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Dark solitonsand vorticesin P7-symmetric nonlinear media:
from spontaneous symmetry breaking to nonlinear P7 phase transitions
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We consider the nonlinear analogues of Parity-TifR§ { symmetric linear systems exhibiting defocusing
nonlinearities. We study the ground state and excitedsstdk solitons and vortices) of the system and report
the following remarkable features. For relatively weakues of the parametercontrolling the strength of the
‘PT-symmetric potential, excited states undergo (analyjidedctable) spontaneous symmetry breakingz as
is further increased, the ground state and first exciteé séatwell as branches of higher multi-soliton (multi-
vortex) states, collide in pairs and disappear in blue-skyrdations, in a way which is strongly reminiscent
of the linearP T -phase transition —thus termed the nonlin@df -phase transition. Past this critical point,
initialization of, e.g., the former ground state leads torganeously emerging “soliton (vortex) sprinklers”.

Introduction. Over the past decade, and since its originalhas a localized imaginary part (parametrized by an amgitud
inception [1,[2], the theme oP7-symmetric Hamiltonians parametet) are summarized as follows: 1) dark solitons are
has gained considerable momentum in the physics and aghown to be subject to spontaneous symmetry-breaking (SSB)
plied mathematics communities. Such systems, respectingstabilities for smalk; 2) for higher values of, the ground
both Parity {?) and Time-reversall) symmetries —still ex- state and the first excited state (single dark soliton), dbk we
hibiting real spectra while non-Hermitian— provided an in- as pairwise —e.g., 2nd and 3rd, 4th and 5th etc.— higher ex-
triguing alternative to standard Hermitian quantum meehancited states (respective multiple dark soliton statesyabgect
ics. Note that for a standard Schrodinger type Hamiltoniarto a nonlinear analogue of tHe7-phase transition, collid-
with a generally complex potentiél, theP7 symmetry dic- ing and disappearing in a set of blue-sky bifurcations; 3) be
tates that the potential satisfies the condilitix) = U*(—z)  yond this critical point, the system acts as a soliton speink
[where(-)* stands for complex conjugation]. spontaneously emitting dark multi-soliton structures. Aff)

Despite the theoretical appeal of such models, it was onl)9?c thesg features_ have_ direct counterparts f_or vortices/@n t
recently shown![3] that optics could be an ideal playgrounoE'rg_enS'onal settings, illustrating the generic natureheise
for the physicallexperimental realization of systemsueat ' mgzjs. | ] q d K Soli
ing the?>7 symmetry. However, this also added another ele- Fundamental Sates: Ground Sate and Dark Soliton. Our
ment in the interplay, namely nonlinearity. In that contéie model, motivated by the above nonlinear optical considera-

considerations of Ref.|[3] extended from bright and gap-soli ionS (but also by ones pertinent to nonlinear phenomena in
tons to linear (Floquet-Bloch) eigenmodes in periodic pete BOSe-Einstein condensates (BECs) [21]), will be, for the-on
tials, examining how these coherent structures are atfdgte  dimensional (1D) setting, as follows:
the genuinely complex, yg27-symmetric potentials. More 1
recently, experimental results were reported both in menli i0pu = —=02u + [u*u + [V (2) +iW (2)]u, 1)
ear optical systems$![4] 5] and electronic analogs thetdof [6 2
These, in tumn, have triggered a wide _ran of theoretiarst \yherey is the complex electric field envelope (or the macro-
ies on nonlinear lattices with either linedr| [7-15] or nanli scopic wavefunction in BECs}),denotes the propagation dis-
ear [16-1B]P7 -symmetric potentials and, more recently, on tance (or time in BECs) andis the transverse direction. For
harmonicP T-symmetric potentials [19]. a PT-symmetric Hamiltonian, the real and imaginary parts
While the above volume of work has examined numerou®f the potential must satisfy’(z) = V(—x) andW(x) =
features extending from bright solitons to defect moded, an—W (—z). Below we focus on the case of a real parabolic
from gap solitons tdP7T-lattices, the consideration of defo- potential,V (z) = (1/2)?x?, modeling the transverse distri-
cusing nonlinearities, and especially of dark solitonstiean  bution of the refractive index (or the external trap in BECs)
extremely limited (see, e.g., Refs. [20]). Little attenti@nd ~ While the imaginary pari¥(x) is considered to be an odd,
again chiefly in the focusing nonlinearity case [3]) has alsdocalized function of spatial widtke Q~1. A generalization
been paid tgPT-symmetric systems in higher dimensional of this model will be studied below in two-dimensions (2D),
settings and the corresponding interplay with nonlineatest  with V = (1/2)Q%(22 + ¢2) andW = e(z + y)e~ @ +v)/4,
such as vortices. In the present work, we study systems with We now analyze the fundamental states (namely the ground
PT-symmetric Hamiltonians exhibiting defocusing nonlin- state and the first excited —single dark soliton— state of the
earities, and focus on the existence, stability and dynalmic system) shown in Fid.J1. We seek stationary solutions of
properties of the ground state and excited states, i.&stdir ~ Eq. [d) in the formu = w,(x) exp(—iut), wherey is the prop-
tons and vortices. Our main findings for a prototypi®al-  agation constant (or the chemical potential in BECs). For a
symmetric potential, which is harmonic in its real part andsufficiently small imaginary potentialy (x) = W (z) [with
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max{|W (z)|} = O(1)], wheres < 1, and when the inverse
width Q~1 of V(z) is sufficiently large2 ~ ¢, we may find

S0
—in the Thomas-Fermi (TF) limit— an approximate solution —\_

of Eq. (). This is of the formu, = [ /i + f (z)] explid(x)], 20 0 x 20 20 0 x 20
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where the amplitude and phagér) and¢(x) (considered to 3 ‘2‘
be small, of ordet? ande, respectively) are given by: “‘Ei = o$
-2
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flx) = ——2\1/_ (V+200%), o(z) = 2/Wda:. ) 0 0x 2 0 e 2
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Fundamental states. Top: Densityt)le

whereWW = [Wdz. Contrary to the conservative case and phase (right) of the numerically obtained TF backgrosotid
(¢ = 0) [21], this TF background is characterized by a den-(blue) line] compared to the prediction of ES. (2) [dasived)line];
sity dip located at the centes (= 0) and a nontrivial phase the inset shows the characteristic density dip inducetity) at the
distribution. Both features are shown in the top panels offgin. Bottom: The same properties are shown now for theg(e)
Fig.[, where the analytical resultis compared with the nume dark soliton. Parameters values are= 3, 2 = 0.1 ande = 0.3.
ical. Importantly, a linear stability —Bogoliubov-de Geasm
(BdG)— analysis (see, e.g., Ref. [25]) shows that the back- . . . . ]
grounduy(x) is stable against small perturbations. Here Weoscnlauons in the c_omplex(lg)otenual_wnh frequencysc;
notice that the evolution of the powe¥, = [ |u|?dz, is gov-  On the other hand, if > &, the soliton becomes unsta-
erned by the equatioiN/dt = 2 [ |uy|>W (z)dz and, thus, ble. The above prediction has been confirmed numerically,
for w, even and¥ (z) odd, it is conserved. This conservation both by means of direct simulations and employing a BdG
also holds for excited states sharing the parityugf?. analysis. The latter reveals that the considered staonar

To describe the dynamics of a dark soliton (DS)z, ) dark soliton is characterized by the anomalous mode eigen-
on top of this TF background, we introduce the ansatz  frequencyw, [24,125], which is real foe < sg) (in this case,
up(x)v(x,t) into Eq. [3) and, after using the scale transfor-.,, = w,..), and it becomes imaginary far > .V, thus
mationst — ut andxz — /uz, we obtain the following per-  signaling the onset of the SSB instability of the dark salito

turbed nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) equation: (which displaces the soliton from the trap center).
1 The dependence af? on the amplitude of the imaginary
1000 + 5 0aav + v(1 = [v]?) = p 2 P(v), (3)  potentiallV, as found by the BdG analysis, is illustrated in the

top panel of FiglR. As shown in the insef initially moves

where the perturbation [which is of ordéx2)] is given by towards the spectral plane origin, and past the criticahpoi
elh (cf. vertical line),w, exits as an imaginary pair of eigen-
- 2 2 1 , frequencies manifesting the soliton’s exponential iniitsb
Pl)=01=lvl)v (V 2V )+U”” (5‘/:” —2W - Z)W) ' As shown in the top panel, for smallthe agreement between
the analytical prediction of EqLL5) [(red) line] and the BdG
Applying the perturbation theory for dark solitoris [[25], we numerical result [(blue) circles] is excellent.
seek a solution of Eq.X3) in the form of the dark soliton of the  From symmetry breaking to nonlinear P transitions. For
unperturbed systenf{(v) = 0): v(z,t) = cosp(t) tanh § +  |arger values of, the unstable imaginary eigenvalue, makes a
ising(t), where{ = cos(t) [z — xo(t)], with (t) and  maximal excursion along the imaginary line and returns o th
f(;)rst) Ilrjletlrrwlg ;Z?aﬁgzvgyévarz)'gajg?ii;e 72? Ee:itjr Owai?:o“'origin at a second critical point,gi) = 0.62, finally collid-
the. erturbation-induce%pevolution o Ouatiogcfoirefas ing with it. The branch of single soliton solutions disapfzea
P q ) past this critical point. To better understand how the binanc
dp 1 . ) ceases to exist, we first obS(_arve (bottom panel of[Eig. 1) that
i —EBzV—/SeCh (&) [tanh(E)W? + WW] dzx, (4)  the density profile of the soliton becomes increasingly-shal
lower (i.e., more “grey”) ag grows and the second critical
where we have assumed almost black solitons withy ~ 1. point is approached. This is due to the development of an
This way, for a giveri (), we can derive an equation of mo- increasingly strongven imaginary part of the solution. Fur-
tion for the soliton center,,. Hereafter, we consider an imag- thermore, the stable background (ground state) solutjon)
inary potential of the forniV (z) = ez exp(—z2/2) (other  [cf. Egs. [2) and top panel of Fig] 1] developsaid imagi-
choices, e.g.W = e sech? (x) tanh(z) have led to similar re- nary part resembling a (progressively darker) grey solifgn
sults). To examine the stability of the equilibriumaat =0,  nally, ate = £'?, the profiles of these modes become identical

we Taylor expand Eq[{4), obtaining to leading order and disappear in a blue-sky bifurcation through their sih.
) This is shown in the bottom panel of Fid. 2, where the power
d*zo NP RAYE §€2 ) N is shown as a function of. The top solid (blue) branch
drz — ot Hose = 15 5 shows the stable ground state,, which ultimately collides

) ] ) ) ] ) with the one soliton (first excited) statesatz 0.62 (for u = 3
Equation [(b) implies that if the amplitudeof W (x) is less  andQ = 0.1).

than a critical valuesg) = 4/5/12Q, the soliton performs Importantly, we have confirmed that the above description
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Bifurcations/instabilities of nanéar states.
Tc2)p panel: the dependence of _the soliton’s squared eigrrérey,  anifestations of the SSB destabilization scenarios fonrmstable
Wa, ON the a”ll?)“tUde.Of W(ﬂf)v the inset shows a dEta'! near the gark soliton past = D Bottom panels: soliton sprinkler spon-
critical valueec,” (vertical line), where it crosses the origin. The taneously leading to two or four solitons from the groundestsed
(blue) circles and the (red) line depict, respectively, etoal (BdG) o - - £? The parameters age = 3 and2 = 0.1 ande = 0.3

and analytical [cf. Eq[{5)] results. Bottom panel: the hiflrcation (top row),= = 0.64 (bottom left), anct = 0.7 (bottom right).
diagram (denoting the above instability by a vertical limeljaen-

compassing the pairwise bifurcations/disappearancelseohdonlin-
ear states. Solid (dashed) lines indicate dynamicallye{ainstable)
branches. Herg; = 3 andQ2 = 0.1.

FIG. 3: (Color online) Bifurcation-induced dynamics. Toangls:

state. However, in contrast to the 1D case where this colli-
sion happens with the first excited state, in 2D the collision
occurs with thesecond excited state, due to the absence of net
) , , . topological charge in such a vortex-dipole (see top-rigit r

holds also for higher excited states (multiple dark sol#on curve) bearing two opposite charge vortices emerging from

lutions), as shown in Fid.] 2: each pair of the higher excitedye central dip of the TF background. At this critical point
states (2nd with 3rd, 4th with 5th etc.) also disappears in a 2

_ @ ; - - -
blue-sky bifurcation. A general remark is that higher exdtit 5 = e the dipole bran.ch IS L_mstable, hav(T)g been destabi-
states bifurcate for larger values af Remarkably, this can lized through an SSB bifurcation at an= e, > 0 value
be thought of as aonlinear analogue of the PT transition, in  (Pelow which fore >0 the dipole is stable —see portion
analogy with the pairwise collisions in Refl [1] (see e.qy.Fi of red solid line in t_he f|gL!re). As thl_s branc_h is fc_)llowed
of that reference) for the linear setting [26]. (from top to bottom in the figure) a series of bifurcations oc-

A relevant question concerns the dynamics of the nonline U where the existing vortices are drawn to the periphery of

waves when subject to these (SSB and blue-sky) bifurcation he cloud, a dip in the center deepens leading eventually to
.a new vortex pair emerging (i.e., a higher excited state). In

To answer this, we numerically integrated Hg. (1) as shown i his manner the branches wigkien number of vortices are all

Fig.[3. In the top panels, we have illustrated the dynamics o .
. o — . \When the SSB i connected. As more and more vortex pairs emerge, th(_e cloud
the DS upon its destabilization at= ec,’. When the IS “saturates” and can no longer fit in new vortex pairs finally

manifested, the soliton is either spontaneously ejecigditis  jiging with a dark soliton stripe (see lower blue branch |
the lossy side (and typically found to localize therein witile ¢ figure). This overall bifurcating structure of even eart
background grows in amplitude and widens) or moves to the, , hers —_with & — —e symmetry where the solutions are
gain side executing oscillations thereafter. On the otlaadh just flipped by(x, y) — (—x, —y)— is depicted, with density
past: = </, using, as an initial condition the form of the and phase profiles, in the series of panels of[Hig. 4(b).
TF background (bottom panel of Fig. 3), we have found that As for the bifurcation scenario afdd number of vortices,
a dark soliton train is spontaneously formed, with an instea the first excited state bearing a single vortex at the orifgin (
ingly larger number of solitons as larger valuesafre used - — () is stable for small values af while it again sustains an
(i.e., a “soliton sprinkler” emerges). This can be intwetly  SSB bifurcation for larger. As ¢ increases the vortex moves
connected to the observation of FId. 2 that higher excitedowards the periphery of the cloud and a dip at the center of
multi-soliton states persist for largethan lower ones. Again, the cloud deepens until a vortex pair emerges from it. This
it is typically observed that the solitons are nucleatedstey  scenario connects the one-vortex branch withayenmetric
in the vicinity of the global minimum o#V(z), which indi-  three-vortex ¢ — + vortex tripole) branch, as it is depicted
cates the “lossy” side of the imaginary potential. with the top (magenta and green) lines in pddel 4(a) and the
Two-dimensional Generalizations. The bifurcation of the series of snapshots in panéls 4(c). Asitis evident from the fi
nonlinear structures emerging in 2D follows a similar, deba ure, the asymmetric three-vortex branch eventually caisnec
more complex, pattern than in the corresponding 1D settingwith the symmetric one for values ef— 0. A similar bifur-
Figure[@ depicts the full bifurcation scenario for solugon cation occurs with the symmetric three-vortex branch, Wwhic
bearing no vortices (the TF background cloud), one to six vorbecomes asymmetric with a deepening dip at the center where
tices, and the dark soliton stripe. Asin 1D, the TF backgtbun a vortex pair emerges (at the same time that a vortex is lost
is stable in all its domain of existence and collides, in a&blu at the periphery), connecting in this way with the four-eart
sky bifurcation, for a large enough valuefwith an excited  branch [see series of snapshots in panlels 4(d)].
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the spontaneous formation of an increasing number of vor-
tices for larger values af (hamely, a “vortex sprinkler”). It is
worth mentioning that the precise structure of the bifuorat
diagram depends of the values of the propagation congtant
and the trap strengtf. For weakeK? and/or largey. the ex-
tent of the TF background will be larger allowing for a longer
bifurcating chain of higher-order vortex states. Noneths)

the displayed SSB instabilities and phenomenology and the
nonlinearP7 transition involving the cascade of blue-sky bi-
furcations (notice that in the 2D case the order is reveredd a
the largest bifurcation is that involving the TF and the dipole
states) appear to be universal in confinfAg-symmetric po-
tentials.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) The 2D generalization. (a) Bifurcatidia- Conclusions. In the present work, we have developed some
gram for the 2D stationary nonlinear (vortex and DS striga}es.  fundamental insights stemming from the interplay of defscu
Stable (unstable) branches, as per the corresponding Bags&  jhg nonlinearity andP7-symmetric confining potentials. We
are depicted with solid (dashed) lines. (b) Series of dek&ft) and identified both a symmetry-breaking bifurcation destabil
phase (right) configurations along the branch with even ramab the dark solitons that leads to non-stationary dynamiosgdls
vortices corresponding to the circles in panel (a) [from tofbot- as a nonlinear analo -

gue of tiES transition that eventually

tom]. (c) Same as (b) for the branch starting with one vorted a . .
connecting with three vortices corresponding to the squiarpanel  t€rminates both the ground state and the dark soliton branch

(a) [from top to bottom]. (d) Same as (b) for the branch starwith ~ Yi€lding purely gain-loss dynamics within the system. $ami
three symmetric vortices and ending with four vortices espond- ~ bifurcation phenomena and dynamics of mobility or of spon-
ing to the triangles in panel (a) [from top to bottom]. Paréeneal-  taneous emergence of dynamical patterns forming out of the
ues arep = 2 and) = 0.2. The field of view for the configurations destabilization of the nonlinear states were identifiednio-t
is [~10.5,10.5] x [—10.5, 10.5]. dimensional settings, for vortices. These investigatiove
believe, pave the way for studyirB7-symmetric systems
in the context of defocusing nonlinearities and of higher di
As for the dynamics of unstable steady states, we have olinensional systems, which are some of the natural extensions
served —in analogy with the 1D case— that (a) a single vortexf the P7-symmetric literature. A canonical set of investi-
tends to migrate towards the minimum of the lossy side of thgyations which is still missing concerns the effects of sush p
potential, while the remaining vortices (if present) peniial-  tentials in three-dimensional continuum or higher dimenal
most circular orbits at the periphery of the cloud where theyattice contexts, as well as the manipulation of nonlinéstes
are eventually absorbed; and (b) past e, using asanini- emerging in these systems. These will be pursued in future
tial condition the form of the TF background, also producesworks.
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