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Abstract

We investigate the dynamics of bright matter wave solitorspin-1 Bose-Einstein condensates with time modulated
nonlinearities. We obtain soliton solutions of an intedeadutonomous three-coupled Gross-Pitaevskii (3-GP)-equa
tions using Hirota's method involving a non-standard leiinzation. The similarity transformations are develojzed
construct the soliton solutions of non-autonomous 3-GRegysThe non-autonomous solitons admitetient density
profiles. An interesting phenomenon of soliton compresgaddentified for kink-like nonlinearity ca@écient with
Hermite-Gaussian-like potential strength. Our study shtivat these non-autonomous solitons undergo non-trivial
collisions involving condensate switching.
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1. Introduction

The study on Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) has endisageendous growth since from their experimental
realizations|[1, 2,13]. Particularly, the study of multicpoament superfluid system has been a tantalizing goal of low-
temperature physics for the past few decades [4]. One otttent developments in BECs is the study of dilute Bose
gases with internal degrees of freedom [5]. The experinhéetaonstrations of spinor BEC8Na [6] and®’Rb [7]
in optical traps have paved way to study the non-trivial grtips of multicomponent spinor condensates. Under the
magnetic potential traps the spin degree of freedom is fro#eereas the optical potential trap enables the spin degree
of freedom to be free [8].

The multicomponent solitons in spinor condensates witkehfipe spinF = 1 have been investigated in detail and
different types of solitons, namely, bright solitons [9], davktens [10], gap solitong [11], and bright-dark soliton
complexes|[12] have been reported. Spinor condensateswyitbrfine spinF =2, have also attracted considerable
attention [[13]. From a theoretical perspective, the evoilubf spinor condensates is described by a set of multiple-
coupled Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) equations, in the mean fighdaximation. This set of multicomponent GP equations
is a classical nonlinear evolution equation (with the noedirity originating from the interatomic interactionsjlaas
such, it permits the study of variety of interesting purebnlinear phenomena. These multicomponent GP equations
have primarily been studied by treating the condensate agaypnonlinear coherent matter wave, i.e., from the
viewpoint of the dynamics of nonlinear waves. This meardfegproximation is valid for large values Nf whereN
is the number of particles [14]. Then the energy will be prtipaal to N?> and one can consider the field operators
as complex numbers and obtain the multiple-coupled GP mmsaas the evolution equation for spinor condensates.
However, one can also develop quantum many body treatmetitdspinor condensates which is beyond the scope
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of the present work. A comparison between the mean-fieldryhaod many-body treatment for single component
BEC and spin-1 BECs can be found in Refs.[15] and Ref.[18heetively.

The multiple-coupled GP system obtained by mean-field thieas analogy with multicomponent coherently cou-
pled nonlinear Schrodinger system arising in the contéxiomlinear optics/ [17, 18]. In references [9/ 10], various
soliton solutions of a set of integrable autonomous 3-cedi@P equations with constant attractive and repulsive non-
linearity codficients have been reported by applying the sophisticategf$rvScattering Transform (IST) method.
The soliton solutions of spinor condensates can be clagsifigolar (or anti-ferromagnetic) and ferromagnetic soli-
tons depending upon their total spini[3, 9]. The former arfee zero spin while the latter results for non-zero spin.

An exiting possibility in spinor condensates is that thensgxchange interaction can be tuned by employing
optical (as well as magnetic) [19,/20] and microwave [21[dfelThe Feshbach resonance mechanism has provided
good tool for studying the dynamics of spinor BECs with sgititemporally varying nonlinearities. Particularly, the
two s-wave scattering lengthsq anday) in spinor condensates can be tuned for wide range of vakiag optical
field [19]. These theoretical and experimental studies ptechus to investigate the evolution of spinor condensates
in the presence of time-varying nonlinearities and extesptcalmagnetic traps.

The motivation of present study arises from another fadtdbgain non-autonomous coupled nonlinear evolution
equations can be transformed to a set of integrable auton®eruations by means of special similarity transforma-
tions. Here, non-autonomous refers to explicit appearahtime in the nonlinear evolution equation. Otherwise, the
evolution equation is said to be autonomous (time acts anraindependent variable). This type of transformation
was first proposed by Serkat al [22] for the non-autonomous nonlinear Schrodinger (NL@)aion with external
potential and several solvable choices of nonlinearities@otentials were reported. Subsequently, the study heas be
extended to two-coupled NLS equations [23] and thezomponent version in Ref.[24]. Particularly, in Refl[2#ie
non-autonomous soliton solutions were constructed witkttowledge of available bright [25,126], dark [27} 28] and
bright-dark [28 29] soliton solutions of the integrableltiple-coupled NLS type equations. This kind of transforma
tion of non-autonomous system to an integrable autonomatiers is possible mainly due to the explicit dependence
of nonlinearity coéficients on time and due to the presence of external potential.

In the present work, the focus is on the study of dynamicsiois@BECs under time-varying spin-exchange inter-
action and inhomogeneous external potential. For thisgeepwe consider a dilute gas of optically trapped bosonic
atoms for a spinor BEC, with hyperfine sgin= 1, in the presence of external potential with time-varyiregam-field
and spin-exchange interactions. The evolution of suchospiondensates can be described by the following set of
three-coupled GP (3-GP) equations which is a generalizafithe 3-GP system given in Refs! [9, 30].

~ra1xx + (Co(t) + C2(8)) (Wanl® + 2ol?)ar + 26wy + (Co(t) — o) =1l?a1 + Vexd( X, ra1,(18)
—oxx + (Co(t) + Co()) (Y411 + 11?0 + 2Co(t)lol?o + 2C2(D) -1 41 + Vex(X ho. (1b)

il//il,t
oy

In Eq.(1),¥41, Yo, y-1 are respectively the wave functions of the three spin coraptsnwith magnetic spin quantum
numbersm: = +1,0,-1. The one-dimensional coupling daeientscy(t) andc,(t) denote the mean-field and spin-
exchange interactions, respectively and are givenotty = 22 (ao(t) + 2a(t)) andca(t) = £ (ay(t) — ao(t)). Here
the swave scattering lengthey(t) and ax(t) are tuned by optical means [19], which in turn makes the niiedah
and spin-exchange interactions as time-dependent furscf8i], which are treated as constants in the earlier works
[Q]. Particularly, for the integrable choicg = ¢, = —c (+c), wherec is a positive real constant, corresponding
to repulsive (attractive) condensates|[32], bright (dadjton solutions of Eqgs. (1) are obtained in the absence of
external potential/ey in Ref.[9] (Ref. [10]). There also exists another integeatthoicec, = 0 with constanty, for
which Egs. (1) reduces to the integrable 3-component Mangige equations and admits bright (dark) solitons for
Co < 0 (cp > 0) [25,126, 27, 28, 29]. The total number of atoids, total spinFt and momentunir are given by
Nr = [dxP'W, Fr = [dx¥"-f - W andPr = —ih [dx¥' - 6,¥, respectively, wher® = (.1, vo, y-1)" and
f = (fXfY,9)Tin whichf'’s are the three & 3 spin-1 matrices [9].

Now, we are interested in studying the dynamics of spindt@s in the above non-autonomous 3-GP system (1)
for the choicecy(t) = c(t) = —c(t). The corresponding non-autonomous 3-GP system is

ilﬂil,t = —lﬁil,xx - 20('[)(|¢i1|2 + 2|W0|2)¢¢1 - ZC(t)lﬂglﬁ;l + Vext(x’ t)'ﬁil’ (Za)
ior = —Yoxx — 26R) (W11 + Wol? + [W-1P)po — 2c()_18g 41 + VexdX Do, (2b)
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wheret and x are time and spatial coordinates. Generally, the time/argpace- modulated external confining
potentialVey: can be chosen in the form of harmonic, double-well or optiatiice potentiall[22]. In our case, we
choose the one-dimensional harmonic external potektialwhich is same for all the three spin components as
Vext = (1/2)Q%(t)x?, whereQ(t) is the strength of the potential.

The rest of the paper is organized in the following mannerSée.[2, we present the similarity transformation
which transforms the non-autonomous 3-GP equat[dns (@piset of autonomous 3-GP equations with an integrable
condition. We construct the bright one- and two- matter wenliton solutions of autonomous 3-GP equations by using
the Hirota’s method in Se€l 3. In Séd. 4, we obtain the ex@igliton solutions of non-autonomous 3-GP equations
by inverting the similarity transformations and analyselature of time-varying nonlineaftects by considering the
kink-like nonlinearity as an example. In S€¢. 5, we explheediferent types of non-autonomous matter wave soliton
interactions and the results will be compared with autonasmoatter wave solitons. The results are summarized in
final section.

2. Similarity Transfor mation

The first step of our study on Eq§I (2) is to look for a similatiansformation that transforms the non-autonomous
spinor 3-GP systeni2) to a standard integrable 3-GP systénis will be of use in identifying the explicit form
of time-dependent nonlinearity cfieient and the nature of corresponding confining potentiatkvican support
solitorysoliton-like structures in spinor BECs.

We apply the following similarity transformation

W+t o, 1) = &) €9(a, 6, )T, (3a)
where
z d X2 2 2 (* 2
o(x,t) = _d_t(ln C) > + 28760 [ex— 28,47 | cedt), (3b)
0
t
X= & [cx— 2\5&55[ czdt] , (3c)
0
t
T=¢ f c2dt, (3d)
0
and¢j, j = 1,2, are arbitrary real constants, to Ed3. (2). The resultingsfiarmed equations reduce to the following
set of known integrable three-component GP equations [9, 32
01T + Guxx + 2(of® + 2|02%)on + 20505 = 0, (4a)
27 + G2.xx + 2(1q1* + 1021* + |G31?) g2 + 201030 = O, (4b)
037 + Oaxx + 2(2021 + 03l?) 0 + 29305 = 0, (4c)

with a constraint which can be expressed in the form of Riezpiation
Y y-2p-o (ad)

wherey = ¢i/cis the dependentvariable. The aim of the present study isrtstouct autonomous soliton solutions of
(@) using Hirota’s approach and then make use of the solsitmexplore the interesting dynamics of non-autonomous
matter wave solitons in the non-autonomous spinor BEC sy 2.

3. Bright matter wave soliton solutions of 3-GP system (4)

The explicit soliton solutions of the integrable 3-GP eipra [4) have been obtained in Ref. [9] by applying
the sophisticated IST method. In this section, we consthage exact bright matter wave soliton solutions of Egs.
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(@) by using the Hirota’s bilinearization procedure![33JheBe explicit solutions and their subsequent analysis pre-
sented briefly in the following sub-sections are necessagohstruct the non-autonomous matter wave solitons of
system[(R) and to gain insight into their interesting ca@lisdynamics, as mentioned in the introduction. During the
bilinearization procedure, to deal with the spin-mixingnticearities, we have to introduce an auxiliary function to
obtain consistent general soliton solutions of systemvi#jch is an uncommon practice for bilinearizing nonlinear
evolution equations. The interested readers can refer ta RE8, 34] for further details. A brief discussion on the
one- and two- bright matter wave soliton solutions of EQig4iven in the following sub-sections.

3.1. Bright matter wave one-soliton solution

The bilinear equations of systefd (4) obtained by performaingtional transformation; = g j=1,2,3,to Egs.
(@) with the introduction of an auxiliary functiors‘are

(iD7 + D)V - f = (-1)UVs. gD j=123, (5a)
Dif - f = 2(1gM + 2P + 1gF), (5b)
s-f=g¥.g¥-(g?), (5¢)

whereg)’s and s are complex functions whilé is a real function to be determined. Here, the Hirota’'s b#in
operatordt andDy [33] are defined as below:
0 0 \P/ o0 0
PRi(a.p) = (2 _ <z _ 2
DxDr(@-b) (ax 8X’) (aT T’
The bright soliton solutions can be obtained by carryingthetstandard steps of Hirota’s method|[18, 33] and the

results are given below.
The general bright one-soliton solution of autonomous 3EGP. [4) can be written as

q
) A TBOX T

a,g-J) an 4+ e27]1+77*1+6(1ji

qi(X.T) = 1+ @ntm+R 4 e2n+2n+en’ j=123 (6a)
where
m = k(X + ik(T), (6b)
n (02420024007 oy 5
N RS SN RS ©)
0 (_1)j+la,(4*j)*rl .
e = T 1@2 , 12123, TIp=ael? - (D)2 (6d)

The auxiliary function § is determined as = ;€.

The above bright matter wave soliton solution of systeim é4) be classified as ferromagnetic soliton (FS) and
polar soliton (PS) based on the total spin following Refl. . [¥hen the cofficientI'; in the expression for the
auxiliary function becomes zero (non-zero) it can be vetififeat the total spin becomes non-zero (zero), as defined in
the introduction following Refs! [8/9]. Thus, fék = 0 (['; # 0) one can have ferromagnetic soliton (polar soliton).
This clearly shows that the spin-mixing nonlinearity detares the nature of soliton whether it is FS or PS [4]. Here,
we give the explicit forms and briefly discuss the dynamicbath FS and PS of systeil (4), though they are studied
in detail in Ref. [9], for completeness and for getting fertimpetus into the dynamics of non-autonomous solitons
of systeml[(R). Also, this revisit on the autonomous FS andd¥i®ss has lead us to identify the parametric choice
for which the FSs can also undergo elastic collision, asheilseen in sectidd 5.

Case(i): Ferromagnetic solitons

The total spin of the FSs is non-zero which resultsIfor= 0 and for this choice the auxiliary functiors'*
vanishes. This type of solitons have the standard “secHfilprand the corresponding expression can be rewritten
from the general soliton solutiohl(6) as

qj = Ajsechipr+Ry/2)€em, j=1,23, 7
4




) R klRa( U

0

whereA is the amplitude of FS in thg" component and is defined As = %eT = \/ﬁ =123,
lay 12 +2lay” 12 +lay”|

R, = In[4k2 (122 + 2022 + 122 )] mr = kir(X = 2ky T) andny = kX + (K, - k4)T. Note that the quantity

(l(lj)

\/ﬁ represents the spin polarization. This shows thatzfﬁeparameters determine the spin polarization
|y 12+ 2y [P +]ay”|

and play an important role in the dynamics of matter wave@udi. The ferromagnetic solitonl (7) is characterized by
three arbitrary comPIex parameters. The propagation offRd system[{4) is shown in Figl 1 for the parameters
ki = 15-0.3i ande = o = o = 0.2.
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Figure 1: Propagation of ferromagnetic bright matter walgan.

Case(ii): Polar (anti-ferromagnetic) solitons
The polar solitons having zero total spin result for the gahehoiceI'; # 0, and hence the auxiliary functios
becomes non-zero. The expression for such PSs can be vimitteetompact form as

2A |cosP))cosh(mr + §2) + i sinP))sinh(mr + )] &
4cosik (an n %) +L

) J = 1’ 27 3’ (8)

i+ (1]{ —1

whereA; = e+ Py = 20l di = o) j=1,2,3,1 = eR%)-2, 1 = kar(X=2kn T), 711 = kay X+ (kB—k2) T,

and the other quantltleél(), Rl, ande; ;) are defined in Eqsl{6). Here the amplitude (peak value adalion profile)

of the polar soliton irg;-th componentis &;, j = 1,2, 3. These PSs have novel types of density profiles like double-

hump and flat-top which display interesting features in thkitan interactions, in addition to the standard “sech”

type profile. Here, we have four arbitrary complex paranssfi@ra PS. The density plots of flat-top PSginandgs

components and double-hump PSjrcomponent are shown in Fg. 2 for the parametric chkice 1.5-0.3i, a(ll) =
(2) =0.725 anda(S) = 1. This double-hump profile has already been reported in @]afn the context of spinor

BECs and also in the context of nonlinear optics [18].

3.2. Bright matter wave two-soliton solution

The bright two-soliton solution of the integrable threenmmnent Gross-Pitaevskii equatioh$ (4), obtained by
using Hirota’s bilinearization method with an auxiliarynttion, can be written as
Gl

q; = = =123 (9a)



Figure 2: Propagation of polar soliton with flat-top (douhlemp) profile ing; andgs (gz) components in the integrable 3-GP systEin (4)

The functionsG{) andF are given by the expressions

2 ) 2 ) 2 )
cl) = a(lj)e'” i a(zi)enz " Z e2nu+n3+59v) " Z en1+nz+nﬁ+65” " Z e2nu+2n3+n3-u+uﬁ'v)
u=1

uv=1 uv=1

2 2 _
Nzt [Z et 4 Z e"”"”"awy)], =123, (9b)

u=1 u=1

2 2 2
F = 14 Z ghutitRe | @ntmy+do | gt +oy Z 22w 4 I Z 2Nty
u=1

= uv=1 u=1

2 2
+ghtnz Z 2IHTy 4 @izt (eR3 T Z ghutmi+bu em+n;+q2+n;+R4] i (9¢)

u=1 uv=1

and the auxiliary functions' is given by

2 2 2
s= rueZzu + [agntz 4 gt 2nz-utig+tdw o 201+212 ( 2t 4 eniﬂizﬂz} (9d)
In the abovey = k(X +ikT), | = 1,2, and the above two-soliton solution is characterized by teogimplex

parameter&l“) and k;, wherel = 1,2, andj = 1, 2, 3. The other quantities appearing in Eg. (9) are given in Aplpe
A.

4. Non-autonomous bright matter wave soliton solution

The exact bright matter wave solitons of the integrable 3e@@ations[{4) given in the previous section, and the
similarity transformation[{3) that transforms the noneauttmous 3-GP equation (2) into a standard integrable 3-GP
equation (4), pave way to investigate the dynamics of ndoreamous bright matter wave solitons in the presence
of different types of time-varying nonlinearity céieients as well as for various forms of external potentialere-
we restrict our study to a particular type of nonlinearityeficient c(t) having kink-like form, for illustrative pur-
pose. However, it is a straightforward exercise to exterrdstudy to diferent types of time-varying function for the
nonlinearity coéficient with suitable potential modulations determined fithim Riccati equatiori{4d).



4.1. Kink-like nonlinearity

Time modulated spin-mixing nonlinearities, particulaidgt temporal modulations, display interesting dynamics
in spinor BECs|[31]. A relatively sudden jump in the spin-inix nonlinearity can be well approximated by the
following kink-like form for the nonlinearity co@cient

c(t) = 2+ tanhwt + 6), (10a)

wherew™! denotes the time scale characterizing the jumpdiscan arbitrary constant (see Fig. 3(a)) with the asso-
ciated atomic scattering length beingy(t) = %aB[Z + tanh@t + §)]. This form of nonlinearity approximating the
temporal modulation by a relatively step-like function ecasult in a population growth similar to the experimentally
observed condensate growth in BECI[35]. Such kink-like madrity has also been considered before in the study
of matter wave soliton compression in single component BB} &nd two-component BECs, but in the absence of
spin-mixing dfects [22] 23|, 24]. This type of nonlinearity also finds apgiiens in nonlinear optics, particularly in
planar graded-index Kerr-like nonlinear waveguides. Taigire of such nonlinearity is shown in Hig. 3(a). Generally,
the sign of time-dependent atomic scattering length canddetuned from negative to positive with the aid of Fes-
hbach resonance management [21] and the above choice eféiryimg nonlinearity coficientc(t) (i.e., kink-like
nonlinearity) can be a very good candidate for studying ttemre of such temporally inhomogeneous spinor BECs.
In the present study we have chos#t) to range from 1 to 3.

The strength of the time-dependent external potentiabspanding to the above choicedgf) (see Eq.[(10a)) is
determined from the Riccati equatidn{4d) as

—2w?sechut + 6)?[1 + 2tanh(ut + 6)]
[2 + tanhgt + 6)]2

Q2(t) = (10b)

Figure[3(b) shows that the temporal modulation of the haimpatential is an asymmetric localized pulse of finite

@) (b) |

2.5}

c(t)

157

Figure 3: (a) Nature of the kink-like nonlinearity and (bje3tgth of external harmonic potential, fer= 2.5 ands = -5.

duration, which can be experimentally realized. It is quiteresting to note that the nature of the above function
2

Q2(t) agrees very well with the function(t) = [CoHo(c") + CgHg(O’)]e;WLZ, whereo = 1.2t — 2.25,w is the width of

the Gaussian puls€y, andC; are the cofficients of the zeroth ordeHp) and third orderifi;) Hermite polynomials,
respectively (see Fifl 4). This functigft) is nothing but a linear superposition of Hermite-Gaus§i#@) pulse with

a Gaussian pulse and can be viewed as a linear superpositiorddHG harmonic with the zeroth HG harmonic [37].
This type of optical pulse modelling with HG function is asécal concept [38] which has obtained renewed attention
in the study of dispersion managed solitons [37]. Indeedntite-Gaussian pulse with suitable modification in its
profile can be achieved by means of pulsed lasers and fibegByaging [39]. We believe that this resemblance of
Q2(t) with HG pulse (third harmonic) superimposed by Gaussidsep{zeroth harmonic), pointed out here, will pave
way to realize non-autonomous solitons experimentallyamdy in spinor condensates but also in multiple species
condensates as well as in standard single component catdeltss also interesting to note that the strength of the
potential (see Fid.]3(b)) and hence the trapping pote¥tialx, t) can admit both negative and positive values. This
shows the existence of same type of soliton for both expelk§¥ < 0) and attractive@? > 0) confining potentials.

7



Figure 4: Typical plot ofy(t) forw = v0.17,Cy = —-1.2 andC3 = 1.

This is due to the fact that the formation of non-autonomailiso®m now depends on time modulation of both the
nonlinearity coéicient and the confining potential. This is an advantage ofithe modulation of the nonlinearity
codficient as well as trapping potential and has been reportedfi|id®] for single component BECs and this property
can be profitably utilized for creating symbiotic solitod€)] in spinor condensates.

At this junction, we would like to remark that the conversetlté above approach can also be done, i.e., one
can fix the time dependence of the strength of the externangiat Q2(t), and can determine the corresponding
form of c(t) from the Riccati equation. For example, one can considergihysically interesting modulations too
for the harmonic potential like, hyperbolic functions|[2@Eriodic (Mathieu function) and quasi-periodic potelstia
[41], optical lattice potential [41], flying-bird potentifd2], polynomial function|[43], etc. Then the correspomgli
nonlinearity coéficientc(t) can be deduced from Riccati equatiénl(4d) explicitly, ifisolvable for that particular
choice of potential strength. Otherwise, one has to sol&ihcati equation numerically to investigate the dynamics
of the non-autonomous solitons.

4.2. Non-autonomous bright one-soliton solution: Ferrgmetic and Polar solitons

In this subsection, we explore the influence of the poteltial(Idb) and time-varying kink-like nonlinearity on
the matter wave solitons in spinor BECS$ (2). The resultslamea@mpared with the standard autonomous spinor BECs
of system|[{#) to bring out the salient features of the threemment non-autonomous bright matter wave solitons.

The explicit form of the non-autonomous soliton solution flee choice of[(10a) can be constructed from the
autonomous soliton solutiohl(6) with the aid of transforima{3). The non-autonomous FS solution can be written
as

9 = A sechiir+Ry/2)em D =123 (11a)
and the non-autonomous PS solution takes the form
) 2A; |cosPj)cosh(ir + L) +i sin(P;)sinh(7ir + 4 )| €+
4cosh (fr+ %) + L

] =123 (11b)

where,A\j = Aj& V2 +tanht +9), iR = kiréa[2 + tanh@t + §)]x — [5t + %(4In[cosh@t + 6)] — tanh@t +
0))2karé2( V26162 + ku), T = kuéa[2 + tanhgt + 6)]x — [5t + 2 (4 In[cosh(ut + 6)] — tanht + 6))]2(2 V2£1é2ky —

K2, +K2) andd = (ﬁ%) X2 + 2£265[2 + tanht + 6)]x — 4£2£3[5t + 1 (4 In[cosh(ut + 6)] — tanhgt + 6))].
The other parameters appearinglinl(11a) (11b) are dédfaled equationg (7) andl(8), respectively.

The explicit expressiong (JL1a) arid11b) show that the teatpohomogeneity fiects the amplitude, central
position and phase of the ferromagnetic and polar solitores $ame manner. This in turn strongly influences the
velocity and width of the solitons during propagation. Thbitaary constant, specifically modulates the central
position and also the phase of the soliton. The arbitrargpateré; modulates the amplitude, as well as central
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position and phase. As a whole, the kink-like nonlinear fiomcc(t) modulates the soliton profile and introduces a
significant step amplification in the soliton density. Al#oaffects the width of the solitons to a greater extent. To
elucidate the understanding of this particular type of mmdrity codficient [I0a) and the corresponding potential
(Idb) we present the non-autonomous FS and PS il Fig. 5 arld,Fespectively.

H (b)

1.0}
1.0

0.8

[y 251 O3

0.0

0.6

1.0

0.4
0.2

0.0

(a) X

Figure 5: (a) Propagation of non-autonomous ferromagsetiton (FS) in the 3-GP systeifil (2). The parameterkare 1.5 - 0.3i, ol = o{? =
a(l3) =0.2,6=06,%& =05,6 = -5 andw = 2.7. (b) Compression of non-autonomous FS with amplification.

Figure 6: Propagation of flat-top (left panel) and doubleapuright panel) non-autonomous polar soliton with kirkelnonlinearity. The param-
eters ardy = 15- 03,0l = 1, o!? = 0725 o!¥ = 1,¢, = 06,6 = 05,6 = -5, andw = 2.

The propagation of non-autonomous FS and its two dimenkoi(att = 0 andt = 8) are depicted in Fig]5(a)
and Fig[5(b), respectively. We observe that the amplitutttreence the density of FS are increased significantly.
More importantly, the width of the FS is narrowed down, agirdd from the B plot Fig.[B(b). Att = 0, the soliton
is wider but with smaller amplitude, whereastat 8 the width of the soliton gets compressed and its amplitade i
increased. This kind of pulse compression is one of the @hgihg tasks in information transfer using solitons. This
property suggests the bright non-autonomous matter wditersoin spinor condensates to be a suitable candidate
for information transfer and also for quantum informationgess. The central position of the soliton is also shifted
significantly due to th&, parameter.

Similarly, the propagation of non-autonomous PS is showFignd, where the flat-top (double-hump) nature of
the soliton profile is un@ected due to temporal nonlinearity ¢heient. The width of the soliton profiles are much
compressed, but still they retain their double-hyfilap-top shapes. Here also the compression of soliton reguiit
soliton amplification and shift in the central position takdace.

4.3. Non-autonomous bright two-soliton solution
The explicit form of non-autonomous bright two-solitonibn of the systeni{2) can be written as

o GgD c@ Gg®\'
(W1, Yo, Y1) = &12 + tanh@t + ) €70 (?, - ?) ,
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Where$, j = 1,2,3, is same to that of autonomous cakk (98)—(9d) with the redefindf = 7. Herep =
kéx[2+tanh(ot+8)] x—[5t+ 1 (4 In[cosh(ut+8)]—tanhgut+8))]e2k (2 V2£1,-ik). | = 1,2, and = (%M) X2+
26,[2 + tanh@t + 6)]x — 4£3¢1[5t + 2 (4 In[cosh(t + 5)] — tanhgwt + 6))].

5. Interaction of non-autonomousbright matter wave solitons

In this section, we investigateftirent types of soliton interaction scenario in the presefkimk-like nonlinearity
and compare with the autonomous soliton interactions itesyg§4). The interaction scenario of bright solitons in
autonomous 3-GP equatiof$ (4) have been classified inte ¢ategories in Ref.[9], namely (i) collision between two
FSs, (i) collision of FS with PS and (iii) collision amongavWPSs. There itself, it has been shown that the collision
between PS is a purely elastic collision (like collision ofitons in scalar NLS system) and during its collision with
a FS, the FS induces switching in the PS solitons but FS remiaiact. The third collision process among FSs is
further interesting. It has been pointed out that duringdbiéision among FS there occurs spin precession (spin of
each soliton moves on a circumference around the total sjBnige., spin of each soliton gets rotated) resulting as a
consequence of total spin conservation [9]. Additionaiiythe present work, we have identified that for a particular
choice of the parameteai“), i=1,2, j=1,2 3, associated with the spin polarization, the FSs can alsibielastic
collision scenario too as that of polar solitons. Based as the include this elastic collision scenario of FSs in
addition to the three types of collisions identified in Red] §nd summarize them in Table 1. Thes, j = 1,2,3,
appearing in Table 1 are definedias= a{"o!? - (?)2, T, = a{"e®) - ()2 andr; = oYl + e - 20D,

Table 1: Possible interactions between two bright matteevealitons based on the choicelaf, I'; andI's.

Case It T, T3 solitonS; solitonS,
() 0 0 0 FS:E FS:E
(i) 0 0 =#0 FS: SP FS: SP
(iii) 0 #0 #0 FS:E PS: SW
(ivy, #0 +#0 =#0 PS: E PS: E

In Table 1, the abbreviations ‘E’, ‘'SP’ and ‘SW’ represerd tHastic collision, spin precession and spin-switching
interactions, respectively. Indeed, the first two cases, (¢ase (i) and case (ii)) are sub-cases of the broad cgtegor
corresponding to the interaction of two FSs. In the abovehawe identified the type of the two interacting solitons
(as either FS or PS) by calculating their total spin expli¢iom the asymptotic expressions of those solitons oletin
from the exact two soliton solutiopl(9). The detailed expi@ss of the asymptotic analysis corresponding to the above
said four cases are given in Appendix B.

5.1. Interaction between non-autonomous FSs

As a prelude, we discuss the interaction between two FSsibdeddy the two-soliton solutiofi]9) of autonomous
system((#), resulting for the choicEs = 0 andI'; = 0. The amplitude of FSsX|) after interaction can be related to
that of before interaction using the asymptotic expressgiven in Appendix B, as

AF=TOA" A =TOA j=123 (13a)

where the superscript (subscript) denotes the solitom (8pinponent) number and the(+) sign appearing in the
superscript denotes the soliton before (after) interactitere, the transition amplitudé’#” ande(Z) are given by

TO  _ (y1+x3-1 ((k’i + ko) (kg — kz))% )
’ VT xvz +xs \(a+ K)(k - k) )
@ _ _(d-xatxq) ((ki +k) (ke —ka)\E -

K VI=xwrz +xs (ke + k)(Kg - k;)) > 1=123, (13c)
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(J') oM 2 i
whereyy = 7 2 x2 = H(J)Kl,/\/g = m Xa = m j =123andys = gci—. As mentioned
earlier, the above asymptotlc expressions can be useddatifging two types of soliton interactions, namely the
interaction with and without spin precession (i.e., cayarfd case (i) in Table 1). Indeed, the transition amplitude
defined here and in the following determine whether thereiscswitching of condensates or not. The transition

amplitudes also act as measure of switchifigiency.

Case(i): WhenTI'y =T'; = I's = 0, the transition amplitudes become unimodular, revedhirdact that the ferromag-
netic solitons exhibit elastic collision thereby retamtheir spin polarization, amplitude and velocity afteeiratction.

There occurs only a phase-shift after interaction whichipawiefined a®; = B2 = SLin :E;:Z:i (1-xwx2)

for FS(S;) and®, = %(Dl for FS(Sy). In the left panel of Fid.]7, we present such an elastic tyfpjeteraction of FSs

in 3-GP system[{4) and the corresponding parameters are mivtke figure caption. The figure clearly shows that
there is no spin rotation for the colliding solitons in akkttihree spin components. This means that the spin precession
(spin rotation of individual solitons) noticed in Ref.[99és not occur in the FSs for this choice. This type of elastic
interaction of two autonomous bright FSs has not been pdiote in earlier works on spinor condensetes[9] to the
best of our knowledge.

Figure 7: Elastic interaction of two autonomous FSs giveif@yand non-autonomous FSs given byl(12). The soliton paemarek; = —1 + 1,
ke=1-i,a{" = o = o = 003,0{" = P = o) = 0.04,6, = 0.2,£, = 0,6 = -1, andw = 25.

The asymptotic analysis of the non-autonomous two-sofitdation [12) shows that the transition amplitudes for
non-autonomous FSs will take the same form as that of Hq.H&)ce the nature of soliton interaction is feated
by the inclusion of time-varying nonlinearity and potehtidiich satisfy [I0b). This is shown in the right panel of
Fig.[1. We observe that the density profiles of the two soditare modulated by the kink-like nonlinearity. As a
result of this, there is a uniform increase in the amplitudle suppression of width in both the solitons after collision
However, there is no spin precession of solitons in the tboeeponents. The kink-like time-varying nonlinearity
codficient results in noticeable reduction in the separatiotadise between the solitons before and after collision.
This is contrary to the collision of bright solitons in 3-Gfsem [(4), depicted in left panel of F[d. 7, where the refativ
separation distance increases after collision. The velatparation distance between the two non-autonomous FSs

(S1 andSy) before and after interaction can be writtentgs= Xt andty, = 4R ®R) respectively.

Hence the change in relative separation distance becames- t;, - t, = (1— %)(Dl. This relative separation
distance plays crucial role in the context of soliton compte[44]. Another main dierence is that the autonomous

FSs collide sooner than the non-autonomous FSs.

Case (ii)T; = I, = 0, I's # 0: For this case, it can be verified from EL.](13) that the itamsamplitudes can
never become unimodular. Hence the amplitudes of the twodeSalter after interaction. This leads to the spin

precession resulting in the suppression and enhancemdansity of both solitons due to collision accompanied by

phase-shift; = RReRL = 1 jp | Dlatkatel (| for FS(S,) and®, = K2, for FS(S,), as demonstrated in
1= 2Kir = 2k ke +KGIZ X1X2 1 2= kg -1 2)s

Ref.[9]. Figure8 shows a typical collision of two FSs withirsprecession for the autonomous (top panels) and the
non-autonomous (bottom panels) solitons. Here also weredsénilarities and dferences between the autonomous
FSs collision and collision of non-autonomous FSs.
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Figure 8: Shape-changing interaction of two FSs in auton@n®GP systeni4) (top panels) and in non-autonomous 3-&Brsy{2) with time-
varying kink-like nonlinearity coficient and inhomogeneous potential given byl (10) (bottorrefsan The soliton parameters dtg = -1 + i,
ke=1-i,a{" =001 o =003 o = 009,60 = 0P = o) = 0.04,£, = 05,6, = 0,6 = -2, andw = 2.7.

The top panels of Fidl 8, displays collision between brighitens in the autonomous 3-component GP equation
(@) in the X-T) plane. The figure shows that, due to spin precession thete®mter-and intra-component switching
of condensates. It should be noticed here that the numbsitgénindividual spinor state is non-conserved. However,
the total number density is conserved. We would like to réntiaait, during performing plotting, we have identified
for certain parametric choices the number density in evergpaonent is almost conserved. Note that, this kind of
spin precession interaction between the two FSs is not pbalible in the two-component spinor condensates (i.e.,
two-component GP equation resulting froh (4) withy = _1), as the choic&; = I', = 0 will always result in
I[3=0.

Now it is of interest to raise the question how this collisgsenario is fiected in the presence of temporally
varying nonlinearity cofficient and driving potential that still leaves the non-agimous GP equation solvable. To
answer this question, we plot the non-autonomous spinghbsoliton collision occurring in the presence of kinkelik
temporal nonlinearity and external potential of the forr@k(}, in the lower panels of Fil 8.

We observe that the temporal nonlinearity merely modult#tesamplitude and changes the width of the col-
liding solitons but the switching nature of spinor solitaispin precession) remains unaltered. However the two
interacting non-autonomous solitons spend much time inntieeaction regime. Significant reduction in the relative
separation distance between the two colliding non-autan@ferromagnetic solitons also takes place after coflisio
To elucidate the understanding of this collision and to carapghe amount of condensate switching in a particu-
lar component in the systends (2) afndl (4), we present thetsesithe asymptotic analysis of the autonomous and
non-aut(?nomous bright two-soliton solution, respecyivel appendices B and C. In fact, the transition amplitude
(T = L. i =123 | = 1,2) gives the measure of switching of condensates due to spegsion. From the
asymptoltic expressions (given in Appenldix C) we find thattthesition am;:l)litudes of non-autonomous £§(and

- _ 3 * — 2
FSES,) areT}l) = \/Oil_zijls (EE:BEE}Z;) , sz) = \;i)zzils (EE:BEE}Z;) .| = 1,2,3, respectively. This is ex-
actly the same as that of autonomous solitonElin (4) whiclbearbtained by a standard asymptotic analysis following
the lines of references [118,/25, 26]. Thus, the switchingireasf solitons for non-autonomous solitons of system (2),
for the kink-like nonlinearity, is exactly same to that ot@momous solitons in systernl (4). Hence the advantage of
tuning temporal nonlinearity by Feshbach resonance esudt wider range of coupling cfieientc(t) for which the
interaction of FSs with spin precession can be realizedh sétne switchingf@ciency of the standard integrable 3-GP
system[(#). Another main advantage of the introduced kilkd&xfionlinearity lies in its ability to tune the amplitudes,
width, position and propagation direction of interactimfjtons suitably by altering the parameterands.
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5.2. Interaction between non-autonomous FS and PS

The interaction between non-autonomous FS and PS, arisekefgparametric choiceB; = 0 andI'; # O,
respectively, as given by case (iii) in Table 1. We notice thaing its collision with non-autonomous FS, the non-
autonomous PS undergoes spin-switching leaving the F$auedlas in the integrable autonomous 3-GP sysiém (2)
[|§]. This implies that the temporal dependence(®f does not alter the nature of solitons as in the case of ictiera
of two FSs.

|¢+l|

Figure 9: Spin-switching interaction of PS with FS in autormus 3-GP systerfil(4) (top panels) and in non-autonomous $¢&Eem[(R) with time-
varying kink-like nonlinearity cofiicient and inhomogeneous potential given [y (10) (bottone|san The soliton parameters dg= —-1.2 +1,
ke =15-i, 0 = ol = o) = 0.02,0{" = 0.049 o) = 0.014 o = 0.049,£, = 0.2,£, = 0,6 = -0.2, andw = 2.5.

From the asymptotic analysis given in Appendix C, we find thatamj)lltudes of non-autonomous Fg Y and

polar (S,) solitons before and after interaction can be related\as= A'* =12 j =1,23. Here the
expressions for transition amplitud'ég)’s are obtained as
ki — ko) (K + k
T® ta ~ k)l + ko) - f)(kl f), (14a)
(K — k) (ki + K3)
ki + K5)Q 2
Ti(z) - . *( : R :2)(1) @) 2 ] ’ (14b)
(ki + k2)(k; — K5)2a’ I

whereQ = (@173 + (K; - k)(@S k11 — & k12)) (@5 + (ko - kz)(ag"m — ak21)). Note that for the FS
(S1) |Tl(1)| = 1. Thus the densities of non-autonomous$;$@fter interaction are same as that of before interaction
in the three components and is not influenced by any spinagigifects. Hence it undergoes elastic interaction

. P ) -Ri _ (ki —ko)(k—K5)
with non-autonomous PS{) but sufers a phase-shift given b, = %&1 = kTR In (m) The non-

autonomous PS) exhibits spin-switching among the components and is gtyanfluenced by the spin polarization
parameters (see Hg.J14b)). Here non-autonomouSjP8adergoes a novel type of spin-switching interaction and
also it experiences a phase-sidift = "Z“k—zzRi = k1R<Dl which is caused due to the spin-mixing nonlinearity. In this

2Kkor
case, the change in relative separation distance betwedwdhinteracting solitons is given ki, = (1 - klR )d)l
This type of soliton interaction also takes place in muitigmnent coherently coupled NLS system arising in
the context of nonlinear opticﬁlS]. The possibility of nrakuse of this property advantageously in matter wave
switches, in which FS is considered as switch and PS is takars@nal, has been suggested in Ref. [9]. Thus the ap-
propriate inhomogeneous potential and the time-varyinginearity satisfying[(4d) retains the nature of autonomou
soliton interaction in the non-autonomous systeim (2) ddabafects the soliton parameters according to their form.
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In Fig.[9, we have shown the non-autonomous (bottom panifipsinteraction between FS() and PS§,). The
non-autonomous FS() undergoes elastic collision along with modulation in itsditude according to the kink-like
nonlinearity coéficient. But PS,) having single-hump (double-hump) profileiin; (o) switches its density profile
to a double-hump (single-hump) with suppression (enhaeognef number density. In the top panel we present the
collision of soliton in autonomous systef (4) for compamnis@ne can note that the soliton collision is slower in the
non-autonomous case.

5.3. Interaction between non-autonomous PSs

The interaction among two non-autonomous polar solitomsbeaobtained for the choidg; # 0, j = 1,2,3,
and the corresponding asymptotic expressions are giverppeidix C. From those asymptotic expressions, we
can observe that the modular amplitudes of solitons afteraation are same as that of before interaction i.e.,
|A'j+| = |A'j‘|, I = 1,2, andj = 1,2,3. This reveals the fact that the non-autonomous PSs alwagsrgo elastic
interaction without change in their amplitudes after iatg¢ion. However, the interacting PSs exhibit a phase-shift

_ Ren-ep _ 1 (ki—ka) (k1K) _ (K . .
of &y = 5= = g-In (m) for PSG;) and®, = (ﬁ)(bl for PSG,). Also, the change in relative

separation distance between the two non-autonomous paitons before {(, = %) and after interaction
_ kir(Ra—€11)—kor(Ra—€20) . 3 K
(tf, = ‘eReogp-enReoa)) can be written asty, = (1- {8) @y

S

lrol”

Figure 10: Elastic interaction of two PSs in autonomous 3s@$tem[(#) (top panels) and in non-autonomous 3-GP syEfewit{2time-varying
kink-like nonlinearity coéicient and inhomogeneous potential given[by (10) (bottone|san

Such type of elastic interaction of two non-autonomous BS&hown in the bottom panels of Fig.]10 far =
~12+i, ko = L1-1, ofY = 0020 o = 003, ¥ = 0017.0f” = 0.03 o) = 0.03 o = 0.04,6, =0.2,6, =
0,6 = -1, andw = 2. For completeness and comparison purpose, we have akso thig interaction two PSs in the
autonomous system (3) in the top panels of Eig. 10.

6. Summary

In summary, we have transformed the non-autonomous tloepled Gross-Pitaevskii equatidd (2) into a set of
integrable autonomous 3-GP equatidgs (4), along with atcainsin the form of the Ricatti equation, with the aid of
a similarity transformation. In fact, the existence of rmutonomous matter wave solitons hinges on this constraint
condition. First, we have obtained the exact soliton sohgiof autonomous 3-GP equations by applying the Hirota’s
bilinearization method with a non-standard bilineari@atprocedure which involves an auxiliary function. Then
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by making use of these soliton solutions, the explicit salisolutions of the non-autonomous GP system (2) are
constructed.

We have obtained the explicit expressions for non-autonmhaght matter wave solitons for the kink-like nonlin-
earity and for the strength of the potential having the fdifl) ( Here, we have demonstrated an interesting compres-
sion of soliton accompanied by an amplification in the corsdémdensity. We have also shown that such modulation
form for time-dependent potential can very well be realie&gerimentally due to its close resemblance with the
Hermite-Gaussian type function. Thus our study will haveniadiate applications in the context of soliton compres-
sion in spinor BECs as well as in multi-species BECs. We hhea/a that the non-autonomous matter wave solitons
also admit diferent types of shape profiles namely, single-hump, doubfegand flat-top structures as in the case of
autonomous bright solitons. However, now the profiles hasnfound to be modulated according to the chosen form
of nonlinearity coéficient and inhomogeneous potential. Their interaction dyina has been analyzed in detail and
the efect of time-varying nonlinearity céigcient and inhomogeneous external potential have beerestuéfor this
purpose, first we have revisited the collision dynamics édaomous solitons in systemnl (4) briefly. Particularly, our
analysis has revealed the possibility of standard elastiision of ferromagnetic solitons in systefd (4) for the e
I'h =T, =T'3 = 0, in addition to the already reported non-trivial intefastbetween FSs leading to spin precession
[Q]. Thus, in the present work we have identified the paraimetstriction for which spin precession (spin rotation)
can not occur during the collision of FSs.

Then we have examined th&ects of nonlinearity and the corresponding potential oitaotollisions. We have
noticed that the non-autonomous bright matter wave sdimosystem[{2) undergo four types of interactions, namely
(i) elastic interaction (without spin precession) betwéga FSs, (ii) spin precession interaction between two FSs,
(iii) interaction with spin-switching in PS leaving FS ufected and (iv) elastic interaction among the PSs, similar to
the autonomous solitons. In all the above non-autonomditersinteractions, it has been shown that there occurs a
phase-shift and the role of temporal nonlinearity is to matiuthe amplitudes of the solitons as well as the central
position and hence the relative separation distance. We &Bo noticed the interesting point that in spite of the
significant alteration in soliton parameters, the switghéfficiency for the collision among non-autonomous FSs as
well as collision nature between PS and FS remains to be the sa that of the autonomous solitons in system
(@). This will lead to realize such non-trivial spinor solit collisions for a wide range of nonlinearities and tragpin
potentials. Another important observation is that, for kirvgk-like nonlinearity, the non-autonomous matter wave
solitons undergo slower collision than the autonomousenatave solitons.

Thus, our theoretical analysis provides novel possibdifor controllable creation of bright solitonic matter wav
and their compression in spinor BECs for kink-like nonlingamodulation with suitable modulation in potential
strength. Also, the present study can be straightforwasgtgnded to other types of temporal modulation of non-
linearities by finding appropriate strength of the potdrftiam Eq. {4d) or vice-versa. One can also introduce the
gainyloss term in Egs.[{2) and can very well extend the presenysisal Additionally, the exact non-autonomous
bright soliton solutions reported in this work can serve exppr initial values for a direct numerical simulation of
the general non-autonomous multicomponent GP equatignk {4 of future interest to investigate three-component
spinor condensates in the presence of spatial and spatjpetal inhomogeneities. We believe that this study will
find important ramifications in the experiments on spinordemsates, matter wave switches and also in atom optics.

Acknowledgments

The work of T.K. is supported by Department of Science andhfietogy (DST), Government of India, in the form
of a major research project. R.B.M. acknowledges the firsuscipport from DST in the form of Project Assistant.
K.S. is grateful to the support of Council of Scientific andilistrial Research, Government of India, with Senior
Research Fellowship. The authors also thank the principdlnraanagement of Bishop Heber College for constant
support and encouragement.

15



Appendix A: Expression for various quantities appearing in two-soliton solutions and asymptotic analysis

The various quantities appearing in two-soliton solutf@nand in the asymptotic analysis are defined below:

R Kuu oo — K12 o K21 0 _ (_1)j+1a,\(/4—j)*ru
(ka + K3)’ (k1 +Kk3)’ (k2+k) (ky + k)27
o _ (_1)i+1a£4—j)*1~3 + (ke — k2)(a'g_])K2u (J)Klu) o Il
(ke + ko) (ka2 + k) | (ka + k)4
el — (kl - k2)2’(uv1—‘3—u . I'ul's
(ku + K;) (ks-u + K;)?” (ky + K)2(ky + K3)2°
g _ Ca-kPa@nry k- kol
T ekt kP © T Bl g T
ol = (ky — ko)* 1oL, o = (ky — k2)~4r1r2F3
(ka + Kp)4(ka + kp)* D ’

@) (k1 = ka)*(K; = k)2 Talal,

P _ (LD
¢ 7 sy D(ky + kp)2(kz + k)2

El

N ke — Kol?(k11422 — K12K21) + T3l Ri = Ik — kal*T T
- RS R e R
o - W((: _:zi(kf 9 (215 + (100 — k)04 k32— 08 ks ),
+ +

wherely = o — (@), T3 = oMol + oMol - 2020, D = (ki + K)A(K; + k2)?(ks + K3)%(ko + k5)? and

(@Pa +20@@" +aPa®)
Koy = (kqukv) . Hereu,v = 1, 2andj=1,23.

Appendix B: Asymptotic analysisfor two-soliton interaction of the autonomous 3-GP Eq. (@)

Here, we present the results of the asymptotic analysis ofgmliton solution of autonomous 3-GP equation
(@), corresponding to the three broader types of matter waliton interactions given in Table 1. Without loss of
generality, we considdar < 0, kog > 0 andky > ky . Under this assumption for the two solitois andS; we find,

Before interactionT — —o0) Si1:mr=0, R —oo, (15a)
So:mr=0, mRr— —oo, (15b)
After interaction T — +o0) Si1:mr=0, 1R oo, (15¢)
Sy mr=0, Mmr— (15d)

In this section, the superscript (subscript) appearing, i\, P, L represents the soliton (spin-component) number
and the- (+) sign appearing in the superscript denotes the solitorrbéédter) interaction.

(i) Interaction of two FSs:

The ferromagnetic solitons having non-zero spin in theesysid) appear for the choidg = a(l)a(3) (a(z))2
0, j = 1, 2. Asymptotic expressions for FS{) and FS§,) are given below.
Beforeinteraction
Ri\ .
FSES1): q}‘ = A}‘secf(n1R+ %)e"“‘, 1=123, (16a)
Ro\ i .
PSS df = Asect{mat 5 )em j=1.23 (16D)
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- _ 1,03 2- _ 1,0 -
WhereAl. =3, andA ay €72,

After interaction
. 1
FSG1): q]‘+
FSG2): off

whereA" = %eﬁ(zi)*(%;z%) andA?* = %eﬁ(li)*(hz%). All the other quantities in Eqs_(IL6) are defined in Appenflix

R: - R\ .
A}*secl(nm + %)e”“‘, j=123, (16c)

R —
Af*seck(nzpw 3

Rl)é"m, i=123 (16d)

(ii) Interaction of FSwith PS:

Interaction between FS{) and PS§,) can be achieved by choosing the soliton parameters tdysttes condi-
tionsI'y = 0 andl", # 0, respectively, and their asymptotic expressions arengietow.
Beforeinteraction

Ri\ .
FSSy): qjlf = A}’secF(mR + 7l)e"71', i=123, (17a)

cosP?7)cosh(,) + i sin(P?7)sinh(r) )
PSG.): o = A,?[ ' o R lem, j=123, (17b)
4cos(nyg) + L2
oDy W_- .
whereAl” = 3 (1') 7 A = 2e = P2 = @ & =al), L2 = ) _ 2, andpy, = mr + 2
After interaction
022 — i .
FSS): " = Al'sech{me + )™, =123, (170)

cosP?)coshfze) + i sin(P3*)sinh(rae
4coshi(n5y) + L2+

PSG;): ot = Af*[ ]é'm, =123, (17d)

;I(Z')m(l')fazz—Rl

i) 6aote () J)
whereAl* = %e(/’(zjz)*—zzz ), At=2e""7 P %

2+ _ ﬂzl
J

LZJr g HZZ ) 2, ananR R+ ok Rl.

(iii) Interaction of two PSs:

The detailed asymptotic expressions for the interactiawofpolar solitons of systerfil(4) resulting for the general
casel’; # 0, j =1, 2,3, can be written as below.
Beforeinteraction

cosP; )coshfyg) +i sin(Pi7)sinh(rg)
4cosf(ngy) + L1

PSG1): qf” = 2A}( ]é"ﬂ, j=1,23, (18a)

cosP?7)cosh(y,) + i sin(P?7)sinh(r;s) )
PSE2): g = 2A ) R ) R e, j=1,23 (18b)
4cosf(ny) + L2
A o KO _
WhereA1* ljl s = P = 6—(112';“ e = L = R 2 = pp A = e&, Pl = (%%Thz'
T = a(J) LZ* R %) - 2, andiy, = nar + 2.
After mteractlon
cosPt)coshfy) + i sin(Pi)sinhriy) )
PSEy): gi* = 2A} ) R ) Rl j=1,23, (18c)
4cosR(nty) + LI+

cosP?*)cosh@s) + i sin(P?*)sinh@ys,) )
PSEy): " = 2AJZ+( ) n 2;( = L2‘+ R e, j=1,23 (18d)
cosB(nis) +
W) Faar (kg -ko)(k ko) ¢ Ry —e
whereAlt = e = = k;—(k;ki)Al Pl = Gl 10 - oS g g = gy Bom A -

(1) R
em _ (ki—k;)(k1+k2) 2— P2+ _ ¢1| +ﬂ11| L2+ _ é-}u—( Rat > 1l
(ki —k2) (ke +k3) * '] - 2 N

) — 2, andngR =12R+ RA:;“
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Appendix C: Asymptotic analysis for the interaction of two non-autonomous matter wave solitons of 3-GP

Eq.(@

For the purpose of asymptotic analysis of Eq. (2), we comgltesame set of soliton parameter choidag &
0, kor > 0 andky > k) as that of autonomous case. The resulting asymptotic @irenf njr's, j = 1,2, are

Before interactiont(— —oo) S1: Mr=0, 7R — -, (19a)
S2: =0, 7R — —0o, (19b)
After interaction { — +co) S1:ir=0, TR — o, (19¢)
S>: r=0, MR — . (19d)

This is similar to the autonomous cabel(15) and hence thepisjimexpressions for non-autonomous matter wave
soliton in the non-autonomous 3-GP sysfgm(2) takes sirfolans as that of the bright matter wave solitons in the
integrable 3-GP equations| (4), given by Eds.] (16a)-(18dhé&Appendix B, with the redefinition of the following
guantities.

A=A pr=Tr, m=m+0, 1=12 [=123, (20)

Whereﬁ?ji = A'jigl VZ2+tanh@t+9), ir = kréi[2 + tanht + 6)]x — [5t + L(4In[coshft + 6)] — tanht +
ONI2KrE2(V2£162+kn), 7 = ki €1[2+tanht+6)]x—[5t+1 (4 In[cosh@t+6)] —tanhgt+6))]EX(2 V2£,6,k) —kZ+K2),

| = 1,2, andd = (%) X2 + 2£26,[2 + tanhiot + 6)]x — 4€26%[5t + 1 (4 In[coshfut + 6)] — tanhut + 5))].
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