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Modeling of ultrashort optical pulses in nonlinear fibers

Shalva Amiranashvili

Abstract

This work deals with theoretical aspects of pulse propagation. The core focus is on extreme, few-cycle
pulses in optical fibers, pulses that are strongly affected by both dispersion and nonlinearity. Using Hamil-
tonian methods, we discuss how the meaning of pulse envelope changes, as pulses become shorter and
shorter, and why an envelope equation can still be used. We also discuss how the standard set of dispersion
coefficients yields useful rational approximations for the chromatic dispersion in optical fibers.

Three more specific problems are addressed thereafter. First, we present an alternative framework for ultra-
short pulses in which non-envelope propagation models are used. The approach yields the limiting, shortest
solitons and reveals their universal features. Second, we describe how one can manipulate an ultrashort
pulse, i.e., to change its amplitude and duration in a predictable manner. Quantitative theory of the manipu-
lation is presented based on perturbation theory for solitons and analogy between classical fiber optics and
quantum mechanics. Last but not least, we consider a recently found alternative to the standard split-step
approach for numerical solutions of the pulse propagation equations.
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Introduction

Mathematical modelling of physical systems greatly benefits from separation of scales and availability of small
parameters. Notably, in some situations these parameters should be small but not too small. A short optical
pulse, for instance, represents a small, particle-like piece of light. However, such a “particle” usually contains
enough field oscillations to be still considered as a wave. It is then safe to talk about its envelope, phase, and
frequency. Pulse evolution can be treated as a relatively slow variation of its amplitude and carrier frequency,
which is translated into a slow variation of its complex envelope. But what should scientists do about ultrashort,
few-cycle pulses with a too small duration? As schematically shown in Fig. 0.1, such pulses seem to have
no envelope at all. Even if one employs a so-called analytic signal or Hilbert transform to define a complex
amplitude for a single-cycle pulse, what is the physical meaning of such quantity?

 This work attempts to shed some light on fundamental questions related to pulses that, being too short,
violate separation of scales and cannot be considered as a modulated wave.

There are many practical reasons to study few-cycle pulses. The most evident one is that optical pulses are
used to track physical processes and ultrashort pulses make it possible to investigate ultrafast processes, e.g.,
to track chemical reactions on molecular level. Most (if not all) traditional applications of short optical pulses,
such as spectroscopy or optical communication, also benefit from the decrease of pulse duration. Starting from
the invention of a first laser source, scientists were extremely successful in producing shorter and shorter pulses.
Nowadays more or less single-cycle pulses in the optical spectral range are available.

This rapid development resulted in new exciting applications. For instance, optical pulses have been used to
reproduce key properties of systems that are beyond reach of experimentalists. In this way, an optical analogue
of black holes was found, as well as the optical realization of spontaneously appearing, extremely high killer-
waves in an ocean.

On the other hand, there is a need to revisit the classical concepts and models of wave theory and to adapt
them to ultrashort pulses. Among other reasons, simply because such pulses are still waves and not particles.
Here are some typical problems:

Realistic pulse simulation [A3]

Reasonable envelope Questionable envelope En

velope?

Figure 0.1: Top: even if we somehow define an envelope for a pulse on the right, what is the meaning if such quantity? Bottom: some
segments of an initially smooth pulse with a longer duration seem to to have no envelope.
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Sh. Amiranashvili 6

❶ Can one describe an ultra-short pulse by its envelope? If so, how and why this new envelope is related to
the standard (slowly varying) one and to the analytic signal, which is used in signal processing?

❷ Leaving aside the complex-valued pulse envelope, is there any alternative approach to nonlinear optical
pulses? Ideally, such an approach should be independent of pulse duration and yet provide a familiar
envelope-like propagation equation.

❸ How it happens that a standard envelope equation, which is based on scales-separation, requires only a
minimal modification, to apply to ultrashort pulses with no scale separation at all? What are benefits and
pitfalls of a generalized envelope equation?

❹ Given an extreme pulse, which is too short for any kind of envelope, is a straightforward numerical solution
of the full Maxwell system plus material equations the only way out? Or are there new model equations
allowing for simplified description?

❺ Does the limiting pulse duration exist? Is it possible to have a stable pulse that contains, e.g., half an
oscillation? If not, what is the mathematical reason that prevents short optical pulses from being too
short?

❻ Are there any new possibilities to manipulate an ultrashort pulse, e.g., to make it even shorter? A stan-
dard point of view is that all-optical pulse manipulation is problematic due to the weakness of optical
nonlinearities. Is it still so for a high-amplitude ultrashort pulse?

These problems are, as far as it was possible, respectively addressed in what follows.

DOI 10.20347/WIAS.PREPRINT.2918 Berlin 2022



Chapter 1

Background

This introductory Chapter deals with the interplay of a general theory of waves and short optical pulses. To
begin with, we will look for a suitable definition of the pulse envelope. The definition, first simple, turns out to be
insufficient and is gradually becoming more and more complex. It will be finally related to Hamiltonian variables
and to classical analogue of the creation and annihilation operators in Chapter 2. Another topic of this Chapter
is causality. Later on in Chapter 3 we will see how a violation of the causality principle imposes a limit on validity
of a generalized envelope equation. Last but not least, we will discuss why a wave propagation equation in a
guided system, such as an optical fiber, is usually solved along a suitable space variable, which to some extent
replaces time.

1.1 Short optical pulses

The idea of ultrafast phenomena has been greatly changed over time and so to speak “shortened”. For an obvi-
ous reason, there is no strict definition of an ultrashort pulse other than a trivial remark that it should be as short
as possible. History of short optical pulses arguably began in 1960, when the ruby laser came into operation.
10 ps pulses comprising ≈ 4000 of field cycles became available from 1965. They may be considered as first
ultrashort pulses. Of course, these pulses can still be treated as modulated waves with a well-defined envelope.

Many laser systems and compression schemes were developed since then (for a historical perspective see,
e.g., Fig. 2-1 in [1]). In 1987 the minimal pulse duration reached 6 fs [1, 2]. This full width at half maximum
(FWHM) approximately corresponds to two field cycles of the carrier wave.

Nowadays, nearly single-cycle pulses are routinely available in optical labs [3, 4, 5, 6]. Moreover, extreme ul-
traviolet pulses with a duration of several hundreds attoseconds have been produced [7, 8, 9, 10]. A “modern”
ultrashort pulse is then approximately 105 times shorter than the original one and, actually, is no longer a wave.
On the other hand, in terms of the “carrier wave” these pulses still contain ≈ 1.5 of field cycles, which suggests
existence of a limiting duration.

In what follows we will address several fundamental problems related to modelling of such few-cycle pulses with
the optical fibers in mind. In order to do so, all “technical” aspects will be treated as simple as possible. Namely:

 We assume that all pulses belong to a transparency window and are not affected by dissipation. The
transverse structure of the electric field is ignored in favor of one-dimensional propagation equations.
Fiber nonlinearity is taken in its simplest (Kerr) form. Examples of a systematic reduction of a general
pulse propagation problem to an effective one-dimensional equation can be found in [11, 12, 13, 14].

As ultrashort pulses of interest have wide spectra and high intensity, they will be affected by both fiber disper-
sion and nonlinearity. Furthermore, one should distinguish between the robust long-living solitary pulses, which
propagate without changes over large distances, and short-living, extreme field states, e.g., a compressed linear

7



Sh. Amiranashvili 8

pulse or a nonlinear breather. The latter represents a periodically compressed and decompressed field state,
subject to nonlinear interactions [15].

For instance, a properly chirped linear pulse can be quickly compressed due to fiber dispersion. It instantly
provides an extremely short duration and high peak intensity, and is then decompressed. Such pulses are
important in the context of power delivery and fast imaging. Breathers are different and yet these self-organized
nonlinear objects share the same qualitative behavior: a compressed ultra-short field state suddenly appears
and disappears [16, 17, 18, 19].

The short-living extreme field states are opposed by ultrashort solitons, which are in the focus of this work.
An ideal soliton retains its shape all way along a nonlinear fiber. Such pulses are of interest for, e.g., optical
communications [20]. There are reasons to believe that the shortest soliton contains approximately one-and-
half cycles of the carrier frequency such that its limiting duration is comparable with that of the short-living field
states [21].

It is clear that theory of few-cycle pulses can benefit from a properly reduced propagation equation. The lat-
ter should avoid the use of the slowly varying pulse envelope and yet be simpler than a full set of Maxwell
and material equations. Two classes of such models will be discussed in Chapters 3 and 4. One class corre-
sponds to generalized envelope equations, the other includes non-envelope models for the electric field that
were specifically derived for short pulses.

We then turn to the pulse manipulation problem and to optical switching. Construction of an all-optical network is
an important practical goal and requires an all-optical switch: a weak pulse should be capable to modify a strong
one. In addition to optical communications, all-optical devices may be useful for, e.g., quantum computers [22].
However, their construction is an extremely difficult problem [23, 24].

Conceptually, a switching beam should act upon a nonlinear optical material to modify the interaction between
the material and the main beam. In practice, the switching pulse and the main pulse tend to pass through one
another without noticeable changes, because optical nonlinearities are simply too weak. One workaround is to
employ materials with the resonant (i.e., very strong) light-matter interactions, such as rubidium vapor [25, 26]
or organic materials [27]. Another option is to look for exceptional situations where even a weak interaction
with the switching beam leads to a considerable change of the main pulse. One such possibility is discussed in
Chapter 5.

Last but not least, as a rule, the problems related to the behaviour of short pulses require a numerical solution.
Comprehensive description of all relevant techniques is far beyond the scope of the numerical Chapter 6. Instead
we discuss a recently suggested modification of the standard split-step approach. The new scheme was built to
take advantage of a multi-core computer systems with shared memory. Here, computation of the next system
state is divided in several almost independent sub-problems that can be calculated on different computer cores
with minimum communications between them.

1.2 Complex amplitude

As discussed in many textbooks devoted to oscillations and waves (see, e.g., [28, 29]), it happens to be ex-
tremely useful to have a complex-valued extension of a real-valued physical quantity. In the first place, this
applies to quantities that appear as solutions of linear differential equations with constant real coefficients, e.g.,
to simple electric circuits or linearly-coupled oscillators. All real-valued solutions of such equations are naturally
embedded in a larger set of the complex-valued solutions, which are much easier to calculate. This approach
goes back to Heaviside, mathematicians call it complexification [30].

In the simplest case of a pure harmonic oscillation, the fundamental periodic function A cos(ω0t + ϕ) is
replaced by the Ansatz Aeiω0t with the complex amplitude A = Aeiϕ . The Ansatz is substituted into the linear
differential equation at hand. One obtains an algebraic relation for the frequency ω0 , the latter may happen to
be real or complex. Either way, the original physical quantity is Re(Aeiω0t) . At this level, we have just a useful
technique to find special solutions of the linear ordinary differential equations. It does not make sense to ask

DOI 10.20347/WIAS.PREPRINT.2918 Berlin 2022
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

E
(t)

,  
A

(t)
,  
Φ

(t)
Figure 1.1: (a) For a smooth multi-cycle pulse (red) both its amplitude (blue) and full phase (green) are well-defined. The full phase
Φ(t) , being an almost linear function, is approximated by ω0t + ϕ , which gives access to the carrier frequency ω0 . On the other
hand, neither amplitude nor phase are directly accessible for the few-cycle pulses shown in (b-d). Here, an accurate definition of the
complex envelope requires use of the analytic signal.

about the meaning of, e.g., complex current in an electric circuit or complex velocity of an oscillating electron.

 The standard complex amplitude is just a convenient mathematical “box” for the true real amplitude and
real phase.

Another well-known fact is that the complex representation can be employed to describe a nearly-harmonic
(modulated) real field, say E(t) . One follows the successive oscillations to retrieve their amplitude A(t) and
full phase Φ(t) . An example of a suitable pulse is shown in Fig. 1.1(a). Its carrier frequency ω0 is yielded by
the best linear fit Φ(t) = ω0t + ϕ(t) , where an appropriate norm of the difference ∥Φ(t)− ω0t∥ should be
minimized. This leaves us with a quasi-harmonic representation E(t) = A(t) cos[ω0t + ϕ(t)] , introduced
by Van der Pol in his now classical work [31].

As above, the real amplitude and phase can be combined in a single complex box-variable A(t) = A(t)eiϕ(t) ,
where E(t) = Re[A(t)eiω0t] . Such a definition of the complex amplitude A(t) is non-unique and involves
approximations [32]. It applies as long as A(t) does not change much over the time scale introduced by eiω0t .
In return, the complex amplitude provides an extremely useful framework for description of weakly modulated
linear and nonlinear oscillations [33].

 Van der Pol’s approximation goes far beyond the mere complexification. And yet, it cannot be applied to
few-cycle pulses.

For instance, there is no evident way to describe the pulses shown in Fig. 1.1(b–d) by a real amplitude A(t) and
phase Φ(t) , i.e., no evident way to construct the complex amplitude. This is where an analytic signal comes
into play.

1.3 Analytic signal

Given a real pulse field E(t) , there are infinitely many complex fields E(t) such that E(t) = Re[E(t)] , see a
discussion in [32]. If we do not have a linear ODE for E(t) at our disposal and cannot require that E(t) solves
the same equation, what is the best known choice? Following the seminal work of Gabor [34], one sets that E(t)
shall comprise all positive-frequency components of E(t) . The complex conjugated field E∗(t) comprises all
negative frequencies.

 An elementary oscillation is usually written as Re[Aeiωt] , whereas a common notation for an elementary
wave is Re[Aei(kr−ωt)] . In what follows, we switch to the second option. A positive-frequency oscillation
is set to be Ae−iωt with ω > 0 . That is, the complex amplitude from the previous section will be silently
replaced by its conjugate.

DOI 10.20347/WIAS.PREPRINT.2918 Berlin 2022



Sh. Amiranashvili 10

This agreement also explains our choices in the definition of the Fourier transform E(t) 7→ Ẽ(ω) , where

Ẽ(ω) =
∫ ∞

−∞
E(t)eiωtdt and E(t) =

∫ ∞

−∞
Ẽ(ω)e−iωt dω

2π
. (1.1)

To define a complex signal, we take the inverse Fourier transform

E(t) =

(∫ 0

−∞
+
∫ ∞

0

)
Ẽ(ω)e−iωt dω

2π
=
∫ ∞

0
Ẽ(ω)e−iωt dω

2π
+ c.c.,

and picks the positive-frequency components by setting

E(t) =
∫ ∞

0
Ẽ(ω)e−iωt dω

π
⇒ E(t) = Re[E(t)]. (1.2)

The complex field E(t) is referred to as the analytic signal [28].

The above definition of E(t) might be accompanied by a statement that only positive frequencies make sense.
It is worth noting that

 For a real, e.g. cosine, electric field proportional to e−iωt + eiωt , there is no reason to believe that e−iωt

does make sense and eiωt does not.

The positive-frequency component of a classical field is a matter of agreement. The choice in Eq. (1.2) is
motivated by quantum mechanics, where the wave function of a free particle is proportional to ei(kr−ωt) and
particle’s energy h̄ω is positive for ω > 0 .

Comparing the relation E(t) = Re[A(t)e−iω0t] with E(t) = Re[E(t)] , we arrive to a seemingly trivial
connection

E(t) = A(t)e−iω0t, (1.3)

between the analytic signal and the complex pulse envelope. To illustrate Eq. (1.3), consider a modulated wave
of the form [32]

E(t) = a(t) cos(ω0t) + b(t) sin(ω0t),

where by construction spectrum of both a(t) and b(t) belongs to [−ω0, ω0] . We then have

E(t) = 1
2 (a − ib)eiω0t︸ ︷︷ ︸
all freq.∈[−2ω0,0]

+

all freq.∈[0,2ω0]︷ ︸︸ ︷
1
2 (a + ib)e−iω0t ,

such that by definition
E(t) = (a + ib)e−iω0t ⇒ A(t) = a(t) + ib(t),

as expected for the envelope. The latter does not have to be slow, spectrum of A(t) should only belong to
[−ω0, ω0] .

We are in a good position to stress that:

 The complex envelope (if accessible) and the analytic signal (always accessible) are related by Eq. (1.3).
And yet, calculation of the analytic signal requires neither approximations nor the carrier frequency.

An expansion of physical quantities near the carrier frequency has been used to derive a simplified propagation
equation for the pulse envelope, see [35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40] and discussion in Chapter 3. However, a proper
propagation equation for an ultrashort pulse can be derived directly for it’s analytic signal, without referring to
the carrier frequency [41]. A principle difference between this approach and the standard one is that the familiar
nonlinear terms in the propagation equation, like |E |2E , must be replaced by their positive-frequency parts. This
modification leads to new physical effects, e.g., new radiation lines, see [42, 43]. Another principle consequence
of the seemingly trivial Eq. (1.3) is that:
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Ultrashort pulses in nonlinear fibers 11

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 1.2: The field E(t) (red) and its analytic signal |E(t)| (blue) for superposition of two Gaussian pulses (see [45]). (a) the
pulses have similar frequencies and the analytic signal is shaped to the beat oscillations. (b-c) the pulses have considerably different
frequencies. The field (b) and the envelope (c) look very different, the envelope is neither smooth nor slow.

 The spectrum of the envelope A(t) of a pulse with the carrier frequency ω0 , must belong to the interval
[−ω0, ω0] . If pulse spectrum becomes too broad, even the most general envelope equation must be
replaced by the equation for the analytic signal.

In the first place, this applies to situations where the initial pulse spectrum naturally broadens over several
octaves [44].

1.4 Beyond the envelope

First, let’s check if the extended envelope from Eq. (1.2) is of use for pulses like in Fig. 0.1(top). Figure 1.1(b-
d) shows that an isolated few-cycle pulse is indeed wrapped by it’s analytic signal. We next consider a more
irregular field, e.g., a superposition of two Gaussian pulses. As long as their carrier frequencies are close to each
other, we get a perfect envelope for the beat oscillations, see Fig. 1.2(a). If the pulses are centered at different
frequencies, as in Fig. 1.2(b), the analytical signal experiences rapid oscillations and does not look like an
envelope, Fig. 1.2(c). The more so for an optical field with a complicated broad spectrum like in Fig. 0.1(bottom).

? Neither the local phase nor the local amplitude are well-defined for a superposition of pulses with different
frequencies. What is then the meaning of the analytic signal?

A formal way to understand the imaginary part of the complex electric field relays on Hilbert transform. It is well
known that:

� Given a complex function f (ζ) with ζ = x + iy that is analytic in the half-plane y ≥ 0 in which
| f (ζ)| → 0 for |ζ| → ∞ , we have

f (x) =
1

πi
p.v.

∫ ∞

−∞

f (x′)dx′

x′ − x
, (1.4)

where p.v. refers to the principle value of the integral. If, instead, the same applies to the half-plane
y ≤ 0 , we have

f (x) = − 1
πi

p.v.
∫ ∞

−∞

f (x′)dx′

x′ − x
. (1.5)

See any standard textbook on complex analysis, e.g., [46].

Equation (1.4) is usually combined with a frequency-dependent permeability to derive the Kramers-Kronig re-
lations [47], ζ is then replaced by a complex frequency. Analyticity in the upper half-plane follows from the
causality principle, as discussed in the next Section. Another option is to apply Eq. (1.5) to the analytic sig-
nal (1.2). Just for a moment, ζ is a “complex time”. Note, that any weighted sum of the exponents e−iωt with
ω > 0 has the required properties for Im(t) ≤ 0 . Equations (1.2) and (1.5) yield the relation

E(t) = − 1
πi

p.v.
∫ ∞

−∞

E(t′)dt′

t′ − t
,
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such that

E(t) = E(t) +
i
π

p.v.
∫ ∞

−∞

E(t′)dt′

t′ − t
, (1.6)

where t ∈ R . We conclude that:

� The imaginary part of E(t) is just a convolution between E(t) and −1/(πt) , i.e., (minus) Hilbert
transform of the electric field.

Equation (1.6) provides a frequency independent definition of the analytic signal and gives insight into the
meaning of Im[E(t)] . Still, a more physical interpretation of Im[E(t)] would be most welcome. As we will see
in the next Chapter, which follows [45, 48], this can be done assuming that E(t) is governed by a Hamiltonian
equation.

1.5 Laplace transform and causality

Wave equations by construction should admit special solutions of the form ei(kr−ωt) [29]. Given that the wave-
solution is defined in the whole space, the above Ansatz requires a real k . Temporal behaviour is different. If
some external sources gradually bring the system out of equilibrium and system’s reaction is of interest, we
expect e−iωt → 0 for t → −∞ . If the external sources are switched off and the system evolves towards its
equilibrium, we expect e−iωt → 0 for t → +∞ . In both setups the frequency ω is complex.

On the other hand, the Fourier transform (1.1) is defined for ω ∈ R and cannot be extended to ω ∈ C . Indeed,
given a complex frequency, the integral

∫ ∞
−∞ E(t)eiωtdt diverges for a generic E(t) , because eiωt → ∞

either for t → −∞ or for t → ∞ .

To introduce spectral components for complex frequencies, we define the quantity

Ê(ω) =
∫ ∞

0
E(t)eiωtdt. (1.7)

For a causal E(t) , which by definition strictly vanishes for t < 0 , we have Ê(ω) = Ẽ(ω) . Alternatively,
field’s behaviour for negative times may be considered as “known” or “not of interest”, Ê(ω) and Ẽ(ω) are
then different. Note, that even growing (unstable) signals yield Ê(ω) , if Im(ω) is large enough.

 Equation (1.7) is just a trivial reformulation of the Laplace transform, the latter maps p ∈ C into∫ ∞
0 E(t)e−ptdt . We use the reformulation to replace an abstract variable p by frequency.

Given a bounded E(t) , the image Ê(ω) is an analytic function at least for Im(ω) > 0 . If we deal with an
instability and E(t) increases as eµt , Eq. (1.7) provides an analytic function for Im(ω) > µ . The field for
t > 0 is reconstructed from Ê(ω) using the so-called Bromwich integral

E(t) =
∫

R+iσ

Ê(ω)e−iωt dω

2π
. (1.8)

Here the real-frequency axis is shifted by iσ in such a way that Ê(ω) is an analytic function for Im ω ≥ σ .
For instance, an arbitrarily small σ > 0 suffices for a bounded signal. However, Ê(ω) may have singularities
for real frequencies and in general it is not possible to take σ = 0 .

Given a causal E(t) , Eq. (1.8) is valid for all times, otherwise the values of E(t) for t < 0 are not covered
and have no influence on Eq. (1.7) for the Laplace transform. The latter is useful for the time evolution problems
when, e.g., an impact brings the system out of equilibrium [49].
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Recall, that an applied electric field and the induced electric displacement are constrained by a material relation
[47]. The simplest scalar linear relation with the response function f (t) reads

1
ϵ0

D(t) = E(t) +
∫ ∞

0
f (t′)E(t − t′)dt′, (1.9)

such that, integration over t > 0 naturally appears in electrodynamics.

For instance, a system in question may be excited by a monochromatic field E(t) with some complex frequency
ω . The field is switched on, i.e.,

E(t) = Eωe−iωt for t ∈ (−∞, tmax) with Im ω > 0,

The complex amplitude of the displacement is Dω = ϵ0ϵ(ω)Eω , where Eq. (1.9) yields an integral represen-
tation of the relative permittivity

ϵ(ω) = 1 +
∫ ∞

0
f (t′)eiωt′dt′ = 1 + f̂ (ω), ϵ(−ω∗) = ϵ(ω), (1.10)

and ω belongs to the upper complex half-plane [47]. The factor eiωt′ favors convergence of the integral in (1.10)
allowing then exotic response functions. The definition of ϵ(ω) for Im ω ≤ 0 is a different story and requires
an analytic continuation.

� The analytic continuation of ϵ(ω) towards ω ∈ R might work even if the integral in Eq. (1.10) diverges
for ω ∈ R , e.g., for f (t) = const .

In the first place, the continuation provides a permittivity for real frequencies. In the second place, the con-
tinuation into the domain Im ω < 0 can greatly simplify the solution of the initial-value problem for Maxwell
equations by means of the Laplace transform [49]. A nonlinear version of Eq. (1.10) is discussed in [50].

It is important for what follows that, except for the simplest cases, f̂ (ω) has poles in the complex half-plane
Im(ω) ≤ 0 and cannot be approximated by a polynomial. This imposes a restriction on the validity of a
generalized envelope equation. The problem and a possible way out are discussed in Chapter 3 following [51].

1.6 Space evolution problem

Describing evolution of a physical system, we think first and foremost about the evolution in time. For instance,
ODEs of classical mechanics can be equally good solved forward/backward in time starting from the actual
system state. For a distributed field-system, the involved PDEs require both initial and boundary conditions.
Dissipation makes the backward solution problematic, e.g., the diffusion equation can only be solved forward in
time. Furthermore, in electrodynamics we are confronted with convolution integrals, like in Eq. (1.9). To calculate
the convolutions, one needs the prehistory of the system, not just the current state. The evolution problems
become more and more involved, but in any case, we deal with the evolution in time. It is of interest that:

 In guided wave systems and especially in fiber optics, it is convenient to consider a space evolution
problem. Instead of computing the solution from the past to the future, one computes it, e.g., from the left
to the right [11, 52].

An abstract time evolution problem can be written as ∂tΨ = T̂(Ψ) , where a multicomponent variable Ψ com-
prises all fields and characterizes the current system state. T̂ is the time evolution operator, it contains spatial
derivatives, nonlinear terms, integrals, and whatever else. Speaking about the waves in a spatially homogeneous
system, one can choose a real wave-vector k and try the substitution Ψ ∝ ei(kr−ωt) . For an infinitely small am-
plitude, the procedure results in a set of elementary waves, each with its own dispersion relation ω = ωı(k) .
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These waves can used to construct more general linear and even nonlinear solutions. Dissipation manifests
itself in a complex-valued function ωı(k) .

The space evolution problem is a useful alternative for waves in a guided system. Consider pulse propagation
in a fiber, assuming that the governing equations are reduced to one spatial variable z . It is usually possible to
transform the equations to the form ∂zΨ = Ŝ(Ψ) , where the space evolution operator Ŝ(Ψ) involves time
derivatives, time convolutions, and nonlinear terms1. The hunt for a monochromatic wave begins with some real
frequency ω . The substitution Ψ ∝ ei(kz−ωt) provides the elementary waves with k = βı(ω) . Dissipation
manifests itself in a complex-valued βı(ω) . In optical context, the relation between time and space evolution
problems was discussed in [36, 37, 53].

Assume for a moment that the field distribution in a fiber is characterized by a single quantity Ψ(z, t) , e.g., a
complex amplitude of the relevant fiber-mode. A typical (linear) space evolution equation is

∂zΨ +
(
a∂t + ib∂2

t + c∂3
t
)
Ψ = 0 ⇒ k = aω + bω2 − cω3, (1.11)

where we assume that a, b, c ∈ R . Equation (1.11) is solved with respect to the space variable, e.g., given the
“initial condition”

Ψ(z = 0, t) = f (t), (1.12)

one calculates Ψ(z > 0, t) . Here, t is a kind of “coordinate” and z is a kind of “time”. One should note that:

❶ An attempt to consider Eq. (1.11) as a time evolution problem fails. Even a simple change to the dispersion
relation of the form ω = ω(k) , leads to elementary waves that grow without any reason.

❷ The initial condition of the form (1.12) violates the causality principle, because the field at z = 0 is known
beforehand for all times.

To overcome the difficulty with the causality, one employs a unidirectional approximation. Returning for a moment
to the time evolution problem, we note that two time directions are not equivalent (e.g., an isolated macroscopic
system irreversibly evolves towards its equilibrium). We now impose an artificial difference between the two pos-
sible space directions in a one-dimensional wave system. Being in the lab frame, we assume that all elementary
waves propagate from the left to the right.

More precisely, assume that the initial perturbation was created in the domain z < 0 . The backward waves
leave the system without imposing any effect on it. The forward waves enter into the fiber. Of course, the
backward waves are still permanently generated due to the nonlinearity and possible inhomogeneity within the
fiber. Exactly those backward waves are neglected, which at the very least requires a weak nonlinearity. For
explicit estimates see [54]. We conclude that:

 Space evolution models require the unidirectional approximation. If a forward propagating pulse excites
a significant amount of backward waves, the function f (t) in Eq. (1.12) is unknown.

This requirement is almost trivial for quasi-monochromatic waves with slowly varying envelope, but it is essen-
tial for ultra-short pulses, as discussed in Chapters 3 and 4. Moreover, the space evolution problem requires
reformulation of the Hamiltonian equations, e.g., the very Hamiltonian becomes related to the momentum flux
instead of energy. An attempt to apply the unidirectional approximation to the Hamiltonian equations for waves
leads to a natural definition of the analytic signal, as discussed in Chapter 2 following [48].

1In a three-dimensional case, the space evolution operator Ŝ contains also the radial spatial derivatives ∂x and ∂y , because at
any rate only one space variable can serve as the evolution variable.
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Chapter 2

Methods

Classic envelope equations, which will be discussed in the next Chapter, are complex propagation equations of
the first order, as opposed by a real second-order wave equation. There is a deep analogy between this and
classical mechanics, where a second-order Newtonian equation is replaced by two first-order Hamiltonian ones.
The latter can be combined in a single complex equation. It is well known that complex coordinates are useful
in both classical Hamiltonian and quantum mechanics [55]. It is also well known that the Hamiltonian formalism
can be applied to (undamped) nonlinear waves [56, 57]. It turns out, that the complex Hamiltonian equations for
waves generalize the classic envelope equations. Moreover, the former can be solved by the very same split step
approach (Chapter 6), and apply to wave packets of arbitrary duration. Among other things, the complex wave
envelope is naturally replaced by a certain combination of the canonical coordinate and momentum, a classical
analogue of the annihilation operator from quantum mechanics. If the classic envelope equation applies, the
annihilation operation reduces to the analytic signal [48], which “explains” Gabor’s definition (1.2). In this Chapter
we first briefly discuss the complex Hamiltonian formalism for particles and waves following [55, 56, 57]. We then
explain how the formalism applies to short optical pulses [45, 48].

2.1 Hamiltonian framework

On an abstract level, Hamiltonian mechanics deals with a phase space Γ , which is a manifold consisting
of all possible system states, and observables, which map Γ into R . In terms of a local coordinate system
X1, · · ·Xd on Γ , an observable A , such as energy, is represented by a smooth function A (X1, · · ·Xd)
with d = dim Γ . For any two observables A and B , one can calculate their product and Poisson bracket
{A , B} , which are further observables.

� Poisson bracket should be bilinear, antisymmetric, and satisfy the Leibniz rule and the Jacobi identity

{C , A B} = {C , A }B +A {C , B},
{C , {A , B}}+ {B, {C , A }}+ {A , {B, C }} = 0,

respectively. It defines an algebra of observables and turns Γ into a Poisson manifold [58].

Given an observable H , we for a moment denote by ∂H an operator that maps an arbitrary observable A
to {H , A } . The Leibniz rule and the Jacobi identity can be written as

∂H (A B) = (∂H A )B +A (∂H B),
∂H {A , B} = {∂H A , B}+ {A , ∂H B}.

It is clear that Poisson brackets are intrinsically related to derivatives.

15
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� A possible Poisson bracket on Γ = R3 is given by the triple product { f (r), g(r)} = r · (∇ f ×∇g) .
This is a non-textbook example of a Hamiltonian structure in an odd-dimensional phase space [58].

To define a dynamical system on Γ , we declare some H to be a special observable: the Hamiltonian. A system
state, which is parameterized by its coordinates X1, · · ·Xd , shall evolve in time in accord with the law

dXα

dt
= {H , Xα}, 1 ≤ α ≤ d. (2.1)

Different dynamical systems on a Poisson manifold are labelled by their Hamiltonians.

 We consider only autonomous systems.

Equation (2.1) implies that any observable C (X1, · · ·Xd) may indirectly change with time. Moreover, assume
that for two observables A , B it happens that both dA /dt and dB/dt can be calculated by analogy with
Eq. (2.1). Thanks to the Leibniz rule, we have the implication

dA

dt
= {H , A },

dB

dt
= {H , B},

⇒ d(A B)

dt
= {H , A B}.

That is, time evolution of any product of coordinate functions Xα (and of any sum of such products) follows
the pattern (2.1). Expanding a smooth observable C (X1, · · ·Xd) in Taylor series and ignoring convergence
issues, we conclude that:

� The relation dC /dt = {H , C } holds for any observable C . If it happens that {H , C } = 0 , C is
an integral of motion [59].

One can, e.g., change to new coordinates Y1, · · ·Yd and Eq. (2.1) preserves its structure

Yα = Yα(X1, · · ·Xd), 1 ≤ α ≤ d ⇒ dYα

dt
= {H , Yα}.

A typical Poisson bracket in the coordinate representation reads

{A , B} =
d

∑
α,β=1

Λαβ
∂A

∂Xα

∂B

∂Xβ
, e.g., {Xα, Xβ} = Λαβ, (2.2)

and yields a generic (non-canonical) Hamiltonian equation

dXα

dt
= −

d

∑
β=1

Λαβ
∂H

∂Xβ
, (2.3)

where Λαβ(X1, · · ·Xd) is an antisymmetric tensor field of second-order.

Jacobi identity imposes an additional restriction on Λαβ , see [60]. If det(Λαβ) ̸= 0 , which among other things
requires an even d = 2N , one can find the so-called canonical coordinates qα, pα such that

{qα, qβ} = {pα, pβ} = 0, {pα, qβ} = δαβ, 1 ≤ α, β ≤ N, (2.4)

{A , B} =
N

∑
α=1

(
∂A

∂pα

∂B

∂qα
− ∂A

∂qα

∂B

∂pα

)
, (2.5)
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and therefore
dqα

dt
=

∂H

∂pα
,

dpα

dt
= −∂H

∂qα
,

which are the canonical Hamiltonian equations.

If one finds a new set of coordinates Qα, Pα with the same brackets {Qα, Qβ} = {Pα, Pβ} = 0 and
{Pα, Qβ} = δαβ , the Hamiltonian equations preserve their canonical form. This feature can be used to simplify
H , see [61, 59]. In the best case scenario of an integrable system, one can find the action-angle variables Iα

and ϕα with {Iα, ϕβ} = δαβ such that H = H (I1, . . . IN) , which makes it easy to solve the Hamiltonian
equations. Each action variable is then an integral of motion.

2.2 Complex mechanics

Complex coordinates are helpful in both classical and quantum mechanics [55]. In the classical case, 2N real
Hamiltonian equations yield N complex equations. By, e.g., employing zα = (qα + ipα)/

√
2 , we derive

{zα, zβ} = {z∗α, z∗β} = 0, {zα, z∗β} = iδαβ, 1 ≤ α, β ≤ N, (2.6)

{A , B} = i
N

∑
α=1

(
∂A

∂zα

∂B

∂z∗α
− ∂A

∂z∗α

∂B

∂zα

)
, (2.7)

such that
dzα

dt
= {H , zα} = −i

∂H

∂z∗α
, 1 ≤ α ≤ N. (2.8)

Here ∂/∂zα and ∂/∂z∗α refer to the so-called Wirtinger derivatives [62].

� The Wirtinger derivatives are defined such that for any observable A the transformation to the complex
coordinates has the property

N

∑
α=1

(
∂A

∂qα
dqα +

∂A

∂pα
dpα

)
=

N

∑
α=1

(
∂A

∂zα
dzα +

∂A

∂z∗α
dz∗α

)
.

In particular, we have ∂zα/∂zβ = δαβ and ∂zα/∂z∗β = 0 .

Two facts are important for what follows:

❶ There are many alternatives to zα = (qα + ipα)/
√

2 , e.g.,

zα =
1√
2

(
Cαqα +

ipα

C∗
α

)
, Cα ∈ C, 1 ≤ α ≤ N, (2.9)

where one can check that Eq. (2.6) applies and Eq. (2.8) is valid. The transition from the “old” to “new”
zα is, of course, a canonical transformation which can be used to simplify H . Nonlinear canonical
transformations are also helpful. For instance, if the action-angle variables Iα and ϕα are available, one
can define zα =

√
Iαe−iϕα and check that {zα, z∗α} = i whereas the other brackets vanish, such that

Eq. (2.6) is satisfied.

❷ Complex coordinates give access to the classical analogies of the creation and annihilation operators.
Let us consider a set of linear oscillators with a small nonlinear coupling, where

H =
N

∑
α=1

(
p2

α

2mα
+

kαq2
α

2

)
+ εHnonl, ε ≪ 1.
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The parameters mα and kα refer to the individual masses and spring coefficients. We use the freedom
in the definition of zα to simplify H . By setting Cα = 4

√
kαmα in Eq. (2.9), one derives

H =
N

∑
α=1

ωαzαz∗α + εHnonl, i
dzα

dt
= ωαzα + ε

∂Hnonl

∂z∗α
, (2.10)

where ωα =
√

kα/mα . Hnonl should be expressed in terms of zα , z∗α . The quadratic part of the
Hamiltonian comes as close as possible to the quantum-mechanical expression ∑α h̄ωα(a†

αaα +
1
2 ) .

As to classical nonlinear mechanics, the first-order Eq. (2.10) is a useful starting point for all sorts of
perturbation expansions.

2.3 Hamiltonian description of waves

The approach of two previous sections can, with some effort, be adopted for nonlinear waves in a continu-
ous, dissipation-free system. A necessary precondition is that a (possibly hidden) Hamiltonian structure of the
respective wave equations can be guessed [56, 57, 60].

Each state of a system is now described by a set of the field components uı(r) , where ı enumerates, e.g., six
components of the electric and magnetic field. All valid system states compose a phase space Γ , which is an
infinite-dimensional functional space. A generic observable A is a functional that maps system states into R .
A small variation δuı(r) of the actual system state uı(r) should lead to a small variation of the observable

δA = ∑
ı

∫
δA

δuı(r1)
δuı(r1)d3r1.

Here δA /δuı refers to the variational derivative, a kind of dummy index r1 labels points in space, the sum is
over all field components, and the integral is over all possible values of r1 .

By analogy with Eq. (2.2), the Poisson bracket of two observables A and B is defined by

{A , B} = ∑
ı,ȷ

∫
Λıȷ(r1, r2)

δA

δuı(r1)

δB

δuȷ(r2)
d3r1d3r2. (2.11)

The sum is over all fields, the integral is over all possible r1,2 . The structure-function Λıȷ(r1, r2) must be consis-
tent with the properties of the Poisson bracket, among other things we require Λıȷ(r1, r2) + Λȷı(r2, r1) = 0 ,
which yields that {A , B}+ {B, A } = 0 .

Recall, that a generic Hamiltonian equation (2.3) was formulated in terms of a local coordinate system on a
system-states-manifold Γ with dim Γ < ∞ . Now Γ is a functional space. To get a kind of “coordinates” on
Γ , we consider an observable uı(ra) that calculates a chosen field component uı at a chosen point ra . By
construction we have

uı(ra) =
∫

δ(r − ra)uı(r)d3r ⇒ δuı(ra)

δuȷ(r)
= δıȷδ(r − ra),

and the Poisson bracket (2.11) of two such observables reads

{uı(ra), uȷ(rb)} = Λıȷ(ra, rb),

cf. Eq. (2.2). Therefore, Eq. (2.11) gets an invariant formulation

{A , B} = ∑
ı,ȷ

∫
{uı(r1), uȷ(r2)}

δA

δuı(r1)

δB

δuȷ(r2)
d3r1d3r2.

In particular:
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 To make a transformation from uı(r) to a new set of the field variables wı(r) , one should just calculate
their brackets {wı(r1), wȷ(r2)} .

After the Hamiltonian observable H is chosen, each field value uı(ra) starts to evolve in time in accord with

∂tuı(ra)(t) = {H , uı(ra)} = −∑
ȷ

∫
Λıȷ(ra, r1)

δH

δuȷ(r1)
d3r1,

which defines a Hamiltonian system on Γ in a full analogy with Eq. (2.3).

 In what follows, we replace, e.g., uı(r)(t) by uı(r, t) , but keep δ/δuı(r) for the variational derivative.
We then have

∂tuı(r, t) = −∑
ȷ

∫
Λıȷ(r, r1)

δH

δuȷ(r1)
d3r1, (2.12)

which is the final form of a generic Hamiltonian equation for waves.

The hardest part of the whole thing is to find the canonical variables for Eq. (2.12). These variables depend on
the Poisson bracket on Γ and, once found, transform any Hamiltonian system on Γ to its canonical form. In the
best case scenario, an even number of fields uı(r) with 1 ≤ ı ≤ 2N is replaced by a new set qı(r) and
pȷ(r) with 1 ≤ ı, ȷ ≤ N , where

{qı(ra), qȷ(rb)} = {pı(ra), pȷ(rb)} = 0, {pı(ra), qȷ(rb)} = δıȷδ(ra − rb),

{A , B} = ∑
ı

∫ (
δA

δpı(r)
δB

δqı(r)
− δA

δqı(r)
δB

δpı(r)

)
d3r,

in analogy with the classical relations (2.4) and (2.5). The Hamiltonian equations (2.12) get their familiar form

∂tqı(r, t) =
δH

δpı(r)
, ∂t pı(r, t) = − δH

δqı(r)
, (2.13)

where the variational derivative just replaces the partial derivative.

By analogy with Eq. (2.6) and (2.7), 2N real fields yield N complex fields ψı(r) =
[
qı(r) + ipı(r)

]
/
√

2 ,
where

{ψı(ra), ψȷ(rb)} = {ψ∗
ı (ra), ψ∗

ȷ (rb)} = 0, {ψı(ra), ψ∗
ȷ (rb)} = iδıȷδ(ra − rb),

{A , B} = ∑
ı

∫
i
(

δA

δψı(r)
δB

δψ∗
ı (r)

− δA

δψ∗
ı (r)

δB

δψı(r)

)
d3r,

with 1 ≤ ı, ȷ ≤ N . The complex Hamiltonian equation reads

∂tψı(r, t) = −i
δH

δψ∗
ı (r)

, (2.14)

which is a continuous analog of Eq. (2.8). A suitable canonical transformation to a new set of the complex fields
with the same set of brackets can further be used to simplify H .

2.4 Examples

Complex envelope

Consider a wave system that is described by one complex field ψ(r, t) with the canonical Poisson bracket

{A , B} = i
∫ (

δA

δψ(r)
δB

δψ∗(r)
− δA

δψ∗(r)
δB

δψ(r)

)
d3r. (2.15)

DOI 10.20347/WIAS.PREPRINT.2918 Berlin 2022



Sh. Amiranashvili 20

Given a quantum-mechanical scalar product ⟨ψ1|ψ2⟩ =
∫

ψ∗
1(r)ψ2(r)d3r and a self-adjoint operator D̂ , we

define a model

H = ⟨ψ|D̂|ψ⟩+ εHnonl ⇒ i∂tψ(r, t) = D̂ψ(r, t) + ε
δHnonl

δψ∗(r)
. (2.16)

The operator D̂ is, e.g., a space convolution with a real kernel K(r)

D̂ψ(r) =
∫

K(r′)ψ(r − r′)d3r′.

If the field-relevant spatial scale is considerably larger than the scale introduced by the kernel, one can expand
ψ(r − r′) and approximate D̂ by a differential operator with constant coefficients.

For ε = 0 we have a special solution in the form of a monochromatic linear wave ψ ∝ ei(kr−ωt) subject to the
dispersion relation

ω(k) =
∫

K(r)e−ikrd3r. (2.17)

Nonlinear interactions of such waves come into play for ε ̸= 0 . This model covers numerous envelope equations
for weakly-nonlinear waves.

Creation and annihilation fields

In the above example, any valid system-state ψ is a “point” in the phase space Γ . A set of the field-values ψ(r)
for all possible r gives “coordinates” of that point. We now move to a new set of coordinates a(k) , which are
labelled by a new “index” k , by applying the Fourier transform

a(k) =
1

(2π)3/2

∫
ψ(r)e−ikrd3r.

The Poisson brackets of the new coordinates are calculated from Eq. (2.15)

{a(k1), a(k2)} = {a∗(k1), a∗(k2)} = 0,

{a(k1), a∗(k2)} =
i

(2π)3

∫
ei(k2−k1)rd3r = iδ(k1 − k2).

The brackets retain their standard form, such that:

 A properly scaled Fourier transform is a canonical transformation.

The quadratic part of the Hamiltonian (2.16) is calculated using the inverse Fourier transform and Eq. (2.17).
The transformed Hamiltonian reads

H =
∫

ω(k)a(k)a∗(k)d3k + εHnonl, (2.18)

and comes as close as possible to the creation and annihilation formalism for quantum fields. The resulting
Hamiltonian equation (2.16) is

i∂ta(k, t) = ω(k)a(k, t) + ε
δHnonl

δa∗(k)
, (2.19)

and, in analogy with Eq. (2.10) for nonlinear oscillations, provides a starting point for studies of weakly-nonlinear
wave interactions [56, 57].
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Conservation laws

To transform the generic real Eq. (2.12) to the canonical Eq. (2.13) and then to the complex equation, one needs
an even number of fields. On the other hand, many wave equations deal with just one real field, such that their
canonical reformulation seems to be impossible. For instance, the so-called Gardner-Zakharov-Faddeev bracket
reads [57, 60]

{u(xa), u(xb)} = δ′(xa − xb) ⇒ {A , B} =
∫ ∞

−∞

δA

δu(x)
∂

∂x
δB

δu(x)
dx,

where for simplicity we consider one wave field u(x) in one-dimensional space. The resulting Hamiltonian
equation

∂tu(x, t) = −∂x
δH

δu(x)
,

represents a conservation law and looks all but canonical.

The canonical variables for the Gardner-Zakharov-Faddeev bracket belong to the Fourier representation of the
phase space. They are labelled by wave-vectors k > 0 and defined via [63]

qk =
1√
πk

∫ ∞

−∞
u(x) cos(kx)dx, pk = − 1√

πk

∫ ∞

−∞
u(x) sin(kx)dx.

One can directly check that

{qk1 , qk2} = {pk1 , pk2} = 0, {pk1 , qk2} = δ(k1 − k2).

The further transformation to one complex variable is then trivial.

2.5 Hamiltonian framework for space evolution

The above-discussed Hamiltonian equations for a continuous wave-system apply to a time evolution problem. As
many models in what follows deal with the space evolution, we here discuss the necessary changes following
[45, 48]. To begin with, the space version of a complex Hamiltonian equation (2.14) has the opposite sign.
Considering, for instance, a wave with the complex envelope ψ(z, t) , we will have the formulations

i∂tψ =
δH ′

δψ∗ and i∂zψ = −δH ′′

δψ∗ , (2.20)

in time and space respectively, where, e.g.,

H ′ = ω0

∫
|ψ|2dz yields ψ ∝ e−iω0t,

H ′′ = k0

∫
|ψ|2dt yields ψ ∝ eik0z,

such that either way the wave is proportional to ei(k0z−ω0t) . However, the physical quantities behind H ′ and
H ′′ are different. Note, that:

 The standard Hamiltonian H ′ and the space Hamiltonian H ′′ have different physical dimensions, i.e.,
H ′′ cannot be energy.

Recall, that energy conservation comes into play if some system is invariant with respect to time shifts [61]. For
instance, if H ′ in Eq. (2.20) does not depend on time explicitly but only through ψ and ψ∗ , one derives that
the total derivative ∂tH ′ = 0 . The space evolution works in the same way but for systems that are invariant
with respect to space shifts. Therefore, the Hamiltonian H ′′ must be related to momentum.
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 A direct calculation shows that the space Hamiltonian for pulses propagating in a fiber reduces to a
time-averaged momentum flux [48].

Actually, all standard conservation laws for the space evolution problems are related to fluxes. Indeed, consider
a continuity equation

∂tρ + ∂z j = 0, (2.21)

for a physical quantity with the density ρ(z, t) and the flux density j(z, t) . Normally, the conserved integral for
Eq. (2.21) is given by a sort of “total charge”

∫ ∞
−∞ ρ(z, t)dz , which does not depend on time. For the space

evolution problem we obtain that
∫ ∞
−∞ j(z, t)dt does not depend on position.

 If two observers situated at z = z1,2 measure system’s state for all times and “then” calculate the time-
averaged flux, they get the same value. Of course, this formulation implicitly assumes that the perturbation
vanishes before and after some characteristic time interval, otherwise there is no “then”.

The conservation law applies if, for instance, one deals with a localized wave packet that propagates forward
along a fiber under assumption that all possible backward waves can be neglected. A space propagation problem
is then intrinsically related to the unidirectional approximation. This fact is important for derivation of a general
envelope equation, as we will discuss in the next Chapter.

It is of interest that in certain exceptional cases a space-propagated conservation law cannot be associated with
a continuity equation. In an one-dimensional setting, for instance, one can demonstrate “conservation” of the
so-called electric area [64] ∫ ∞

−∞
E(z, t)dt = const. (2.22)

despite the fact that a generic electric field E(z, t) represents neither flux nor density of a physical quantity.
Examples of pulses with a non-zero area were first found in [65], such integrals are similar to so-called Casimir
invariants of degenerated Poisson brackets [58, 59].

We now turn to the space-propagation versions of the equations (2.18) and (2.19), which we recall are perfect
starting points for studies on weakly nonlinear wave interactions. The functions a(k, t) and a∗(k, t) , which
are classical versions of the creation and annihilation operators, are replaced by a new complex field A(z, ω)
and its conjugate. For a pulse propagating in an optical fiber, the complex field is defined by by [48]

Eω(z) +
ωBω(z)
|β(ω)| =

√
2µ0ω2

|β(ω)|A(z, ω), (2.23)

where Eω and Bω refer to the Fourier components of the electric and magnetic fields, µ0 is the permeability
of vacuum. Equation (2.23) directly applies to a single-mode photonic crystal fiber [66].

Of course, the precise form of the full space-propagated Hamiltonian depends on fiber nonlinearity. But anyway,
Eq. (2.23) reduces its quadratic part to the form

H =
∫

|β(ω)|A(z, ω)A∗(z, ω)dω. (2.24)

It is a space-propagated analog of the quantity ∑k ω(k)a(k, t)a∗(k, t) .

The Hamiltonian (2.24) is positively defined, because it depends only on the absolute value of the wave-vector.
An inverse Fourier transform of A(z, ω) provides a complex field in the space-time domain, A(z, t) , which is
a kind of generic envelope. In constract to analytic signal, both real and imaginary parts of A(z, t) have a clear
physical meaning: they encode electric and magnetic fields.

Equations (2.23) and (2.24) were derived for a bidirectional system. One can demonstrate that positive frequen-
cies in A(z, ω) correspond to the forward waves and negative frequencies to the backward waves. Under
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conditions of unidirectional propagation, the negative-frequency components vanish and A(z, t) becomes di-
rectly related to the analytic signal. The original Gabor’s definition (1.2) is then naturally explained by putting it
in a general context of Hamiltonian mechanics for waves [45, 48].
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Chapter 3

Envelope equations

In 1960, Eugene Wigner published a famous paper “The unreasonable effectiveness of mathematics in the
natural sciences” [67]. A small part of this amazing general phenomenon is unreasonable effectiveness of the
envelope equations in fiber optics. At the end of the day, all classical envelope equations were derived for a wave
that is almost monochromatic. However, these models were found to describe, e.g., single-cycle pulses, which
are all but monochromatic. In this Chapter, we discuss why it happens and explain how Padé approximants help
to avoid the causality-related divergence and to reduce numerical stiffness of the envelope equations [51].

3.1 Adiabatic approach

Envelope equations deal with modulated weakly nonlinear waves or oscillations. Consider, for instance, a
dissipation-free one-dimensional homogeneous system that admits perturbations in the form of traveling waves.
The associated equation for the wave field has then a continuous wave (CW) solution

field = A0 cos(k0z − ω0t + Φ0) = Re
[

A0ei(k0z−ω0t+Φ0)
]

, (3.1)

with k0 = β(ω0) + γ(ω0)A2
0 . (3.2)

The CW (3.1) is parametrized by its wave angular frequency ω0 , phase Φ0 , and amplitude A0 . Furthermore,
k = β(ω) refers to the dispersion relation for linear waves, γ(ω0)A2

0 is the nonlinear correction to the
wave vector. The wave amplitude A0 should be small enough to allow for the sine-waves and to separate the
nonlinear wave-vector shift from the higher-order nonlinear effects, see, e.g., [68].

A natural extension of the wave shape (3.1) is given by the modulated wave

field = A(z, t) cos[k0z − ω0t + Φ(z, t)] = Re
[

A0ei(k0z−ω0t+ΦC)
]

, (3.3)

with ΦC = Φ − i ln(A/A0), (3.4)

where the complex phase ΦC is slow compared to the time and space scales introduced by k0z − ω0t . Parts
of the modulated wave (3.3) look like monochromatic waves with the complex local wave vector

k0 + δk(z, t), δk = ∂zΦC = ∂zΦ − i∂z A/A,

and frequency
ω0 + δω(z, t), δω = −∂tΦC = −∂tΦ + i∂t A/A.

All the information about the modulation is comprised in the complex envelope

Ψ(z, t) = A(z, t)eiΦ(z,t),

where
i∂zΨ

Ψ
= −δk and

i∂tΨ
Ψ

= δω. (3.5)
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Here, a common simplifying assumption, the slowly varying envelope approximation (SVEA), is that δω ≪ ω0 .
It is convenient to relax the SVEA by assuming that:

 Being initially small, δω may accumulate in the course of wave propagation, but in a slow (adiabatic) way
with the vanishing rate ∂t(δω) .

More specifically, we require that

|∂tδω| ≪ |δω|2 ⇒ (i∂t)2Ψ
Ψ

= i∂t(δω) + (δω)2 ≈ (δω)2, (3.6)

The quasi-CW parts of the modulated wave are subject to the CW dispersion relation (3.2) in the form

k0 + δk = β(ω0 + δω) + γ(ω0 + δω)|Ψ|2. (3.7)

The most famous equation for the complex envelope results from the following assumptions:

❶ Dispersion of the nonlinearity is neglected such that γ(ω0 + δω) is replaced by γ0 = γ(ω0) .

❷ The linear dispersion law k = β(ω) is approximated by a quadratic polynomial in the vicinity of ω0

β(ω0 + δω) ≈ β0 + β1δω +
β2

2
(δω)2, (3.8)

where the so-called dispersion coefficients

β j =
djβ(ω)

dω j

∣∣∣∣
ω=ω0

, j = 0, 1, 2 . . . ,

are defined by the successive derivatives.

❸ The exact relations (3.5) for δk and δω are combined with the adiabatic approximation (3.6) for (δω)2 .

Using the above assumptions and Eq. (3.2) for k0 , we reduce Eq. (3.7) to the form

− i∂zΨ
Ψ

+ γ0A2
0 = β1

i∂tΨ
Ψ

+
β2

2
(i∂t)2Ψ

Ψ
+ γ0|Ψ|2. (3.9)

Finally, it is convenient to change from the physical time t to the delay variable

τ = t − β1z, (3.10)

and to introduce
ψ(z, τ) = Ψ(z, t)eiγ0 A2

0z. (3.11)

The nonlinear wave-vector shift is then “included” in ψ by construction. The modulated wave (3.3) is now
described by the expression Re[ψei(β0z−ω0t)] , where β0 results from the dispersion relation for the linear
waves, as opposed by the “true” k0 in Eq. (3.2). The change of variables (3.11) transforms Eq. (3.9) into

i∂zψ − β2

2
∂2

τψ + γ0|ψ|2ψ = 0, (3.12)

which is the famous nonlinear Schrödinger equation (NLSE). Note, that to a large extent the NLSE is indepen-
dent on the seed equation for the wave field. The seed model remains unspecified and it is restricted only by
the presence of the CW solution (3.1), which shows that NLSE is a universal model.
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� Equation (3.12) was derived in many different settings, e.g., for light beams in nonlinear dielectrics [69,
70], for waves in deep water [71, 72], waves in magnetized plasma [73], and pulses in optical fibers [74].
A notable fact is that Eq. (3.12) can be solved by the inverse scattering method [75] and, moreover, gives
rise to several hierarchies of solvable equations [52, 76, 77].

We are in a good position to stress, that even a slow accumulation of the frequency shift δω may finally violate
the quadratic approximation (3.8). The latter is then replaced by the Taylor expansion

β(ω0 + δω) ≈ β0 + β1δω +
β2

2
(δω)2 + · · ·+ β J

J!
(δω)J , (3.13)

where the approximation order J is large enough to cover all relevant values of δω . The adiabatic condition (3.6)
yields (by induction with respect to j ) that in the leading order (i∂t)jΨ ≈ (δω)jΨ . Starting with a proper
modification of Eq. (3.9)

− i∂zΨ
Ψ

+ γ0A2
0 =

J

∑
j=1

β j

j!
(i∂t)jΨ

Ψ
+ γ0|Ψ|2,

and following the standard NLSE derivation, one obtains the so-called generalized nonlinear Schrödinger equa-
tion (GNLSE)

i∂zψ +
J

∑
j=2

β j

j!
(i∂τ)

jψ + γ0|ψ|2ψ = 0, (3.14)

where NLSE (3.12) corresponds to J = 2 .

� To derive GNLSE for optical fibers, two radial degrees of freedom are integrated out from the Maxwell
equations [11]. An upgrade from the NLSE (3.12) to a more capable GNLSE (3.14) is required for short
optical pulses with δω ≲ ω0 , such that Eq. (3.13) requires a higher-order polynomial (e.g., J = 10 in
[78]).

Equation (3.14) includes higher-order dispersion terms, as compared to Eq. (3.12). This raises a natural ques-
tion: are there other higher-order terms, which are not captured by the CW solution (3.1)? In the context of optical
fibers, an accurate derivation of the GNLSE yields additional dispersive nonlinear terms and should account for
losses [12]. The result reads

i(∂zψ + α0ψ) +
J

∑
j=2

β j

j!
(i∂τ)

jψ + γ0(1 + iω−1
0 ∂τ)(Iψ) = 0, (3.15)

where the real-valued dispersion law k = β(ω) was first upgraded to take losses into account

k = β(ω) + iα(ω) =
ω

c

√
ϵ(ω), (3.16)

and then approximated by k ≈ β(ω) + iα0 with the attenuation parameter α0 = α(ω0) . Here ϵ(ω) refers
to the relative permittivity. The term iω−1

0 ∂τ represents the self-steepening effect. The wave intensity factor
|ψ|2 in the nonlinear term in Eq. (3.14) is replaced by the relation

I = (1 − fR)|ψ(z, τ)|2 + fR

∫ ∞

0
R(s)|ψ(z, τ − s)|2ds. (3.17)

The factors 1 − fR and fR relate contributions of the instant and delayed (Raman) nonlinear responses. The
Raman term is given by the convolution of the intensity |ψ|2 and a causal unit-area response function R(s) ,
see [12]. If |ψ(z, τ − s)| is almost unchanged on the time scale introduced by R(s) , one can use a local
approximation

I = (1 − τR∂τ)|ψ(z, τ)|2, τR = fR

∫ ∞

0
sR(s)ds. (3.18)

GNLSE (3.15) supplemented by Eq. (3.17) or (3.18) is a standard model for a single-mode nonlinear fiber [11].
The message is that:
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Figure 3.1: Solutions of Eq. (3.12) are calculated with the initial condition (3.19) for several pulses with the same duration τ0 but different
values of P0 . We put all pulses, which are separated by a “sufficiently large” delay of 20τ0 , in one simulation box for better visibility.
From left to right:

√
P0 is 2.0 , 1.5 , 1.0 , 0.6 , 0.3 that of the fundamental soliton. As usual, “power” means |ψ|2 .

 Neither the precise form of the wave equation nor SVEA are required to derive GNLSE (3.14). This
adiabatic equation comes closest to being universal: it describes all common features of all modulated
sine-waves, e.g., a generalized Lighthill criterion [79]. However, a more specialized GNLSE (3.15) cannot
be guessed from the dispersion relation (3.2), a full derivation is required.

Modulation instability (when a nonlinear wave is subject to growing modulations and finally breaks down in
a sequence of pulses), is an example of a common feature [80]. Another example is a sudden, unpredictable
appearance of huge short-living waves [81, 15], which nowadays are associated with the so-called rogue waves.
They are observed in many nonlinear wave systems [82, 16]. These generic phenomena are captured already
by Eq. (3.12) and in more details by Eq. (3.14).

An accurate description of a specific wave system requires GNLSE with additional terms, which depend on
the system in question. For instance, the additional terms in the optical GNLSE (3.15) differ from those in the
GNLSE for the water waves [83].

3.2 An exemplary application

Applications of the NLSE/GNLSE and, more general, applications of the SVEA approach for modulated waves
is a huge part of nonlinear science. It would be difficult just to cite the most important sources in the field. The
purpose of this Section is much more modest, we will discuss how the transition between the “simple” NLSE
and “full” GNLSE frameworks affects fundamental solitons following [84].

Description of solitary nonlinear pulses that propagate without changes contrary to dispersive spreading, be it in
a water channel or in an optical fiber, has pioneered the field of nonlinear waves [52]. Speaking about solitons in
fibers [85], let us consider a family of cosh pulses with the initial power parameter P0 and duration parameter
τ0 , where

ψ(z, τ)|z=0 =

√
P0

cosh(τ/τ0)
. (3.19)

Regarding the NLSE (3.12), the parameters τ0 and P0 yield the dispersion length Ld and the nonlinear length
Ln , where by construction

1/Ld = |β2|/τ2
0

1/Ln = |γ0|P0

on this scale

and on this scale

∂zψ ≃ β2∂2
τψ,

∂zψ ≃ γ0|ψ|2ψ,
(3.20)
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see [11]. Initially, dispersion dominates for pulses with Ld ≪ Ln and nonlinearity for Ld ≫ Ln . Highly nonlin-
ear pulses can be further destroyed or split in sub-pulses with their own scales. Several numerical solutions of
the NLSE (3.12) with the initial condition (3.19) are shown in Fig. 3.1, we use fixed Ld and different values of
Ln ≶ Ld , i.e., fixed τ0 and different P0 .

Roughly speaking, dispersion leads to spreading, whereas nonlinearity yields oscillations. There is a transitional
solution in between for which |ψ|2 neither oscillates nor spreads. This special solution of Eq. (3.12) describes
a fundamental soliton, which exists if the signs of β2 and γ0 are opposite.

To get a fundamental soliton solution, one can consider a trial function with four unknown parameters1

ψ(z, τ) =

√
−β2/γ0

σ

e−iW(τ−T )+iΘ

cosh[(τ − T )/σ]
,

duration σ(z),
frequency W(z),
delay T (z),
phase Θ(z).

(3.21)

A direct substitution demonstrates that Eq. (3.21) indeed yields an exact solution of the NLSE (3.12), if

dσ

dz
= 0,

dW
dz

= 0,
1
β2

dT
dz

= W ,
1
β2

dΘ
dz

= − 1
2σ2 − W2

2
. (3.22)

The simplest representative of this family is given by [11, 86, 87]

ψs(z, τ) =

√
−β2/γ0

τ0

e−iβ2z/(2τ2
0 )

cosh(τ/τ0)
, τ0 = const, (3.23)

cf. Eq. (3.19). The space scales Ld and Ln are now equal.

Equation (3.23) is one of many known analytical solutions to NLSE but, without doubt, the most important one.
Fundamental solitons provide building blocks for a class of NLSE solutions consisting of several pulses and a
rest term comprising small dispersive waves [75]. We now turn to the solitary solutions of the GNLSE. Note,
that:

� NLSE (3.12) gives birth to hierarchies of integrable models [52, 76, 77]. The most famous representatives
within the hierarchies were given by Hirota [88] and Sasa&Satsuma [89].

For instance, Hirota’s equation in optical notations is of the form

i∂zψ +
β2

2
(i∂τ)

2ψ +
β3

6
(i∂τ)

3ψ + γ0|ψ|2
(

ψ + is∂τψ
)
= 0,

β2, β3, γ0, s ∈ R and β3 = sβ2.
(3.24)

The physical meaning of the restriction to β3/β2 was revealed in [90].

Note, the common approximation (3.18) of the Raman term yields a different nonlinearity, such that the nonlinear
term in Eq. (3.24) requires a special fiber design. Given the desired nonlinearity, one still has to adjust the ratio
β3/β2 . All further members of the integrable hierarchies follow the same pattern: more and more complicated
nonlinear terms come into play together with the more and more involved relations between the coefficients
[52, 76, 77].

 NLSE is generic: the complex envelope of a typical nonlinear wave is governed by an integrable equation.
The extensions of the NLSE are integrable in rare, non-generic cases.

1This is not the most obvious approach, we use it for a smooth transition to the soliton perturbation theory in Chapter 5.
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For this reason, in what follows we will be interested in the localized solutions of the GNLSE (3.14), be it
integrable or not. In general, one can only hope for a numerical solution. We will use a spectral renormalization
method [91] and assume that β2γ0 < 0 . Motivated by the fundamental soliton (3.23), we use the following
substitution

ψs(z, τ) =

√
− β2

γ0

e−iβ2z/(2τ2
0 )

τ0
f (ξ), ξ = τ/τ0, (3.25)

with the yet unknown shape function f and the desired soliton duration τ0 . It is convenient to associate each
dispersion parameter β j with its own (signed) characteristic length scale

Ld(j) =
j!
β j

τ
j
0 on this scale ∂zψ ≃

β j

j!
∂

j
τψ, (3.26)

cf., definition (3.20).

 It is natural to assume that the sequence Ld(j) increases: the higher the order of a dispersion coefficient,
the longer it takes, before the coefficient comes into play. Otherwise the expansion (3.13) is meaningless.

Substitution (3.25) reduces GNLSE (3.14) to the form

f ′′ − f + 2| f |2 f = F (i∂ξ) f , F (ν) =
J

∑
j=3

Ld(2)
Ld(j)

νj, (3.27)

where prime denotes derivative with respect to ξ . We change to the Fourier space to get

f̃ (ν) =
2
(
| f |2 f

)
ν

1 + ν2 +F (ν)
with f̃ (ν) =

∫ ∞

−∞
f (ξ)eiνξdξ, (3.28)

where (| f |2 f )ν denotes the Fourier transform of | f |2 f .

Using the fundamental soliton (3.23) as the initial guess for the shape function, one calculates the sequence of
the approximations fn(ξ) and factors sn via

f0(ξ) =
1

cosh(ξ)
, f̃n+1(ν) =

2sn
(
| fn|2 fn

)
ν

1 + ν2 +F (ν)
, n = 1, 2, 3 . . . ,

where the renormalization factors on each step sn are chosen such that the norms

∥ f1(ξ)∥ = ∥ f2(ξ)∥ = ∥ f3(ξ)∥ = · · · = 1.

In other words, we have a sequence fn(ξ) on a unit sphere in the infinite dimensional functional space. The
sequence does not have to converge, but if it does converge to some limiting values f∞(ξ) and s∞ , the relation

f̃∞(ν) =
2s∞

(
| f∞|2 f∞

)
ν

1 + ν2 +F (ν)
,

indicates that
√

s∞ f∞(ξ) solves ODE (3.27) for the solitary solution.

Figure (3.2) demonstrates application of this technique. A soliton containing approximately one-and-half cycle
in fused silica is compared to the best-fit fundamental solution solution (3.23). An interesting observation is that:

 Whereas spectrum of an ultrashort soliton in Fig. 3.2(b) differs from that of the fundamental soliton, their
shapes in space-time are nearly indistinguishable, as shown in Fig. 3.2(a).
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Figure 3.2: (a) Shape of an ultrashort soliton in fused silica (at λ = 2.5 µm, grey line) is compared to the fundamental soliton solution
(black line). (b) the same pulses are compared in the spectral domain, see [84]

This fact seems to reveal a generic feature of short pulses. Consider, for instance, a rapidly developing field of
rogue waves [19], dangerous objects that “come from nowhere and disappear without a trace” [82]. They are
often associated with the breather solutions of the NLSE, i.e., Peregrine [81] and Akhmediev breathers [92, 93].
Note, that a single rogue wave seems to be very different from a wave packet with an envelope. Still it can be
perfectly fitted by a breather solution.

Last but not least. Equation (3.28) implicitly assumes that the polynomial 1 + ν2 + F (ν) does not have real
roots, which lead to divergence. This is indeed so for NLSE, where F (ν) vanishes, but what abut the higher-
order polynomials that are used to approximate the dispersion law? There are two possibilities.

❶ The denominator 1 + ν2 + F (ν) may vanish within the soliton spectrum. This results in so-called
Cherenkov radiation [94]. Strictly speaking, the solitary solutions do not exist: they should be consid-
ered together with the emitted waves.

❷ The denominator 1+ ν2 +F (ν) may vanish outside the soliton spectrum due to the behavior of F (ν)
with the increase of ν . The situation can be improved by a better approximation of the dispersion law, as
described in the rest of this Chapter.

3.3 What may be wrong with GNLSE?

Equation (3.15) applies to a wide range of phenomena in fiber optics and has useful features, namely:

❶ It describes propagation of an isolated few-cycle pulse, which seems to have no envelope. Typically,
GNLSE solutions are in excellent agreement with that of Maxwell equations [35, 95, 39].

❷ It describes supercontinuum (SC) generation. In some SC scenarios numerous interacting pulses get
different carrier frequencies, generate new pulses, and finally fill a wide spectral window. The final state
is beyond the scope of SVEA and yet GNLSE (3.15) applies [78, 96].

❸ There are SVEA-free derivations of the GNLSE, see [35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40]. The simplest such derivation
was comprised in Section 3.1.

❹ Even when GNLSE fails, it can be fixed by adding new terms. E.g., pulses that are initially much longer
than a single optical cycle cannot be described by Eq. (3.14) when formation of an optical shock takes
place [97]. A more general Eq. (3.15), which contains the self-steepening derivative, was found to be
sufficient [98].

❺ And if that is not enough, GNLSE can be solved with ease by the split-step method [44]. One alternates
between linear and nonlinear steps, which are addressed by the fast Fourier transform and, e.g., by a
Runge-Kutta solver respectively. This can be done in parallel, as discussed in Chapter 6
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It is no wonder that, whenever possible, GNLSE is the model of choice in fiber optics. The situations in which
the most general Eq. (3.15) is unsafe are less known and discussed below.

Convergence

Let us recall that β j = β(j)(ω0) , and take a closer look at the so-called dispersion operator

D̂ =
J

∑
j=2

β j

j!
(i∂τ)

j, (3.29)

which enters GNLSE (3.15). The operator is associated with the Taylor expansion (3.13) of β(ω) at the carrier
frequency ω0 . If SVEA applies, operator D̂ is dominated by the contribution of β2 , the so-called group velocity
dispersion (GVD) parameter. This is why a relatively simple NLSE (3.12) suffices to address many important
problems. The higher-order dispersion coefficients are relevant, e.g., near the zero dispersion frequency (ZDF)
at which GVD vanishes.

To measure deviation of β(ω) from a straight line, we introduce the quantity

D(ω) = β(ω)− β0 − β1(ω − ω0), (3.30)

where

D(ω) ≈
J

∑
j=2

β j

j!
(ω − ω0)

j. (3.31)

The deviation D(ω) is strictly zero for a non-dispersive medium with a constant index of refraction. As to
dispersive media:

� “It is widely believed that the inclusion of just a few additional higher-order terms in the Taylor series
approximation of the material dispersion will greatly improve its accuracy” [99].

The reality may be just the opposite. To illustrate the problem, we consider dispersion of the fluoride glass and
a carrier wave at 1.6 µm. Taylor approximations of D(ω) with the increasing order J are plotted in Fig. 3.3 by
color lines. The black line is for the “exact” D(ω) , which is derived from the relation (3.16) which is coupled with
the bi-Lorentzian approximation of the relative permittivity

ϵ(ω) = 1 − ∑
j=1,2

b2
j

(ω + iω′′
j )

2 − (ω′
j)

2 . (3.32)

Notations ω′
j and ω′′

j emphasize four poles of ϵ(ω) at ω = ±ω′
j − iω′′

j in the complex plane. Two poles
are for positive and two for negative Re ω , all four poles belong to the half-plane Im ω ≤ 0 (Fig. 3.4). For the
parameter values in Eq. (3.32) see [99].

It is easy to see that the gray domain in Fig. 3.3 is outside the convergence radius of the Taylor expansion (3.31).
Therefore:

 Taylor expansion (3.31) calculated at λ = 1.6 µm fails to approximate D(ω) for λ < 0.86 µm in
fluoride glass. The value of the approximation order J does not matter.

Figure 3.3 indicates that increase of J does not improve the approximation in the gray domain (λ < 0.86 µm).
The reason is that all four poles of ϵ(ω) , see Fig. 3.4, are inherited by β(ω) and limit series convergence in
Eq. (3.31). Moreover, such singular points or resonant frequencies are unavoidable for any nontrivial dispersion,
being related to the causality [47]. The mathematical reason is that [46]:
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2 , it is shown for comparison. Higher-order Padé approximants are not shown,
because the resulting curves are indistinguishable from D(ω) in the spectral window of interest.
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Figure 3.4: The absolute value of the permittivity ϵ(ω) in the complex ω -plane is plotted for the model Eq. (3.32). The black point,
which is indicated by two arrows for better visibility, corresponds to the carrier frequency in Fig. 3.3. The nearest pole in the complex
plane limits the convergence of the Taylor series. The fact that ϵ(ω) is smooth for all real frequencies does not matter.

 The Laplace transform in Eq. (1.10), being bounded and analytic in the upper half-plane, must loose
analyticity at some frequencies in the lower half-plane. Either poles or more sophisticated singularities
must appear for ϵ(ω) ̸= const .

Oughstun and Xiao concluded that:

� “The inclusion of higher-order terms in the Taylor series approximation of the complex wave number in a
dispersive, attenuative medium beyond the quadratic approximation is practically meaningless from both
the physical and mathematical points of view” [99].

This statement is an apparent contradiction to the countless successful studies employing the GNLSE (3.15).
Let us see how to resolve the contradiction.

3.4 Polynomial approximations

The convergence problem, which is raised in the previous section, can be relaxed by accepting the little-known
fact that:

 The right-hand-side of Eq. (3.13) is not necessarily Taylor’s expansion. Any polynomial approximation of
β(ω) will do the job.
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At the end of the day, an exact analytic expression for β(ω) , which can be expanded in a power series, is an
exception. One usually deals with either measured or numerically calculated β(ω) and there is literally nothing
to expand.

On the other hand, the GNLSE derivation outlined in Section 3.1 requires only a polynomial representation of
β(ω0 + δω) . There is no special reason to use Taylor expansion. The more so, if slow evolution of the carrier
frequency ω0 + δω finally makes it considerably different from ω0 and triggers convergence issues.

Polynomial approximations are more flexible than Taylor series. The fundamental Stone-Weierstrass approxi-
mation theorem [100] (for the case at hand and in our notations) states that:

� For any continuous dispersion relation k = β(ω) , any finite spectral window, and arbitrarily small δ > 0
there is a polynomial p(ω) such that |β(ω) − p(ω)| < δ . The inequality holds uniformly for all
frequencies in the spectral window.

In other words, rather than trying to approximate β(ω) for ω → ω0 as good as possible (Taylor), one uni-
formly approximates β(ω) in the whole spectral window of interest (Weierstrass). The GNLSE (3.15) retains
its structure, yet the dispersion parameters β j now refer to the derivatives of the approximation, not to the “true”

β(j)(ω) .

 To pull together the mathematically strict results of [99] and countless successful studies, which are based
on GNLSE, one should replace expansion of the dispersion relation by it’s approximation.

This approach is actually used in all papers operating with several dispersion parameters, even if, without men-
tioning it. However, it does not resolve all issues.

It is technically easier to discuss the remaining problems for ϵ(ω) and then change to β(ω) . Note, that the
integral representation (1.10) imposes some a priory restrictions on ϵ(ω) [47]. In our context, it is especially
important that:

❶ Permittivity ϵ(ω) is a holomorphic function in the upper half-plane Im ω > 0 . Within this domain, we
have ϵ(ω) → 1 for |ω| → ∞ , which results in the Kramers-Kronig relations.

❷ If ϵ(ω) is non-constant, there is a set of complex frequencies (resonances) at which ϵ(ω) is singular.
They belong either to the real axis or to the lower half-plane Im ω < 0 .

Polynomials are neither bounded nor have they poles or other singularities. They are not subject to the Kramers-
Kronig relations, i.e., the dispersion law behind any GNLSE must violate the causality principle. For these rea-
sons, polynomial approximations of ϵ(ω) and β(ω) may be inappropriate even if they are used for only real
frequencies and on a finite ω -interval. The following three issues are especially important in the framework of
GNLSE.

Wrong GVD due to interpolation

Assume that a “true” ϵ(ω) is accurately approximated by a higher-order polynomial p(ω) . A priory, we have
ϵ(ω) → 1 with the increase of ω , which cannot be expected from p(ω) . And yet, we have |ϵ(ω)− p(ω)| <
δ on an arbitrarily chosen ω -interval. How a constant value can be approximated by a polynomial?

As δ decreases, the difference ϵ(ω)− p(ω) starts to suffer from small but wild oscillations. Numerical ex-
amples imply that this undesired effect occurs when the interpolation interval exceeds the natural convergence
domain of the Taylor expansion, as illustrated in Fig. 3.5. So, the curse of the convergence radius is still there.

Returning to β(ω) approximated by Eq. (3.13), we see that the true group velocity 1/β′(ω) may be very
different from that of the approximation, and even more so for the GVD parameter β′′(ω) . Both quantities have
a huge impact on behaviour of optical pulses [11] and their wrong values cannot be tolerated.
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Figure 3.5: Left: An exemplary rational function f (x) = 1/[1 + (10x)2] is approximated by 30 Chebyshev polynomials far beyond
the convergence radius R = 0.1 of the Taylor expansion at x = 0 . Right: approximation of the derivative suffers from oscillations.

Stiffness due to extrapolation

Material properties, such as fiber dispersion, are in the best case available in the fiber transparency window,
say [ f1, f2] in the frequency domain. The “optimal” GNLSE is centered at ( f1 + f2)/2 and covers the whole
frequency window. This leaves us with the smallest possible time discretization∣∣∣∣ f − f2 + f1

2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ f2 − f1

2
⇒ dt =

1
f2 − f1

,

which is 0.74 fs for the well known Sellmeier model for bulk fused silica [101]. The value of dt suffers from
further increase, if the reference carrier frequency is not in the middle of the interval [ f1, f2] . For instance, we
have dt = 1.7 fs for the carrier wave at 0.8 µm. As to commercial fibers, the known part of their transparency
window is usually much shorter than that of bulk silica, which leads to further increase of dt .

GNLSE cannot properly resolve field structures with a duration shorter than, say 5dt . Proper description of,
e.g., two-cycle 6 fs pulses and even shorter ones [3, 4, 5, 6], which nowadays are generated in optical labs,
is then problematic. The more so, when ultrashort structures, such as optical shocks or extreme rogue waves
[102], unexpectedly appear in the course of pulse evolution.

A typical workaround is that the GNLSE is solved in a larger spectral window for which purpose the dispersion
operator (3.29) is extrapolated beyond [ f1, f2] . However, polynomials are not suited for extrapolation: they
quickly get extremely large values outside the interpolation interval. These large values of β(ω) make no
sense from the physical point of view. Mathematically, they lead to extremely small spatial steps dz for the
stable numerical solution of Eq. (3.15). In other words, a direct attempt to extrapolate β(ω) leads to a stiff
problem.

Extrapolation of attenuation

Any attempt to apply polynomials for approximation/extrapolation of the losses term α(ω) = Im[k(ω)] may
result in a huge artificial gain. The latter leads to much worse consequences than “just stiffness” from extrap-
olation of β(ω) = Re[k(ω)] . Note that, while expansions of α(ω) are formally present in the state of art
derivations of the GNLSE [35, 95], the final Eq. (3.15) contains only α0 . The same applies to the complex
Ginzburg-Landau equation [103], which accounts for α0 and α2 , while ignoring α1 .

The message is that:

 A brute force increase of the approximation order in GNLSE is dangerous, especially if pulse spectral
broadening takes place due to, e.g., SC generation or shock formation. From the mathematical point of
view, polynomials fail to account for resonances: complex frequencies at which ϵ(ω) and β(ω) take
infinite values.
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The difficulty may be resolved by changing from polynomial to rational approximations, e.g., to Padé approxi-
matns [51], as discussed in the next section.

3.5 Padé approximants

Given a smooth function f (x) , its Taylor approximation, say at x = 0 and of integer order p ≥ 0 , is given by
a polynomial

P(x) = a0 + a1x + a2x2 + · · ·+ apxp,

where p + 1 parameters aj are chosen to keep as many as possible successive derivatives of f (x) and
P(x) , both calculated at x = 0 , identical. This informal definition requires that(

dj f
dxj

)
x=0

=

(
djP
dxj

)
x=0

for 0 ≤ j ≤ p,

which results in an explicit expression for the coefficient aj . It is usually assumed that f (x) has p + 1 deriva-

tives, in which case the local error of the approximation is O(xp+1) for x → 0 .

Given two non-negative integers p and q , the Padé approximant of f (x) at x = 0 of order [p/q] is given by
a rational function

R(x) =
a0 + a1x + a2x2 + · · ·+ apxp

1 + b1x + b2x2 + · · ·+ bqxq , (3.33)

with the same requirement of identical successive derivatives, which now reads(
dj f
dxj

)
x=0

=

(
djR
dxj

)
x=0

for 0 ≤ j ≤ p + q. (3.34)

The local error of the approximant is O(xp+q+1) for x → 0 . For instance, taking exponential function and
p + q = 2 , we have three possible O(x3) approximations:

exact [2/0] [1/1] [0/2]

ex 1 + x +
x2

2
1 + 1

2 x
1 − 1

2 x
1

1 − x + 1
2 x2

Table 3.1: Examples of the Padé approximants

For q = 0 , Eq. (3.33) reduces to the standard Taylor expansion of f (x) . For p = 0 , we have Taylor expansion
of 1/ f (x) . For p = q , one gets the so-called diagonal approximant. Note, that one can face a degenerate
situation with, e.g., bq = 0 , such that degree of the denominator in Eq. (3.33) is less then expected. Non-
degenerate diagonal approximants are bounded for x → ∞ , which is welcome for approximations of the
material functions like ϵ(ω) and n(ω) .

Padé approximants are less flexible than Taylor expansions. Among other things, it should be noted that:

❶ As opposed to Taylor series, there is no simple expression for the coefficients aj and bj in Eq. (3.33).
A system of linear equations for the coefficients should be derived from Eq. (3.34) and solved sepa-
rately for each pair [p/q] . This makes analytical considerations more involved, but does not really affect
applications.

❷ The system of equations for the coefficients may happen to be incompatible for some specially chosen
functions f (x) and pairs [p/q] . For instance, [1/1] approximant of f (x) = x2 does not exist. Such
degenerate situations do not come into play for approximation of the material relations in optics.
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❸ Note, that the [1/1] approximant of ex in the above table is singular for x = 2 . In a similar way, sin-
gularities may appear for some pairs [p/q] when approximating material functions. These singularities
may further disappear (move to the complex plane) with the increase of the approximation order. For
instance, the next diagonal approximant of the exponential function reads

ex =
1 + 1

2 x + 1
12 x2

1 − 1
2 x + 1

12 x2
+ O(x5),

and it is regular for all real x . For more information on Padé approximants see [104, 105].

Padé approximants have numerous applications, e.g., they can be used in fiber optics to estimate the response
function in Eq. (1.9) for a ring laser, see [106]. We now turn to applications of the Padé approximants for GNLSE,
following [51]. Recall, that both GNLSE (3.14) and (3.15) involve the dispersion operator (3.29)

D̂e−iΩτ = Ω2
(

β2

2
+

β3

6
Ω + · · ·+ β J

J!
ΩJ−2

)
, (3.35)

which is associated with either Taylor expansion or polynomial approximation of β(ω) in Eq. (3.13). If the
dispersion coefficients β2≤j≤J are available, one can replace the term in brackets in Eq. (3.35) by its Padé
approximant.

An example is shown in in Fig. 3.3. We see that even the simplest [1/1] approximant (dashed line ) works
better than all series expansions and does not suffer from divergence for λ < 0.86 µm. The reason is that the
approximant goes beyond the convergence radius. Moreover, the stiffness of the resulting equation is much less
demanding. With a diagonal approximant GNLSE stiffness is as good as that of NLSE. There is a price to pay:

 The denominator in Eq. (3.34) might have zeros in the frequency domain of interest. A rule of thumb
is that either these singularities disappear for proper pairs [p/q] or they are shifted away from the
approximation interval.

In both cases the rational approximation works better than the polynomial one. A similar situation arises when a
polynomial approximation of the refractive index is available. The index can be reapproximated using a diagonal
Padé approximant, to keep n(ω) bounded for large frequencies. The message of this section is as follows:

 In might be tricky to find a Padé approximant (or a more general rational approximation) of the material
function β(ω) and the induced dispersion operator (3.29). If it works out, the resulting GNLSE is much
more friendly to extrapolations of the spectral window and in any case less stiff than the standard GNLSE.
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Chapter 4

Short pulse equations

The strongest point of GNLSE is without a doubt its flexibility. A dispersion law, no matter how complicated, can
be approximated by a polynomial. When the spectrum in question becomes too broad, the polynomial is seam-
lessly integrated with a rational function as described in Chapter 3. Additional effects, like self-steepening or
Raman effect, are accounted for by adding new terms to the simplest GNLSE, see the transition from Eq. (3.14)
to Eq. (3.15). Other examples are given by inclusion of radial effects [35, 36] and two-photon absorption [107].
All these model equations are loosely referred to as GNLSEs.

The approach of this Chapter is different and leads to the so-called short pulse equation (SPE).

 Model equations that we refer as SPEs, avoid use of the pulse envelope and apply directly to the pulse
electric field. Moreover, the pulse is assumed to propagate in a fiber transparency window well between
two resonant frequencies.

In analogy with GNLSE, several slightly different SPEs have been derived previously, some of them are inger-
gable like the classic NLSE, others are non-integrable, like a generic GNLSE. In what follows, we will discuss
one real and one complex SPE. It is a good point to stress that:

 Our main point of interest is not the minor differences in derivations and fields of application of different
SPEs, but universal properties of short pulses that must be reflected in all such SPEs.

In the first instance we are interested in the shortest possible soliton duration and in mathematical reasons that
prevent solitons from being too short. The original results presented in this Chapter are based on [108, 109,
110, 111].

4.1 Key concepts

Although there are several slightly different SPEs, all their derivations make use of the following key ideas:

❶ An approximated dispersion law for a transparency band between two well-separated resonant frequen-
cies is used

χ(λ) = · · ·+ c−4

λ4 +
c−2

λ2 + c0 + c2λ2 + c4λ4 + · · · , (4.1)

where two or three central terms are important for SPEs. The coefficients c0, c±2, c±4 . . . are just fit
parameters.

❷ SPEs are derived directly for the electric field. The final equation may be real or complex. It may apply to
one field component Ex , or to its analytic signal, or to a combined quantity like Ex + iEy .
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❸ SVEA is replaced by a less restrictive unidirectional approximation. All known SPEs are z -propagated,
as discussed in Chapter 2. They refer to a co-moving frame of reference.

Note, that approximation (4.1) is independent of the pulse carrier frequency. It is associated with a wide trans-
parency band between low- and high-frequency material resonances.

� Model equations for ultrashort pulses in the vicinity of resonances, which are reviewed e.g. in [112], are
out of scope of this work.

Recall, that for real frequencies Eq. (1.10) implies ϵ(ω) = ϵ∗(−ω) , such that we assume ϵ(ω) ≈ ϵ(−ω)
for the transparency domain. This is why only even powers with real coefficients appears in Eq. (4.1). The
latter looks like a Laurent series but actually is a combination of such series taken for different terms of the full
dispersion function, see § 2.3 in [28].

Another important point is that to the best of our knowledge no attempt has been made to improve the SPE by
taking more than three terms in Eq. (4.1). This is in apparent contradiction to the numerous dispersion terms
that GNLSE inherits from the Taylor expansion (3.13). The improvement is not necessary because:

 The main idea behind any SPE is to sacrifice some generality for the sake of simplicity.

In return, SPE provides exact special solutions and useful insights into the fundamental properties of ultrashort
pulses. These properties are either not covered by the GNLSE or difficult to extract from it, as discussed in what
follows.

4.2 Real SPEs

The most popular SPE was derived by Schäfer and Wayne [113].

� Actually, a more general equation appeared earlier both in a forgotten work [114] and in a sequence of
papers that starts with [115].

Schäfer and Wayne studied propagation of light in the infrared range with wavelengths of 1.6–3.0 µm. They
have found that χ(λ) of fused silica is well approximated by a trial function c0 + c2λ2 with two fit parameters,
see Fig. 4.1(a). This, of course, corresponds to two central terms in Eq. (4.1). Moreover, the specific values
c0 = 1.11 and c2 = −0.011µm−2 suggest that c0 ≫ c2λ2 , i.e., in the first approximation all spectral
components propagate with the same velocity. One can then introduce a common delay variable

τ = t − z
V

with V =
c√

1 + c0
, (4.2)

where z is the propagation length and c is the speed of light.

Assuming one-dimensional geometry and unidirectional propagation, Schäfer and Wayne derived their SPE for
the wave-field E = (E(z, τ), 0, 0)

∂zE + b∂−1
τ E + gE2∂τE = 0. (4.3)

Parameters b and g characterize dispersion and nonlinearity and are somewhat similar to β2 and γ0 in
NLSE (3.12). Here and in what follows, we use the following definition of the inverse differentiation

∂−1
τ E(z, τ) =

∫ τ

−∞
E(z, τ′)dτ′,
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Figure 4.1: Approximations, which were used to derive SPEs (green lines, see Table 4.1), are shown versus actual values of χ (red
lines, see [101]).

where it is natural to assume that E(z, τ)|τ=−∞ = E(z, τ)|τ=∞ = 0 for the localized pulses of interest.

Equation (4.3) is z -propagated: it accepts E at, say, z = 0 for ∀τ as the initial condition. Given z > 0 ,
Eq. (4.3) allows to calculate E(z, τ) for ∀τ , e.g., the outgoing pulse at the end of the fiber. The possibility to
solve the model equation along the fiber comes into play due to the unidirectional nature of the SPE in a full
analogy with the GNLSE. Among other things, Eq. (4.3) yields∫ +∞

−∞
E(z, τ)dτ = 0,

such that ultrashort pulses in question have only trivial electric area in the sense of Eq. (2.22).

SPE (4.3) is well-posed for sufficiently small initial data [116] and is comparable with no less than the Korteweg-
de Vries (KdV) equation for shallow water waves

∂tv + v∂xv + ∂3
xv = 0, (4.4)

where v is the (normalized) elevation of the water surface above the bottom [117]. The t -propagated Eq. (4.4)
was originally developed to explain appearance of the solitary waves in water channels, the space variable
x points along the channel. Moreover, KdV is an universal model for many nonlinear wave-systems with the
dispersion law ω − kV ∝ k3 and quadratic nonlinearity [68]. It gave rise to the first class of nonlinear PDEs
addressed by the inverse scattering method [118] and was recognized as a completely integrable Hamiltonian
system [63]. The second such class originated from the NLSE (3.12), see [75].

For some wave-systems with the dispersion law like in KdV but cubic nonlinearity, one derives the so-called
modified KdV (mKdV) equation

∂tv ± v2∂xv + ∂3
xv = 0, (4.5)

which is integrable as well as KdV. Also the space-propagated versions of KdV and mKdV find their applications,
among other things, for pulses in fibers [119].

We now return to the SPE (4.3). Like its better known team-mates, it is an integrable equation and is equivalent
to an infinite-dimensional Hamiltonian system with a very special bi-Hamiltonian structure [120]. Integrability of
SPE was also proven by its direct reduction to a known integrable equation [121, 122].

The two-term approximation c0 + c2λ2 that is shown in Fig. 4.1(a), covers only the anomalous dispersion
domain with dχ/dλ < 0 . Both the normal and anomalous dispersion domains within one transparency window
can be covered by three central terms in Eq. (4.1), χ(λ) ≈ c0 + c2λ2 + c−2λ−2 , as shown in Fig. 4.1(b).
The resulting equation for short pulses is derived in a full analogy with Eq. (4.3) and reads [114, 127]

∂zE + a∂3
τE + b∂−1

τ E + gE2∂τE = 0. (4.6)

Equation (4.6) is also referred to as SPE. It builds a bridge between the simplest SPE (4.3) and mKdV (4.5). As
far as we know, SPE (4.6) is non-integrable. For a summary on dispersion approximations see Table 4.1.
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Drude model
[115, 123, 113, 124, 21, 125,
126, 108]

[114, 127, 128, 129, 130, 109]

Plasma fr. ωp Fit parameters c0, c2 Fit parameters c0, c±2

χ(ω) = −
ω2

p

ω2 χ(λ) ≈ c0 + c2λ2 χ(λ) ≈ c−2

λ2 + c0 + c2λ2

Table 4.1: Dispersion approximations that were used to derive SPEs are shown. Note, that the classical Drude model gives a physically
valid χ for ∀ω with the correct behaviour for ω → ±∞ and correct positions of the poles in the complex ω -plane. Strictly speaking,
this does not apply to c0 + c2λ2 , because c0 ̸= 0 . Even more so, this does not apply to the three-term approximation because of the
completely wrong behaviour for λ → 0 . Still, the second column and the SPE (4.3) go as far as possible in providing a simple causal
approximation to the dispersion law.

4.3 Complex SPEs

Note, that SPE (4.6) with the extra term a∂3
τE , which “improves” SPE (4.3), is somewhat similar to the special

GNLSE (3.14) with just one additional β3 term, which extends NLSE (3.12). In both cases, the extended equa-
tion covers both normal and anomalous dispersion domains, cf. Fig. 4.1(a) and (b). On the other hand, Eq. (4.6)
is real and GNLSE is complex. However, it is easy to derive a useful complex analogue of a real SPE.

To obtain the complex SPE, we employ Eq. (4.2) to return for a moment to the lab frame in the real SPE (4.6)

∂t(∂z + V−1∂t)E + a∂4
t E + bE +

g
3

∂2
t (E3) = 0, (4.7)

and to reconstruct the lab dispersion relation for the linear waves

k = β(ω) with β(ω) =
ω

V
− aω3 − b

ω
. (4.8)

Note, that the GVD parameter is β′′(ω) = bω−2 − 3aω2 , such that the zero-dispersion frequency indeed
appears for ab > 0 .

 The key idea is to simplify the real SPE by neglecting generation of the third harmonics. The price we
have to pay is that the resulting model operates with the analytic signal, i.e., is complex.

Among other things, we have to take care of frequency sign and unidirectional approximation, this is why the lab
Eq. (4.8) is required. We now assume that for any triplet of linear waves that belong to pulse spectrum

(ωi, ki)i=1,2,3 with ωi > 0 and ki = β(ωi) > 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
unidirectionality

,

the combined wave with ω = ∑ ωi and k = ∑ ki does not satisfy Eq. (4.8). Such new harmonics, being
inevitably generated due to the E3 term, do not experience resonant growth.

To take advantage of this, we split the positive- and negative-frequency parts in Eq. (4.7) by introducing the
analytic signal E for the electric field with E = 1

2 (E + E∗) , as in Eq. (1.2). The lab SPE (4.7) takes the form

∂t(∂z + V−1∂t)E + a∂4
t E + bE +

g
12

∂2
t

{
(E + E∗)3

}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

positive-freq. part

= 0,

where different terms in (E + E∗)3 correspond to different four-wave mixing processes. As long as the above
described resonances are absent, one can neglect both E3 and the positive-frequency part of |E |2E∗ , which
results in

∂t(∂z + V−1∂t)E + a∂4
t E + bE +

g
4

∂2
t (|E |2E) = 0.
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Strictly speaking, one should take only the positive-frequency part of |E |2E , but in reality the difference is not
significant both in unidirectional and even in bidirectional context, see [110]. Finally, we change back to the
co-moving frame and integrate over τ

∂zE + a∂3
τE + b∂−1

τ E +
g
4

∂τ(|E |2E) = 0. (4.9)

This model will be referred to as the complex SPE [111]. The complex analog of the simplest SPE (4.3) is, of
course, of the form

∂zE + b∂−1
τ E +

g
4

∂τ(|E |2E) = 0. (4.10)

and should be considered as a direct analog of the NLSE, but for short pulses.

Another physical situation that directly leads to a complex SPE is propagation of an ultrashort wave packet with
circular polarization. Two components of the real electric field are just combined into a singe complex field and
one obtains a bidirectional complex SPE by combining two real equations [21, 125].

We are now ready to discuss the limiting, shortest solitons. Their properties are universal and to large extent do
not depend on the chosen model. However, it is technically easier to derive the solitary solutions for the complex
SPE (4.10).

4.4 Peaked solitons

As mentioned in the introduction to this Chapter, SPEs provide insights in such properties of ultrashort pulses
that are difficult or even impossible to extract from the standard NLSE/GNLSE. The most fascinating example is
a quantitative prediction of the shortest soliton duration, which approximately corresponds to one-and-half field
cycles (FWHM) [21, 122]. Note, that the fundamental soliton solution (3.23) of the NLSE (3.12) is mathematically
valid for any duration τ0 .

 Informally speaking, both NLSE and GNLSE do not care that a valid envelope should cover at least
several field cycles and that at any rate a stable sub-cycle soliton is not possible. SPEs are more “clever”.

To begin with, it was found that SPE (4.3) is mathematically equivalent to the integrable sine-Gordon equation
[121]. However, certain regular solutions of the latter correspond to the multi-valued solutions of the former, see
[122]. Such loop solitons may also appear in other contexts [131] and are, of course, nonphysical. What is of
interest, is the last valid solitary solution, which serves as the limiting member in a family of the SPE solitons.

More precisely, all solitary solutions with several (ten or more) cycles, be they from SPEs or from NLSE/GNLSE,
are similar to each other. As soliton’s duration decreases, the SPE solutions start to develop a certain nonphys-
ical feature and are finally spoiled at the limiting duration. The feature might be a nonlinear steepening, which
leads to an infinite slope of the electric field. Another option is formation of a cusp at the top of the soliton, which
results in a peaked pulse. The latter is referred to as peakon or cuspon.

� Peaked pulses are not uncommon, e.g., prior to short optical pulses they were found by Camassa and
Holm for shallow water [132]. Their story arguably begins in 1880, when Stokes demonstrated that gravity
waves of the maximum height have a sharp wave crest [133].

In the framework of the Camassa-Holm equation, all solitons have a cusp. In optics, however, the peaked solitons
appear as limiting solutions [21]. This phenomenon is universal and has been found for all SPEs. To understand
how it works, we consider the complex SPE (4.10).

In the rest of this section it is convenient to change to a normalized Eq. (4.10), which we set to be

∂τ∂zE +
1
2
E + ∂2

τ(|E |2E) = 0, (4.11)

DOI 10.20347/WIAS.PREPRINT.2918 Berlin 2022



Sh. Amiranashvili 42

for better compatibility with the published solutions. Equation (4.11) yields a normalized dispersion relation for a
linear wave with E ∝ ei(κz−ντ)

κν = −1
2

with vp =
ν

κ
= −2ν2 and vg =

∂ν

∂κ
= 2ν2,

cf. Eq. (4.8). Note that we have vp + vg = 0 .

 The parameter ν ≷ 1 is the normalized frequency, ν = 1 corresponds to a reference carrier wave.
Solitons with the same ν but different durations will be labelled by a new parameter η between 1 and
1 1

8 . The shortest soliton corresponds to the largest η .

Specifically, we set

E(z, τ) = f
[

ν

(
τ − z

ηvg

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ξ

]
exp

[
−iν

(
τ − z

ηvp

)]
, (4.12)

for a solitary solutions of Eq. (4.11). Note, that the nonlinear group and phase velocities, ηvg and ηvp , still
have a zero sum.

We will see that for η → 1 , the soliton gets an infinitely small amplitude and infinitely large duration, the latter
is proportional to 1/

√
η − 1 . Ansatz (4.12) reduces then to a modulated linear wave. As η increases, the

soliton becomes shorter and its peak amplitude increases. For η → 9/8 one gets the limiting soliton with
the FWHM of approximately one-and-half field cycles. Strictly speaking, the solution at η = 9/8 cannot be
reached because a nonphysical cusp develops on top of the soliton. The above description applies to circular
waves [21], to waves with linear polarization after neglecting generation of the third harmonics [111], and even
to known bidirectional SPEs [125, 108].

Equation (4.12) and SPE (4.11) yield for f (ξ)

d2

dξ2 ( f − 2ην2| f |2 f )− (η − 1) f + 2ην2| f |2 f + 4iην2 d
dξ

(| f |2 f ) = 0. (4.13)

Equation (4.13) can be linearized well away from the soliton

d2 f
dξ2 = (η − 1) f ,

such that localized solutions require η > 1 and decay as exp(∓ξ
√

η − 1) for ξ → ±∞ . Soliton duration
should be proportional to 1/

√
η − 1 .

The fact that for the special case at hand, the PDE (4.11) exactly reduces to the ODE (4.13), speaks in favour
of the Ansatz (4.12). We separate amplitude and phase in f (ξ) by setting

ν
√

η f (ξ) = a(ξ) exp[iϕ(ξ)],

and obtain two second-order ODEs for a(ξ) and ϕ(ξ) . Both ODEs can be integrated once yielding

dϕ

dξ
= − (3 − 4a2)a2

(1 − 2a2)2 and

(
da
dξ

)2

+ U(a) = const, (4.14)

with

U(a) = −(η − 1)
(1 − 3a2)a2

(1 − 6a2)2 +
(1 − 7a2 + 12a4)a4

(1 − 2a2)2(1 − 6a2)2 , (4.15)

where U(a) is chosen such that U(0) = 0 .
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Figure 4.2: (a) An exemplary potential U(a) from Eq. (4.15) for η = 9/8 − δ with δ = 10−3 . The red point labels the upper value
of a(ξ) . As δ → 0 , an infinite potential wall is formed at a = 1/

√
6 , resulting in cusp formation at the top of the soliton. (b) Shape of

the shortest soliton calculated from Eq. (4.14).

The second (amplitude) equation in (4.14), as it usually happens with solitary solutions, can be interpreted as
the energy conservation law for an imaginary mechanical particle. The particle has mass = 2 , coordinate a ,
velocity da/dξ , and potential energy U(a) . Variable ξ plays the role of time. Solutions of Eq. (4.14) are given
by the quadrature. The solitary solution with vanishing a(ξ) for ξ → ±∞ corresponds then to the vanishing
“total energy”, mathematically speaking, to a homoclinic trajectory [59].

� The same reduction procedure applies to NLSE (3.12). For a proper normalization, it yields

U(a) = −(η − 1)a2 + a4 ⇒ a(ξ) =
√

η − 1
cosh(ξ

√
η − 1)

. (4.16)

This is how the fundamental soliton (3.23) appears.

Note, that Eq. (4.14) requires U(a) ≤ 0 for all its solutions. The resulting restrictions on the soliton amplitude
are ∣∣∣a(ξ)∣∣∣ ≤ √η − 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

NLSE

and
∣∣∣a(ξ)∣∣∣ ≤

√
4η − 3 −

√
9 − 8η

8η︸ ︷︷ ︸
SPE

.

In the first case, unlimited increase in η yields an arbitrarily large peak power and arbitrarily short duration. For
the SPE, however, the largest possible value is η = 9/8 . The highest peak power correspond to a = 1/

√
6 .

This value cannot be exceeded, because the potential energy (4.15) is singular at a2 = 1/6 . In terms of the
mechanical picture, an infinite force results in an instant change of the particle velocity da/dξ yielding a cusp.
The limiting solution is illustrated in Fig. 4.2.

4.5 Universality

A traditional way to upgrade an envelope equation is to equip it with more and more terms. The resulting GNLSEs
are, of course, more capable in description of ultrashort pulses. Yet, the upgraded models are more stiff as well
and might have nonphysical properties, as discussed in Chapter 3.

Field-level equations for short pulses provide an alternative. Among other things, too short pulses are not al-
lowed, because the corresponding solutions are singular. The conventional point of view is that the singular
solutions does not make sense, which is perfectly true for multi-valued loop solitons [131, 122]. Other singular
solitons, such as the peaked ones in the Camassa-Holm model [132], can be regularized. Speaking of shallow
water waves, one accounts for the surface tension to smooth the cusp.

Peaked SPE solitons are different. Given a family of regular solitons, the peakon appears as its limiting member,
which determines the shortest pulse duration. An example is shown in Fig. 4.3. All but the last solitons are
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Figure 4.3: Normalized electric field and pulse envelope computed from a proper analog of Eq. (4.14) for a bidirectional SPE, as nearly
simultaneously reported in [125] and [108].

perfectly valid, the invalid last one constrains the shortest duration. Moreover, such solutions appear in all known
SPEs [122, 21, 125, 108, 111]. The example in Fig. 4.3 was actually calculated for a bidirectional second-order
(in ∂z ) SPE [108], but is nearly identical to that from the first-order unidirectional SPE (4.11). The take home
message is:

 Cusp formation is an universal feature of ultrashort optical pulses. The cusp prevents a regular pulse from
becoming too short. The shortest soliton duration is ≈ 1.5 cycles (FWHM), as in Fig. 4.3. This applies
to all known SPEs.

It is of interest, that at the end of the day a properly modified GNLSE also predicts cusp formation. To this end,
dispersion of the nonlinearity should be taken into account. The minimal envelope equation that supports cusp
solutions, reads [84]

i∂zψ +
1
2

∂2
t ψ +

(
1 + iσ∂t −

µ

2
∂2

t

)
|ψ|2ψ = 0,

where cusps appear for µ ̸= 0 . This result once again shows that peaking is a universal feature of optical
pulses.
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Chapter 5

Manipulation of light by light

Interactions of optical pulses in nonlinear fibers is a vast and actively developing field [11, 86, 87, 134, 135].
Typical objects of interest within this Chapter are pulses with the cosh−1 shape, the fundamental solitons of the
NLSE. For a more involved GNLSE, a fundamental soliton yields a robust and long-living pulse, subject to slow
changes in amplitude and carrier frequency. And yet, some solitons have a “weakness” and can be manipulated
by applying a carefully chosen pump optical pulse. The pump, having a considerably different carrier frequency,
should be group velocity matched with the soliton. Such interactions were first discussed in [136, 137], they are
related to the so-called optical event horizons [138]. The possibility of manipulation was found numerically for
a steep GVD profile [139]. A quantitative theory of manipulation, first without the Raman scattering effect, was
developed in [140]. The Raman integral (3.17) was accounted for in [141, 142]. The theory of manipulation is
discussed in this Chapter.

5.1 Relativistic mirrors

Broadly speaking, this Chapter deals with a light beam that is either totally reflected or partly scattered by a
relativistic mirror. An interest in this subject goes back to the famous Einstein’s paper [143], where characteristics
of the reflected beam were found by applying two successive Lorentz transforms. Here, the problem posing
differs from the classical one in the following important aspect:

 We consider an abstract mirror that moves in a dispersive medium. Moreover, mirror’s velocity is compa-
rable to the group velocity of the scattered light beam. The reasonableness of these assumptions will be
demonstrated in the next Section.

For a moment we make a violent assumption that one can speed up a mirror, such that it reaches a relativistic
velocity, and observe its non-destructive motion through, e.g., fused silica. Moreover, mirror’s velocity may ex-
ceed velocity of the scattered light pulse in question. The mirror may be overtaken by the pulse or it can overtake
the pulse, something that never happens in vacuum.

(ω,k)in (ω,k)outV V

(a) (b)

Figure 5.1: Backward (normal) reflection of light by a moving mirror in vacuum [144].
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Figure 5.2: Graphical illustration of Eq. (5.1). Given ωin , it provides frequencies of the reflected waves ωout for a moving mirror in
a dispersive medium. The slope of the dashed line is determined by mirror’s velocity V . There are up to three outgoing frequencies,
although the “green” one (Hawking frequency) might require a special design of the dispersive curve and is difficult to catch [146].

inoutsoliton
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k
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zero
dispersion
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Figure 5.3: (a) the same as in Fig. 5.2(b), but the dashed line is now determined by soliton’s velocity. Only the positive-frequency forward
reflection is shown. (b) for an efficient reflection, soliton’s velocity should be close to that of the incoming/outgoing pulses.

We consider only the simplest case, where all waves propagate either forward or backward along one line,
which will be later related to an optical fiber. In the classical vacuum formulation, there is only one reflected
pulse, which always propagates backward, as summarized in Fig. 5.1. Mirrors in dispersive media are different.

Namely:

❶ Reflection of a pulse may yield several new pulses at considerably different frequencies [96].

❷ In the lab frame, the reflected pulses may propagate backward as well as forward. The latter case never
occurs in vacuum. It is referred to as forward reflection [145].

❸ For a specially adjusted dispersion law, one of the reflected waves can formally get a negative frequency
[146].

Given the incoming wave parameters ωin and kin , the parameters of the possible outgoing waves are con-
strained by the relation

ωout − koutV = ωin − kinV, (5.1)

where V denotes mirror’s velocity, see Fig. 5.2. Of course, both (ωin, kin) and (ωout, kout) should belong
to a dispersion curve, either forward or backward one. Equation (5.1) simply indicates that in mirror’s frame of
reference the incoming and the outgoing frequencies (which are given by (ω −kV)/

√
1 − V2/c2 , see [144])

are equal to each other.

Leaving aside the mysterious negative-frequency wave, we see that one wave is reflected forward and another
one backward for the situation shown in Fig. 5.2(b). For the forward reflection at hand, it is clear that

(dω/dk)out > V > (dω/dk)in,

such that the mirror should overtake the input pulse which is reflected and runs away in the same direction but
faster. This is shown in Fig. 5.4, where the red pulse replaces the mirror. For another reflection scenario, like
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Figure 5.4: The pulses before (a) and after (b) scattering at a soliton are schematically shown for the situation of Fig. 5.3. Such a
process is not possible for a classical mirror, as in Fig. 5.1.

in Fig. 5.1, one should just exchange the blue and light-blue points in Fig. 5.2. The negative-frequency wave
remains unaffected.

5.2 Solitons as mirrors

Figure 5.2 makes it clear that the slope of the dashed line must be sufficiently large to get more than one reflected
frequency. In other words, mirror’s velocity must be relativistic. An obvious disadvantage of the concept is that
no real mirror can propagate through glass, not to mention the relativistic velocity. To address this problem we
now replace the mirror by another optical pulse.

The idea comes from the so-called front induced transitions [147]. A front, which propagates through a trans-
parent medium, can scatter or even perfectly reflect a light beam, i.e., it can replace a moving mirror [148].
True fronts are not common in fibers, however, we can use a soliton instead. An optical pulse that propagates
through a Kerr medium, creates a moving localized nonlinear perturbation, which is equivalent to a perturbation
of the refractive index [11, 149]. Among other things, the perturbation, say δn , can scatter other optical pulses
[96, 136, 137]. This is what we need. The dashed curve in Fig. 5.2 is now determined by the soliton velocity, see
Fig. 5.3. Equation (5.1) is replaced by the rule [150, 151]

ωin 7→ ωout such that β′(ωs) =
β(ωout)− β(ωin)

ωout − ωin
, (5.2)

where k = β(ω) refers to the dispersion law and ωs is soliton’s frequency. In what follows, ωs will be subject
to slow changes, and so then does ωout , whereas ωin will be fixed. This is a good point to stress that:

 Solitons are very bad mirrors, because even in idealized numerical simulations δn ≲ 10−4 . Such a
mirror is almost transparent and most pulses go through the soliton without noticeable changes.

Only the group-velocity matched pulses can be reflected, as illustrated in Fig. 5.5. The reflection was experi-
mentally confirmed in [153, 154, 155, 156]. And yet, given that the scenario depicted in Fig. 5.4 requires a very
special set of parameters and is all but generic, the question arises:

? Why waste time on relativistic mirrors?

One reason is that the scattered waves experience a predictable frequency shift, such that one can generate
waves with new frequencies [96, 136, 137, 153, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162]. Another reason is that an optical
implementation of event horizons can be used to study at least a classical analog of the Hawking radiation
[138, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 155, 169, 170]. Our motivation is different.
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Figure 5.5: (a) A nearly perfect reflection of a small-amplitude pump pulse (0.67 µm) at an approximately group-velocity matched
fundamental soliton (2.2 µm, FWHM 70 fs ) is calculated using GNLSE (3.14). (b) The soliton and the frequency down-shifted pump
pulse are shown in the spectral domain. Bulk dispersion of fused silica is used, see [152].
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Figure 5.6: A small-amplitude pump wave-packet can be effectively scattered by a soliton if the pulses are group velocity matched to
a certain level. The scattering leads to a dramatic increase (a) or decrease (b) of soliton’s peak power. For simulation parameters and
interpretation as an all-optical transistor, see [139, 171].

 Most papers devoted to scattering at a soliton and artificial event horizons consider the soliton as an
object with a fixed behaviour. We will be interested not so much in the evolution of the scattered pump
beam, but rather in its effect on the soliton-mirror.

Note that the scattering process depicted in Figs. 5.2 and 5.3 leads to changes in both frequency and wave-
vector of the pump. In other words, there is an exchange of energy and momentum between the pump and the
mirror. A true mirror, as in Fig. 5.1, is too “heavy” and remains unaffected by the exchange, e.g., its acceleration
due to the light pressure is difficult to observe. Solitons are “lightweight” and therefore different. Scattering at a
soliton provides an effective way to change it, e.g., to switch the soliton on and off [139], to produce extremely
large solitons [172], and even to generate an optical SC state [173]. An example of soliton switching is shown in
Fig. 5.6.

Before we proceed, it should be emphasized that:

 The pump pulse in the “snapshot” Fig. 5.4(a) is physically on the right side of the soliton. The z -axis is
directed from left to right. In accord with the delay definition (3.10), larger z yields smaller τ . This is why
the pump pulse in Figs. 5.5(a) and 5.6(a) seems to be on the left side of the soliton.

An opposite situation occurs if the soliton is switched off, see Fig. 5.6(b). Here the pump seems to be on the
right, but actually is on the left of the soliton, like in the classical Fig. 5.1(a). Note that:

 Be it switching on or off, we are always dealing with the forward reflection. Backward reflection from a
soliton is too weak and anyway beyond the scope of the unidirectional NLSE and GNLSE.
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Figure 5.7: Scattering of a huge pump pulse at a soliton that leads to the SC generation. For parameters see [173]. This situation is
exactly the opposite of the “soft” scattering in Fig. 5.5, where the soliton remains unaffected.

5.3 An empirical approach to scattering

Manipulation of the soliton by the pump, as in Fig. 5.6, is effective only if the following empirical rules are met:

❶ Carrier frequencies of the soliton and the pump are on either side of the ZDF. The GVD parameter is then
negative for the soliton and positive for the pump [139].

❷ Group velocities of the soliton and the pump should be reasonably close. If they are too different the
pulses go through each other unchanged. If they are too close, the scattering still takes place, but the
exchange of energy and momentum is strongly suppressed [139].

❸ In a favorable situation, like in Fig. 5.5, the intensity of the transmitted wave is very low as compared to
the intensity of the scattered wave [139], [174]. However, the true total reflection, which can be observed
for scattering at fronts, never takes place for scattering at solitons.

❹ The GVD profile β′′(ω) should be steep for the soliton and slightly sloping for the pump. Otherwise, the
group-velocity matched pump is still scattered but the soliton remains nearly unchanged [175, 176, 172].

❺ An wide low-amplitude wave-packet pumps the soliton better than a short packet with the same energy
[173]. In the latter case the initial delay between the pump pulse and the soliton should be large enough
to ensure that the pump spreads naturally, due to medium dispersion, as in Fig. 5.7.

The above empirical rules have been found by trial and error from the numerous numerical investigations of pulse
interactions [139, 172, 173, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181]. Later on the rules have been explained and quantified
[140, 141], as discussed below.

5.4 Relation to quantum mechanics

The simplest approach, which to some extent covers the interaction between the soliton (anomalous dispersion)
and the group-velocity matched pump (normal dispersion), is based on two coupled NLSEs [175, 174, 182]. Let
us first describe the notations:

 Soliton’s carrier frequency is denoted by ωs = ωs(z) , the dependence ωs(z) is not yet known. We
denote the initial soliton frequency by ωa = ωs|z=0 . Parameter ωb denotes the group-velocity matched
frequency in the normal dispersion domain. Given ωa , one finds ωb from β′(ωa) = β′(ωb) . The pump
frequency will be written as ωin = ωb + Ω , where the offset Ω is a control parameter, see Fig. 5.8.

The frequency of the scattered wave ωout is determined by Eq. (5.2) and changes with ωs . Initially, we have
ωout ≈ ωb − Ω .
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Figure 5.8: An example: how the parameters of the soliton and the pump may be chosen for the effective scattering in fused silica, see
[140]. Recall that β1 = β′(ω) . Here, ωa = ωs|z=0 is the initial soliton frequency, ωb is the reference (group-velocity matched)
frequency in the normal dispersion domain, Ω is the frequency offset for the incoming pump. The frequency offset for the outgoing
scattered wave ≈ −Ω , as yielded by Eq. (5.2).

 As the soliton evolves, the same pump yields new and new scattered wave-packets with the different
values of ωout . The reflected waves fill some frequency band.

In extreme situations, the initial spectral gap between the soliton and the pump can be completely filled, an
example is shown in Fig. 5.7. This is how a SC state can result from a two-pulse collision [173].

 The dispersion coefficients for ω = ωa and ω = ωb will be denoted by βa, β′
a, β′′

a , β′′′
a . . . and

βb, β′
b, β′′

b , β′′′
b . . . , cf. Eq. (3.13).

To quantify the scattering of a pump wave at a soliton, it is convenient to use two coupled envelope equations
centered at ωa and ωb . The reason is that both frequencies correspond to the same delay variable

τ = t − β′
az = t − β′

bz, (5.3)

cf. Eq. (3.10). The governing equations, in which only the simplest cross-phase modulation (XPM) coupling
between the pulses is taken into account, are

i∂zψa +
β′′

a
2
(i∂τ)

2ψa + γa(|ψa|2 + 2|ψb|2)ψa = 0, (5.4)

i∂zψb +
β′′

b
2
(i∂τ)

2ψb + γb(|ψb|2 + 2|ψa|2)ψb = 0, (5.5)

where ψa(z, τ) is the complex envelope for the soliton and ψb(z, τ) is the complex envelope for the pump
[175, 174, 182]. Note, that the CW pump corresponds to ψb ∝ ei(κz−Ωτ) , because the Eq. (5.5) is centered at
the reference frequency ωb , not at the pump frequency.

� Equations (5.4–5.5) are somewhat similar to the classical Manakov equations for the XPM interactions of
two waves in a cubic medium [183].

However, in Manakov’s case the dispersion parameters for the coupled NLSEs are either identical or close to
each other, as one deals with just two polarization states of actually one wave. Equations (5.4–5.5) assume
considerably different ωa and ωb . Among other things, we have β′′

a < 0 for the soliton and β′′
b > 0 for the

pump, see Fig. 5.8. An effective manipulation requires that |β′′
b /β′′

a | ≪ 1 .

We are in good position to stress that the system (5.4–5.5) perfectly describes the scattering, when (1) the soliton
has a sufficient duration to be well described by the NLSE and (2) the soliton remains unchanged because
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pump’s power is very small. One can then linearize the ψb -equation (5.5), using the soliton Ansatz (3.23) for
ψa , and obtain

i∂zψb +
β′′

b
2
(i∂τ)

2ψb −
2β′′

a γb/γa

τ2
0 cosh2(τ/τ0)

ψb = 0. (5.6)

Equation (5.6) is of course equivalent to the quantum Schrödinger equation with “time” z , “coordinate” τ ,
potential well ∝ 1/ cosh2 , and wave function ψ∗

b .

 Given a low-power monochromatic continuous pump wave, the pump scattering at a soliton is identical to
the scattering problem from quantum mechanics.

A well known analytic solution provides then the reflection and transmission coefficients [184]. This framework
is perfectly suited to the situation in Fig. 5.5, see [174]. And yet it fails to describe the energy transfer and soliton
manipulation as described in the next Section.

5.5 Soliton perturbation theory

What may be wrong with the quasi-Manakov equations (5.4–5.5)? To maximize the reflection coefficient and to
maximize the spectral domain of the pump waves that can be reflected, one naturally tries to use shorter and
more powerful solitons. A shorter soliton with the higher peak-power appears when one switches on an arbitrary
soliton, as in Fig. 5.6(a). Moreover, such switching intrinsically takes place in optical supercontinuum [179, 185].
Either way, the soliton may go beyond the applicability of the NLSE.

Note that the transmission and reflection coefficients in quantum mechanics change exponentially quickly be-
tween 0 and 1 [184]. The domain of quick change is extremely sensitive to the potential well and even a small
difference between the NLSE and GNLSE solitons becomes important. This is especially true for the extreme
solitons. The consequence is that:

 All predictions of the system (5.4–5.5) enjoy a qualitative agreement with the numerical solutions and
help to understand what is going on. For really short pulses, however, these predictions quickly become
completely wrong quantitatively.

To improve the model, one needs a full GNLSE for the soliton, whereas the NLSE approximation is still applicable
for the temporally extended low-amplitude pump. Equations (5.4–5.5) should then be replaced by the system
[140, 141]

i∂zψa + D̂ψa + γa(1 + iω−1
a ∂τ)(Iψa) = 0, (5.7)

i∂zψb +
β′′

b
2
(i∂τ)

2ψb + 2γb|ψa|2ψb = 0, (5.8)

where the dispersion operator

D̂ =
β′′

a
2!

(i∂τ)
2 +

β′′′
a

3!
(i∂τ)

3 +
β′′′′

a
4!

(i∂τ)
4 + · · · ,

contains as many terms, as necessary and

I = (1 − fR)|ψa(z, τ)|2 + fR

∫ ∞

0
R(s)|ψa(z, τ − s)|2ds + 2|ψb(z, τ)|2, (5.9)

is an extended version of Eq. (3.17), which additionally accounts for the XPM interaction with the pump.

 We first ignore the Raman scattering and set fR = 0 . The results apply, e.g., to Raman-free gas-filled
photonic crystal fibers [186]. Effect of the Raman term will be discussed in the next Section.
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Of course, one cannot expect a useful analytical solution for the system (5.7–5.8) in a generic case, and ap-
proximate methods should be used instead. These methods are provided by the so-called soliton perturbation
theory (SPT).

� SPT originates from classical mechanics. Given that some Hamiltonian system is integrable and its
action-angle variables are known, consider a small perturbation of that system. It is well known, that
the action variables are very resistant to change [61]. On a long run, the solution of the full system may
still be close to the solution of the unperturbed one, but with the properly adjusted values of the slowly
varying action variables [59].

This approach can be extended to a small perturbation of an integrable nonlinear wave equation [135], where
we recall that the full integrability in terms of the inverse scattering method can be treated as a transition to the
action-angle variables [63, 60]. The technique includes averaging over the periodic motion, which is captured
by the angle variables, and yields numerous approximate methods for nonlinear waves. Many examples can be
found in [33, 29].

Moreover, in some non-integrable Hamiltonian systems [187] and in surprisingly many driven nonlinear dissi-
pative systems that are subject to local activation and global inhibition [188], the general system state can be
seen as a complex of weakly interacting, stable localized structures, which experience slow changes in po-
sition, amplitude, and orientation. These localized particle-like objects are referred to as dissipative solitons
[189, 190, 191, 192]. An essential part of their dynamics is covered by the reduced ODEs for the soliton param-
eters, which are related to the fundamental symmetries.

For instance, the spatial homogeneity yields that if some stationary field distribution u = f (r) represents a
dissipative soliton localized near the origin, the Ansatz u = f (r − ra) + f (r − rb) is a zero approximation
for a system of two well-separated solitons. Their interaction can be described by a reduced ODEs for two slow
variables: ra(t) and rb(t) . A general way to derive such ODEs is discussed in [188].

Let us return to optical solitons. The SPT equations yielded by the optical GNLSE can be found, e.g., in [85, 52].
For a soliton, which is manipulated by a pump wave, these ODEs preserve the general structure (3.22), but have
extra-terms on the right-hand side yielded by the pump. The terms were calculated in [140] for an instantaneous
response (Eq. (5.9) with fR = 0 ) and in [141] for the general case.

Figure 5.9 shows an example of a scattering problem, with a setup like in Fig. 5.4. The problem was first
calculated using the most general “all-in-one” GNLSE that covers the soliton, the pump, and the scattered
waves. This calculation is similar to those reported in [139, 172, 173, 177, 178, 179, 181].

Thereafter, the same problem was solved using the SPT equations. The latter look rather complicated and
involve numerous hypergeometric functions (not shown, see [140, 141, 193]). Nevertheless, their numerical
solution is much faster (e.g, 104 times faster), than that of the original GNLSE. Figure 5.9 indicates that the
SPT approach captures the most essential features of the soliton manipulation.

5.6 Raman scattering

It is well known, that a non-instantaneous nonlinear medium response in Eq. (3.17) leads to a permanent
decrease of the soliton frequency, soliton self-frequency shift (SSFS), see [194, 195]. Among other things,
SSFS is a classical application of the SPT approach [85]. The frequency shift rate was found to be inversely
proportional to the fourth power of the soliton duration. Slightly different solitons get different frequency shifts as
they propagate. This results in the unwanted jitter effect. SSFS compensation is an important applied problem
and many different ways to remove the frequency shift have been studied [196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 200, 201].

Figure 5.9(a) demonstrates that a proper group-velocity matched pump increases the soliton frequency, i.e.,
the pump can be used to compensate SSFS. Given a “scattering-frienly” offset Ω (like one in Fig. 5.8), one
can run several GNLSE simulations and adjust pump power to achieve the ideal SSFS compensation. As a
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(a) spectral density in the anomalous dispersion domain (GNLSE, density plot). SPT (dashed line) correctly predicts the increase of the
soliton carrier frequency.
(b) energy density in the space-time domain (GNLSE, density plot). Initially, the soliton perfectly scatters the pump and is compressed.
At z ≈ 24 cm the compressed soliton loses its opacity. Soliton’s trajectory is correctly predicted by the SPT (dashed line).
(c) spectral density in the normal dispersion domain (GNLSE, density plot). Here, SPT (dashed lines) predicts the frequency band of the
outgoing wave packets, but not the features within the band.
(d) evolution of soliton’s peak power from GNLSE (thick line) and SPT (thin line).
(e) SPT prediction for the soliton’s transmission coefficient.
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rule, the compensation is unstable and is destroyed as the pulse propagates along the fiber, an example is
shown in Fig. 5.10(a). Note, that the averaged mean peak power permanently decreases in the course of pulse
propagation, see Fig. 5.10(c).

In principle one can run GNLSE simulations for all possible parameter combinations (including both soliton and
pump parameters) in order to find a domain/domains in the parameter space, where the compensation is stable.
This enormous work was never done. Moreover, the compensation might look perfectly stable as long as the
propagation length is insufficient. For instance, the calculation shown in Fig. 5.10(a) was first performed for the
propagation distance z = 20 cm and soliton’s frequency seemed to be stable. Later on it was found that the
SSFS compensation is destroyed at z ≈ 60 cm. Here is where one can benefit from the SPT approach.

In the SPT framework, one deals with a system of ODEs for the soliton parameters. SSFS compensation cor-
responds to an equilibrium system state, such that these parameters do not change. Stability of a generic
equilibrium state is easy to test by linearization of the ODEs near the equilibrium. For a stable compensation,
it was found that pump’s frequency offset Ω should be chosen such that the resulting soliton’s transmission
coefficient T is a little bit smaller than 1, see [141].

 Given a soliton, the pump should be taken such that only a part – but a considerable part – of the pump
beam is reflected. SSFS compensation by that pump is stable. If the pump is nearly perfectly reflected,
SSFS compensation is unstable.

An example of the stable compensation is shown in Fig. 5.10(b,d), further examples can be found in [141, 142].
Needless to say, that it never occurred to us to study this regime of scattering, before the SPT analysis has been
carried out.

5.7 Why to reduce the model?

We are in a good position to conclude by stressing that:

 SPT is not just about a faster numerical solution. At the end of the day, the split-step GNLSE solution
is fairly quick. However, SPT addresses certain problems that are nearly impossible to address by brute
force.

For instance, a mathematically strict formulation of the problem:

? Is a certain SSFS compensation scheme stable or not?
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might be tricky in the all-inclusive GNLSE framework, as we do not deal with an equilibrium state. The SPT
framework is much more convenient, moreover, the results derived from the reduced equations nicely agree
with the numerical simulations of the full GNLSE [141, 142].

Another example: SPT gives access to the soliton transmission coefficient, as shown in Fig. 5.9(e). The re-
duced model quantifies a sudden change of “mirror’s opacity” as the soliton becomes too short. Note, that the
transmission coefficient is difficult to extract from the full numerical solution, like one in Fig. 5.9(b). One more
example is the caustic structure shown in Fig. 5.11(a,b), where SPT gives a direct access to the geometric rays
of the scattered pump wave. It turned out that despite of numerous (hundreds) scattering simulations with the
full GNLSE [139, 172, 173, 177, 178, 179, 180, 185], the caustic was recognized only after it was predicted by
the SPT [140].
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Chapter 6

Parallel splitting methods

This Chapter is devoted to the split-step approach, a method of choice for numerical solutions of the GNLSE-
type equations. We describe a recently found class of additive splittings, which give a promising alternative to,
e.g., the standard Strang splitting. The Chapter is based on paper [202].

6.1 Split step methods

Splitting methods are widely used for the solution of various linear and nonlinear evolution problems [203, 204,
205, 206, 207]. Consider an abstract initial value problem within a sufficiently short evolution step τ

d
dt

u(t) = Hu(t), u(0) = u0, t ∈ [0, τ], H =
M

∑
m=1

Hm. (6.1)

Here u(t) belongs to a finite or infinite dimensional Banach space and an evolution operator H should generate
a semigroup etH at least for t ≤ τ , such that the formal exact solution of Eq. (6.1) reads

u(t) = etHu0.

The evolution operator is split in M components Hm in such a way that the reduced equations du/dt = Hmu
are easily solved and generate individual semigroups etHm . One then constructs a set w0, w1, . . . , wM via

w0 = u0 and wm = eτHm wm−1, 1 ≤ m ≤ M.

The value wM is used as a final numerical approximation of u(τ) , i.e.,

u(τ) = eτHu0 ≈ eτHM · · · eτH2 eτH1 u0. (6.2)

Altogether, a splitting method (SM) is defined by the ordered sequence of the exponential operators in Eq. (6.2).

The local error of a given SM can be characterised by the operator

ℓ(SM) = eτHM · · · eτH2 eτH1 − eτH = O(τ2), (6.3)

where the error estimate formally follows from the Taylor expansion of the exponential operator. If some of the
components Hm are not bounded, a rigorous proof of the estimate (6.3) may be very complicated. We will
always implicitly assume that the use of the Taylor expansions can be justified.

If an applied evolution problem is solved numerically, the interval [0, τ] in Eq. (6.1) mimics one time step.
Equation (6.3) indicates that any SM produces a first-order integrator when the basic Eq. (6.1) is solved on a
fixed time interval [0, T] by taking T/τ time-steps. One can do better than that, and a SM is said to be of order
p if its local error is ℓ(SM) = O(τp+1) in which case we write deg(SM) = p .
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In what follows, we consider Eq. (6.1) with H = A + B , where the sub-steps are performed by alternating
operators A and B and the first sub-step is performed with a multiple of A . A multiplicative SM Mτ is then
defined by two ordered sets of coefficients a1≤m≤s and b1≤m≤s , where

Mτ = ebsτBeasτA · · · eb2τBea2τAeb1τBea1τA, (6.4)

where s is referred to as the number of stages. By construction, we have

s

∑
m=1

am =
s

∑
m=1

bm = 1, a1 ̸= 0.

We naturally require that each inner exponential operator ̸= I (the identity operator). Still it may happen that
bs = 0 in which case the Mτ enjoys the first-same-as-last (FSAL) property.

 We denote SMs by capital calligraphic letters and indicate the time step by the index τ , e.g., we write

deg(Mτ) = p ⇔ ℓ(Mτ) = Mτ − eτ(A+B) = O(τp+1).

for a multiplicative SM Mτ of order p and with the local error ℓ(Mτ) .

The classical SMs are as follows. The simplest first-order Lie-Trotter SM, which is denoted by Lτ , reads [208]

Lτ = eτBeτA with ℓ(Lτ) = eτBeτA − eτ(A+B) = O(τ2). (6.5)

A second-order Strang SM, which is denoted by Sτ and has the FSAL property, reads [209]

Sτ = e
1
2 τAeτBe

1
2 τA with ℓ(Sτ) = O(τ3). (6.6)

Another classical example is a second-order SM with a free parameter σ

SστS(1−2σ)τSστ = e
σ
2 τAeστBe

1−σ
2 τAe(1−2σ)τBe

1−σ
2 τAeστBe

σ
2 τA, (6.7)

which is promoted to the fourth-order SM Yτ (Yoshida) by requiring that

2σ3 + (1 − 2σ)3 = 0 ⇒ σ =
2 + 2−1/3 + 21/3

3
⇒ ℓ(Yτ) = O(τ5),

see [210, 211, 212], we assume that σ ∈ R .

Modern computer-algebra software yields effective methods to construct higher-order SMs, see [213, 214, 215,
216, 217]. A comprehensive list of SMs, including those with H = A + B + C and those with complex time
steps, can be found in [218].

6.2 Companions

SMs do not appear alone. In what follows, each SM Mτ will be considered together with its companion SMs:
M◦

τ , M•
τ , and M/

τ . They are derived directly from the definition (6.4), as follows:

❶ To cover SMs that employ B for the first sub-step, we define a companion SM M◦
τ , where

M◦
τ = ebsτAeasτB · · · eb2τAea2τBeb1τAea1τB. (6.8)

The upper index ◦ denotes swapping of A and B in the seed SM Mτ .
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❷ Any Mτ generates another companion SM M•
τ via

M•
τ = (M−τ)

−1 = ea1τAeb1τBea2τAeb2τB · · · easτAebsτB. (6.9)

Informally: M•
τ results from reading of Mτ from the right to the left.

❸ Sometimes it is useful to apply a SM Mτ in two half-steps, e.g., to utilize Runge’s rule. We then define

M/
τ = Mτ/2Mτ/2. (6.10)

Note, that M/
τ involves twice as many stages as M◦

τ or M•
τ .

It is easy to demonstrate that the above companion SMs inherit their accuracy order from the seed one, such
that

deg(M◦
τ) = deg(M•

τ) = deg(M/
τ ) = deg(Mτ).

Other SMs of the same order are yielded by the combinations like M/•
τ . Note, that we have the relations

M◦◦
τ = Mτ, M••

τ = Mτ, M◦•
τ = M•◦

τ , M/•
τ = M•/

τ , etc.

The number of the companion SMs may be reduced by symmetries, e.g.

 For the Lie-Trotter SM we have L◦
τ = L•

τ . For the Strang SM it happens that Sτ = S•
τ . The latter

relation defines the so-called palindromic SMs.

On the other hand, all companions of, e.g., the SM e
1
5 τBe

5
8 τAe

4
5 τBe

3
8 τA , which is referred to as Milne’s rational

SM [218], are different.

 The goal of this Chapter is to explain how to improve accuracy of an arbitrary SM Mτ by using its
companions. The proposed method is somewhat similar to Richardson extrapolation and applies when
deg(Mτ) is an odd number.

6.3 Main result

A well known advantage of SMs is that a separate treatment of eτA and eτB in Eq. (6.4) may be more efficient
than the direct numerical approximation of eτ(A+B) . In the context of parallel computing, the SM of choice
enables parallel computation of eτA , or eτB , or both [203]. Aside from this, SMs can be run in parallel on
standard PCs with multi-core processors even when the sub-steps do not enjoy such a property. Namely, the
expression Mτu0 can simultaneously be calculated by several computer cores starting from the common u0
but using a different order of the sub-steps [219, 220]. A properly weighted sum of the results may provide a
better approximation of eτ(A+B)u0 than the individual SMs. This procedure defines a so-called additive splitting
method (ASM), see [203].

A generic ASM Mτ is composed from J ≥ 2 multiplicative SMs Mj, τ via

Mτ =
J

∑
j=1

cjMj, τ with
J

∑
j=1

cj = 1. (6.11)

J is referred to as the number of threads to stress that ASMs are tailored to parallel computing [219]. The
individual SMs Mj, τ in Eq. (6.11) may have different orders, which are controlled by the variables

P = min
1≤j≤J

deg(Mj, τ), P̄ = max
1≤j≤J

deg(Mj, τ).
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We have deg(Mτ) = P in the worst case. A useful ASM should be better than the involved SMs and we
would like to score deg(Mτ) > P̄ by properly choosing cj .

The simplest ASM is given by the swap symmetrization of the Lie-Trotter SM [221]

L̃τ =
1
2
Lτ +

1
2
L◦

τ =
1
2

(
eτBeτA + eτAeτB

)
, P = P̄ = 1,

where one can demonstrate that deg(L̃τ) = 2 . On the other hand, it is not a good idea to try

S̃τ =
1
2
Sτ +

1
2
S◦

τ , P = P̄ = 2,

because it turns out that S̃τ is still of the second order. Swap symmetrization does not improve Strang’s SM.

Burstein suggested an ASM with four threads [219]

Bτ =
4
3
S̃τ −

1
3
L̃τ, P = 1, P̄ = 2.

The local error is expressed in terms of the commutator [A, B] = AB − BA , where

ℓ(Bτ) = Bτ − eτ(A+B) = −τ4

24
[A, B]2 + O(τ5), (6.12)

such that deg(Bτ) = 3 . Our main result goes further in this direction and establishes when a seed SM of
order P yields an ASM of order P + 3 . It is formulated as follows [202]:

 Let Mτ be a SM of the form (6.4) for which deg(Mτ) is an odd number. Consider an ASM

Mτ = c1Mτ + c2M•
τ + c3M/

τ + c4M/•
τ , (6.13)

where by construction ∑4
j=1 cj = 1 and P = P̄ = deg(Mτ) . We have that deg(Mτ) = P in a

generic case. However, a proper choice of the weight coefficients, namely

c1 = c2 = − 1
2(2P+1 − 1)

, c3 = c4 =
2P

2P+1 − 1
, (6.14)

provides deg(Mτ) = P + 3 .

For instance, the simplest Lie-Trotter SM Lτ , being of the first-order, generates the following ASM

N τ = −1
6

(
eτBeτA + eτAeτB

)
+

2
3

(
e

1
2 τBe

1
2 τAe

1
2 τBe

1
2 τA + e

1
2 τAe

1
2 τBe

1
2 τAe

1
2 τB
)

, (6.15)

with deg(N τ) = 4 . After a lengthy calculation, one can demonstrate that

ℓ(N τ) = N τ − eτ(A+B) = cτ5 + O(τ6), (6.16)

where the coefficient

c(A, B) =
[A, [A, [A, [A, B]]]] + [[[[A, B], B], B], B]

2880
− [[A, [A, B]], [A, B]]

1440

− [A, [A, [[A, B], B]]] + [A, [[[A, B], B], B]]
1920

− [[A, B], [[A, B], B]]
1680

,

depends on nested commutators.

A relatively simple Eq. (6.12) for the local error of Bτ , implies that Burstein’s ASM can be found by trial and
error [219]. Equation (6.15) for the local error of N τ is much more complicated, especially taking into account
tenths of terms hidden within the nested commutators. N τ was found by chance, later on it was realized that
ASMs like N τ appear by virtue of a general principle, as comprised by Eq. (6.13) and (6.14) and as explained
in the next Section.
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6.4 Proof

The ASM N τ profits from nontrivial relations between the seed multiplicative SM and its companions. Further-
more it takes advantage of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) formula [205]

eτXeτY = eτ(X+Y)+ τ2
2 [X,Y]+ τ3

12 [X−Y,[X,Y]]− τ4
24 [X,[Y,[X,Y]]]+···, (6.17)

as outlined below.

For a moment we return to a general definition (6.2) of a SM and note that (the continuity condition from [208])

lim
τ→0

(
eτHM · · · eτH2 eτH1

)
= I, (6.18)

where I denotes the identity operator. One can then employ Taylor expansion of ln(1 + x) to define the
quantity ln(eτHM · · · eτH2 eτH1) . The logarithm is single-valued if all components of H are bounded operators
and τ is small enough to guarantee that ∥eτHM · · · eτH2 eτH1 − I∥ < 1 . Let us compare two possibilities to
characterize the error of a SM (6.2) for τ → 0

ℓ(SM) = eτHM · · · eτH2 eτH1 − eτH,

∆(SM) = ln
(

eτHM · · · eτH2 eτH1
)
− τH,

where deg(SM) = p implies that [212]

ℓ(SM) = O(τp+1) ⇔ ∆(SM) = O(τp+1).

Calculation of ℓ(SM) , which is the standard local error from Eq. (6.3), requires straightforward but tedious
multiplications of the Taylor expansions. The “smart” quantity ∆(SM) is calculated by successive application
of the BCH formula (6.17) in which we assume that τ is small enough to avoid convergence issues. The BCH
calculation is more simple and directly provides a more tractable combination of the nested commutators, like
one in Eq. (6.16).

Motivated by these observations, we consider a SM Mτ of the form (6.4) and define its discrepancy ∆(Mτ)
by the relation

∆(Mτ) = ln
(

ebsτAeasτB · · · eb2τAea2τBeb1τAea1τB
)
− τ(A + B), (6.19)

such that
ebsτAeasτB · · · eb2τAea2τBeb1τAea1τB︸ ︷︷ ︸

Mτ

= eτ(A+B)+∆(Mτ). (6.20)

The BCH formula yields the expression

∆(Mτ) =
∞

∑
q=2

[M]q
q!

τq, (6.21)

where [M]q denotes a certain linear combination of the basic commutators, e.g., [A, [A, B]] and [[A, B], B]
for q = 3 . Each basic commutator within [M]q is of length q and has a numerical factor that does not depend
on τ , that is why index τ is omitted. If we deal with a SM of order deg(Mτ) = p , the terms [M]q≤p must
vanish, such that summation in Eq. (6.21) starts from q = p + 1 .

� Yoshida [212] found that for a palindromic SM Pτ (the one with the property Pτ = P•
τ ), Eq. (6.21)

takes the form

∆(Pτ) =
τ3

3!
[P ]3 +

τ5

5!
[P ]5 +

τ7

7!
[P ]7 + · · · ,

such that ∆(P−τ) = −∆(Pτ) .
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Among other things, this is why the second-order SM (6.7) is promoted directly to the fourth-order SM Yτ after
a proper value of σ provides that [P ]3 = 0 . In our context, the key fact about ∆(Mτ) is that:

 Once calculated for a SM Mτ , Eq. (6.21) constrains expansions for the companion SMs via

∆(M•
τ) =

∞

∑
q=2

(−1)q−1 [M]q
q!

τq, ∆(M/
τ ) =

∞

∑
q=2

[M]q
2q−1q!

τq,

whereas [M◦]q is obtained by swapping A and B in [M]q .

To take advantage of the above relations, we return to the ASM (6.13), in which one expects that deg(Mτ) =
P , and directly calculate ℓ(Mτ) in terms of ∆(Mτ) . The result reads

ℓ(Mτ) =
τP+1

(P + 1)!

{
c1 + (−1)Pc2 +

c3 + (−1)Pc4

2P

}
[M]P+1 + O(τP+2).

One can improve ASM’s accuracy by choosing the weight coefficients to cancel the term in curly brackets. A
priory knowledge of [M]P+1 , which may contain hundreds of commutators, is not required.

A more elaborated calculation of ℓ(Mτ) shows that deg(Mτ) can at the most be improved from P to
P + 3 . It turns out that the resulting system of algebraic equations for the weight coefficients is compatible for
odd P and results in Eq. (6.14). This explains the main result of this Chapter.

6.5 Outlook

To gain a better insight into ASM (6.15), assume that parallel evaluation of the operators eτA and eτB scales
with the number of computer cores for up to N cores. Using, e.g., Strang’s SM, one employs these N cores
to obtain e

1
2 τAeτBe

1
2 τAu0 with the local accuracy O(τ3) . In our approach three clusters with N cores can be

employed. The first one computes e
1
2 τBe

1
2 τAe

1
2 τBe

1
2 τAu0 , the second one computes e

1
2 τAe

1
2 τBe

1
2 τAe

1
2 τBu0 ,

and the third one performs successive calculation of eτBeτAu0 and eτAeτBu0 . Altogether, each cluster is
involved in calculation of four exponential operators. Finally, the weighted sum of the results can be efficiently
evaluated, at least on a shared memory system, and provides the local accuracy of O(τ5) . A direct application
of the fourth-order Yoshida’s SM Yτ involves 6 exponential operators (because of FSAL property). Numerical
examples for NLSE and GNLSE are given in [202].
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Chapter 7

Conclusions

This work contributes to Theoretical Physics by considering mathematical and physical problems related to
propagation of ultra-short pulses in optical fibers. However the concepts that have been developed to address
these problems, seem to go beyond the framework of fiber-optic. It is worth to spend some time and to formulate
the ideas that might be of use for a broader community of physicists.

❶ Response functions (kernels of the convolution integrals), as they appear in Maxwell equations and in
other non-local systems, are usually transformed to the frequency domain and considered in the complex
ω -plane. They take infinite values at certain complex frequencies being, e.g., meromorphic functions like
the famous Lorentzian. On the other hand, these response functions are approximated by polynomials
in standard propagation equations like NLSE or GNLSE. Even if the information on a response function
is very limited and covers only a small vicinity of the wave carrier frequency, it is worth trying to find a
rational approximation to the dispersion relation. At the very least, the approximation leads to a less stiff
numerical solution. In fortunate cases, one is left with a completely new model equation; this is how a
short-pulse equation comes into play.

❷ It seems evident that an optical pulse at carrier frequency ω cannot be shorter that π/ω , but what
happens with the corresponding mathematical solution when pulse duration comes to its limit? Seemingly
different model equations have a common feature: a cusp is formed at the top of the shortest soliton. This
occurs in a full analogy with a sharp water-wave crest of a gravity (Stokes) wave of the maximum height.
In fiber optics such a peaked soliton determines the largest peak power and the shortest pulse duration.
To the best of our knowledge, the peaked solitons appear in all model equations for ultrashort pulses, but
the standard GNLSE. In the latter case the peaked soliton immediately appears after nonlinear dispersion
is taken into account. It seems that extreme pulses in different fields of science have the same universal
behavior.

❸ Many studies try to change one optical pulse by applying another one with something like an “optical
transistor” in mind. A soliton and a pump pulse that have considerably different frequencies but nearly
identical velocities, provide a possible scenario. In this work we discuss a simplified set of ODEs for the
soliton parameters. These ODEs were derived with the evident goal to reduce the computation costs.
However, they turned out to be a useful tool in many other ways. For instance, it became possible to
treat the soliton as an effective mirror and to optimize parameters of that mirror. Another application is
that one can follow the light rays and recognize caustics as well as the rays that are reflected several
times providing an additional compression of the soliton. When the pump wave is used to fix the soliton
parameters, the ODEs predict whether the resulting system state is stable or not, and so on. All these
problems are very difficult to address through the full numerical solution.

❹ Numerous scientific calculations are performed in parallel such that different computer cores do the same
job but with the different data sets. An alternative is given by a concurrent computation, where the initial
problem is divided into independent sub-tasks and the available computer cores just go through these
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tasks one by one until a common synchronization point for all tasks is reached. It seems that there is a
class of additive split-step methods that are naturally suited for the concurrent computation, the simplest
such method was discussed in this work.

Last but not least, this work summarizes a long research period and results from collaborations with many
remarkable scientists. It is a great pleasure to note an especially fruitful joint work with:

 Nail Akhmediev, Uwe Bandelow, Raimondas Čiegis, Ayhan Demircan, Alexander Mielke, Hans-Georg
Purwins, Mindaugas Radziunas, Günter Steinmeyer, Andrei Vladimirov,

and to acknowledge Uwe Bandelow and Hans-Jürgen Wünsche for carefull reading of the manuscript.

Dear friends and colleges, it was a great time and I am extremely grateful to all of you!
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Chapter 8

Appendices

8.1 Acronyms

 take home message
� quotation or a well known fact
 notation or agreement
? rhetorical question

ASM additive splitting method page 58
BCH Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff 60
CW continuous wave 24

FSAL first same as last 57
FWHM full width at half maximum 57
GNLSE generalized nonlinear Schrödinger equation 26

GVD group velocity dispersion 31
KdV Korteweg-de Vries equation 39

mKdV modified Korteweg-de Vries equation 39
NLSE nonlinear Schrödinger equation 25

SC supercontinuum 30
SM splitting method 56
SPE short pulse equation 37
SPT soliton perturbation theory 52

SSFS soliton self-frequency shift 52
SVEA slowly varying envelope approximation 25
XPM cross-phase modulations 50
ZDF zero dispersion frequency 31

Table 8.1: List of acronyms

64



Ultrashort pulses in nonlinear fibers 65

8.2 Notations

β j dispersion coefficient β(j)(ω)|ω=ω0 Eq. (3.13)

βa, β′
a, β′′

a . . . special notation for β(j)(ω)|ω=ωa page 50

βb, β′
b, β′′

b . . . special notation for β(j)(ω)|ω=ωb page 50

D̂ dispersion operator Eq. (3.29)

D deviation of β(ω) from a straight line (3.30)

E(t) analytic signal of a real-valued E(t) (1.2)

I identity operator (6.18)

∆(Mτ) discrepancy of Mτ (6.19)

Ld, Ld(j), Ln characteristic scales for a pulse (3.20), (3.26)

ℓ(Mτ) local error of Mτ (6.3)

Lτ Lie-Trotter splitting (6.5)

Mτ general multiplicative splitting (6.4)

M◦
τ swapped splitting (6.8)

M•
τ inverted splitting (6.9)

M/
τ half-step splitting (6.10)

Mτ general additive splitting method (6.11)

N τ new additive splitting method (6.15)

τ delay for pulses in fibers (3.10)

time step for a split-step solver Chapter 6

ωa, ωb, ωs, Ω parameters for the scattering problem page 49, Fig. 5.8

Φ̃0 complex phase of a modulated wave Eq. (3.4)

Sτ Strang splitting (6.6)

Yτ Yoshida splitting (6.7)

Table 8.2: List of notations
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[102] N. Akhmediev, B. Kibler, F. Baronio, M. Belić, W.-P. Zhong, Y. Zhang, W. Chang, J. M. Soto-Crespo,
P. Vouzas, P. Grelu, C. Lecaplain, K. Hammani, S. Rica, A. Picozzi, M. Tlidi, K. Panajotov, A. Mus-
sot, A. Bendahmane, P. Szriftgiser, G. Genty, J. Dudley, A. Kudlinski, A. Demircan, U. Morgner, Sh.
Amiranashvili, C. Brée, G. Steinmeyer, C. Masoller, N. G. R. Broderick, A. F. J. Runge, M. Erkintalo,
S. Residori, U. Bortolozzo, F. T. Arecchi, S. Wabnitz, C. G. Tiofack, Coulibaly S., and M. Taki.

Roadmap on optical rogue waves and extreme events.
Journal of Optics, 18(6):063001, June 2016.

[103] I. S. Aranson and L. Kramer.
The world of the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation.
Rev. Mod. Phys., 74(1):99–143, January 2002.

[104] G. A. Baker and P. Graves-Moris.
Padé approximants. Part I: basic theory.
Addison-Wesley, 1981.

[105] G. A. Baker and P. Graves-Moris.
Padé approximants. Part II: extensions and applications.
Addison-Wesley, 1981.

[106] A. Pimenov, Sh. Amiranashvili, and A. G. Vladimirov.
Temporal cavity solitons in a delayed model of a dispersive cavity ring laser.
Math. Model. Nat. Phenom, 15(47):1–18, September 2020.

[107] N. Linale, J. Bonetti, A. Sparapani, A.D. Sánchez, and D.F. Grosz.
Equation for modeling two-photon absorption in nonlinear waveguides.
J. Opt. Soc. Am. B, 37(6):1906–1910, June 2020.

[108] Sh. Amiranashvili, A. G. Vladimirov, and U. Bandelow.
Solitary-wave solutions for few-cycle optical pulses.
Phys. Rev. A, 77(6):063821, June 2008.

[109] Sh. Amiranashvili, A. G. Vladimirov, and U. Bandelow.
A model equation for ultrashort optical pulses around the zero dispersion frequency.
Eur. Phys. J. D, 58(2):219–226, January 2010.

[110] Sh. Amiranashvili, U. Bandelow, and N. Akhmediev.
Few-cycle optical solitary waves in nonlinear dispersive media.
Phys. Rev. A, 87(1):013805, January 2013.

[111] Sh. Amiranashvili, U. Bandelow, and N. Akhmediev.
Spectral properties of limiting solitons in optical fibers.
Opt. Express, 22(24):30251–30256, November 2014.

[112] A. I. Maimistov.
Some models of propagation of extremely short electromagnetic pulses in a nonlinear medium.
Quantum Electron., 30(4):287–304, 2000.

[113] T. Schäfer and C. E. Wayne.
Propagation of ultra-short optical pulses in cubic nonlinear media.
Physica D, 196(1–2):90–105, 2004.

[114] S. A. Kozlov and S. V. Sazonov.
Nonlinear propagation of optical pulses of a few oscillations duration in dielectric media.
JETP, 84(2):221–228, 1997.

DOI 10.20347/WIAS.PREPRINT.2918 Berlin 2022



Sh. Amiranashvili 74

[115] D. V. Kartashov, A. V. Kim, and S. A. Skobelev.
Soliton structures of a wave field with an arbitrary number of oscillations in nonresonance media.
JETP Lett., 78(5):276–280, 2003.

[116] D. Pelinovsky and A. Sakovich.
Global well-posedness of the Short-Pulse and Sine-Gordon equations in energy space.
Commun. Part. Diff. Eq., 35(4):613–629, March 2010.

[117] D. J. Korteweg and G. de Vries.
On the change of form of long waves advancing in a rectangular channel and a new type of long stationary

wave.
Phil. Mag., 39(5):422–443, 1895.

[118] C. S. Gardner, J. M. Greene, M. D. Kruskal, and R. M. Miura.
Method for solving the Korteweg-deVries equation.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 19(19):1095–1097, 1967.

[119] E. M. Belenov and A. V. Nazarkin.
Solutions of nonlinear-optics equations found outside the approximation of slowly varying amplitudes and

phases.
JETP Lett., 51(5):288–292, 1990.

[120] J. C. Brunelli.
The bi-Hamiltonian structure of the short pulse equation.
Phys. Lett. A, 353(6):475–478, 2006.

[121] A. Sakovich and S. Sakovich.
The short pulse equation is integrable.
J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 74(1):239–241, 2005.

[122] A. Sakovich and S. Sakovich.
Solitary wave solutions of the short pulse equation.
J. Phys. A, 39(22):L361–L367, 2006.

[123] S. A. Skobelev and A. V. Kim.
On the dynamic properties of "elastic" interactions between wave solitons consisting of a few field oscilla-

tion cycles.
JETP Lett., 80(4):623–627, 2004.

[124] Y. Chung, C. K. R. T. Jones, T. Schäfer, and C. E. Wayne.
Ultra-short pulses in linear and nonlinear media.
Nonlinearity, 18(3):1351–1374, 2005.

[125] A. V. Kim, S. A. Skobelev, D. Anderson, T. Hansson, and M. Lisak.
Extreme nonlinear optics in a Kerr medium: Exact soliton solutions for a few cycles.
Phys. Rev. A, 77(4):043823, 2008.

[126] M. Pietrzyk, I. Kanattŝikov, and U. Bandelow.
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