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A bstract

Resuls of a system atic theoretical study of collisions between m oving solitons in a ber grating
are presented. Various outcom es of the collision are identi ed, the m ost Interesting one being
m erger of the solitons into a single zero-velocity pulse, which suggests a way to create pulses of
\standing light". The m erger occurs w ith the solitons whose energy takes values between 0:15
and 035 of the lm it value, whilk their velocity is lin ied by 02 of the lim it light velocity in
the ber. If the energy is larger, another notew orthy outcom e is acceleration of the solitons as a
result of the collision. In the case of m utual passage of the solitons, inelasticity of the collision
is quanti ed by the energy-loss share. Past the soliton’s stability lim it, the collision resuls in
strong deform ation and subsequent destruction of the solitons. Sinulations of m ultiple collisions
oftwo solitons n a berJdoop con guration are perform ed too. In this case, them axin um velocity
adm itting them erger ncreasesto 04 ofthe Iim it velocity. In uence of an attractive localdefect
on the collision is also studied, w th a conclusion that the defect does not alter the overall picture,
although it trapsa sn altam plitude pulse. Related e ects in single-soliton dynam ics are considered
too, such as transfom ation of an input sech signal into a gap soliton (Wwhich is quanti ed by the
share of lost energy), and the rate of decay of a quiescent gap soliton In a nie ber grating, due

to energy leakage through loose edges.
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I. NTRODUCTION

B ragg gratings BG s) are structures in the omm ofa periodic varation ofthe core refrac-
tive iIndex, which arew ritten on a ber or other opticalwaveguide [I]. D evicesbased on ber
gratings, such as lers and gain equalizers, are am ong the m ost w idely used com ponents of
optical systam s. Gap solitons (in a m ore general context, they are called BG solitons [1])
exist n ber gratings due to the Interplay between the BG -induced e ective dispersion and
Kerr nonlnearity ofthe berm aterial. Exact analytical solution for BG solitons In a stan—
dard m odelwere found in Refs. [, 1], and their stability was studied later, show ing that,
approxin ately, half of them are stabl (see details below ) [}, l]. Spatial solitons and their
stability in a m odel of planar B G -equipped waveguide, taking into regard tw o polarizations
of light, were recently considered In Ref. 1].

Lately, a lot of attention has been attracted to possibilities of capturing \slow light" 1],
and, In particular, of slow Iy m oving optical solitons [}] in various settings. F ber gratingsare
natural candidates for a nonlinearm ediim where i is potentially possible to stop the light,
as zero-velocities BG solitons, n which the left—and right-traveling waves are in perm anent
dynam ical equilbbrium , are availabl as exact solutions [}, 1], and a part ofthem are stable
., 1]. Actually, BG solitons that were thus far cbserved in the experin ent were fast ones,
moving at a velocity  75% ofthe lim it light velocity in the ber [1]. A possbl way to
create a zero-velocity soliton is to use an attractive nite-size 1] or -lke [[] Jocaldefect
In the BG which attracts solitons (it was dem onstrated in Ref. 1] that a defect can also
stin ulate a nonlinear fourwave Interaction w ithout form ation of a soliton). M oreover, it
is possible to com bine the attractive defect w ith local gain, which opens a way to create a
pem anently existing pinned soliton, even in the presence of loss [1].

O ne of ob ctives of this paper is to explore a possibility of slow ng down BG solitons
by colliding two identical onesm oving in opposite directions in the ber grating. C ollisions
are quite feasble from the experim ental standpoint, as a characteristic length necessary for
the form ation ofa BG soliton is’ 2 an 1], while uniform ber gratingswih a length 1
m or even longer are now available. A Iready in the st work [1], where exact solutions for
the m oving solitons were found, their collisions were sin ulated, w ith a conclusion that they
passed through each other, reappearing w ith intrinsic vibrations, which m ay be explained
by excitation of an intrinsic m ode which a stable BG soliton supports [1]. N ote that broad



an allam plitude BG solitons are asym ptotically equivalent to nonlnearSchrodinger NLS)
solitons, hence collisions between them are complktely elastic [1]. However, n a more
generic case resultsm ay be di erent, asthe standard bergratingm odel, seceEqgs. (ll) below,
is not an Integrable one, on the contrary to the NLS equation. System atic sim ulations are
thus needed to study head-on ocollisions between BG solitons, results of which are reported
below In Section ITI, after presenting the m odel in Section IT. Themain nding is that, at
relatively am allvalues ofthe solitons's velocities ¢, and not too lJarge values of the solitons’
energy, the solitons m erge nto a singke 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
report resuls of sim ulations ofm ultiple collisions between two solitons, to m odela situation
In a berloop. These resuls show thatm ultiple collisions essentially increase the m axin um

velocity which adm its the m erger. Sinulations were also carred out to check if lmclusion
of a Jocal defect attracting the solitons m ay assist the fusion of the colliding solitons. In
Section V we dem onstrate that the defect doesnot a ect the situation essentially; however, a
an allam plitude trapped pulse, which captures a relatively an all share ofthe initial solitons’
energy, appears as a resul of the collision. Finally, In Section VI we report som e related
results pertaining to single-soliton dynam ics, viz., reshaping ofan input pulse ofa sech form

(as suggested by the NL S equation) Into a BG soliton in the bergrating, and gradualdecay
ofa soliton in a nitedength grating due to the energy leakage through open ends. Section

V IT concludes the paper.

IT. THE MODEL

T he comm only adopted m odelofnonlinear ber gratings isbased on a system of coupled
equations for the right- (u) and kft- (v) traveling waves 1],

h i
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where x and t are the coordinate and tin e, which are scaled so that the linear group velocity
ofIight is 1, the Bragg—+e ectivity coe cient being 1 too. Exact solutionsto Eqgs. (), which
describe solitons m oving at a velocity ¢ (¢ < 1), were ound in Refs. 1] and [1]:
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Here, isan intrinsic param eter ofthe soliton fam ily (the otherparam eter is c), which takes
values0 < < and isproportional to the soliton’s energy (@lias nom ),
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W e used these exact solutions as initial conditions to sin ulate collisions between identical
solitons w ith opposite velocities.

To consider the in uence ofa localdefect on the collision (see Section V below ), Egs. #l)

aremodied as In Refs. [l] and []]: To consider the In uence of a local defect on the
ocollision, Egs. M) aremodi ed asih Refs. []and [1]:
h i
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where > 0and > 0 acoount for a lJocal ncrease of the refractive index and suppression

of the Bragg re ectivity, resoectively.

ITT. COLLISIONSBETW EEN SOLITONS

A . The m ode of sim ulations

In this section, we consider collisions between exact BG solitons ). In a realexperin ent,
an niially lJaunched pulse should pass som e distance to shape itself into a soliton. As itwas
m entioned above, In previously reported experin ents this distance wasquite small, 2 an

], hence this isnot a big issue. N evertheless, it is relevant to ssparately sin ulate shaping



ofan initially lJaunched single-com ponent pulse into a steady-shape BG soliton. Thisw illbe
done separately below in section V I.

Sim ulations of collisions w ere performm ed by m eans of the split-step fastF ouriertransform
m ethod. F irst, collisionsbetw een solitons in the case of repulsion between them (W ith a phase
di erence 0= ) was considered. It was found that the solitons bounce from each other
quasielastically, w thout generation of any visbl radiation or Intrinsic vibrations of the
solitons, if their initial velocities c¢ are sm all enough, and the solitons are \light", having
a su ciently smallvalue of . Collision-induced radiation becom es quite conspicuous if the
solitons are \heavier" or faster, see an example in the inset to Fig. 1. Figure 1 shows a
boundary in the plane (c; ), above which the ocollision resuls in generation of noticeable
am ount of radiation, in the case 0=

Then, collisions between in-phase solitons, w ith o = 0 (the case of attraction), were
simulated. In this case, a number of various outcom es can be distinguished. A summ ary
of the resuls is displayed in Fig. 2 in the form of a diagram in the (c; ) plane, di erent
outcom es being illustrated by a set of generic exam ples displayed in F ig. 3.

T he sin plest case is the collision of solitonswith small (region E n Fig. 2; see also F ig.
4 below ). In accordance w ith results reported in Ref. 1], these solitons collide elastically,
which is easily explained by the fact that they are virtually tantam ount to NLS solitons.

B . M erger of solitons and spontaneous sym m etry breaking

The m ost interesting outcom e of the collision is m erger of two solitons nto a singlke
one, which takes place n the region 0 c< 02,045 < < 035 (@e=a M inFi.
2). A typical exam ple of the merger is shown In Fig. 3@), its noticeable peculiarities
being that the m erger takes place afterm ultiple collisions, and the nally established soliton
dem onstrates persistent intemal vibrations, see the Iower panel of Fig. 3@). As jadged
from the lowest panelofF ig. 3 @) land other sin ilar plots], the am plitudes of these intemal
vilbrations am ount to about 10 to 20% ofthe soliton am plitudes. In this region (@rea M ) of
the values of , the attraction between Initially quiescent (¢ = 0) in-phase solitons, which
are placed at som e distance from each other, also results in their m erger, see Fig. 3 ().
At the border between the regionsM and E, the interaction between initially quiescent or

slow solitons results in their ssparation after several collisions, which is acoom panied by a



conspicuous spontaneous symm etry breaking (SSB), see an exam pl In Fig. 3(c). Note that
the SSB ressmbles what was observed in a m odel of a dualoore ber grating, n which the
nonlinearity and BG properwere carried by di erent cores [11]. Aswellas in that case, SSB
m ay be plausbly explained by a fact that the \lum p", which tem porarily form s as a result
of the attraction between the solitons in the course of the ocollision between them , m ay be
sub Ect to m odulational instability, hence a an all asymm etry In the num erical noise m ay
provoke conspicuous symm etry breaking In the eventual state. Indeed, it iswell known that
any spatially uniform solution to Egs. W) ism odulationally unstable 1], and it is obvious
that the Instability can extend to any su ciently broad state.

C . Quasielastic collisions

Increase of brings one from the region M to F Fig. 2), where solitons collide quasi-
elastically, ie., they separate after the ocollision, em erging w ith an aller am plitudes, see F 4.
3(d). A noticeable peculiarity of this case is that the collision results in an increase of the
solitons’ velocities, which is seen In the change of the slope of the contourJdevel plots in F ig.
3(d). W e note that, pursuant to Eq. W), the soliton’s energy m onotonically increases w ith
&, therefore the collision-induced decrease of the am plitude m ay be explained not only by
radiation loss, but also by the Increase ofthe velocities. T he acceleration of the solitons due
to the collision ism ore salient ifthe nitialvelocity ¢ is an all; for nstance, initially quiescent
solitons W ith ¢= 0) acquire a large velocity after the interaction, see Fig. 3 ().

A s for still heavier solitons, it is known that they are unstabke if > o 1011 ( =2)

A, 0] (this value pertains to ¢ = 0; . very weakly depends on the soliton’s velocity [1]).
In acoordance w ith this, In the region D ig. 2) the ocollision triggers a strong deform ation
of unstabl or weakly stable solitons, see Fig. 3(f). At essentially longer tin es, the strong
defom ation leads to destruction of the pulses.

If istaken in the same range as in the merger region M , ie, 015 < < 035 ,but
w ith a Jarger velocity, the ocollision picture seem s In an ordinary way: the solitons ssparate
w ith som e decrease In their velocity, and som e loss In the am plitude. If the initial velocity
is still larger, it is possble to distinguish another region, marked R In Fig. 2, where the
velocity show s no visble change after the ocollision, but em ission of radiation takes place.

Q uastelastic collisions can be naturally quanti ed by the ratio ,.«= i of the soliton’s



param eter after and before the collision, and by share ofthe net Iniial energy ofthe solitons
which is lost (to radiation) as the result of the collision. To this end, we perfom ed the
leastsquareerror t of pulses em erging after the oollision to the exact soliton solutions
W), ain ing to dentify the values of ., and the post-collision velocity wasm easured In a
straightforward way. The corresponding soliton’s energy was then calculated by m eans of
the omula B).

The results of the com putation are shown in Fig. 4. A noteworthy feature, which is
obvious In both panels (@) and (), isthat inelastic e ects rst strengthen w ith the increase
of j from very smallvalues (which correspond, as it was said above, to the NLS lim it) to
" 03 ,then they weaken, attaining am inin um , which corresponds to them ost quasielastic
collisions, at ; 04 , and then get stronger again, w ith the Increase of 4, up to’ 06
Past the latter value, the isolated soliton is strongly unstable by iself, therefore detailed
study of collisions becom es irrelevant.

IVv. MULTIPLE COLLISTIONS IN A FIBER RING

Since the m ain m otivation of this work is the possbility to generate a standing pulse by
dint of collisions between BG solitons, it is natural to consider m ultiple collisions, that m ay
occurbetw een tw o solitons traveling in opposite directions In a ber loop, or ifa single soliton
perfom s shuttlem otion in a bergrating caviy, ie., a piece ofthe bercon ned by m irrors

(In the lJatter case, the soliton periodically collides w ith its own m irror in ages). An issue for
experin ental realization ofthese schem es is to coupk a soliton Into the loop or caviy. U sing
a linear coupler connecting the system to an extemal berm ay be problem atic, as repeated
passage of the circulating soliton through the sam e coupler w ill give rise to congpicuous loss.
Another solution m ay be to add som e intrinsic gain to the system , m aking it sim ilar to

berdoop soliton lasers, where a soliton-circulation regin e m ay selfstart [1]. It is elevant
to m ention that ber+ing soliton lasers including BG com ponents were investigated before

1]. Still another possibility is to use gureeight ber lasers [11], In which one loop is
m ade of BG , while the other one provides for the gain. D etailed analysis of these schem es
is, how ever, beyond the scope of this paper.

W e perfom ed sin ulations of the m ultiple collisions between two identical solitons in the

loop, In posing periodic boundary conditions. Figure 5(@) show s an exam ple in which the



muliple collisions slow down the solitons quite e ciently, enforcing them tomerge. As is

seen, In this case the solitons underw ent two ocollisions before the m erger. T he initial values
c= 03and = 03 usad in thisexampl show that the m ultiple collisions in the loop help
to Increase them axinum Inidal velociy G, ax, that adm itsm erger of the two solitons, by a
factor of 3 (@t least) against the single-collision case, cf. Fig. 2. In fact, the lJargest value
of ¢, ax corresponding to the multiple ocollisions was found to be 04, ie., a part of the
region S from Fig. 2 isabsorbed into M 1n the loop con guration. T he evolution ofthe eld
at the centralpoint, 1 x = 0)Jj which is also displayed in Fig. 5 (@), dem onstrates that the
an erging zero-velociy pulse is again a breather, cf. Fig. 3@).

A notherexam ple ofm ultiple collisions in the loop isshown In F ig.5 (o), w here the solitons
Initially have = 03 and c= 0:7, belonging to the region R of Fig. 2. In this cass, the
solitons hardly undergo any slow Ing dow n due to the collisions, w hik they keep losing energy.
D ue to the gradual decrease of , which is related to the energy by Eq. W), the solitons
gradually drift to the region E (see F ig. 2), where the oollision becom es elastic.

V. EFFECT OF A LOCALIZED DEFECT ON THE COLLISION .

In Refs. [l]and [ 1], it hasbeen found that localattractive defects can trap gap solitons.
This fact suggests a possbility that the m erger of two colliding solitons m ight be assisted
by a defect placed at the collision point. W e Investigated the e ect of two kinds of local
defects, which represent BG suppression or ncrease of the refractive index, corresoonding,
respectively, to > 0Oand > 0 in Egs. @) (a single collision was considered in this case).

W e have found that attractive defects of either type do not actually catalyze form ation
of a pinned pulse that would retain a large part of the energy of the colliding solitons.
N evertheless, a relatively an all part of the energy gets trapped by the defect, and a an all-
am plitude pinned soliton appears, see an exam pl In F ig. 6, which isdisplayed forthe case of
the local refractive-index perturbation, ie.,, > 0, = 0.LocalBG suppression, accounted
forby > 0, produces a sin ilar e ect. W e have also chedcked that repulsive local defects
(negative or ) do not produce any noticeable e ect either.



VI. SPECIALEFFECTS IN THE SINGLE-SOLITON DYNAM ICS
A . Transform ation of an input pulse into a B ragg—grating soliton

A s i was mentioned above, signals which are coupled into a ber grating n a rwal
experin ent are not \ready-m ade" BG solitons, but rather pulses of a di erent form , which
should shape them selves Into solitons. A fter that, one can consider collisions between them ,
as it was done above. For this reason, it m akes sense to goecially consider selftrapping of

BG solitons from a standard nput pulse in the form ofthe NLS soliton,
U ®)= seh( x)exp @ x);y &)= 0: (7)

where and are two arbitrary real param eters. The energy of the pulse W), de ned as
perEq. W), isEy,= 2

T ransform ation ofthepulse into a BG soliton was sin ulated directly w ithin the fram ew ork
ofEgs. W). The results are summ arized in Fig. 7, in the orm of plots show ing the share
of the Initial energy lost into radiation, cf. Fig. 4 o). A noteworthy feature revealed by
the systam atic sim ulations is that, w ith the increase of the param eter , that m easures the
am plitude and inverse width of the nitial pulse M), the energy-loss share rst decreases,
attaining an absolite m inimum at ’ 08 10, and then quickly increases. The fact
that the relative energy loss becom es very large for large  is easy to understand, as the
nitialenergy ofthe pulse M) ncreases inde nitely with , while the energy of the em erging
stable BG pulse, w ith 1011 ( =2) and%< 1, cannot exceed (In the present notation)
Enax = p§ ,scEq. ) We did not observe form ation ofm ore than one BG soliton from
the nitialpulse M ]. Thus, an optinum shape of the sech input signal, which provides for

the m ost e cient generation of the BG soliton, is suggested by these results.

B. Decay ofthe soliton in a nite-length ber grating w ith free ends

In any experin ent (unless the ber loop or caviy are used), a standing soliton w ill be
created In a ber grating wih open edges. Then, som e energy lakage w ill take place
through free ends of the ber segments. From the exact solution @) it ©llows that the
leakage is exponentially am all if the segm ent’s length 1 is much larger than the soliton’s
goatialw idth, which s 1mm in a typicalsituation [, E0]. M oreover, the energy leakage



through loose end can be easily com pensated (@long w ith Intrinsic ber loss) by local gain
]. Neverthelkss, it isan issue of nterest to nd the soliton’s decay rate due to the leakage.
W e addressed the issue, smulating Egs. M) w ith the free boundary conditions, u, = v, =
0, set at the edges of the Integration dom ain. In Fig. 8, we show the decay of the soliton’s
am plitude in tim e, for di erent values of the dom ain’s length, wih iniial ;, = 051. The
Iniial increase ofthe am plitude is a result of tem porary selfcom pression ofthe pulse due to
its Interaction w ith the edges. A s a reference, we m ention that, In the case of the shortest
ber grating considered here, with 1= 8, it takes the tine t = 422 for the decrease of the
am plitude by a factor ofe.

VII. CONCLUSION

W e have presented resuls of system atic studies of collisions between m oving solitons
In ber gratings. Various outcom es of the collision were identi ed, the m ost interesting
one being m erger of the solitons into a singke zero-velocity pulss, which suggests a way to
create pulses of \standing light". T he m erger occurs for solitons w hose energy takes values
between 0:15 and 035 of tsm axinum value, whik the velocity is lin ted by ¢ ax 02 of
the lim it velocity. If the energy is Jarger, another notew orthy outcom e is acceleration of the
solitons as a result of the ocollision, esoecially when their nitial velocities are an all. In the
case when the solitons pass through each other, inelasticity of the ocollision was quanti ed
by the relative energy loss. If the energy exceeds the soliton’s instability threshold, the
collision results In strong deform ation of the solitons, which is followed by their destruction.
Sinulations of m ultiple collisions between two solitons In the berdoocp con guration show
that the lJargest Initial velocity adm itting them erger increasesto ¢ Guax 04 ofthe Iim it
velocity. It was also shown that attractive local defects do not aler the overall picture,
although a an allam plitude trapped pulse appears in this case. Finally, speci c e ectswere
Investigated in one-soliton dynam ics, such as transform ation of a single-com ponent pulse
Into a Bragg-grating soliton, and decay of the soliton in a niteldength ber grating due to

the energy lakage through loose edges.
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FIG . 1l: The border ssparating regions in the plane (c; ) where, In the case of repulsion, the
collision is elastic, or generates signi cant radiation loss. An exam pl of the collision of the latter
type isgiven In the Inset, in which the left and right panels show , respectively, the waveform s j1 (x) j
and J x)j (solid and dashed lines) at the end ofthe simulation (t= 14 ), and the evolution of the

eld 11 (x;t)jin tem s of level contours. Intrinsic \oscillations" of the solitons before the collision
in the inset is an artifact due to m igm atch between plotting sam pling and the num erical grid used

for the sin ulations.
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FIG.2: A diagram in the plne (c; 1) for di erent outcom es of the collision between in-phase
solitons. In the region E the oollision is elastic. In the region M , the solitons m erge into a singlke
pulse. In the region S, they separate w ith velocities an aller than they had before the collision. In
the region R, the velocities are not a ected by the oollision, but conspicuous radiation losses are
observed. In the region F, large radiation loss takes place, and the velocities Increase after the

collision. In the region D, the collision lads to strong deform ation of the solitons.
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FIG . 3: Typical exam ples of the ocollision between In-phase solitons. (a) M erger of the solitons
In the region M in Fig. 3. They collide several tim es before the m erger, which is acoom panied
by em ission of radiation. The lower panel exhibits persistent vibrations of the eld am plitude
1% = 0;t)J. Here and below, the m iddle and upper panels show , respectively, the evolution at a

relatively early stage (= 25 ), and the single pulse em erging at t= 225
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FIG.3: () M erger of niially quiescent solitons (c= 0). The lower and upper panels show the

evolution at t< 90 , and the em erging singlke pulse at t= 200
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FIG.3: (c) Atthe oweredge of region M (' ig. 3), solitons undergo m ultiple collisions before they

nally separate. Spontaneous symm etry breaking is evident in the nalstate.
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FIG. 3: (d) Collision between relatively heavy solitons lads to em ission of radiation Fts and

Increase of the velocities (region F in Fig. 3).
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FIG.3: (&) Interaction between two initially quiescent solitons in the region F (' ig. 2).
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FIG .3: (f) Collision between heavy solitonswhich areweakly stable orunstabl (region D In Fig.2)

resuls In strong deform ation ofthe pulses, which is followed by their destruction (ot shown here).
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FIG.4: (@) The ratio of the post-ocollision soliton’s param eter ¢, ound from the least-square—
error t ofthe em erging pulse to the analytical waveform s W), to the initial value 4 . In this and
next panels, the ratio is shown vs. the nitial velocity c at di erent xed valuesof i,. T he portion
of the line corresponding to iy = 04 wih o= n > 1, which form ally contradicts the energy
conservation, is explained by the fact that In this case the actual shape of the em erging pulse is

not very close to the analytical one, being m ore narrow .
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FIG.5: (@) Mulkpl collisions between two solitons w ith the iniial valie = 03 , and iniial
velocity 03 in the loop con guration. T he upper and low er panels, regpectively, show the global
evolution ofthe eld J1(x;t)j and the evolution of tsm aximnum . In the lower panel, the dotted
parts of the curve m ark two collisions (m axinum overlappings) between the two solitons before

they m erge into a single pulse.
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FIG.5: (o) M ultiple collisionsbetween solitonsw ith the initialvaluie = 03 and initialvelocities

0:7 in the loop con guration.
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FIG . 6: The collision between solitonswih = 02 and velcitiesc= 02 in the case when
a local perturbation of the refractive index, with = 02 [see Egs. l)], is placed at the collision

point. T he defect traps a an altam plitude soliton.
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FIG . 7: The relative energy loss In the process of selftrapping of the B ragggrating soliton from

the initialpulse M) vs. the param eter at xed values ofthe am plitude .
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FIG .8: Decay ofthe eld j1(x;t)jat the centralpoint ofthe nie bergrating of length 1due to

the energy loss through free ends.
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