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Abstract

Resultsofa system atic theoreticalstudy ofcollisionsbetween m oving solitonsin a �bergrating

are presented. Various outcom es ofthe collision are identi�ed,the m ost interesting one being

m erger ofthe solitons into a single zero-velocity pulse,which suggests a way to create pulses of

\standing light". The m erger occurs with the solitons whose energy takes values between 0:15

and 0:35 ofthe lim it value,while their velocity is lim ited by � 0:2 ofthe lim it light velocity in

the �ber. Ifthe energy islarger,anothernoteworthy outcom e isacceleration ofthe solitonsasa

result ofthe collision. In the case ofm utualpassage ofthe solitons,inelasticity ofthe collision

is quanti�ed by the energy-loss share. Past the soliton’s stability lim it,the collision results in

strong deform ation and subsequentdestruction ofthe solitons. Sim ulations ofm ultiple collisions

oftwo solitonsin a �ber-loop con�guration areperform ed too.In thiscase,them axim um velocity

adm itting them ergerincreasesto � 0:4 ofthelim itvelocity.Inuenceofan attractivelocaldefect

on thecollision isalso studied,with a conclusion thatthedefectdoesnotaltertheoverallpicture,

although ittrapsasm all-am plitudepulse.Related e�ectsin single-soliton dynam icsareconsidered

too,such astransform ation ofan inputsech signalinto a gap soliton (which isquanti�ed by the

shareoflostenergy),and the rate ofdecay ofa quiescentgap soliton in a �nite�bergrating,due

to energy leakage through loose edges.

PACS num bers:42.81.Dp;42.50.M d;42.65.Tg;05.45.Yv
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Bragggratings(BGs)arestructuresin theform ofa periodicvariation ofthecorerefrac-

tiveindex,which arewritten on a�berorotheropticalwaveguide[1].Devicesbased on �ber

gratings,such as�ltersand gain equalizers,aream ong them ostwidely used com ponentsof

opticalsystem s. Gap solitons (in a m ore generalcontext,they are called BG solitons[2])

existin �bergratingsdueto theinterplay between theBG-induced e�ectivedispersion and

Kerrnonlinearity ofthe�berm aterial.Exactanalyticalsolution forBG solitonsin a stan-

dard m odelwere found in Refs. [3,4],and theirstability wasstudied later,showing that,

approxim ately,halfofthem are stable (see detailsbelow)[5,6]. Spatialsolitonsand their

stability in a m odelofplanarBG-equipped waveguide,taking into regard two polarizations

oflight,wererecently considered in Ref.[7].

Lately,a lotofattention hasbeen attracted to possibilitiesofcapturing \slow light" [8],

and,in particular,ofslowly m ovingopticalsolitons[9]in varioussettings.Fibergratingsare

naturalcandidatesfora nonlinearm edium whereitispotentially possibleto stop thelight,

aszero-velocitiesBG solitons,in which theleft-and right-traveling wavesarein perm anent

dynam icalequilibrium ,areavailableasexactsolutions[3,4],and a partofthem arestable

[5,6]. Actually,BG solitonsthatwere thusfarobserved in the experim entwere fastones,

m oving ata velocity � 75% ofthe lim itlightvelocity in the �ber[10]. A possible way to

createa zero-velocity soliton isto usean attractive�nite-size [11]or�-like[12]localdefect

in the BG which attractssolitons(itwasdem onstrated in Ref. [13]thata defectcan also

stim ulate a nonlinear four-wave interaction without form ation ofa soliton). M oreover,it

ispossible to com bine the attractive defectwith localgain,which opensa way to create a

perm anently existing pinned soliton,even in thepresence ofloss[14].

One ofobjectives ofthis paperis to explore a possibility ofslowing down BG solitons

by colliding two identicalonesm oving in oppositedirectionsin the�bergrating.Collisions

arequitefeasiblefrom theexperim entalstandpoint,asa characteristiclength necessary for

the form ation ofa BG soliton is’ 2 cm [10],while uniform �bergratingswith a length 1

m oreven longerarenow available.Already in the�rstwork [3],where exactsolutionsfor

them oving solitonswerefound,theircollisionsweresim ulated,with a conclusion thatthey

passed through each other,re-appearing with intrinsic vibrations,which m ay be explained

by excitation ofan intrinsic m odewhich a stableBG soliton supports[5].Notethatbroad
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sm all-am plitude BG solitonsareasym ptotically equivalentto nonlinear-Schr�odinger(NLS)

solitons,hence collisions between them are com pletely elastic [15]. However, in a m ore

genericcaseresultsm aybedi�erent,asthestandard �ber-gratingm odel,seeEqs.(1)below,

isnotan integrable one,on the contrary to the NLS equation. System atic sim ulationsare

thusneeded to study head-on collisionsbetween BG solitons,resultsofwhich arereported

below in Section III,afterpresenting the m odelin Section II.The m ain �nding isthat,at

relatively sm allvaluesofthesolitons’svelocities�c,and nottoolargevaluesofthesolitons’

energy,the solitons m erge into a single standing one. In the case when the solitons pass

through each other,we quantify the collision by an energy-loss share. In section IV,we

reportresultsofsim ulationsofm ultiplecollisionsbetween two solitons,tom odelasituation

in a�berloop.Theseresultsshow thatm ultiplecollisionsessentially increasethem axim um

velocity which adm its the m erger. Sim ulations were also carried outto check ifinclusion

ofa localdefect attracting the solitons m ay assist the fusion ofthe colliding solitons. In

Section V wedem onstratethatthedefectdoesnota�ectthesituation essentially;however,a

sm all-am plitudetrapped pulse,which capturesarelatively sm allshareoftheinitialsolitons’

energy,appearsasa resultofthe collision. Finally,in Section VIwe reportsom e related

resultspertaining tosingle-soliton dynam ics,viz.,reshaping ofan inputpulseofasech form

(assuggested by theNLS equation)intoaBG soliton in the�bergrating,and gradualdecay

ofa soliton in a �nite-length grating dueto theenergy leakagethrough open ends.Section

VIIconcludesthepaper.

II. T H E M O D EL

Thecom m only adopted m odelofnonlinear�bergratingsisbased on asystem ofcoupled

equationsfortheright-(u)and left-(v)traveling waves[2],

iut+ iux + v+
h

(1=2)juj2 + jvj
2

i

u = 0;

ivt� ivx + u +
h

(1=2)jvj2 + juj
2

i

v = 0; (1)

wherex and tarethecoordinateand tim e,which arescaled sothatthelineargroup velocity

oflightis1,theBragg-reectivity coe�cientbeing1too.ExactsolutionstoEqs.(1),which

describesolitonsm oving ata velocity c(c2 < 1),werefound in Refs.[3]and [4]:
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u = �W (X )exp [y=2+ i�(X )� iT cos� + i�0];

v = ��W
�(X )exp [�y=2+ i�(X )� iT cos� + i�0]: (2)

Here,� isan intrinsicparam eterofthesoliton fam ily (theotherparam eterisc),which takes

values0< � < � and isproportionalto thesoliton’senergy (aliasnorm ),

E �

Z
+ 1

�1

h

ju(x)j2 + jv(x)j2
i

dx = 8�
p
1+ c2

�

3+ c
2

�
�1

: (3)

Further,��2 � 3

2
+ c2,tanhy � c,�0 isan arbitrary realconstant,and

X =
�

1� c
2

�
�1=2

(x � ct);T =
�

1� c
2

�
�1=2

(t� cx);

�(X ) = �
2sinh(2y)tan�1 ftanh[(sin �)X ]tan(�=2)g; (4)

W (X ) = (sin �)sech[(sin �)X � i(�=2)]:

W e used these exactsolutionsasinitialconditionsto sim ulate collisionsbetween identical

solitonswith oppositevelocities.

To considertheinuenceofa localdefecton thecollision (seeSection V below),Eqs.(1)

are m odi�ed as in Refs. [11]and [12]: To consider the inuence ofa localdefect on the

collision,Eqs.(1)arem odi�ed asin Refs.[11]and [12]:

iut+ iux + v+
h

(1=2)juj2 + jvj
2

i

u = ��(x)(�u� �v); (5)

ivt� ivx + u+
h

(1=2)jvj2 + juj
2

i

v = ��(x)(�v� �u); (6)

where � > 0 and � > 0 accountfora localincrease oftherefractive index and suppression

oftheBragg reectivity,respectively.

III. C O LLISIO N S B ET W EEN SO LIT O N S

A . T he m ode ofsim ulations

In thissection,weconsidercollisionsbetween exactBG solitons(2).In arealexperim ent,

an initially launched pulseshould passsom edistancetoshapeitselfintoasoliton.Asitwas

m entioned above,in previously reported experim entsthisdistancewasquitesm all,� 2 cm

[10],hencethisisnota big issue.Nevertheless,itisrelevantto separately sim ulateshaping
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ofan initially launched single-com ponentpulseinto asteady-shapeBG soliton.Thiswillbe

doneseparately below in section VI.

Sim ulationsofcollisionswereperform ed by m eansofthesplit-step fast-Fourier-transform

m ethod.First,collisionsbetween solitonsinthecaseofrepulsionbetween them (withaphase

di�erence�� 0 = �)wasconsidered.Itwasfound thatthesolitonsbouncefrom each other

quasi-elastically,without generation ofany visible radiation or intrinsic vibrations ofthe

solitons,iftheirinitialvelocities�c are sm allenough,and the solitonsare \light",having

a su�ciently sm allvalueof�.Collision-induced radiation becom esquiteconspicuousifthe

solitons are \heavier" or faster,see an exam ple in the inset to Fig. 1. Figure 1 shows a

boundary in the plane (c;�),above which the collision results in generation ofnoticeable

am ountofradiation,in thecase�� 0 = �.

Then,collisionsbetween in-phase solitons,with �� 0 = 0 (the case ofattraction),were

sim ulated. In this case,a num ber ofvariousoutcom es can be distinguished. A sum m ary

ofthe results isdisplayed in Fig. 2 in the form ofa diagram in the (c;�)plane,di�erent

outcom esbeing illustrated by a setofgenericexam plesdisplayed in Fig.3.

Thesim plestcaseisthecollision ofsolitonswith sm all� (region E in Fig.2;seealso Fig.

4 below).In accordance with resultsreported in Ref.[15],these solitonscollide elastically,

which iseasily explained by thefactthatthey arevirtually tantam ountto NLS solitons.

B . M erger ofsolitons and spontaneous sym m etry breaking

The m ost interesting outcom e ofthe collision is m erger oftwo solitons into a single

one,which takes place in the region 0 � c < 0:2,0:15� < � < 0:35� (area M in Fig.

2). A typicalexam ple ofthe m erger is shown in Fig. 3(a),its noticeable peculiarities

beingthatthem ergertakesplaceafterm ultiplecollisions,and the�nally established soliton

dem onstrates persistent internalvibrations,see the lower panelofFig.3(a). As judged

from thelowestpanelofFig.3(a)[and othersim ilarplots],theam plitudesoftheseinternal

vibrationsam ountto about10 to 20% ofthesoliton am plitudes.In thisregion (area M )of

the valuesof�,the attraction between initially quiescent (c = 0)in-phase solitons,which

are placed at som e distance from each other,also results in their m erger,see Fig. 3(b).

Atthe borderbetween the regionsM and E,the interaction between initially quiescentor

slow solitonsresultsin theirseparation afterseveralcollisions,which isaccom panied by a
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conspicuousspontaneoussym m etry breaking (SSB),seean exam plein Fig.3(c).Notethat

theSSB resem bleswhatwasobserved in a m odelofa dual-core�bergrating,in which the

nonlinearity and BG properwerecarried by di�erentcores[16].Aswellasin thatcase,SSB

m ay beplausibly explained by a factthatthe\lum p",which tem porarily form sasa result

ofthe attraction between the solitonsin the course ofthe collision between them ,m ay be

subject to m odulationalinstability,hence a sm allasym m etry in the num ericalnoise m ay

provokeconspicuoussym m etry breaking in theeventualstate.Indeed,itiswellknown that

any spatially uniform solution to Eqs.(1)ism odulationally unstable[17],and itisobvious

thattheinstability can extend to any su�ciently broad state.

C . Q uasi-elastic collisions

Increase of� bringsone from the region M to F (Fig. 2),where solitons collide quasi-

elastically,i.e.,they separateafterthecollision,em erging with sm alleram plitudes,seeFig.

3(d).A noticeable peculiarity ofthiscase isthatthe collision resultsin an increase ofthe

solitons’velocities,which isseen in thechangeoftheslopeofthecontour-levelplotsin Fig.

3(d).W enote that,pursuantto Eq.(3),the soliton’senergy m onotonically increaseswith

c2,therefore the collision-induced decrease ofthe am plitude m ay be explained notonly by

radiation loss,butalso by theincreaseofthevelocities.Theacceleration ofthesolitonsdue

tothecollision ism oresalientiftheinitialvelocity cissm all;forinstance,initially quiescent

solitons(with c= 0)acquirea largevelocity aftertheinteraction,seeFig.3(e).

Asforstillheaviersolitons,itisknown thatthey areunstable if� > �cr � 1:011� (�=2)

[5,6](thisvalue pertainsto c = 0;�cr very weakly depends on the soliton’s velocity [6]).

In accordancewith this,in theregion D (Fig.2)thecollision triggersa strong deform ation

ofunstable orweakly stable solitons,see Fig.3(f). Atessentially longertim es,the strong

deform ation leadsto destruction ofthepulses.

If� istaken in the sam e range asin the m ergerregion M ,i.e.,0:15� < � < 0:35�,but

with a largervelocity,thecollision picture seem sin an ordinary way:the solitonsseparate

with som e decrease in theirvelocity,and som e lossin theam plitude. Ifthe initialvelocity

is stilllarger,it is possible to distinguish another region,m arked R in Fig. 2,where the

velocity showsno visiblechangeafterthecollision,butem ission ofradiation takesplace.

Quasi-elastic collisions can be naturally quanti�ed by the ratio �out=�in ofthe soliton’s
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param eterafterand beforethecollision,and by shareofthenetinitialenergy ofthesolitons

which is lost (to radiation) as the result ofthe collision. To this end,we perform ed the

least-square-error �t ofpulses em erging after the collision to the exact soliton solutions

(2),aim ing to identify the valuesof�out,and the post-collision velocity wasm easured in a

straightforward way. The corresponding soliton’senergy wasthen calculated by m eansof

theform ula (3).

The results ofthe com putation are shown in Fig. 4. A noteworthy feature,which is

obviousin both panels(a)and (b),isthatinelastice�ects�rststrengthen with theincrease

of�in from very sm allvalues(which correspond,asitwassaid above,to the NLS lim it)to

’ 0:3�,then theyweaken,attainingam inim um ,which correspondstothem ostquasi-elastic

collisions,at�in � 0:4�,and then getstrongeragain,with theincrease of�in up to ’ 0:6�.

Past the latter value,the isolated soliton is strongly unstable by itself,therefore detailed

study ofcollisionsbecom esirrelevant.

IV . M U LT IP LE C O LLISIO N S IN A FIB ER R IN G

Sincethem ain m otivation ofthiswork isthepossibility to generatea standing pulseby

dintofcollisionsbetween BG solitons,itisnaturalto considerm ultiplecollisions,thatm ay

occurbetween twosolitonstravelingin oppositedirectionsin a�berloop,orifasinglesoliton

perform sshuttlem otion in a�ber-gratingcavity,i.e.,apieceofthe�bercon�ned by m irrors

(in thelattercase,thesoliton periodically collideswith itsown m irrorim ages).An issuefor

experim entalrealization oftheseschem esistocoupleasoliton intotheloop orcavity.Using

a linearcouplerconnecting thesystem to an external�berm ay beproblem atic,asrepeated

passageofthecirculatingsoliton through thesam ecouplerwillgiverisetoconspicuousloss.

Another solution m ay be to add som e intrinsic gain to the system ,m aking it sim ilar to

�ber-loop soliton lasers,wherea soliton-circulation regim em ay self-start[18].Itisrelevant

to m ention that�ber-ring soliton lasersincluding BG com ponentswere investigated before

[19]. Stillanother possibility is to use �gure-eight �ber lasers [20],in which one loop is

m ade ofBG,while the otherone providesforthe gain. Detailed analysisofthese schem es

is,however,beyond thescopeofthispaper.

W eperform ed sim ulationsofthem ultiplecollisionsbetween two identicalsolitonsin the

loop,im posing periodic boundary conditions. Figure 5(a)showsan exam ple in which the
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m ultiple collisionsslow down the solitonsquite e�ciently,enforcing them to m erge. Asis

seen,in thiscasethesolitonsunderwenttwo collisionsbeforethem erger.Theinitialvalues

c= 0:3 and � = 0:3� used in thisexam pleshow thatthem ultiplecollisionsin theloop help

to increase them axim um initialvelocity cm ax,thatadm itsm ergerofthetwo solitons,by a

factorof3 (atleast)againstthe single-collision case,cf. Fig. 2. In fact,the largestvalue

ofcm ax corresponding to the m ultiple collisions was found to be � 0:4,i.e.,a part ofthe

region S from Fig.2 isabsorbed into M in theloop con�guration.Theevolution ofthe�eld

atthecentralpoint,ju(x = 0)j,which isalso displayed in Fig.5(a),dem onstratesthatthe

em erging zero-velocity pulseisagain a breather,cf.Fig.3(a).

Anotherexam pleofm ultiplecollisionsin theloop isshown in Fig.5(b),wherethesolitons

initially have � = 0:3� and c= 0:7,belonging to the region R ofFig. 2. In thiscase,the

solitonshardlyundergoanyslowingdown duetothecollisions,whiletheykeep losingenergy.

Due to the gradualdecrease of�,which is related to the energy by Eq. (3),the solitons

gradually driftto theregion E (seeFig.2),wherethecollision becom eselastic.

V . EFFEC T O F A LO C A LIZED D EFEC T O N T H E C O LLISIO N .

In Refs.[11]and [12],ithasbeen found thatlocalattractivedefectscan trap gap solitons.

Thisfactsuggestsa possibility thatthe m ergeroftwo colliding solitonsm ightbe assisted

by a defect placed atthe collision point. W e investigated the e�ect oftwo kinds oflocal

defects,which representBG suppression orincrease ofthe refractive index,corresponding,

respectively,to � > 0 and �> 0 in Eqs.(6)(a singlecollision wasconsidered in thiscase).

W e have found thatattractive defectsofeithertype do notactually catalyze form ation

ofa pinned pulse that would retain a large part ofthe energy ofthe colliding solitons.

Nevertheless,a relatively sm allpartofthe energy getstrapped by the defect,and a sm all-

am plitudepinned soliton appears,seean exam plein Fig.6,which isdisplayed forthecaseof

thelocalrefractive-index perturbation,i.e.,�> 0,� = 0.LocalBG suppression,accounted

forby � > 0,producesa sim ilare�ect. W e have also checked thatrepulsive localdefects

(negative� or�)do notproduceany noticeablee�ecteither.
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V I. SP EC IA L EFFEC T S IN T H E SIN G LE-SO LIT O N D Y N A M IC S

A . Transform ation ofan input pulse into a B ragg-grating soliton

As it was m entioned above, signals which are coupled into a �ber grating in a real

experim entarenot\ready-m ade" BG solitons,butratherpulsesofa di�erentform ,which

should shapethem selvesinto solitons.Afterthat,onecan considercollisionsbetween them ,

asitwasdone above. Forthisreason,itm akessense to specially considerself-trapping of

BG solitonsfrom a standard inputpulsein theform oftheNLS soliton,

u0(x)= � sech(�x)exp(i�x);v0(x)= 0: (7)

where � and � are two arbitrary realparam eters. The energy ofthe pulse (7),de�ned as

perEq.(3),isE 0 = 2�.

Transform ationofthepulseintoaBG solitonwassim ulated directlywithinthefram ework

ofEqs. (1). The resultsare sum m arized in Fig. 7,in the form ofplotsshowing the share

ofthe initialenergy lost into radiation,cf. Fig. 4(b). A noteworthy feature revealed by

thesystem atic sim ulationsisthat,with theincreaseoftheparam eter�,thatm easuresthe

am plitude and inverse width ofthe initialpulse (7),the energy-loss share �rst decreases,

attaining an absolute m inim um at � ’ 0:8 � 1:0,and then quickly increases. The fact

that the relative energy loss becom es very large forlarge � is easy to understand,as the

initialenergy ofthepulse(7)increasesinde�nitely with �,whiletheenergy oftheem erging

stableBG pulse,with � � 1:011� (�=2)and c2 < 1,cannotexceed (in thepresentnotation)

E m ax =
p
2�,see Eq.(3)[we did notobserve form ation ofm ore than oneBG soliton from

the initialpulse (7)].Thus,an optim um shape ofthe sech inputsignal,which providesfor

them oste�cientgeneration oftheBG soliton,issuggested by theseresults.

B . D ecay ofthe soliton in a �nite-length �ber grating w ith free ends

In any experim ent (unless the �berloop orcavity are used),a standing soliton willbe

created in a �ber grating with open edges. Then, som e energy leakage willtake place

through free ends ofthe �ber segm ents. From the exact solution (2) it follows that the

leakage is exponentially sm allifthe segm ent’s length lis m uch larger than the soliton’s

spatialwidth,which is� 1 m m in a typicalsituation [10,14].M oreover,theenergy leakage
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through loose end can be easily com pensated (along with intrinsic �berloss)by localgain

[14].Nevertheless,itisan issueofinterestto�nd thesoliton’sdecay rateduetotheleakage.

W eaddressed theissue,sim ulatingEqs.(1)with thefreeboundaryconditions,ux = vx =

0,setattheedgesoftheintegration dom ain.In Fig.8,we show thedecay ofthe soliton’s

am plitude in tim e,fordi�erentvaluesofthe dom ain’slength,with initial�in = 0:51. The

initialincreaseoftheam plitudeisaresultoftem porary self-com pression ofthepulsedueto

itsinteraction with the edges. Asa reference,we m ention that,in the case ofthe shortest

�bergrating considered here,with l= 8,ittakesthe tim e t= 42:2 forthe decrease ofthe

am plitudeby a factorofe.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

W e have presented results ofsystem atic studies ofcollisions between m oving solitons

in �ber gratings. Various outcom es ofthe collision were identi�ed,the m ost interesting

one being m ergerofthe solitonsinto a single zero-velocity pulse,which suggestsa way to

createpulsesof\standing light".Them ergeroccursforsolitonswhoseenergy takesvalues

between 0:15 and 0:35 ofitsm axim um value,while the velocity islim ited by cm ax � 0:2 of

thelim itvelocity.Iftheenergy islarger,anothernoteworthy outcom eisacceleration ofthe

solitonsasa resultofthe collision,especially when theirinitialvelocitiesaresm all. In the

case when the solitonspassthrough each other,inelasticity ofthe collision wasquanti�ed

by the relative energy loss. Ifthe energy exceeds the soliton’s instability threshold,the

collision resultsin strong deform ation ofthesolitons,which isfollowed by theirdestruction.

Sim ulationsofm ultiple collisionsbetween two solitonsin the �ber-loop con�guration show

thatthelargestinitialvelocity adm itting them ergerincreasesto c� cm ax � 0:4 ofthelim it

velocity. It was also shown that attractive localdefects do not alter the overallpicture,

although a sm all-am plitudetrapped pulseappearsin thiscase.Finally,speci�ce�ectswere

investigated in one-soliton dynam ics,such as transform ation ofa single-com ponent pulse

into a Bragg-grating soliton,and decay ofthesoliton in a �nite-length �bergrating dueto

theenergy leakagethrough looseedges.
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FIG .1: The border separating regions in the plane (c;�in) where,in the case ofrepulsion,the

collision iselastic,orgeneratessigni�cantradiation loss.An exam ple ofthe collision ofthe latter

typeisgiven in theinset,in which theleftand rightpanelsshow,respectively,thewaveform sju(x)j

and jv(x)j(solid and dashed lines)attheend ofthesim ulation (t= 14�),and theevolution ofthe

�eld ju(x;t)jin term soflevelcontours. Intrinsic \oscillations" ofthe solitonsbefore the collision

in theinsetisan artifactdueto m ism atch between plotting sam pling and thenum ericalgrid used

forthe sim ulations.
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FIG .2: A diagram in the plane (c;�in) for di�erent outcom es ofthe collision between in-phase

solitons. In the region E the collision iselastic. In the region M ,the solitonsm erge into a single

pulse.In the region S,they separate with velocitiessm allerthan they had beforethe collision.In

the region R,the velocities are nota�ected by the collision,butconspicuousradiation lossesare

observed. In the region F,large radiation loss takes place,and the velocities increase after the

collision.In the region D,thecollision leadsto strong deform ation ofthesolitons.
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FIG .3: Typicalexam ples ofthe collision between in-phase solitons. (a) M erger ofthe solitons

in the region M in Fig. 3. They collide severaltim es before the m erger,which is accom panied

by em ission ofradiation. The lower panelexhibits persistent vibrations ofthe �eld am plitude

ju(x = 0;t)j. Here and below,the m iddle and upperpanelsshow,respectively,the evolution ata

relatively early stage (t= 25�),and thesingle pulseem erging att= 225�.
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FIG .3: (b)M erger ofinitially quiescent solitons (c = 0). The lower and upperpanelsshow the

evolution att< 90�,and the em erging single pulseatt= 200�.
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FIG .3:(c)Attheloweredgeofregion M (Fig.3),solitonsundergo m ultiplecollisionsbeforethey

�nally separate.Spontaneoussym m etry breaking isevidentin the�nalstate.
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FIG .3: (d) Collision between relatively heavy solitons leads to em ission ofradiation jets and

increase ofthevelocities(region F in Fig.3).
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FIG .3:(e)Interaction between two initially quiescentsolitonsin the region F (Fig.2).

20



−40 −30 −20 −10 0 10 20 30 40
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

amplitude (arb. units)

c=0.3   θ=0.5π  T=12π

x (normalized units)

−40 −30 −20 −10 0 10 20 30 40

2

4

6

8

10

12

x (normalized units)

t/π (normalized units)

FIG .3:(f)Collision between heavy solitonswhich areweakly stableorunstable(region D in Fig.2)

resultsin strong deform ation ofthepulses,which isfollowed by theirdestruction (notshown here).
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FIG .4: (a) The ratio ofthe post-collision soliton’s param eter �out,found from the least-square-

error�toftheem erging pulseto theanalyticalwaveform s(2),to theinitialvalue�in.In thisand

nextpanels,theratio isshown vs.theinitialvelocity catdi�erent�xed valuesof�in.Theportion

ofthe line corresponding to �in = 0:4� with �out=�in > 1,which form ally contradicts the energy

conservation,is explained by the factthat in this case the actualshape ofthe em erging pulse is

notvery close to the analyticalone,being m ore narrow.
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FIG .5: (a) M ultiple collisions between two solitons with the initialvalue � = 0:3�,and initial

velocity � 0:3 in theloop con�guration.Theupperand lowerpanels,respectively,show theglobal

evolution ofthe �eld ju(x;t)j,and the evolution ofitsm axim um . In the lower panel,the dotted

parts ofthe curve m ark two collisions (m axim um overlappings) between the two solitons before

they m ergeinto a single pulse.
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FIG .5:(b)M ultiplecollisionsbetween solitonswith theinitialvalue� = 0:3� and initialvelocities

� 0:7 in the loop con�guration.
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FIG .6: The collision between solitons with � = 0:2� and velocities c = � 0:2 in the case when

a localperturbation ofthe refractive index,with � = 0:2 [see Eqs. 6)],is placed atthe collision

point.Thedefecttrapsa sm all-am plitude soliton.
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