Bending of solitonic beams modelled by coupled KMN equation in optical birefringent
fibers
Abhik Mukherjee1
1

Fundamental Quantum Science Division, Tsung-Dao Lee Institute,
Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai, Republic of China

arXiv:2110.13045v1 [nlin.PS] 25 Oct 2021

The dynamics of (2 + 1) dimensional optical solitonic beams in birefringent fibers without four
wave mixing terms are considered using the recently introduced coupled Kundu Mukherjee Naskar
(KMN) equation. The arbitrary bending of solitonic beams in this coupled optical fiber system has
been discussed with various two and three dimensional plots. Such analytical results on the bending
of optical pulse may pave new directions of research in this field.

I.

INTRODUCTION

The upsurge of research in nonlinear fiber optics has started in early seventies leading extensive research on Raman
and Brillouin Scattering, optically induced birefringence, parametric four-wave mixing, self phase modulation etc. [1].
An important contribution was made when it was suggested that optical fibers can support soliton like pulses which
was experimentally verified in 1980 [1]. After its discovery in nonlinear optics, the dynamics of soliton pulses has been
investigated extensively in (1+1) and higher dimensions using both numerical and analytical techniques. The main
specialty of soliton, which is the exact solution of integrable systems, is its stability [1]. The amplitude and velocity of
solitons remain constant during its propagation. On the other hand, the presence of lossy or time dependent terms
in the evolution equation makes it non-integrable causing the velocity of solitary waves to change. Recently, a deep
research interest has been developed on some special intricate exact solutions of nonlinear systems like accelerating
solitons [7–9], topological solitons [10–14], rogue wave solutions [15, 16] etc.
In the last decade, a new completely integrable (2+1) dimensional nonlinear evolution equation was derived from the
basic equations of hydrodynamics by Anjan Kundu, Abhik Mukherjee and Tapan Naskar to describe the dynamics of
two-dimensional oceanic rogue wave phenomena [15]. This equation was also re-derived in magnetized plasma system
[17] to model nonlinear ion acoustic waves. The detailed exploration of integrable properties and soliton solutions
of the equation were also carried out [15, 17, 18]. The equation was derived in nonlinear optical system by Kundu
and Naskar in [19] to explain the arbitrary bending phenomena of optical solitonic beam. Such bending is controlled
by the boundary population inversion of atoms in an Erbium doped medium. A first order rogue wave solution of
this equation was obtained by one fold Darboux Transformation in [20] where the authors have named this new
equation as Kundu-Mukherjee-Naskar (KMN) equation. Thereafter, an extensive amount of research has been done on
KMN equation exploring its various interesting properties. Many kinds of solutions of KMN equation were derived
like higher order rational solutions [21], optical dromions and domain walls [22, 23], various optical soliton solutions
having different features [24–35], different analytic solutions [36–43], power series solutions [44], complex wave solutions
[45, 46], periodic solutions (via variational principle) [49], solitons in birefringent fiber system [52–54] etc. Integrable
properties such as Lax pair, conservation laws, higher order soliton solutions via Hirota method, symmetry analysis,
nonlinear self-adjointness property etc. of KMN equation has been explored in [15, 18, 30, 46, 47]. Time fractional
KMN equation has been introduced in [50] to explore periodic properties.
One of the important properties of KMN equation is that it supports both bright as well as dark soliton solutions
[29] that actually comes from the current like nonlinearity (which depends on both wave envelope and it’s spatial
derivative) present in the equation. This property is different from the standard Nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) equation
which admits only bright and dark soliton solution for focusing and defocusing nonlinearities respectively. In real
experimental conditions, the localized wave structures may have various shapes depending on the physical system.
Hence, the search for exact solitary wave solutions with variable amplitude or velocity is also an important problem to
investigate. In [51], we have derived a special lump, snoidal wave and topological soliton solution that can get curved
in x − y plane arbitrarily due to presence of an arbitrary function of space(x) and time(t) in their analytic expressions.
Thus, this important bending feature which comes from the Galilean co-variance property and current like nonlinearity
present in KMN equation, is rare for a completely integrable equation having constant coefficients.
The interaction of two modes of shorter wavelengths in optical fiber system has been discussed using a system of
coupled Nonlinear Schrodinger Equations in (1+1) dimensions [2–4] as well as in higher dimensions [5]. It is also
important to state that the single modes in the optical fiber are actually bimodal due to the presence of birefringence
[6]. The coupled KMN equation was introduced in [52, 53] to model (2+1) dimensional optical solitons in birefringent
fiber without four wave mixing terms. In this paper, our aim is to explore the bending phenomena of optical solitonic
beams in coupled KMN system using Hirota bilinearization method which has not been explored till now. Arbitrary
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bending light has been discussed in [19] where the boundary value of population inversion of the medium becomes non
uniform. On the other hand, we will show that the bending property for coupled KMN system is intrinsic i.e, does not
depend on any external function.
The paper is outlined as follows: the coupled KMN equation is introduced in section-II and its Galilean co-variance is
derived in section-III. Exact bright and dark solitons are derived using Hirota method in section IV and V respectively.
The bending of optical solitonic beams is discussed in section-VI. Conclusive remarks are stated in section-VII followed
by acknowledgments and bibliography.
II.

COUPLED KMN EQUATION

The Kundu Mukherjee Naskar (KMN) equation which was first derived in modelling oceanic rogue waves [15] is
given as
iut + uxy + 2iu(uu∗x − u∗ ux ) = 0,

(1)

where the wave profile is given by u(x, y, t) and the subscripts denote partial derivatives w. r. to space (x, y) and time
(t) coordinates. The asterisk denotes complex conjugation. The coupled Kundu Mukherjee Naskar (KMN) equation
was first introduced by Yildirim [52, 53] in modelling the dynamics of (2+1) dimensional optical solitonic beams in
birefringent fibers without four wave mixing terms. In this work, we take the same system of equations taken in
[52, 53] with ai = 1, bi = ci = 2, i = 1, 2 for simplicity which can be written as :
iut + uxy + 2iu{(uu∗x − u∗ ux ) + (vvx∗ − v ∗ vx )} = 0,
ivt + vxy + 2iv{(vvx∗ − v ∗ vx ) + (uu∗x − u∗ ux )} = 0,

(2)

where u(x, y, t), v(x, y, t) are two wave profiles. Due to the presence of the current like nonlinearities in Eq. (2), it
shows few interesting features which will be discussed below.
III.

GALILEAN CO-VARIANCE (GC)

The Galilean Co-variance (GC) property of KMN equation has been derived in [51]. Generalizing the same
mathematical procedure to (2), we can also find the GC of coupled KMN equation. The equations (2) remains
co-variant as
∗
iUT + UXY + 2iU {(U UX
− U ∗ UX ) + (V VX∗ − V ∗ VX )} = 0,
∗
∗
iVT + VXY + 2iV {(V VX − V ∗ VX ) + (U UX
− U ∗ UX )} = 0,

(3)

under the Galilean transformation:
X = x − at, Y = y, T = t, u(x, y, t) = U (X, Y, T ) eiaY , v(x, y, t) = V (X, Y, T ) eiaY ,

(4)

where a is the constant frame velocity. This co-variance property is one of the crucial feature for the bending of optical
solitonic beams which will be discussed below.
IV.

BRIGHT SOLITONS

Optical solitons of the coupled KMN equation (2) has been derived in [52, 53] using trial equation approach and
modified simple equation approach. Now using Hirota bilinearization method, we will derive one bright and one dark
solitons of (2) which has not been done before as far as our knowledge goes. The Hirota bilinear transformation [2–4]
is defined as
u(x, y, t) =

g(x, y, t)
,
f (x, y, t)

v(x, y, t) =

h(x, y, t)
,
f (x, y, t)

(5)

where g, h are complex functions and f is a real function. Using (5) in (2) we can form the following bilinear equations
:
(iDt + Dx Dy )(g.f ) = 0,
(iDt + Dx Dy )(h.f ) = 0,
Dx (f.fy ) + iDx (g ∗ .g) + iDx (h∗ .h) = 0,

(6)
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where the Hirota bilinear operator [2] is defined as
∂
−
Dxm Dtn g(x, t) . f (x, t) = ( ∂x

∂ m
∂x0 )

∂
( ∂t
−

∂ n
∂t0 )

g(x, t) f (x0 , t0 )|x=x0 ,t=t0 .

(7)

Now we will proceed in the standard way to find the bright and dark soliton solutions. In order to find one bright
soliton, we assume
g = g1 , h = h1 , f = 1 + 2 f2 ,

(8)

where  is the standard expansion parameter and g1 , h1 , f2 are new variables. Now using (8) in (6), we can get the
following differential equations at different orders of  as
O() : (iDt + Dx Dy )(g1 .1) = 0, (iDt + Dx Dy )(h1 .1) = 0,
O(2 ) : −f2xy + iDx (g1∗ .g1 ) + iDx (h∗1 .h1 ) = 0,
O(3 ) : (iDt + Dx Dy )(g1 .f2 ) = 0, (iDt + Dx Dy )(h1 .f2 ) = 0,
O(4 ) : Dx (f2 .f2y ) = 0.

(9)

Solving the systems of equations (9) one can find the solutions as
g1 (x, y, t) = α eη1 , h1 (x, y, t) = β eη1 , η1 (x, y, t) = k x + m y + i k m t + η0 ,
∗

∗

2

2

i (k −k)
+|β|
2
2
(η1 +η1 )
f2 (x, y, t) = { (k∗ +k)(m
, eδ1 = 2 kI (|α|
∗ +m) }{|α| + |β| } e
2kR mR

)

(10)

where k, m, η0 , α, β are complex constants. Simplifying above expressions, we can obtain the analytical expressions of
two modes as
u=
v=
where,

g1
1+2 f2
h1
1+2 f2

= µ1 Sech[kR x + mR y − (kR mI + kI mR )t] ei[kI x+mI y+(kR mR −kI mI )t] ,

= µ2 Sech[kR x + mR y − (kR mI + kI mR )t] ei[kI x+mI y+(kR mR −kI mI )t] ,
q
q
β
2kR mR
2kR mR
iθ
iφ
µ1 = α2 kI (|α|
,
µ
=
2 +|β|2 )
2
2
kI (|α|2 +|β|2 ) , α = |α|e , β = |β|e

(11)

and “R” and “I” in the subscripts denote the real and imaginary parts of the complex constants. In the above
simplification, we have chosen the arbitrary constants η0R , η0I , φ, θ, δ1 in such a way that they get cancelled and we
get the expressions (11). The 3 - dimensional plots of the two bright solitonic modes u and v are shown in FIG.1.

FIG. 1: The modulus of the two optical bright solitonic modes u, v respectively are plotted in x − y plane at t = 0. The constants
are chosen as kR = 1, kI = 2, mR = 1, mI = 2, |α| = 1, |β| = 2.

V.

DARK SOLITONS

The importance of the KMN model lies in the fact that it supports both bright and dark soliton solutions. In case of
NLSE with Kerr like nonlinearity, bright and dark solitons occur for focusing and defocusing nonlinearities respectively.
In order to find one dark solitons of (2) we assume
g = g0 (1 + g1 ), h = h0 (1 + h1 ), f = 1 + f1 ,

(12)
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where  is the same expansion parameter as discussed before. Thus using this expansion (12) in (6) we would get the
following differential equations at different orders of .
At O(0 ), we would get
(iDt + Dx Dy )(g0 .1) = 0, (iDt + Dx Dy )(h0 .1) = 0, Dx (g0∗ .g0 ) + Dx (h∗0 .h0 ) = 0.

(13)

In order to solve (13), we assume
g0 = τ1 eiψ1 , h0 = τ2 eiψ2 , ψi = ki x + mi y + ni t + ψi0 ,

(14)

with i = 1, 2, where ψi s are real and τi s are complex quantities. Solving (13), we would get
n1 = −k1 m1 , n2 = −k2 m2 , k1 |τ1 |2 + k2 |τ2 |2 = 0.

(15)

At O(), we would get the following differential equations :
(g1t − f1t ) + k1 (g1y − f1y ) + m1 (g1x − f1x ) − i(g1xy + f1xy ) = 0,
(h1t − f1t ) + k2 (h1y − f1y ) + m2 (h1x − f1x ) − i(h1xy + f1xy ) = 0,
∗
f1xy = 2k1 |τ1 |2 (g1 + g1∗ − h1 − h∗1 ) − i|τ1 |2 (g1x − g1x
) − i|τ2 |2 (h1x − h∗1x ).

(16)

Equations (16) admit the following solutions :
g1 = Zg eξ1 , h1 = Zh eξ1 , f1 = eξ1 , ξ1 = P1 x + Q1 y + R1 t + ξ10 ,

(17)

where Zg , Zh are complex constants and P1 , Q1 , R1 , ξ10 are real constants that are related by following constraints :
Zg =

[(R1 +k1 Q1 +m1 P1 )+iP1 Q1 ]2
,
[(R1 +k1 Q1 +m1 P1 )2 +P12 Q21 ]

Zh =

[(R1 +k2 Q1 +m2 P1 )+iP1 Q1 ]2
,
[(R1 +k2 Q1 +m2 P1 )2 +P12 Q21 ]

2
∗
∗
2
∗
2
∗
1
Q1 = ( 2k
P1 )|τ1 | (Zg + Zg − Zh − Zh ) − i|τ1 | (Zg − Zg ) − i|τ2 | (Zh − Zh ).

(18)

Absorbing  in eξ1 , the one dark solitons can be expressed as
u = (τ1 /2)eiψ1 [(1 + Zg ) − (1 − Zg ) tanh (ξ1 /2)],
v = (τ2 /2)eiψ2 [(1 + Zh ) − (1 − Zh ) tanh (ξ1 /2)].

(19)

The 3 - dimensional plots of the two dark solitonic modes u and v are shown in FIG.2.

FIG. 2: The modulus of the two optical dark solitonic modes u, v respectively
are plotted in x − y plane at t = 0. The constants
√
√ , τ2 = 1−i
√
are chosen as k1 = 1, k2 = −1, P1 = 1, Q1 = 2, R1 = 2, m2 = 2, m1 = 5 − 5, τ1 = 1+i
.
2
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VI.

BENDING OF OPTICAL SOLITONIC BEAMS

One important property of KMN model (1) is that it processes curved solitons that is explored in [51]. Due to
the presence of the current like nonlinearity and Galilean co-variance in (1), this special dark soliton can get curved
arbitrarily in x − y plane. In [51], one curved soliton has been derived using ansatz approach. Now, we will rederive
such curved one soliton solution of Eq. (1) using Hirota bilinearization method that has not been done before.
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A.

Derivation of one curved dark soliton solution of KM N equation (1) via Hirota bilinearization method

Here, we will derive one curved dark soliton solution of KM N equation (1) via Hirota bilinearization technique. We
consider the KMN equation in the Galilean frame (X − Y − T ) that is discussed in section - III as
∗
iUT + UXY + 2iU (U UX
− U ∗ UX ) = 0,

(20)

where X = x − at, Y = y, T = t, u(x, y, t) = U (X, Y, T )eiaY . We use the bilinear transformation as
U (X, Y, T ) =

G(X, Y, T )
,
F (X, Y, T )

(21)

where G, F are complex and real functions respectively, to get the pair of bilinear equations :
[iDT + DX DY ] (G.F ) = 0,
DX [(F.FY ) + i (G∗ .G)] = 0.

(22)

In order to find one dark curved soliton of (20) we assume
G = G0 (1 + G1 ), F = 1 + F1 ,

(23)

where  is the same expansion parameter as discussed before. At this stage, we would assume that G, F are independent
of time T . That will not make the solution static, the reason will be explored later. Thus using this expansion (23) in
(22) we would get the following differential equations at different orders of .
At O(0 ), we would get
G0XY = 0, (G∗0X G0 − G∗0 G0X ) = 0

(24)

G0 = τ eiψ , ψ = kX + mY + ψ 0 ,

(25)

In order to solve (24), we assume

where k, m, ψ 0 are real constants and τ is complex constant. Solving (24), we would get k = 0. The the solution is
G0 = τ ei(mY +ψ0 ) .

(26)

G1XY + F1XY + im(G1X − F1X ) = 0,
F1XY = i|G0 |2 (G∗1X − G1X ).

(27)

At O(), we would get

Equations (27) admit the following solutions :
G1 = Zg eξ , F1 = eξ , ξ = A(X) + m1 Y + ξ 0 ,

(28)

where Zg is complex constant and m1 , ξ 0 are real constants. We have introduced an arbitrary real function A(X)
which will ultimately cause the bending of solitons. The constants are related as
Zg =

im−m1
im+m1 ,

|τ |2 =

(m21 +m2 )
.
4m

(29)

If the function A(X) is nonlinear in X, the soliton will bend in X − Y plane making curvature. The final soliton
solution can be written as
U = τ2 [(1 + Zg ) − (1 − Zg ) tanh (ξ/2)]ei(mY ) .

(30)

Now moving back to the original frame x − y − t and old variable u, we would get
u = τ2 [(1 + Zg ) − (1 − Zg ) tanh (ξ/2)]ei(my+ay) , ξ = A(X) + m1 y, X = x − at.
√
1
Zg = im−m
im+m1 , τ = (m + im1 )/ 4m.

(31)

Hence the soliton bends due to the presence of A(X), which is a nonlinear function of X = (x − at). For the different
nonlinear choices of A(X), X = x − at, we would get different types of bending of solitons which is discussed in [51].
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B.

Curved solitons for coupled KM N equations

Now we will concentrate on the main findings of this work. Similar to the previous case, we consider the coupled
KMN system (3) in the Galilean frame X − Y − T and take U = G/F, V = H/F , where H, G, F are independent of
T . The functions G, H are complex and F is a real function.
Expanding as :
G = G0 (1 + G1 ), H = H0 (1 + H1 ), f = 1 + F1 ,

(32)

where  is the same expansion parameter as discussed before, we would get the following differential equations at
different orders of .
At O(0 ), we would get
∗
G0XY = 0, H0XY = 0, (G∗0X G0 − G∗0 G0X ) + (H0X
H0 − H0∗ H0X ) = 0

(33)

with following solutions
0

0

G0 = τ1 ei(m1 Y +ψ1 ) , H0 = τ2 ei(m2 Y +ψ2 ) ,

(34)

0
where m1,2 , ψ1,2
are real constants and τ1,2 are complex constants.
At O(), we would get the following differential equations :

G1XY + F1XY + im1 (G1X − F1X ) = 0, H1XY + F1XY + im2 (H1X − F1X ) = 0
∗
F1XY = i|τ1 |2 (G∗1X − G1X ) + i|τ2 |2 (H1X
− H1X )

(35)

with the solutions :
G1 = Zg eξ1 , H1 = Zh eξ1 , F1 = eξ1 , ξ1 = B(X) + P Y + ξ10 ,

(36)

where Zg , Zh are complex constants and P, ξ10 are real constants that are related by following constraints :
Zg =

im1 −P
im1 +P

, Zh =

im2 −P
im2 +P

, P = 2(ZgI |τ1 |2 + ZhI |τ2 |2 ),

(37)

where I in the subscript denotes the imaginary part. The function B(X) is the arbitrary function of X = (x − at). For
different nonlinear choices of B(X), we would get different kinds of bending of u, v. Absorbing  in ξ10 , the one dark
solitons in the old frame x − y − t can be expressed as
u=

τ1
2 [(Zg

Zg =

− 1) tanh ξ21 + (Zg + 1)]ei(m1 y+ay+ψ10 ) , v =
im1 −P
im1 +P

, Zh =

im2 −P
im2 +P

, P = 2(ZgI |τ1 |2 +

ξ1
τ2
i(m2 y+ay+ψ20 )
,
2 [(Zh − 1) tanh 2 + (Zh + 1)]e
2
0
ZhI |τ2 | ), ξ1 = B(X) + P Y + ξ1 , X = x − at.

(38)

The bending of such dark solitons u, v are shown as contour plots in x − y plane for different choices of B(X) in FIG.
3, 4, 5 respectively.
Thus we can form different shapes of the dark soliton solutions (38) by choosing different functional forms of the
arbitrary function B(X), X = x − at present in the argument of the tanh function. This property may be useful in
modeling the bending of light beam [19] in nonlinear optics. Previously, the bending of an optical beam was shown in
[55, 56] through the Airy function solution of linear Schrodinger equation. It can preserve its parabolic form over a
finite distance. The beam acceleration along an arbitrary curve was shown in [19] by Kundu and Naskar where the
shape was not preserved. Such bending is controlled by the boundary population inversion of atoms in an Erbium
doped medium. In that situation, the boundary value of population inversion of the medium becomes non uniform. On
the other hand, the bending feature of this work is more general and arbitrary. Due to the presence of the arbitrary
function B(X), any shape can be obtained which is important for Mathematical modelling of experimental data. Also,
the amplitude of the soliton remains constant. Such property, that is the existence of the arbitrary function B(X)
causing arbitrary bending, originates from the current like nonlinearity and Galilean Co-variance of the coupled KMN
system (2). It is a very rare property which is absent in NLSE with Kerr like nonlinearity.
Now it is important to discuss the condition for larger bending, it would be interesting to derive the amount of
curvature due to function B(X). For the static case (t = 0), the locus of the maximum amplitude of the curved soliton
solution (38) is of the form
B(x) + P y + ξ10 = 0.

(39)
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FIG. 3: The contour plots of the curved dark solitons u and v given by (38) in x − y plane at t = 0 for the choice of
B(X) = X 2 = (x − at)2 . The constants are chosen as m1 = 1, m2 = 2, a = P = 1, |τ1 |2 = 1/10, |τ2 |2 = 1/2. Due to the presence
of nonlinear function B(X) in the argument, the solitons (38) get bend in x − y plane.

FIG. 4: The contour plots of the curved dark solitons u and v given by (38) in x − y plane at t = 0 for the choice of
B(X) = sin X = sin (x − at). The constants are chosen as m1 = 1, m2 = 2, a = P = 1, |τ1 |2 = 1/10, |τ2 |2 = 1/2. Due to the
presence of nonlinear function B(X) in the argument, the solitons (38) get bend in x − y plane.

Now taking the derivative with respect to x twice, we get
d2 B
dS
=− 2.
dx
dx

(40)
2

dy
where the slope is defined as S = dx
. We see from (40) that for a higher value of − ddxB2 , the rate of variation of the
slope S is higher. Hence, the slope of the maximum amplitude curve will vary large for traveling the unit distance in x
2
. Larger rate of variation of S describes larger bending. Hence, for large bending to take place, − ddxB2 should be high
which can be seen from FIG. 3,4,5 respectively.
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FIG. 5: The contour plots of the curved dark solitons u and v given by (38) in x − y plane at t = 0 for the choice of
B(X) = X 3 = (x − at)3 . The constants are chosen as m1 = 1, m2 = 2, a = P = 1, |τ1 |2 = 1/10, |τ2 |2 = 1/2. Due to the presence
of nonlinear function B(X) in the argument, the solitons (38) get bend in x − y plane.

VII.

CONCLUSIVE REMARKS

In this work, we have considered the coupled Kundu Mukherjee Naskar system which was introduced by Yildirim
in [52, 53] to model (2+1) dimensional optical solitons in birefringence fiber without four wave mixing terms. The
Galilean co-variance property of the system has been derived. The dark and bright one solitons of the system has been
calculated using Hirota bilinearization method. It has been shown that the dark solitons of the two modes u and v can
bend arbitrarily due to the presence of an arbitrary function of space (x) and time (t) which is shown by the contour
plots. Such arbitrary curvature originates from the current like nonlinearity and Galilean co-variance present in the
system (2). The condition of larger bending has been derived and explained. Such analytical solutions may pave new
directions of research in the field of Nonlinear Optics.
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