitons in this state
hold the local symmetry of the polar state. Therefore,
the solutions given by Eq. (27) with 2 |detΠ| = 1 are re-
ferred to the polar-state (PS) solitons, which feature the
bell-shaped profile, similar to the FS solitons.

A2=50

A2=500

A2=5000

-2 0 2 4 6
x

1

| +1

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. (a) The 3D plot of the nonautonomous PS soliton in
component φ+1 with A2 = 5000. (b) The profile of the soliton
at t = 0 with a different polarization matrix Π. The external
potential is vext(x, t) = Ω2x2 + iΩ, and the parameters are
ξ1 = −0.05 + 0.8i and Ω = −0.02.

When polarization matrix is constrained by 2 |detΠ| <
1, the spin density is nonzero. In this case, the single
peak of the density split in two for the three compo-
nents {φ+1, φ0, φ−1}, which is different from the FS soli-
ton with detΠ = 0 and PS soliton with 2 |detΠ| = 1. Fur-
ther, as |detΠ| decreases, the twin peaks gradually sep-
arate, and behave like two nonautonomous FS solitons.
Such solutions are referred to as nonautonomous split
solitons. According to solutions (27), three components
{φ+1, φ0, φ−1} have similar profiles. In Fig. 2 we display
the density profile of the nonautonomous PS soliton in
component φ+1 with A2 = 5000, where A−1 = 2|detΠ|.
As said above, the twin peaks of the PS soliton grad-
ually separate with the increase of A, as illustrated in
Fig. 2(b). Due to the effect of the gain-loss term, the
twin peaks of the split soliton slowly approach, rather
than staying parallel, which is different from the case of
autonomous integrable system [45]. Parameter θ0 has
been used to adjust the positions of the twin peaks with
different A in Fig. 2(b).

3. Numerical simulations of the evolution of the
nonautonomous matter-wave solitons

Next, we use numerical simulations to analyze the sta-
bility of the nonautonomous matter-wave solitons. The
split-step Fourier method has been applied to analyze

the stability in the case of the time-independent external
potential, vext = Ω2x2 + iΩ, and constant gain-loss co-
efficient, Γ(t) ≡ Ω. In the simulations, random noise is
added to the input taken as the one-soliton solution (27).
The stability of the nonautonomous matter-wave solitons
is verified for both the ferromagnetic and polar states, as
shown in Fig. 3. It is seen that both the FS and PS soli-
tons are indeed dynamically stable in the presence of the
random noise.

(a) A = 0 (b) A2 = 5000

FIG. 3. Numerical simulations of the FS and PS solitons.
Inputs for the numerical simulations are taken as the one-
soliton solution (27) with a random noise level added to it at
the 2% level. The other parameters are taken the same as in
Figs. 1 and 2.

4. Nonautonomous solitons without the gain-loss term

In this case, we set Ω = 0 with γ(t) 6= 0 to analyze
the effects of the external potential (4), which reduces
to vext(x, t) = γ(t)x. In this condition, the velocity of
the soliton is v = 2

∫
γ(t) dt − 4ξ1R, its width is in-

versely proportional to |ξ1I |, and the amplitude of the
soliton is A = 2|ξ1I |(|a|, |b|, |c|)T for the three compo-
nents {φ+1, φ0, φ−1}.

(a) (b)

FIG. 4. (a) The 3D plot of the nonautonomous FS soliton in
component φ+1 with A = 0. (b) The 3D plot of the nonau-
tonomous split soliton in component φ+1 with A2 = 50. The
external potential is vext(x, t) = (cos t)x and the parameters
are ξ1 = 0.8i and θ0 = 4.

It is seen that γ(t) has no effect on the amplitude of
the soliton, but notably affect the velocity of the soliton.
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In Fig. 4, by choosing a γ(t) = cos(t), snakelike FS and
PS solitons are obtained with a constant amplitude and
periodically varying velocity.

As the gain-loss term is absent, the total number of
atoms NT = 4ξ1I = NT0 remains constant, whether
detΠ = 0 or not, i.e., the total number of atoms in sys-
tem (3) is conserved even in the presence of the time-
dependent coefficient γ(t) in the linear potential. As for
the spin density and total spin, it is found that |FT | = NT
for detΠ = 0. When 2|detΠ| = 1, spin density f(x, t) van-
ishes everywhere and, naturally, the total spin vanishes
too, |FT | = 0. On the other hand, for 2|detΠ| < 1 the
spin density f(x, t) remains nonzero, even though the to-
tal spin is again zero, |FT | = 0.

B. The time-dependent external potential and
gain-loss distribution

Next, we consider the case when the HO potential
Up(t) in Eq. (5) is time-dependent and can be attractive
or expulsive (inverted HO). Various potential functions
Up(t) and gain-loss coefficients Γ(t) can be used to gen-
erate different nonautonomous matter-wave solitons. We
here choose certain physically relevant forms of the exter-
nal potential to investigate the evolution of several kinds
of nonautonomous solitons. In this case, we set γ(t) = 0
in Eq. (5).

1. Nonautonomous solitons with a step-wise
time-modulated gain-loss coefficient

To amplify a soliton with a small amplitude into one
with an appropriate amplitude, the following step-wise
gain-loss coefficient can be used:

Γ(t) = ρ[1 + tanh(2ρt)], (33)

where ρ determined the steepness of the step and δ is
the initial phase of the step. Then, according to the
integrability condition (9), the time-dependent external
potential Up(t) (5) is

Up(t) ≡
1

2
Ω2(t) = 2ρ2[1 + tanh(2ρt)]. (34)

In this case, solution (27), yields the amplitude of the
nonautonomous soliton for the three components, A =
2|λ1I |(|a|, |b|, |c|)T where

λ1I = ξ1I exp

(
−2

∫
Γ(t) dt

)
= ξ1I e

δ[1− tanh(2ρt)].

(35)
In Fig. 5, we show the kink-like shape of the gain-

loss coefficient Γ(t), HO potential strength (1/2)Ω2(t),
and amplitude A+1 of component φ+1. Obviously, ρ <
0 and ρ > 0 in Eq. (33) correspond to Γ(t) ≤ 0 and
Γ(t) ≥ 0 (the gain and loss), respectively. Accordingly,

Γ t]

1

2
Ω2 t

A+1

-2 -1 1 2
t

-1

1

2

3

FIG. 5. The kink-like shape of the gain-loss coefficient Γ(t)
(the red line), HO potential strength (1/2)Ω2(t) (the green
line), and amplitude A+1 for component φ+1 (the blue line).
The parameters are ρ = −0.6, δ = 0, a = 0.5 and ξ1I = −0.5.

the parabolic potential and amplitude of the soliton are
always non-negative, with the former and latter step-wise
decreasing to zero or increasing from zero to a finite value,
respectively.

t=-0.2

t=0

t=2

t=2.5

-15 -10 -5 0 5
x

0.5

1

1.5

|

(a1) (a2)

t=-0.2

t=0

t=2

t=3

-15 -10 -5 0 5
x

0.5

1

1.5

(b1) (b2)

FIG. 6. Density profiles of (a1) the nonautonomous FS soli-
ton with A = 0 and (b1) nonautonomous split soliton with
A2 = 50 in component φ+1. (a2) and (b2) are soliton pro-
files at different times and peak values (the magenta line)
of the soliton fields. The parameters are ρ = −0.5, δ = 0,
ξ = −0.4 − 0.5i, and θ0 = 5.

Density profiles of the two kinds of nonautonomous
solitons, FS and PS ones, are displayed in Fig. 6. Under
the step-wise gain effect (Γ(t) < 0), the nonautonomous
solitons are amplified into states with finite constant am-
plitudes both for the FS and PS solitons. Unlike the pre-
vious solitons whose amplitudes increase exponentially
with time, the amplitudes of these solitons in Fig. 6 grow
to a finite value and remain unchanged, as shown by the
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magenta curves in Figs. 6(a2) and (b2). To explain this,
we find from Eqs. (33), (35) and Fig. 5 that, when the
amplitude of the soliton attains the maximum, the gain
coefficient Γ(t) falls to zero. Furthermore, we find that
the PS soliton is asymmetric at the amplitude amplifi-
cation stage, but when the amplitude reaches the maxi-
mum, the double-hump soliton becomes symmetric.

In this case, we find the atom-number density n(x, t) =
4λ2

1Isech2(2θR) and total number of atoms NT =
4ξ1Ie

δ[1 − tanh(2ρt)] when detΠ = 0, where λ1I is
given by Eq. (35). It is found that the time depen-
dence of the total number of atoms NT is also kink-
like, similar to the amplitude of soliton shown in Fig. 5.
When 2|detΠ| = 1, the number density is derived as
n(x, t) = 8λ2

1Isech2(2θR− (1/2) ln 2), and the total num-
ber of atoms is NT = 8ξ1Ie

δ[1 − tanh(2ρt)], which is
two times larger than in the case of detΠ = 0. As
for the spin density and total spin under the condi-
tion detΠ = 0, it is found that the spin density is
f(x, t) = 4λ2

1Isech2(2θR)tr{Π†σΠ}, and the total spin
is FT = 4ξ1Ie

δ[1 − tanh(2ρt)]tr{Π†σΠ} with |FT | =
4ξ1Ie

δ[1 − tanh(2ρt)]. We point out that both the total
number of atoms and total spin exhibit the same kink-like
shape time dependence as the amplitude of the soliton.
When 2|detΠ| = 1, we find that the spin density vanishes
everywhere, i.e., f(x, t) ≡ (0, 0, 0)T , which is a character-
istic of the polar state. When the polarization matrix is
constrained by 2|detΠ| < 1, the spin density f(x, t) is not
zero but the total spin vanishes, |FT | = 0, as shown by
the direct calculation.

2. Nonautonomous solitons with a double-modulated
periodic potential

Above, we have analyzed the effects of the periodic
modulation of the coefficient γ(t) in front of the linear
potential in Eq. (5) on the soliton speed. Here we mod-
ulate the amplitude of the soliton by applying the time-
periodic modulation to the gain-loss coefficient Γ(t) and
HO-potential strength Up(t). Namely, we set γ(t) = 0
and

Γ(t) = Ω0 sin(ωt), (36)

where Ω0 and ω are the intensity and frequency of the pe-
riodic modulation. Then, according to the integrability
condition (9), we obtain the following double-harmonic
modulation format,

Up(t) ≡
1

2
Ω2(t) =

1

2
Ω0{Ω0[1− cos(2ωt)] + ω cos(ωt)}.

(37)
Under the action of this modulation, the amplitude of

the nonautonomous soliton is A = 2|λ1I |(|a|, |b|, |c|)T for
the three components, where

λ1I = ξ1I exp

(
−2

∫
Γ(t) dt

)
= ξ1I exp

(
2

Ω0

ω
cos(ωt)

)
.

(38)

In Eqs. (36)-(38), the gain-loss coefficient Γ(t) pe-
riodically varies between −Ω0 to +Ω0 with period
2π/ω, while Up(t) attains the minimum −ωΩ0/2

at t = (2k + 1)π/ω and maximum (ω/4)
2

+ Ω2
0

at t =
[
arctan

(
ω/Ω0,±

√
16Ω2

0 − ω2/Ω0

)
+ 2kπ

]
/ω,

where k is an integer. The fluctuation range
of the amplitude of the nonautonomous soliton
is 2ξ1I |a| [exp (−2Ω0/ω) , exp (−2Ω0/ω)] for component
φ+1, with period 2π/ω. We display the gain-loss coeffi-
cient Γ(t), HO-potential strength (1/2)Ω2(t), and ampli-
tude A+1 in Fig. 7. It is seen that the Γ(t) and (1/2)Ω2(t)
perform sign-changing oscillations. We also show the
periodic sign-changing oscillations of the trapping HO
potential, Utrap(x, t) = (1/2)Ω2(t)x2 in Fig. 8. Nonau-
tonomous solitons, including the FS and PS, ones are sta-
bly maintained by the attractive-expulsive sign-changing
potential Utrap(x, t), cf. a similar result recently reported
for 2D solitons in Ref. [53].

π
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2
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t
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1
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Γ t]

1

2
Ω2 t

A+

FIG. 7. The periodically modulated gain-loss coefficient Γ(t)
(the red line), HO-potential strength (1/2)Ω2(t) (the green
line) and amplitude A+1 for component φ+1 (the blue line).
The parameters are ω = 4, Ω0 = 1.5, a = 0.5, and ξ1I = 0.5.

FIG. 8. Periodic sign-changing oscillations of the trapping
HO potential Utrap(x, t) = (1/2)Ω2(t)x2, cf. a similar time-
modulated potential which may maintain stable 2D solitons
[53]. The parameters are ω = 4 and Ω0 = 1.5.

Two kinds of breather solitons supported by the pe-
riodic modulation of the potential are shown in Fig. 9.
Analysis of effects of frequency ω and scaled amplitude
Ω0/ω of the modulation (see Eqs. (36) and (37) demon-
strates that the breathing amplitude is proportion to
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Ω0/ω, as shown in Fig. 9(a2). Similarly, when A 6= 0,
i.e., the polarization matrix has detΠ 6= 0, the PS soli-
tons are obtained, as shown in Figs. 9(b1) and (b2). The
twin peaks of the PS soliton gradually separate with the
increase of A.

ω 4, Ω0 2

ω 2, Ω0 1

ω 4, Ω0 1

0
π

2
π

3π

2
2π

t

1

2

A+

(a1) A = 0 (a2)

(b1) A2 = 50 (b2) A2 = 1000

FIG. 9. Density profiles of (a1) the nonautonomous FS soliton
with θ0 = 0, and (b1) nonautonomous PS soliton with θ0 = 0.6
in component φ+1. (a2) The effect of frequency ω and ratio
Ω0/ω on the breathing dynamics. (b2) Nonautonomous PS
soliton with θ0 = 1. The parameters are ω = 4, Ω0 = 1.5 and
ξ1 = 0.5i.

In this case, the number density is n(x, t) =
4λ2

1Isech2(2θR) and the total number of atoms is
NT = 4ξ1I exp (2 (Ω0/ω) cos(ωt)) when detΠ = 0,
where λ1I is given in Eq. (38). The total number of
atoms NT and soliton’s amplitude are periodic func-
tions of time with period 2π/ω, as seen in Fig. 9.
When 2|detΠ| = 1, the number density is n(x, t) =
8λ2

1Isech2(2θR − ln 2
2 ) and the total number of atoms is

NT = 8ξ1I exp (2 (Ω0/ω) cos(ωt)), which is twice as large
as in the case of detΠ = 0. In the same case, the spin
density is f(x, t) = 4λ2

1Isech2(2θR)tr{Π†σΠ}, and the to-
tal spin FT = 4ξ1I exp (2 (Ω0/ω) cos(ωt)) tr{Π†σΠ} with
|FT | = 4ξ1I exp (2 (Ω0/ω) cos(ωt)). It is seen that the to-
tal number of atoms NT and total spin |FT | exhibit the
same periodic periodic time dependence as the soliton’s
amplitude. When 2|detΠ| = 1, the spin density vanishes
everywhere, i.e., f(x, t) ≡ (0, 0, 0)T , as it should be in the
polar state. When the polarization matrix is constrained
by 2|detΠ| < 1, the spin density n(x, t) is not zero but
the total spin still vanished, FT ≡ (0, 0, 0)T , as shown by
the direct calculation.

3. Nonautonomous solitons under the action of
sign-reversible gain-loss distribution

Considering the evolution of the solitons under the ac-
tion of the time-dependent gain-loss term, it is natural
to address the case when the gain and loss are globally
balanced, so that the respective coefficient Γ(t) in Eq.
(4) is a localized odd function of time, Γ(−t) = −Γ(t).
The explore this option, we adopt

Γ(t) = W0sech(κt) tanh(κt), (39)

where W0 is a real constant and κ > 0 is the temporal-
modulation parameter. This form of variable coefficient
Γ(t) resembles the PT symmetry [54], but “rotated”
in the (x, t) plane. According to Eq. (9), the respec-
tive time-dependent attractive/expulsive HO-potential
strength in the integrable system is

Up(t) ≡
1

2
Ω2(t) =

1

2
W0sech(κt){k sech2(κt)

−[κ− 2W0sech(κt)] tanh2(κt)}. (40)

In this case, we obtain amplitudes of the three
components of the nonautonomous soliton as A =
2|λ1I |(|a|, |b|, |c|)T , where

λ1I = ξ1I exp

(
−2

∫ t

0

Γ(t′) dt′
)

≡ ξ1I exp [2 (W0/κ) sech(κt)] .

(41)

According to Eq. (39), the gain-loss coefficient Γ(t)
varies from −|W0|/2 to +|W0|/2, attaining these values

at t = ∓ln
(√

2 + 1
)
/κ, depending on the sign of W0, as

shown by red curves in Fig. 10. In this solution, the soli-
ton’s amplitude first grows to 2|ξ1I a| exp (2W0/κ) and
then returns to the initial value, 2|ξ1I a|, when W0 > 0,
or it first decreases to 2|ξ1I a| exp (2W0/κ) and then re-
turns to the same initial value, 2|ξ1I a|, when W0 < 0,
as shown by blue curves in Fig. 10. Since the total gain-
loss distribution

∫
Γ(t) dt = 0. In either case, the soliton

recovers to its initial value due to the balance condition,∫ +∞
−∞ Γ(t)dt = 0.
The evolution of the exact soliton solution produced

by the present setting is displayed by Fig. 11, for W0 >
0. It is seen from this figure and Eq. (41) that the
temporal-modulation parameter κ affects the steepness
of the arising modulated state and its scaled amplitude,
W0/κ. These states are similar to rogue waves which have
been widely studied in nonlinear optics, BEC and fluid
mechanics [55]. In particular, the PS soliton is obtained
if the polarization matrix is restricted to 2|detΠ| ≤ 1,
as shown in Figs. 11(b1) and (b2). Note that the single-
peak states shown in Figs. 11(a1) and (a2) splits into
double-peak ones with the increase of A.

In the case of W0 < 0 in Eq. (39), the exact solution
produces, instead of the single- and double-peak states
in Fig. 11, ones with dips, as shown, for the solutions of
both the FS and PS types, as shown in Fig. 12.
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FIG. 10. The sign-reversible gain-loss coefficient Γ(t) given by
Eq. (39) (the red lines), strength of the HO potential given by
Eq. (40) (the green lines) and amplitude A+1 for component
φ+1 (the blue lines), with W0 > 0 and W0 < 0 in (a) and (b),
respectively. Other parameters are κ = 4, a = 0.5, ξ1I = 1
for (a) and ξ1I = 2.5 for (b).

κ=4, W0=2

κ=4, W0=3

κ=2, W0=1
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(a1) A = 0 (a2)

(b1) A2 = 50 (b2) A2 = 1000

FIG. 11. Density profiles of the exact solutions corresponding
to Eqs. (39) and (40). (a1) The nonautonomous FS soliton
with θ0 = 0. (b1) and (b2): Nonautonomous double-peak soli-
tons with θ0 = 0.6 and θ0 = 1, respectively. (a2) Effects of the
modulation parameter κ and amplitude W0 on the steepness
and amplitude of the solitons. Other parameters are κ = 4,
W0 = 1.5 [except for panel (a2)], and ξ1 = i.

In this case, we can derive the number density
n(x, t) = 4λ2

1Isech2(2θR) and the respective total num-
ber of atoms NT = 4ξ1I exp [2(W0/κ)sech(κt)] when
detΠ = 0, where λ1I is given by Eq. (41). For
2|detΠ| = 1, the atomic-number density is n(x, t) =
8λ2

1Isech2 [2θR − (/2) ln 2], and the total number of
atoms isNT = 8ξ1I exp [2(W0/κ)sech(κt)], which is twice
that in the case of detΠ = 0. The spin density of this
solution is f(x, t) = 4λ2

1Isech2(2θR)tr{Π†σΠ}, and the
total spin is FT = 4ξ1I exp [2(W0/κ)sech(κt)] tr{Π†σΠ}
with |FT | = 4ξ1I exp [2(W0/κ)sech(κt)]. When
2|detΠ| = 1, the spin density vanishes like in the cases
considered in the above section, therefore the present so-

(a) A = 0 (b) A2 = 50

FIG. 12. Density profiles of solutions of the FS and PS types
corresponding to Eqs. (39) and (40). The parameters are
κ = 2, W0 = −0.5, and ξ1 = 2i.

lution is also referred to as the PS. When the polariza-
tion matrix is restricted to 2|detΠ| < 1, the spin density
n(x, t) does not vanish, but the direct calculation demon-
strates that the total spin of the solution is FT (x, t) = 0.

V. INTERACTION BETWEEN
NONAUTONOMOUS MATTER-WAVE
SOLITONS WITH SPATIOTEMPORAL

MODULATION

To analyze interactions and collisions between two
nonautonomous matter-wave solitons, one can derive,
from the zero seed solution Q[0] = O, two matrix eigen-

functions, Ψj = (H[0]
j ,Y

[0]
j )T (j = 1, 2) with

H[0]
j = e−θjI, Y [0]

j = eθjΠ∗j , (42)

where θj = i
(
λj(t)x+ 2

∫
λ2
j (t) dt

)
+ θ0j ,

Πj =

(
aj bj
bj cj

)
, (43)

λj(t) =

[
ξj −

1

2

∫
exp

(
2

∫
Γ(t) dt

)
γ(t)dt

]
×

exp

(
−2

∫
Γ(t) dt

) (44)

(cf. Eq. (23)), ξj are complex constants, and θ0j are real
constants which can be used, as in the case of the single
soliton, to adjust initial positions of the solitons. We also
normalize the matrix Πj so that

tr{Π†j ·Πj} = |aj |2 + 2|bj |2 + |cj |2 = 1. (45)

Two-soliton solutions were obtained utilizing the N -
th-order DT (19) with N = 2. The results for collisions
displayed below are based on these solutions. We do not
write here the full analytical form of the solutions, as
they are quite ponderous.
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To investigate the interactions between two solitons,
we first address their velocities. To this end, we consider
the time-independent external potential vext = Ω2x2 +
iΩ (see Eq. (4)), with the constant gain-loss coefficient
Γ(t) ≡ Ω. In this case, the trajectory of the soliton is
determined by equation

ξjI e
−4Ωt(ξjR − Ωx e2Ωt) + Ωθ0j = 0. (46)

Then the velocity of the soliton is derived as vj =
−2ξjR e

−2Ωt + 2Ωθ0j e
2Ωt/ξjI . Through different choices

of polarization matrix Πj , different types of solitons can
be obtained, such as FS soliton or PS soliton. Two soli-
tons with different velocities may demonstrate elastic or
inelastic interaction, or form a bound state. Various in-
teraction outcomes can be produced by altering the po-
larization matrix Πj and velocities of the solitons.

To begin with, we consider the interaction between two
FS solitons with detΠj = 0. When they have different
velocities, i.e., v1 6= v2, shape-preserving interaction be-
tween them is observed, as shown in Fig. 13(a). The only
effect of the collision are phase shifts of the two solitons,
which is a typical property of integrable systems.

Then, we address the interaction between two FS soli-
tons possessing the same velocity v1 = v2, to generate
their bound states. In particular, we set v1 = v2 = 0 by
taking ξjR = θ0j = 0, to form the quiescent bound states
of soliton, as shown in Fig. 13(b). It is seen seen that
the peak amplitude of the solution exponentially grows
under the action of the gain, Γ(t) ≡ Ω < 0. At the same
time, period of intrinsic oscillations of the bound state
decreases.

(a) (b)

FIG. 13. (a) The elastic collision between two FS solitons
with ξ1 = 0.2 + i, ξ2 = −i, Ω = −0.02, θ01 = 16 and θ02 = 0.
(b) The bound state of two nonautonomous FS solitons with
ξ1 = 0.8i, ξ2 = 0.4i, Ω = −0.02 and θ01 = θ02 = 0.

Next, we consider the interaction between FS and PS
solitons with detΠ1 6= 0 and detΠ2 = 0, respectively, i.e.,
with different polarization matrices. For instance, with
A2

1 = 4|detΠ1|2 = 50 the interaction is fully elastic, as
seen in Fig. 14(a). As it should be, under the action of the
gain the amplitudes of the solitons grow exponentially.
Interestingly, when the determinant of the polarization
matrix |detΠ1| decreases, that is, A1 increases, inelastic
interaction between the PS soliton and FS soliton occurs.
For A2

1 = 500, an example is shown in Fig. 14(b). It

(a) A2
1 = 50 (b) A2

1 = 500

FIG. 14. (a) The elastic collision between FS and PS solitons.
(b) The inelastic collision between FS and PS solitons. The
parameters are ξ1 = 0.2 + i, ξ2 = i, Ω = −0.02, θ01 = 16, and
θ02 = 0.

is seen that the PS soliton changes into a single-hump
soliton after the interaction with a FS soliton. In either
case, the FS soliton remains unchanged after the collision.

(a) A2
1 = 50 (b) A2

1 = 500

FIG. 15. Shape-preserved interactions between two PS soli-
tons with (a) A2

2 = 50 (b) A2
2 = 500. The parameters are

chosen as ξ1 = 0.2 + i, ξ2 = i, Ω = −0.02, θ01 = 16 and
θ02 = 0.

Finally, we display the elastic collisions between two
PS solitons in Fig. 15. It is seen that the two PS solitons
keep their double-peak shapes intact after the interac-
tion. Different from the interaction in Fig. 13(a), no tall
peak is observed in the interaction region in Fig. 15(a).
A general conclusion is that the polarization matrix Π
can control the strength of the inter-soliton interactions.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the dynamics of nonautonomous
matter-wave solitons in the spinor Bose-Einstein con-
densate subject to the spatiotemporal modulation. The
model is based on the system of three nonlinearly cou-
pled GP (Gross-Pitaevskii) equations with the time-
dependent potential and gain-loss coefficient. We have
derived the nonisospectral Lax pair with the time-
dependent spectral parameter for this system, provided
that the special integrability condition holds, given by
Eq. (9). An infinite set of conservation laws is derived
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for the integrable system. Based on the Lax pair, the DT
(Darboux transform) has been constructed and applied
to generate one- and two-soliton solutions. By choosing
several different external potentials and gain-loss coef-
ficients, we have obtained various solutions for nonau-
tonomous matter-wave solitons of both the ferromagnetic
and polar types (with nonzero and zero total spin, respec-
tively). These include the compressed, snakelike, and
step-wise solitons, as well as breathers. We have utilized
numerical simulation to analyze stability of the nonau-
tonomous matter-wave solitons against random pertur-
bations and found that both the ferromagnetic and polar
solitons are stable. In particular, the evolution of the
matter-wave solitons, resembling the creation of rogue
waves, has been investigated under the action of the
sign-reversible gain-loss distribution. We have also in-
vestigated elastic and inelastic collisions between nonau-
tonomous matter-wave solitons, including ferromagnetic-
ferromagnetic, ferromagnetic-polar, and polar-polar col-
lisions. In particular, spin switching has been observed

in the inelastic ferromagnetic-polar collisions. When the
two solitons move at the same velocity, bound states of
solitons have been obtained. The outcome of the inter-
actions can be controlled by the solitons’ polarization
matrices. Since the integrability condition of system (3)
have been obtained, the dark non-autonomous solitons of
system (3) with the repulsive interactions can also be de-
rived via certain analytical method, and the results will
be published elsewhere.
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