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By m eans of analytical and num ericalm ethods, we study how the residual three-dim ensionality
a ects dynam ics of solitons in an attractive BoseE Instein condensate loaded into a cigar-shaped
trap. Based on an e ective 1D G rossP itaevskii equation that inclides an additional quintic self-
focusing tem , generated by the tight transverse con nem ent, we nd a fam ily of exact one-soliton
solutions and dem onstrate stability of the entire fam ily, despite the possibility of collapse in the 1D
equation with the quintic selfffocusing nonlinearity. Sim ulating collisions between two solitons in
the sam e setting, we nd a critical velocity, V., below which m erger of identical in-phase solitons is
observed. D egpendence of V. on the strength of the transverse con nem ent and num ber of atom s In
the solitons is predicted by m eans of the perturbation theory and investigated in direct sin ulations.
T he sin ulations also dem onstrate sym m etry breaking in collisions of identical solitonsw ith a nonzero
phase di erence. This e ect is qualitatively explained by m eans of an analytical approxin ation.

I. NTRODUCTION

Tt iswellknown that a trapped atom ic B oseE instein condensate BEC ) w ith attractive interactions is stable if the
num ber of atom s in i is below a critical value, above which collapse occurs @]. Beneath the collapse threshold, the
BEC can form stable wave packets In a onedin ensional (1D ) \cigar<shaped" trap, which is tightly con ned in two
(transverse) directions, and is unbound along the longiudial axis. In that case, the stability of bright solitons is
provided by balance between the quantum pressure, aliasm atterwave M W ) dispersion, and m ean— eld attraction.
A single MW soliton 'Q] and trains of interacting solitons [_3] have been created in the cigarshaped optical traps.
However, whik the trapping geom etry was nearly one-din ensional, the solitons them selves were far from being 1D
ob Ects. In particular, In Ref. E_Z], a stable soliton was only possble if its longitudinal size exceeded the transverse size
by nom ore than 20% (note that the situation was a ected by an expulsive axialpotential, unavoidable in the speci ¢
experim ental setup). Recently, it was shown that the proxim iy of the soliton to being a 3D ob gct strongly a ects
is properties, such as the character of ism otion Eﬁ] and Interactions E, :_é]. In particular, it was dem onstrated that
amoving soliton mm ersed in a cloud of therm alatom s is sub Fcted to a tem perature-dependent friction force [fﬁ]. A
collision between two solitons, which are by them selves stable, iIn a con ned geom etry m ay readily lead to collapse,
if the totalnum ber of atom s In the soliton pair exceeds the above-m entioned critical value, and the phase di erence
between the solitons is (close to) zero f_é]. The signi cance of the e ective dim ensionality of M W solitary pulses is
further em phasized by the recent cbservation of form ation ofa set ofnearly-3D m utually repulsive M W solitons W ith
a phase shift of between them ) as a result of incom plte collapse in an attractive BEC w ith the num ber of atom s
several tim es larger than the critical value E, ::/.].

In addition to being a profoundly im portant ob fct of fiindam ental studies, M W solitary waves are also natural
candidates for applications, such as high-precision atom interferom etry and quantum -inform ation processing. T hus,
a thorough understanding of deviations of their behavior from that of ideal 1D solitons is in portant in this resgpect
too.

In this paper we report results of theoretical investigation of the shape of stationary MW solitons and binary
collisions between them in the quasilD regine, wih the ain to identify m anifestations of nonsolitonic behavior
due to the residual multidim ensionality. The e ect of the tightly con ned transverse dim ensions is taken into
acocount through a perturbative self- ﬁacusmg quintic temm added to the corresponding one-din ensionalG rossP itaevskii
equation (GPE), asper Refs. [8! and [4] In Section IT, we introduce this extended GPE, nd a fam ily of its exact
one-soliton solutions, and dem onstrate stability of the entire fam ily, despite the fact that collapse occurs in the 1D
equation w ith the quintic selffocusing term . In Section ITI, we Investigate soliton collisions w ithin the fram ew ork of
thisequation. O n the contrary to com pletely elastic collisionsbetw een solitons in the cubicGPE (alias cubic nonlinear
Schrodinger equation, NLSE ), in the presence ofthe quintic term colliding solitonsw ith zero phasedi erence, ' = 0,
m erge Into a single pulse if their relative velocity is an aller than a critical value, 2V.. W e nd the dependence of V.
on the strength ofthe transverse con nem ent and num ber ofatom s in the solitons. Form oderate quintic nonlinearity,
good agreem ent w ith an analytic prediction derived from the perturbation theory is found. W ih a stronger quintic
tem , the num erical results deviate from the perturbation theory, although not dram atically. F inally, we dem onstrate
dynam ical sym m etry breaking between identical solitons colliding with 4 ¥ € 0 (in that case, the m erger does not
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occur), as a function ofthe relative velocity. A n explanation to the lattere ect is proposed. It isbased on estim ation
ofa sym m etry-breaking param eter, which isam isn atch between the am plitude center and phase center ofthe soliton
pairwih 7 & 0 (exact de nitions are given below ). Reasonably good agreem ent betw een num erical results and the
analytical approxin ation is observed. T he paper is concluded by Section 1V .

II. AN EFFECTIVE ONEDIM ENSIONAL GROSSPITAEVSKIIEQUATION AND EXACT SOLITON
SOLUTION S

A . Basic equations

W e start w ith the standard GPE fora condensate tightly con ned In the transverse plane, w ith the radialcoordinate
r, and uncon ned in the axialdirection, x:
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w here operator r f acts In the transverse plane, ! is the frequency of the trapping potential in this plane, m is the
atom ic m ass, and a < 0 is the scattering length. Transition to the quasilD description is possble if the change
of the chem ical potential due to the m ean— eld interaction is much an aller than the level spacihg in the transverse
trapping potential. W e brie y recapiulate the corresponding derivation, follow ing, chie y, Ref. EZJ:]. In the quasiiD

Iim it, the factorized ansatz, (r;x;t)= (X;t) @©Xx;t) ﬁ], is used to adiabatically separate fast transverse and slow
]ongji:udmaldynam ics, by neglecting derivatives of w ith respect to the slow variables, x and t. By substiuting the
ansatz Into Eq. @ tw o decoupled equations are obtained, w ithin the fram ew ork of the tight-transverse-con nem ent
approxin ation:

@ n? @2
th— = ———t+ ~ @
Qt 2m @2x
h? 1 4 1
~ = =2 o4 Ip?? o °ni f ; )
2m 2 m

w here the transverse chem icalpotential, ~, has to be found from the ground-state solution of E g. (3 ) asa function of

the 1D density, n x;t) j ®;1)3. Physical solutions of Eq. G) exist only if an < 047 .[10] otherw ise transverse

collapse occurs [_1-1:] In the quasilD Ilm i, corresponding to  an << 047, the transverse wave function, , is close

to the ground state ofthe 2D hamm onic potential, and can be expanded over the set of transverse eigenm odes, ' , (¥):
x)="o@+ nCh K)' n (). Coe clentsC , are an all and can be calculated perturbatively. A ccordingly, the

transverse chem ical potential ~ can be expanded over pow ers of the density by m eans of the perturbative theory,
=h! + gpn qnz + ::;, where

4
gip = 2hla; g = 24 Jn5 h!a?; @)

as shown in Ref. f_g] (the subscript \1D " in plies thartt the corresponding coe cient appertains to the standard 1D
model). Substituting the expansion for ~ in Eq. @), one arrives at an e ective equation describing the soliton
dynam ics in the quasilD lim it:
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which isNLSE w ith the cubicquintic (CQ ) nonlinearity.

O ther approaches to the derivation of the e ective 1D GPE were also proposed I:_l-2_;, :_L-é'] In particular, a m ore
com plex equation w ith nonpolynom ial @lgebraic) nonlineariy was derived, by m eans of the variational approach to
the separation of the axial and transverse w ave functions, in Ref. {12:] E xpanding the nonlhearity up to the quintic
term , one arrives at an equation sim ilarto Eq. (d) but w ith a di erent num erical coe cient.

_NLSEsw ith the CQ nonlinearity are wellknown asm odelequations in nonlinear optics, starting w ith pioneerw orks
Q_G']. GPEswih the CQ nonlinearity were also used in order to take into account threebody collisions in the BEC
f_lil]. However, In the previously considered settings, these equations were always considered w ith a com bination of



self-focusing cubic and selfdefocusing quintic tem s. A drastic di erence in the present case is that the quintic term

is self-focusing fs seen from Eq. (' ), this conclusion does not depend on the sign of scattering length a, ie., on
the self-focusing or defocusing character of the cubic temm ; the sam e conclusion follow s from the expansion of the
above-m entioned nonpolynom ial NLSE derived in Ref. tlZ] The use of the GPE w ith the \doublselffocusing”
CQ nonlinearity, which is the case here, was tacitly assum ed in possble, as in this case the equation gives rise to
collapse. Nevertheless, we will show below that this equation generates m eaningfiil stable solutions. In fact, if the
cubic nonlnearity is selffocusing, ie., the scattering length is negative (the case considered throughout the present
work), the presence of the collapse is a relevant qualitative feature of the e ective GPE , as collapse takes place too in
the 11113D equation, from which Eqg. (5) was derived (even ifthe strong oo]Japse in the full3D GPE and weak collapse
In the 1D CQ equation bear essential di erences). As shown in Refs. b 23 35 the collapse In the 3D egquation
may %e avoided under the constraint ofN p¥Fa, < 0627, where N is the num ber of atom s In the condensate, and
a, = h=m!) is the ham onicoscillator length corresponding to the transverse con nem ent.

B . Soliton solutions

Below,weuseEq. ";'ZJD) in the nom alized form ,
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where gip < 0 and g > 0 are din ensionless Interaction constants. In fact, the absolute values ofboth of them m ay
be additionally scaled to be 1, but we nd it m ore convenient to keep these coe cients as free param eters.
A fam ily ofexact soliton solutionsto Eq. (§) can be_bund as an analytical continuation ofthe wellknown soluition
of the equation w ith the selfdefocusing quintic termm [_lg] The result is
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where isthe soliton’s chem icalpotentialthat m ay take any value from 0 < < 1 . The squared am plitude of this

soliton, ie., the m axin um atom ic density at its center, is
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and the nomn of the soliton, which m easures the total num ber of atom s, is
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T he soliton’s nom and squared am plitude are shown, as functions of the chem ical potential, in F ig. -'14'

Tt isworth to note a drastic di erence ofthis soliton fam ily from its counterpart in them odelw ith the selfdefocusing
quintic tem , ie., g» < 0: in that case, thenom takesallvalues, 0 < N 431 < 1 , while the cheam icalpotential is lim ited
to a nite interval, 0 < < Jdax 34y =0164%I). On the contrary, fr the present solution fam ily, Eq. {10)
dem onstrates that the nomn is lim ited to a nite interval,

r
3
0< Ng1< Npax= 8_ 7 (11)

while isnot 1im ited from above (as said above). In fact, N, ox I Eq. C_l-il:) is a collapse border ofthe soliton fam iky.
Further, In the usualCQ model, with g, < 0, the am plitude is lin ited by a nie value, A? < 301p = 4gz), whik the

width of the soliton diverges I (J hiax 39 atj 3! J #ax. In contrast to this, Egs. () and (@) show that

< J

the am plitude of the present so]jton fam ily diverges, A2 B=g¢) ,at ! 1 , and the width of the soliton
shrinks in the sam e lim i, as 1= . Thisasym ptoth behavior of the soliton solution clearly suggests a transition to
a collapsing solution at N g1 ! Ny ax, sSee Eq. {1]:)
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FIG .1: The upper and ]owerpane]s display, respectively, the fam ily of exact soliton solutions C]), wihgip = landg, = 3=4

hence, g= 1, see Eqg. &i )], In tem s of the dependences of the nom and squared am plitude vs the chem ical potential, as per
Egs. (10) and 09)

Equat:on Cl(] show s that condition dN=d < 0 holds for the entire soliton fam ily (see also the upper panel in
Fig. -L) hence the solitons satisfy the known Vakhitov-K olbkobv (VK) stability criterion [18] A s this criterion is
only a necessary one, but not su cient, the stability of the solitons was tested in system atic direct sim ulations of
Eqg. 6'_6) . Resuls clearly suggest that all the solitons are indeed stable against an all perturbations (of course, a large
perturbation m ay provoke onset of the collapse) .

Tt is relevant to m ention that the 1D GPE with the fill algebraic nonlinearity introduced in Ref. [_iZ_i] gives rise
to two branches of (im plicit) soliton solutions, one stable and one unstable; the branchesm eet and disappear at the
point of transition to collapsing solutions. E quation @) does not give rise to the second branch, as the com bination
of the cubic and quintic term s m ay be regarded as a truncated expansion of the full algebraic nonlinearity from the
abovem entioned equation, and this truncation does not pick up the unstabl branch.

Tt m ay also be relevant to note that, starting the derivation of the e ective 1D equation from the 3D GPE with
the positive scattering length (corresoonding to selfrepulsive BEC ), one will arrive at Eq. é'd) wih gip > 0 (@and
again wih g, > 0). The corresponding equation, featuring com petition between the cubic se]lf ﬁ)cusmg and quintic
selfdefocusing temm s, has a fam ily of exact soliton solutions given by the sam e expressions | -2' ClO In which g is
negative, asperEqg. (_3) . D egpite the form al sin ilarity, the latter soliton fam ily is com pletely di erent from the one
presented above. In particular, n the Iim it of ! 0 the solution is not a usualbroad an allam plitude soliton, but
rather an algebraic one,

ot = — T o 12)
The m ost drastic di erence of the soliton fam ily wih gip > 0 and g, > 0 from the above one is that it features
dN=d > 0, hence thisentire fam ily isunstable, aooordmg to the VK criterion lgebraic solitons, such asone in Eq.
ClZ are known to be unstable for a di erent reason El9u] Besides the fact that all the solitons in the m odel w ith
the positive scattering length are unstable, their physicalm eaning is doubtfiil also because the quintic term , which
appears as a perturbative correction to the cubic one i_d], actually dom inates over i in these solutions.

ITI. SOLITON COLLISION S
A . M erger of colliding solitonswith ' =0

Tt iscomm only know n that collisionsbetw een solitons in the one-dim ensionalN LSE , which is an integrable equation,
are com plktely elastic. The force of Interaction between the solitons depends on the relative phase between them :
wih 4’ = 0and ’ = ,they are attract and repel each other, respectively [20; 21 T he quintic term breaks the



Integrability of the equation, and is expected to m ake collisions inelastic. For 4 / = 0, sinulations reveal a critical
collision velocity, below which two identical solitonsm erge into a single one.

1. Analytical considerations

Them ergerm ay be explained by the ﬁgt that radiation loss due to the inelastic collision becom es greater than the
Initial kinetic energy of the soliton pair l_21:] T his explanation canpbe In plem ented In an explicit form if the quintic

term istreated asa an allperturbation. To this end, de ning Dip ] yWerawrite Eq. ('_é) n the ollow ing fom :
2
- o 3F 3 3)
w here g=9°, - In the zero-order approxin ation ( = 0), the traveling-soliton solution to Eq. :fl_‘B) is
&)= A ssch@® & Vit)e 1 °VH; (14)
where A and V are its am plitude and velociy, and the frequency ! = V2=2+ isa sum of the kinetic energy and
binding (potential) energy, = A%=2, per particle.

The use of the perturbation theory m akes it possble to obtain the fllow ing analytical result for the collision
between solitons w ith equal am plitudes A, velocities V, and a phase shift 4 ', between them [_i]_:]: if the solitons
are fast,V? A?,the energy loss generated by the em ission of radiation during the collision is

n o
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w here 1381, , 2401 and 347. N ote that the phase-dependent tem s are exponentially sn all. In the sam e
approxin ation, the collision-induced loss of the num ber of atom s is

@AN)pa= 2V? (@E)png : (16)

To estin ate am erger condition (threshold), we assum e that the velocities V ,which determm ine the collision-induced
losses asper Egs. {_1-1_5) and {_l-é), are actually acquired by originally quiescent (or slow Iy m oving) solitons due to their
mutual attraction (if 4 ’ is close to zero). To this purpose, we note that the e ective potential of the interaction
between far separated identical solitons is, in the caseof = O,

Une® ;4 79)= 8A% ** cos@d ') ()]

ﬁ_Z-C_i], and the e ective m ass of the soliton isM . = 2A . In this approxin ation, the attraction accelerates the two in—
phase solitons to selfacquired velocities, Vierr, that can be found from the energy-balanceequation, 2 M . Vsi]f=2 =
8273, hence Veie = 2A . Substituting this velocty i Eq. (I5) show s that the phase-dependent part is Jess than 10%
of the phase-independent one, and therefore we neglect it. T hus, the collision-induced loss of the energy and num ber
of atom s (for both solitons) are predicted by the perturbation theory to be

@GE)ma= “AT;@N)pa= (=2)%A°; 18)

where is the sam e num ericalcoe cient as in Eq. (]:_5_;.
T he energy of a free soliton and itsnom (number ofatom s), n the = 0 lin i, are

1 3 1 2
Egl= EA + EM e V9, Ng1= 27 19)

(the negative term in E 4 is the binding energy). First, the nom loss, 4 N , taken from Eqg. C_l-é), gives rise to the
collisibn-nduced change ofthe soliton’s am plitude: 4 A = (@ N yag=2=  ( =4) ?A 5. The corresponding change in
the binding (potential) energy of both solitons is positive,

2
4Eppna 4 ( 5A3)= 20?4 A = 3 ‘a7 (0)
F inally, the energy balance predicts a change in the total kinetic energy:

4Exin= @E)a 4Ewma= G =2)°A": @1)
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FIG . 2: The critical velocity for the m erger of colliding solitons, ve=vy (as an exper_'m entally relevant reference value, we take
vo = 021 mm /s), as a function of the strength ofthe transverse con nement, !=!y wWih !¢ = 2 710 Hz, as in Ref. E_Z]).For
relatively weak con nem ent (sm aller ! ), dependence Ve / ! 2 is observed, as predicted by the perturbation theory (the solid
line showsthe ! 2 power law as a guide to the eye). T he dashed line is the powerJaw t to the last ur points of the num erical
resuls, yielding v / 1 22° 007,

T he m erger condition states that the loss of the kinetic energy is equalto or exceeds the initial kinetic energy {2]1]
W ih regard to the expression for the totalkinetic energy ofboth solitonswhich follow s from Eq. Cl9 Exin = 2AV 2
this condition m eans that the m erger is expected if the initial velocity of each soliton fallsbelow a critical value:

3 3
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T he derivation ofthe m erger threshold in plies that the criticalvelocity ism uch sm aller than the above-m entioned self-

acquired velocity, Veeir = 2A (then, the Initialvelocities ofthe solitonsm ay_}::e disregarded In the above energy-balance

analysis, In com parison w ith V¢, as it was actually done) . E xpression C_ZQ) Indeed satis es condition V. Veelfs @S
is a an all param eter.

2. Num erical resuls

For sim ulations of soliton collisions in Eq. @), we chose param eter values close to those In the real experin ent
'Q], where L1 atom s were used: a very small scattering length, a = 006 nm , transverse oscillation frequency
=2 710 Hz, and the num ber of atom s Ng,; = 4000. However, we did not Inclide any extemal longiudinal
potential, In contrast to the expulsive potentialthat waspresent in the experin ent. R ecallthat the expulsive potential
m ade the soliton stability region very am all i_i], and actually caused the soliton to be very close to the 3D 1 it. The
present sin ulations do not nclide the extemal potentialbecause we are Interested not in e ects produced by such a
potential, but rather in sn alldeviations from the one-din ensionality. In fact, a m odi cation of the above-m entioned
experim ental setup, with the ain to m ake the central segm ent of the cigarshaped trap free of any tangbl axial
potential, is quite possble. _

T o com pare the analyticalprediction forthe criticalvelocity, given by Eq. Qj) to num ericalresuls, i isnecessary to
expressperturbative param eter In tem softhe transverse trapping frequency ! . Undoing the above renom alizations,
one arrives at a conclusion that Eg. {22 ) inplies a quadratic dependence, V. / !?, within the fram ework of the
perturbation theory. This dependence is Indeed cbserved in sinulations at relatively small !, as seen in Fig. ('_2) .
However, at larger !, ie., for stronger transverse con nem ent, the num erical results feature a greater power In the
Ve (!) dependence. In particular, thebest tto the last four num ericalpoints in Fig. @) yiedsV, / 1229 %97, which
dem onstrates a sn allbut tangble deviation from the power law corresponding to the perturbation lim it.

W e now tum to the dependence of the critical velocity on the num ber of atom s, N . T he analytical prediction, Eq.

d22 ), clearly mpliesV, / N 3. In Fig. G) this dependence is indeed ocbserved at amn aller values of N  (ie., for weaker
nonlinearity), where the perturbation lim it should naturally be valid. Perusal of num erical data show s that, in this
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FIG . 3: The critical velocity for them erger of two solitons as a fiinction ofthe num ber of atom s in each ofthe colliding solitons,
N 1. At smaller N1, ie. for weaker nonlineariy, the Vo / N 5301 dependence is observed, as predicted by the perturbation
theory, see Eq. @2). To say more accurately, the solid curve, which is the t to the rst four num erical points, features a
power law V. / N 2% 02 The dashed curve is the powerJdaw t to the last four points, show Ing a di erent power dependence,
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range, the actual collision-induced radiation loss is very am all, and, as a resul, the m erger does not lead to com plete
fusion of the colliding solitons into a single pulse, but rather to form ation of a bound state of two solitons (\weak
m erger"), ascan be seen n F ig. :_4 N am ely, after the rst collision, the solitons re-em erge as tw o distinct w ave packets
w hich then collide again m any tim es. A sin ilar nearly radiationless inelastic collision, lkading to the form ation of a
tw o-soliton loosely bound state, was recently observed in sim ulations of a weakly discrete cubic NLSE 22]

A de nite deviation from theV./ N g 3 ; dependence is observed in F ig. -3 forN g1 > 4000, which show s a lin itation
of the perturbative predictions. In thJs regin e of strong nonlinearity, a sm ooth transition in the collision process
occurs, from the fom ation of the above-m entioned long-lived bound state to direct (\strong") m erger of tw o solitons
nto a single pulse, which is accom panied by a burst of radiation. T he conspicuous loss ofm atter w ith the radiation
prevents the em erging singlke pulse from having the num ber of atom s above the collapse threshold, therefore the pulse
does not blow up. T he transition is expressed in reduction ofthe life tim e ofthe loose bound state before the com plete
merger. In Fig. -'5, w hich represents the strongest nonlinearity inclided in the present fram ew ork, the bound state
features only two oscillations.

For even stronger nonlnearities which were also considered), the power-daw dependence of V. on the number of
atom s and transverse trapping frequency is observed in the form ofN 5401 and !3, respectively. However, in such an
extrem e regin e, the relevance of the quasilD m odel is questionable. In any case, these resuls convey a clear caveat
to soliton experin ents, In which relative variations in the atom numberm ay be as lJarge as’ 2: the strong pow er-law
dependence of the critical velociy on the num ber of atom s should be taken into acoount, to avoid occasionalm erger
of solitons.

B. Symm etry breaking in soliton collisionswith ’* & 0

W e proceed to nelastic collisions of identical solitons w ith the phase di erence 0f 0 < 47 < =2, Numerical
sim ulations of Eq. (:_d) show a salient e ect of sym m etry breaking in this case: while the solitons separate after the
collision, they em erge astw o pulsesw ith di erent am plitudes (then, the velocities are also di erent, to com ply w ith the
m om entum conservation), as shown in F ig. :_6' It should bem entioned that a sin ilare ect was observed in sim ulations
of collisions betw een identical solitons in som e other nonintegrable 1D m odels, chie y in those describing transm ission
of nonlinear optical pulses, within the fram ew ork of the coupled-m ode theory, In waveguides equipped w ith B J:agg
gratings. In that context, the collision-induced sym m etry breaking was reported in basic sihgle-core m odels 123
n more sophjstjcated dualcore ones 124 A sin flar e ect was also observed In collisions between m oving solitons in
the discrete NLSE R5].

In order to achieve qualitative understanding of the sym m etry breaking, we resort to consideration of an ansatz
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FIG .4: Density pro ks as a function oftim e in a regin e of \weak" m erger N 51 = 3500, v=vp = 2). A fter the rst collision,
the two solitons reappear as two distinct wave pulses which then collide again m any tin es.
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FIG.5: Thesameash Fi. :ff, but in the regin e of \strong" m erger (or N 5,1 = 5000, v=vp = 8). A short-lived bound state

quickly m erges Into a single breather-like pulse.

based on a fom al linear superposition of two com pletely overlapping identical solitons 6'_71), at somem om ent of tim e
t= ty,wih velocities V and phases (1=2)4 ' . The ansatz yields the follow ing expression:

v
u P
ansatz X;t) = 2ei(j ] %VZ)tOIﬁl P S cosVx+47): 23)

— P —
g?+ 4j Jjoosh 2 23k +g

An essential peculiarity of this expression is that the central points of the two last m ultipliers do not coincide: one
is found at x = 0, while the other one at x = 4 ' =V . This sin ple observation suggests a concept of the m ism atch
betw een the am plitude center and phase center ofthe pair of colliding identical solitons. T hem ism atch was considered
as a cause of breaking the sym m etry between colliding solitons In the above-m entioned m odel based on the discrete

NLSE P5I.
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FIG . 6: Density pro ls of solitons featuring the sym m etry breaking in the collision, for4 # = =10.

To characterize the asym m etry of ansatz ¢_2-C_*i) qualitatively, we introduce its center-ofm ass coordiate,
R+ 1

) 1 XJ ansatz ®)Fdx  sn@E4’) cosh( )snh( ) sinh( )cosh( ) 24)
v) R = P = ;
Ty ew®)Fdx 23§ sih( )[ sbh( )+ cos@4 7 )shh( )]
. P 1P = o . o
w ith V= 27 jand tan - @2 Jj F9). For the qualitative understanding of the situation, we adopt a natural
concture that the strongest possble symm etry breaking is attained at a valie of the velocity = 4 axp w hich
corresponds to amaxinum of j jorgiven 4 ’ . For the weak quintic nonlinearity (J Jj &), one has 2 7 Fg,
and Eq. ('_24) sin pli es:
sin(24 ") sinh( ) cosh( )
p—"— . —; @5)
299 shh( )ishh( )+ cos@4’)]
A symm etry param eter is shown, as a function ofV , in Fig. -1’.7) by the solid Iline for4 ’ = =10. It characterizes

the degree of the collision-induced sym m etry breaking, and predicts a m axin um at som e nonzero velocity. Q uie a
sim ilar dependence is Indeed produced by num erical sin ulations ofE g. (E) forthe sam evalie of4 ’ , as shown by dots
n Fig. {j) . The dots disgplay values of the am plitude ratio of the output soliton pair, as found from the sim ulations.
A ctually, the pulses em erging from the inelastic collisions are breathers w ith tin e-dependent am plitudes. T herefore,
w e averaged the am plitudes over long propagation distances after the collision.

G enerally, the num ericaldata In F ig. é'j) follow the predicted sym m etry-breaking param eter. H ow ever, tw o notable
deviations are observed: a nonan ooth shape of the num erical curve (localm odulations near the m axinum , which
tend to give rise to two extra localm axin a, de niely exceed an error of the num erical sin ulations), and a weakly
decaying tail, which In plies that the asym m etry generated by collisions betw een fast solitons is essentially larger than
predicted by the abovem odel. N ote that the analyticalm odeldoes not Inclide radiation loss. T he Jatterm ay enhance
the asym m etry, as the loss itself is, plausbly, asym m etric too.

W e note that Ref. E:Ja], In which collisions of nearly 3D solitary waves were considered through sin ulations of the
ful13D GPE, showed very little sym m etry breaking (\population transfer") between colliding solitonsw ith the nitial
phase di erence of ’ = =10, kss than 1% . However, our results predict that the m atter transfer (symm etry
breaking) would be conspicuous at speci ¢ values of the collision velocities, which m ight not be Included in the
analysis reported in Ref. E]

Forvery small ', we cbserved chaotic behavior in the output of the collision, sin ilar to what was reported in a
weakly discrete NLSE l_2§‘] (see also Ref. I_2§‘]) . Very recently, chaotic behavior was predicted for collisions of m ore
than two M W solitons, in the presence ofa Iongitudinal parabolic trapping potential Q-]'] In ourm odel, the collision
between two solitons is su cient to observe chaotic behavior, which willbe reported elsew here.
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FIG . 7: Black circles show the num erically found am plitude ratio of two solitons after the sym m etry-breaking collision for
initialphasedi erence ’ = =10. The solid line show s the velocity dependence of the sym m etry-breaking param eter, as given
by Eq. {23), or the sam e value of ’ .

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

Thiswork ain s to understand how the tight con nem ent in transverse directions a ects the longiudinaldynam ics
of m atterwave solitons in the quasilD setting. W ithin the fram ework of the known m odel, which reduces the
m ulidim ensionalcharacter ofthe fullG rossP itaevskiiequation to the appendage ofan additional selfffocusing quintic
term to the e ective 1D equation, we have investigated deviations from the ideal soliton behavior.

A fam ily ofexact stationary solutions for the solitonshasbeen constructed, and i was dem onstrated that the entire
fam ily is stable, despite the possbility of collapse n them odi ed 1D equation (w ith the negative scattering length).
W e have found inelastic e ects In soliton collisions, which are in possbl in ideal solitons. Two identical in-phase
solitons m erge Into a single pulse, if the collision velocity is an aller than a critical value. In fact, two di erent types
of the m erger were observed, \strong" and \weak" ones, the fom er leading to the form ation of a loose bound state
of two solitons that feature repeated collisions, w ith very weak radiation loss, while the latter m eans direct fision
Into a single pulse, which is accom panied by a burst of radiation (in that case, the radiation loss helps the em erging
pulse to drop the number of atom s below the collapse threshold, and thus avoid the blowup). Both the analytical
approxin ation, based on the perturbation theory, and num erical results highlight the strong dependence ofthe critical
velocity on the strength of the transverse con nem ent and the num ber of atom s in the solitons. Sym m etry breaking
In collision betw een identical solitons w ith nonzero phase di erence was also found, and partially explain by m eans of
the calculation ofa phenom enologically de ned sym m etry-breaking param eter, w hich m easuresthem isn atch between
am plitude and phase centers of the colliding solitons.
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