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We investigate the collision dynamics of discrete soliton (DS) pair in a realistic semi-infinite
nonlinear waveguide array (WA) in the context of diffractive resonant radiation (DifRR). Depending
on the initial amplitude (A0) and wavenumber (k0), a co-moving pair of identical DSs either collide
elastically or merge to form a discrete breather. For large amplitude and small wavenumber, DSs
form a bound state and do not interact . We map the domain of interaction by iterative simulation
and present a phase plot in (A0-k0) parameter space. A variational technique is developed where the
interaction term is considered as perturbation. A proper choice of Lagrangian density and the ansätz
function followed by the Ritz optimization leads us to a set of ordinary differential equations that
describe the collision mechanism. The analytical result corroborate well with numerical data. We
further investigate the role of initial phase detuning between two identical DS and observe a periodic
energy exchange during their interaction. Varied degree of energy exchange occurs when two DS
with different wavenumbers collide which results in three distinct output states accompanied by
DifRR generation. Extending our investigation to a more generalized condition by taking different
amplitudes and wavenumber of DS pair, we find an unique secondary radiation in k-space which is
originated due to the collision of solitons. The nature of this collision mediated secondary radiation
is found to be different from usual DifRR. Our results shed light on the interesting aspects of the
collision dynamics of DS pair in nonlinear WA and useful in understanding the complex mechanism.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optical waveguide arrays (WAs) have garnered con-
siderable interest over the decades as a system for ex-
ploring discrete physical phenomena which are on the
atomic scale and otherwise difficult to study in a lab-
oratory environment, and as photonic components for
integrated optical devices. These arrays composed of
evanescently couple waveguides have been modeled by
the introduction of coupled mode theory for two ad-
jacent waveguides[1–3] and the extension thereafter to
multiple waveguide systems[4, 5]. In the continuous ap-
proximation, beam propagating in nonlinear WA obeys
the nonlinear Schrödinger equation and exhibit self fo-
cusing and localization [6–9]. Optical Kerr nonlinear-
ity, in balance with discrete diffraction, an analogue of
diffraction in continuous media [10, 11] exhibits optical
discrete solitons (DSs), which are observed both theo-
retically and experimentally[12–15]. These spatial soli-
tons however manifest properties that are intriguing and
forbidden in the case of their continuous counterpart.
The discrete nature of these WAs and the periodic po-
tential that is formed thereby, facilitates the study of
many fundamental phenomena present in discrete sys-
tems like atomic and molecular lattices on a macro-
scopic scale. These WAs exhibit properties and phe-
nomena like Peierls’-Nabbaro potential[16], anomalous
refraction and diffraction with limitation in transverse
energy transportation[10], Anderson localization[17, 18]
Bloch Oscillations, localized Wannier-Stark States [19,
20], Bloch-Zener Oscillation and Zener tunneling[21, 22].
With rapid progress in fabrication techniques, specific
WAs with novel structures can be designed. For exam-
ple, sinusoidally curved WAs [23], interlaced two compo-
nent super-lattice as a base for binary WAs [24], two-
dimensional WAs for continuous-discrete systems sup-

porting spatiotemporal solitons (3D Light Bullets) [25],
dissipative as well Ginzburg-Landau solitons, and surface
solitons[26, 27]. Binary WAs further offer an optical ap-
proach to study relativistic phenomenon such as Zitter-
bewegung [28], Klien tunneling[29], Fock states[30], neu-
trino oscillations[31], and Dirac solitons [32] for instance.
Additionally, controlling beam and pulse propagation in
light bullet routing[33], discrete soliton routing by exter-
nal fields[34] have been demonstrated and studied. Fur-
ther progress in the recent years have been extended to
the regime of plasmonics with discrete diffraction and
Bloch oscillations in plasmonic waveguide arrays[35, 36].
With such a wide range of studies, the versatility of WA
systems have been proven and may provide as a base for
further work in the upcoming future.

In the simplest WA structure where the separation of
the adjacent waveguide channel is constant, the evolu-
tion of modes in individual waveguides that are coupled
with their nearest neighbor waveguides is governed by
the standard coupled mode equations. These equations
also take into account the linear and nonlinear terms
and the set of equations combined together form what
is known as the discrete nonlinear Schrödiner equation
(DNLSE). In such WAs, also referred to as homogeneous
WAs, DSs are formed as a result of the balance between
discrete diffraction and self focusing Kerr nonlinearity.
Different properties of DSs have been studied over the
decades since they were first observed; however the phe-
nomenon of emission of radiation from these solitons is
a recent development in comparison to all the previously
stated works. This radiation, emitted by a spatial DS
propagating with a transverse velocity component in an
uniform WA, is aptly named discrete diffractive resonant
radiation (DifRR) [37]. The formation of DifRR under
a phase matching (PM) condition is analogous to the
dispersive wave (DW) generation in its temporal coun-
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terpart [38]. DW emerges owing to the perturbation of
temporal solitons by higher-order dispersion and nonlin-
earity of the optical fiber. The spectral location of DW
radiation is sensitive to the zero-dispersion frequency and
can be tuned to excite from deep UV to far IR regime
[39]. However, in WA, due to the one-dimensional (1D)
lattice formed by the periodic arrangement of the waveg-
uides, the special DS as well as the generated DifRR
exist within the resulting Brillouin boundary and their
wavenumbers are limited to −π and π. This results in 2π
shift in any electric field that crosses the Brillouin bound-
ary and recoil from the opposite side yielding anoma-
lous recoil [37]. An initial phase gradient or wavevetor
is required to “push” the DS away from a normal in-
cidence and interact with the waveguide with a trans-
verse component attributing exciting phenomenon like
DifRR generation. It is only natural to be curious about
how two of these special DSs with opposite wavenumbers
(or push) will interact with each other in the lattice like
structure of the WA. However, very limited background
studies regarding its dynamics are presented which have
been mostly limited to continuous spatial solitons[40–
42], and a coupled set of NLS that form vector solitons
[43–46] Of the few mechanisms and phenomenon stud-
ied regarding DS are symmetry breaking and momen-
tum nonconservation, velocity dependent soliton merger
and breather formation[47, 48], soliton collision in op-
tically induced photonic lattice[49] and WAs with sat-
urable nonlinearity[50]. Studies on structures that are
governed by DNLSE, for example a classic ferromagnetic
spin chain with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction [51]
has also been shown to have elastic soliton-soliton inter-
action akin to their continuous counterparts. Additional
discrete system in which similar soliton-solition interac-
tion have been studied are in Bose-Einstein condensates
(BECs) [45, 52].

The primary focus of this study is to investigate the
collision mechanism of a pair of identical and nonidenti-
cal DSs while considering the recent works on emission
of DifRR. We propose a realistic WA that supports DS
generation and the formation of DifRR. The most ba-
sic result of the interaction between two solitons is their
elastic collision. For solitons in coupled systems, namely
vector solitons, it has been observed to result in inelas-
tic collision [53], and transfer of energy between them
[44, 54]. Intuitively, similar behavior can be expected
for DSs and the same has been observed in the case of
Kerr [47] and saturable [50] nonlinearity, where solitons
are merged to form a breather. It is to be expected, DSs
to undergo elastic collision in the WA system without
any interactions other than a phase shift similar to their
continuous counterparts. Based on this knowledge we
perform an initial analysis of identical DSs colliding in
a realistic WA. Of the many parameters of DSs in WAs,
we find that the soliton wavenumber (k0) and amplitude
(A0) determine whether the interaction yields elastic col-
lision or a fused state in the form of breather formation.
It is also observed that for higher A0 and lower k0 soliton

collision is prohibited and we may obtain a bound state
formed by DS pair. Performing iterative simulation we
develop a phase diagram in parametric space which de-
termines the set of values (k0,A0) for which elastic colli-
sion, breather or bound-state formation takes place. We
highlight interesting features like significant variation of
the breather period (ξp) at phase boundary and a sud-
den phase shift of DS at the point of collision. When the
soliton is not strongly localized to a single channel rather
distributed covering few waveguides, the interaction be-
havior resembles closely to that of solitons in continu-
ous media and can be analyzed semi-analytically using
variational method [55] where interaction term is taken
as a perturbation. Considering the transverse variable
of the propagation equation to be continuous we chose
appropriate Lagrangian density and reduce it using suit-
able ansätz function. The reduced variational problem,
followed by the Ritz optimization, leads to a set of cou-
pled ordinary differential equations (ODEs) that governs
the evolution of individual soliton parameters under col-
lision. Solving the ODE we trackdown important infor-
mation like, the trajectory of DS, its wavenumber and
phase evolution during collision. The variational results
corroborate well with full simulation. The role of ini-
tial phase detuning (∆Φ) which determines the interac-
tion potential between DS pair is also investigated. It
is found that for ∆Φ = π the DS interaction is always
repulsive irrespective of the set of values (k0,A0), i.e.
breather formation is prohibited for out of phase soliton
pair (∆Φ = π). Significant energy exchange is observed
between DSs when 0 < ∆Φ < π. We scan the interac-
tion dynamics near phase boundary by detuning ∆Φ in
the range ∆Φ → 0 − 2π and observed periodic energy
exchange between DSs accompanied by the generation of
weak DifRR due to collision. The collision dynamics of
two DSs with same amplitudes and different wavenum-
bers differs noticeably from that of two identical DSs
(having same amplitude and wavenumber). A transfer
of energy between solitons occur in this case akin to that
of vector solitons [54]. In addition to this, a soliton with
higher amplitude and initial wavenumber radiates DifRR
in Fourier-space. Due to DifRR being a relatively recent
development in this field, we have limited understanding
of the interaction dynamics of the two DSs in the context
of emitted radiation. Taking these facts into account, we
focus our investigation on the most general case where
two non-identical DSs (with different wavenumbers and
amplitudes) interacts. Interestingly, the collision of two
non-identical DSs yields a secondary radiation different
from the usual DifRR generated by either of the DS. How-
ever, the lack of momentum conservation in this interac-
tion [47] pose a challenge in predicting and determining
the properties of this additional radiation. Despite this
limitation, we perform extensive simulations to analyze
the collision dynamics and some new insight is gained
regarding the generation of this secondary radiation.
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II. THEORY

An infinite array consists of identical and lossless
waveguides is considered to be an ideal WA. However for
practical feasibility, we chose a semi-infinite array with a
large number of waveguide channels that avoid any form
of boundary interaction phenomenon. The mode evolu-
tion in the nth waveguide for continuous-wave excitation
under nearest-neighbor evanescent coupling is governed
by the standard DNSLE[6, 8, 9]:

i
dEn
dz

+ C
(n+1)
(n) En+1 + C

(n−1)
(n) En−1 + γn|En|2En = 0,

(1)

where En is the electric-field amplitude of the modes in
the nth waveguide. The range of the index n is defined
within −N 6 n 6 N , thereby defining the total number

of waveguides to be (2N + 1). C
(n+1)
(n) and C

(n−1)
(n) are

the coupling coefficients of the (n + 1)th and (n − 1)th

waveguide to the nth waveguide respectively with units in
m−1. γn = ω0n2/(cAeff ) is the nonlinear coefficient of an
individual waveguide in units of W−1m−1 where n2 is the
Kerr coefficient and Aeff is the effective mode area. For
a uniform WA the coupling coefficients are considered to

be identical
(
C

(n+1)
(n) = C

(n−1)
(n) = C

)
. Additionally, the

nonlinear coefficient (γn) is equal for every waveguide
and written as γn = γ ∀n, as each of the constituent
waveguides are considered to be composed of the same
material and have the same dimensions.

For low power condition the nonlinear term can be ne-
glected (γ = 0) and Eq.(1) thereby reduces to an analyt-
ically integrable equation. The solution of single waveg-
uide excitation in such a case leads to mode evolution
that exhibit discrete diffraction with the solution in the
form of En(z) = En(0)inJn(2Cz), where Jn is the Bessel
function of order n[11]. Physically, the varying z de-
pendent phase shift is the underlying reason for discrete
diffraction. Intuitively, one can understand the formation
of solitons by counteracting this discrete diffraction by a
balancing Kerr induced self focusing[6]. The DNLSE can
be converted to an useful normalized form through the
following transformations En →

√
P0ψn, γP0z → ξ, and

C/(γP0)→ c:

i
dψn
dξ

+ c [ψn+1 + ψn−1] +|ψn|2 ψn = 0, (2)

where P0 is the associated peak beam power in units
of Watt. It is to be noted that the total power flow-
ing through the array, P =

∑
n|ψn| and Hamilto-

nian, H =
∑
n

[
c|ψn − ψn−1|2 − γ|ψn|2 /2

]
remain con-

served during the propagation[16] under idealized sce-
nario (no losses and continuous wave excitation). In the
linear case, exploiting the discrete plane-wave solution
ψn(ξ) = ψ0

[
i(nkxd+ βξ)

]
of Eq.2, one can obtain the

standard dispersion relation between β and kx as β(κ) =

(e)

FIG. 1. (a) Formation of DS in n space propagating in a uni-
form WA for a soliton solution input. (b) Spatial distribution
of DS at output in the background of periodic refractive in-
dex profile n(x) offered by the uniform WA. (c) Evolution of a
DS launched at an incident wavenumber κ0 = 0.8, emitting a
diffractive radiation (direction marked by an arrow) opposite
to the propagation of the DS. (d) The corresponding evolution
in the κ-space with a strong DifRR emitted with wavenumber
κRR ≈ −2.8. The variation of the soliton wavenumber (soli-
ton peak) is tracked by a white dotted line. (e) Spectrogram
depicting the location of DifRR (by arrow) at the output. (f)
Location of generated DifRR as a function of incident angle
κ0 obtained numerically (red circles), from the PMC (crosses)
and modified input for PMC (solid black line) using the aver-
age wavenumber. The solid gray line represents the fraction
of energy carried by the DifRR (∆ERR) as a function of κ0.
In all the heat maps (a),(c),(d) and (e), along z-axis , |ψn|2

and |ψ̃κ|2 are plotted in log scale for better resolution.

2c cos(κ) +|ψ0|2 , where d is the separation between two
adjacent waveguides, kx is the transverse wave vector and
κ ≡ kxd is the phase difference between two adjacent
waveguides[6]. The transverse component (κ) undergoes
a phase gain φt = β(κ)ξ during it’s propagation which
leads to the transverse shift of the propagating beam
∆n = ∂φt/∂κ[56]. Hence, the beam propagates at an an-
gle θ = tan−1

[
∂β(κ)/∂κ

]
= tan−1

[
−2c sin(κ)

]
[57]. The

Taylor expansion of β(κ) about the incident wavenumber
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(κ0) results in the diffraction relation:

β(κ) = β(κ0) +
∑
m>1

Dm

m!
∆κm (3)

where Dm ≡
(
dmβ/dκm

)
|κ0 and ∆κ = κ − κ0. Per-

forming a Fourier transformation to change the domain
as κ → n by replacing ∆κ ≡ −i∂n, where n is de-
fined as a continuous variable of an amplitude func-
tion Ψ(n, ξ) = ψn,ξ exp(−iκ0n), we have an approximate
standard nonlinear Schrödinger equation(NLSE)[37]i∂ξ +

∑
m>2

Dm

m!
(−i∂n)

m
+
∣∣ψ(n, ξ)

∣∣2ψ(n, ξ) = 0 (4)

Defining n as a continuous variable can be justified by
the fact that the involved solitons encompass several
waveguides. By using the concept of co-moving frame
n→ n+D1ξ and introducing a phase evolution substitu-
tion ψ(n, ξ) = ψ(n, ξ) exp

[
iβ(κ0)n

]
we can eliminate the

first and second term of the Taylor expansion resulting a
soliton solution for Eq.4 with Dm>3 = 0 as,

ψsol = ψ0 sech

(
nψ0√
|D2|

)
exp (iksolξ) , (5)

here ksol ≡ ψ2
0/2 is the longitudinal wavenumber of the

soliton. Note that a bright soliton exists only when
condition |κ0| < π/2 or 2c cos(κ0) > 0 is satisfied.
Fig.1(a) describes such a soliton forming and propagat-
ing in nonlinear uniform WA for an input beam ψsol =
ψ0 sech(nψ0/

√
|D2|). In Fig.1(b) the spatial distribu-

tion of the DS is illustrated in the background of pe-
riodic refractive index grid offered by the typical WA.
Inserting the plane-wave solution exp

[
i (klinξ + ∆κn)

]
in a linearized Eq.4 we obtain the dispersion relation
klin(∆κ) = β(κ)−β(κ0)−D1∆κ. A soliton of the form in
Eq.(5) emits a radiation in κ-space by transferring energy
to the linear wave when the condition ksol = klin(∆κ) is
satisfied. This is the PM condition required for generat-
ing DifRR [37], which can be further expressed as,[

cos(κ)− cos(κ0) + sin(κ0)∆κ
]

= ψ̃0

2
(6)

where ψ̃0 = ψ0/2
√
c. The solution to this relation gives

the wavenumber of the generated DifRR (κRR = κ0+∆κ)
as a function of the soliton wavenumber κ0. In Fig. 1(c),
formation of the DifRR in n-space is demonstrated with
an arrow highlighting the evolution of DifRR. The Sig-
nature of DifRR (around -2.8) is prominent in κ-space as
illustrated in Fig. 1(d) and the output spectrograme in
Fig.1 (e). It is to be noted that the generated DifRR
is also subjected to same limits (κ < |π|) within the
first Brillouin zone and undergo a shift (formally knows
as anomalous recoil) in it’s wavenumber by ±2π when
they form outside these limits. In Fig. 1(f) we plot the

wavenumber (κRR) of DifRR as a function of initial soli-
ton wavenumber κ0. However, it is observed that kRR ob-
tained from numerical simulation deviate from the result
predicted by the PM condition when k0 is relatively large.
It can be noted that, the recoil of the soliton after emit-
ting the radiation is significant for higher values of k0 re-
sulting a change in its wavenumber. We track this change
of soliton wavenumber as marked by the white dotted line
in Fig. 1 (f). We observe that, during propagation the
soliton wavenumber undergoes a change from κ0 to κ′0.
So we replace the average wavenumber κ0 → (κ′0 +κ0)/2
in the PM condition Eq. 6 and find a better agreement
with numerical results as shown by the solid black line
in Fig. 1 (f). Further we calculate the fraction of energy

(∆ERR =
∫ κf

κi
|ψ̃RR(κ, ξ)|2dκ/

∫ π
−π |ψ̃(κ, ξ)|2dκ) that is

accumulated in DifRR as a function of initial wavenum-
ber (κ0). The variation of ∆ERR as a function of κ0 is
also depicted as a gray curve in 1 (f).

A. Waveguide Array Design

Before we proceed to a detailed analysis of collision
dynamics, we define a physically realizable waveguide
structure by utilizing the facility of fs laser based writ-
ing in transparent bulk media[58, 59]. This enables us
to prepare a WA composed of GeO2 doped silica cores
suspended in a silica cladding as illustrated in Fig.2
(a). The refractive indices of the core and cladding are
n1 ≈ 1.4477 and n2 ≈ 1.4446, respectively, at the oper-
ating wavelength of λ0 = 1.55 µm. We consider cylin-
drical cores with radius r = 5 µm, separated by a dis-
tance d = 20 µm with a calculated nonlinear coefficient
of γ = 0.79 W−1km−1 for the given geometry. For such
a WA arrangement, the coupling coefficient between ad-
jacent waveguides is given by[60]

C(d, r) =
λ0

2πn1

U2

r2V 2

K0(Wd/r)

K2
1 (W )

, (7)

where λ is the free space wavelength, and Kν are the
modified Bessel functions of the second kind of order
ν. U and V are the mode parameters that satisfy
U2 + W 2 = V 2, where the V parameter is defined as
V = k0r

√
n2

1 − n2
2, and U is approximated as U u

2.405e−(1−∆/2)/V , with ∆ = 1 − (n2/n1)2[61]. Here, r
is the core radius, k0(= 2π/λ0) is the free space wavevec-
tor and d represents the separation between two adjacent
waveguides. The variation of the coupling coefficient as
a function of separation d for a fixed radius r and vice
versa is plotted in Fig.2(b)(c). In our numerical analysis
we consider a homogeneous WA composed of waveguides
with radius r = 5 µm and separation d = 20 µm. For
these parameters we obtain the value of the coupling co-
efficient to be u 0.07 mm−1.
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n=0 1 2 3-1-2-3
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x
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FIG. 2. (a) Schematic representation of the proposed WA
with cylindrical cores of radius r, where adjacent waveguides
are uniformly separated by d. (b) Variation of coupling coeffi-
cient as a function of separation between adjacent waveguides
for r = 5µm. (c) Variation of coupling coefficient as a function
of core radius for a fixed separation d = 20µm.

B. Soliton Collision in DNLS Systems

Solitons by nature maintain their shape and location
during propagation. This property is also known to ex-
tend to collisions between two solitons in continuous do-
main where they interact elastically and appear to pass
through each other. After such a collision the solitons
undergo an instant translation in space and/or time ac-
companied by a phase shift. This property was originally
observed in a study of Korteweg-de-Vries (KdV) equation
and later in systems governed by NLSE[41]. While two
solitons in close vicinity interact with an attractive or
repulsive potential based on their relative initial phase,
the strength of this interaction potential is however very
weak to act over a large separation in n-space. Hence,
for two solitons separated by a large enough distance are
to be provided a transverse motion for them to interact.
In this case, the soliton is initiated by a “push” in the
form of a phase gradient k across the solitons at their
inputs[47]. Two solitons with appropriate opposite signs
of phase gradient k can be made to collide with their
transverse velocities proportional to k. Such a pair of
DSs at the input is given by,

ψ(n, 0) = A1 sech

[
A1(n− n1)√

2c cos k1

]
exp

[
ik1(n− n1)

]
+A2 sech

[
A2(n− n2)√

2c cos k2

]
exp

[
ik2(n− n2)

]
,

(8)

where nj=1,2 are the location of the DS peaks, Aj=1,2 are
the amplitudes and kj=1,2 are the respective wavenum-
bers. kj=1,2 are real and their signs determines whether

the solitons will travel in opposite directions or towards
each other while they propagate. One valid combination
for soliton collision is k1, n2 < 0 and k2, n1 > 0. It is to
be noted that the reversal of their signs is also a valid
combination, however the results obtained merely mirror
the phenomenon observed in the initial case. The DSs af-
ter a collision either emerge with their properties intact
or fuse together to form a breather [41, 62]. The results of
the collision are determined and controlled by the soliton
amplitude Aj and wavevector kj . In subsequent sections
we will analyse the deeper aspects of the collision dynam-
ics and other related phenomena along with the results
of numerical analysis.

III. NUMERICAL AND ANALYTICAL
RESULTS

In this section we numerically investigate the results of
interaction between two DSs defined by Eq.8 in a uniform
homogeneous WA described in Fig.2 (a). We consider a
WA with the range of it’s n index as −350 6 n 6 350
which defines N = 350 and a total of 2N + 1 = 701
waveguides in the array. We also develop an analytical
treatment based on the variational technique to grasp the
collision mechanism between DS pair.

A. Collision of two identical DSs

A pair of identical DSs equidistant from central waveg-
uide (n = 0) are defined by taking, n0 = n1 = −n2,
k0 = k2 = −k1 and Aj=1,2 = A0, in Eq.8. The evolu-
tion and collision dynamics of such a pair for DSs with
initial wavenumber k0 = 0.3, starting at n0 = 20 for two
different amplitudes A0 = 0.5 and 0.8, are illustrated
in Fig.3. In Fig.3(a),(b) we observed the evolution of
the soliton pair in the n and κ domain, respectively for
A0 = 0.5, where they interact and emerge while main-
taining their shape and properties under an elastic like
collision. Numerically, we find the energy carried by each
DS, E = 2A0

√
2c cos(k0) = 1.514 remains conserved

throughout the propagation. The spectrogram plot in
Fig.3 (c) at output reflects how two DSs remain intact
followed by an elastic like collision. To visualize the com-
plete dynamics see Supplemental Material [63] The DS
pair are fused together to form a discrete breather when
we increase the amplitude to A0 = 0.8 (keeping k0 = 0.3,
same as before). The formation of this fused state is
shown in Fig.3 (d) and (e). The spectrogram in (n-k)
space, as shown in Fig.3 (f), depicts the formation of
a single state with side-lodes exhibiting multiple weak
radiations. To visualize the complete picture see Sup-
plemental Material [64]. The amplitude A0 and initial
wavenumber k0 determines whether DS pair will collide
elastically or form a breather. The DSs even do not collide
and form a bound-state in the limit A0 > 1, k0 < 0.1. By
compiling the results for over a range of A0 and k0 we de-
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velop a phase diagram in Fig.4 showing the formation of
three distinct states namely I, II and III corresponding
to elastic collision, breather and bound-state formation,
respectively.

FIG. 3. Evolution of two identical DS pair launched in a
WA obliquely with k0 = 0.3 towards each other. Evolution
in (a) n and (b) κ domains for amplitude A0 = 0.5 result
in a crossover state followed by an elastic like collision. (c)
Spectrogram at output (ξ = 100) showing two distinct DSs in
(n-k space). (d) Two DS of amplitude A0 = 0.8 launched with
the same value of k0 merge together to form a breather with
small side-lobes. (e) Evolution of the breather in κ-space. (f)
Spectrogram at output showing the single merge state where
the side-lobes are distributed in n and κ domain in the form of
multiple weak radiation. In all the heat maps |ψn|2 is plotted
in log scale along z-axis .

The evolution of soliton pairs at phase locations, 1○
(k0 = 0.4,A0 = 0.5) for elastic collision and 3○ (k0 =
0.2,A0 = 0.85) for breather formation are depicted in
the sub-plots of Fig. 4. We also illustrate the colli-
sion dynamics at the phase boundary 2○ for k0 = 0.253,
A0 = 0.65 showing breather formation with large period.
The region III corresponds to a stop band where solitons
do not interact [47]. It is observed that, for a normal-
ized coupling coefficient c = 1.2, this stop band begins
to appear for low values of k0 and high A0. In the stop
band region 5○ the soliton pair forms a bound state as
illustrated in the sub-plot of Fig. 4. Note that, for an
exact soliton solution input, ψsol = ψ0 sech(nψ0/

√
|D2|)

we do not observe any symmetry-breaking behavior as
observed in earlier work [47]. We also demonstrate the
soliton dynamics at phase-boundary 4○ for the parame-
ters k0 = 0.15, A0 = 1.035. Any solitons with the same
k0 (A0) and higher (lower) A0 (k0) are subjected to this
stop band. The formation of breather is characterized by
the periodic evolution of its peak power over propaga-
tion distance. Separation between the consecutive peaks
is defined as period (ξp) of the breather that depends on
the soliton parameter k0 and A0. In Fig. 5(a) we plot
the variation of the peak power P0 as a function of ξ for

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
A0

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

k0

IIIIII 2

3 4 5

1
1

2

4
3

5

FIG. 4. A phase map of the interaction between two identical
DSs as function of amplitude (A0) and wavenumber (κ0), ac-
companied by sub-figures describing the evolution of DSs at
different regime. Region (I ) and (II ) in the phase map corre-
spond to elastic collision and breather formation respectively,
with 2○ being the boundary between these two domains. Any
soliton with values of A0 and k0 in region (III ) are subjected
to a stop band and the solitons are bound to their launching
sites as seen in the case of 5○. In all the heat maps, along
z-axis |ψn|2 is plotted in log scale for better resolution.

different A0 to visualize the relative periodicity of the
breather. It is evident that the periodicity ξp is sensi-
tive to A0. To grasp the whole picture we plot ξp as a
function of A0 in Fig. 5(b) for three different k0. It is
observed that, for any given k0 the breather starts with
a relatively high period and gradually decreases until the
stop-band appears. It is interesting to note that, for the
given coupling coefficient (c = 1.2), the periodicity ξp
of all the breathers formed near the stop-band is almost
equal, ξp → π.

To shed more light on the collision dynamics, we fur-
ther study the evolution of relative phase of the DSs (and
breather) along propagation distance. Here we consider
the initial phase detuning of the soliton pair to be 0, i.e.
DSs are in-phase. In time domain, the average soliton
phase at a point in the propagation axis (ξ) is defined as
[65],

φ(ξ) = tan−1

[∫
|ψ(t, ξ)|2=[ψ(t, ξ)]dt∫
|ψ(t, ξ)|2<[ψ(t, ξ)]dt

]
, (9)

with the contribution to the average phase being limited
to near pulse electric field by a pulse intensity weight∣∣ψ(ξ, t)

∣∣2[65]. We consider the fact that the NLSE in spa-
tial domain is analogous to its temporal counterpart and
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(a) (b)

FIG. 5. (a) Peak power (P0) is plotted as a function of ξ
for different input amplitude (A0) and k0 = 0.3. The largest
value corresponding to location of soliton interaction. The
periodicity (ξp) differs for crossover state (blacked dashed),
breather state (red dotted) and boundary regions (solid blue).
From the comparison it is evident that near boundary the
periodicity of the breather is larger. (b) Breather period ξp
as a function of A0 for three different initial wavenumbers
k0 equals 0.2 (red dotted), 0.3 (solid blue), and 0.4 (black
dashed). ξp ≈ π for all the breathers near stop-band.

rewrite this equation in terms of n (t→ n). Discretizing
the Eq. (9) by the approximation dn→ 1, we obtain.

φ(ξ) = tan−1


∑
n
|ψn(ξ)|2=(ψn(ξ))∑

n
|ψn(ξ)|2<(ψn(ξ))

 . (10)

Note, the average “lattice” phase for a pure DS (with
k0 = 0) oscillates between π/2 to −π/2 as it progresses
along ξ. This is attributed to the range

(
−π/2, π/2

)
of

the tan−1 function. This repetition is periodic in a case
of a standard DS, and on unwrapping the value of φ(ξ)
i.e adding π to the value of φ(ξ) whenever it emerges
from the other side of the domain, we obtain φ(ξ) as a
linear function of ξ[65]. We similarly calculate the av-
erage phase of the system for both the cases of elastic
collision and breather formation (φk(ξ)), then take the
difference between it and that of the pure DS (φ0(ξ))
which is considered to be a reference phase. The evolu-
tion of the relative phase φk(ξ)−φ0(ξ) = ∆φ(ξ) helps us
to achieve a better resolution if any phase change occurs
during the interaction between the DS pair. We simulta-
neously calculate the evolution of the peak power in the
system which is defined as P0(= |ψmax|2), where ψmax is
the maxima of the total field in the WA. Fig.6(a), (c) and
(b),(d) show the variation of ∆φ and P0 (in same frame)
for elastic collision and breather formation, respectively.
It is evident that ∆φ shifts abruptly at collision point.
For fused state, periodic “lumps” are observed in relative
phase evolution.

Collision Point

Crossover State

Breather State

FIG. 6. Evolution of (a),(b) relative phase and (c),(d) peak
power for elastic collision [(a) and (c)] and breather forma-
tion [(b) and (d)]. Point of collision (ξcol) is accompanied
by a spike in (c) peak power and (a) abrupt change in phase
evolution. For a breather formation, peak power oscillates pe-
riodically (d) reciprocating (b)the step-wise increase in phase.
Point of collision at ξ is represented by a dotted line and red
circle in each case.

B. Variational Analysis

The assumption of continuous transverse variable (n)
allow us to exploit the variational analysis for soliton
collision problem where we write Eq. 4 in the form of
two perturbed coupled NLSEs,

i∂ξψ` +
1

2
∂2
nψ` + |ψ`|2ψ` = iε`. (11)

Here ψ`=1,2 represents two soliton fields 1 and 2, coupled
by the perturbation ε` = i[2|ψ`|2ψ3−` + ψ2

`ψ
∗
3−`] which

one can obtain by replacing ψ → ψ1 + ψ2 in Eq. 4 . By
introducing the Lagrangian density LD = i/2(ψ`∂ξψ

∗
` −

ψ∗` ∂ξψ`) + 1/2|∂nψ`|2− 1/2|ψ`|4 + i(ε`ψ
∗
` − ε∗`ψ`), appro-

priate for Eq. 11 and selecting a suitable ansätz function
ψ` = A` sech[A`(n − n`)] exp[iφ` − ik`(n − n`)], we can
reduced the Lagrangian L =

∫∞
−∞ LDdn :

L` = 2A`
∂φ`
∂ξ

+ 2A`δ`
∂n`
∂ξ
− A`

3
+A`δ2

`

−2=
∫ ∞
−∞

(ε`ψ
∗
` )dn.

(12)

Using the Euler-Lagrange equation, we obtain the fol-
lowing set of eight coupled ODEs that describe the evo-
lution of different parameters (like amplitude, position,
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wavenumber, phase) for both the solitons (` = 1, 2) ,

dA`
dξ

= (−1)`A2
`A3−` sin(Φ)F` (13a)

dn`
dξ

= −k` − (−1)`n`A`A3−` sin(Φ)F` (13b)

dk`
dξ

= −A`A2
3−` cos(Φ)F ′n`

(13c)

dφ`
dξ

=
1

2
(A2

` + k2
` )− (−1)`A`A3−`[k` sin(Φ)

−2 cos(Φ)]F`,
(13d)

where F` = csch3(α`)[sinh(2α`) − 2α`], with α` =

A3−`(n` − n3−`), Φ = (φ2 − φ1) and F ′n`
= ∂F`

∂n`
. This

set of ODE (13) provides valuable physical insights of the
soliton collision problem. For example, the relative phase
Φ appears in all the equation, i.e initial phase detuning
should significantly influence the collision dynamics. We
dedicate the following section where we investigate the
role of initial phase detuning in the context of soliton col-
lision. In Fig. 7 we compare our variational results with
full numerical simulation. Variational results nicely pre-
dict the evolution of soliton parameters under collision.
As expected, abrupt change in wavenumber is noticed
(see Fig. 7 (b)) at the point of interaction due to elastic
collision. The sudden chance in the phase is also noticed
(see Fig. 7 (c)) which is consistent with our earlier result
shown in Fig. 6 (a).

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (e)

FIG. 7. (a),(d) Collision dynamics of in-phase (∆Φ = 0)
and out-of-phase (∆Φ = π) soliton pair (b),(e) wavenumber
and (c),(f) phase variation, respectively. The dashed lines in
(a) and (d) represent soliton trajectory which we obtain from
variational result. The solid lines in other figures are varia-
tional results which corroborate well with numerical simula-
tion (solid dots).

To establish the validity of the variational analysis for
wider range of parameters, we numerically calculate the
location of first collision point ξcol (for a given n0) as
a function of initial wavenumber k0 and try to match
it with variational prediction. As shown in Fig. 8(a)

the variational results that we obtain by solving Eq. 13
corroborate well with numerical data. As expected the
collision point decreases with increasing k0.

(a) (b)

FIG. 8. (a) Variation of collision point (ξcol) as a function of
initial wavenumber (k0) of soliton pair when they are launched
at waveguide number n0, either side of the central waveg-
uide. The numerical data are represented by solid dots where
solid lines stand for variational prediction. (b) The variational
analysis (dotted line) nicely predicts the trajectory of DS pair
which we obtain by solving DNLSE Eq. 2.

Finally in Fig.8(b) we superimpose the variational re-
sult with the collision dynamics of DS that we obtain by
solving the pure DNLSE Eq. 2. Here we include the cou-
pling coefficient in the variational analysis and obtain a
satisfactory match.

C. Role of initial phase detuning in soliton
collision:

It is well established that, the initial phase plays a
dominant role in two soliton interaction process when
they are sufficiently close. Attractive and repulsive in-
teractions are observed when the relative phase difference
between two input solitons are 0 and π, respectively. In
order to understand the role of initial phase in the colli-
sion dynamics of DS pair, we allow the following field to
propagate in the WA.

ψ(n, 0) = A0 sech

[
A0(n+ n0)√

2c cos k0

]
exp

[
−ik0(n+ n0)

]
+A0 sech

[
A0(n− n0)√

2c cos k0

]
exp

[
ik0(n− n0)

]
exp [i∆Φ] .

(14)

Here, the total field is constructed by two solitons as,
ψ = ψ1 + ψ2, where the initial phase difference between
ψ1 and ψ2 is given by ∆Φ as shown in Eq. (14). In our
simulation we consider two set of (A0, k0) correspond to
the region I and II in the phase diagrame. For ∆φ = 0 we
have the usual elastic collision and breather formation as
depicted in Fig.9 (a) and (c), respectively. For the same
set of parameter under out of phase condition, i.e. ∆Φ =
π the DSs experience a repulsive interaction similar to
the temporal solitons with a phase difference of π. This
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 9. Collision of two DSs with initial phase difference
∆Φ = 0 (a) and (c), ∆Φ = π (b) and (d). DSs in fig-
ures (a) and (b) are launched with parameters A0 = 0.5,
k0 = 0.25 lying in the domain of elastic collision, with (c) and
(d) A0 = 0.7,k0 = 0.25 corresponding to breather formation.
DSs with phase difference of π exhibit the absence of breather
formation. In all the heat maps |ψn|2 is plotted in log scale
along z-axis for better clarity.

repulsive behavior is even prominent for solitons with
A0 and k0 in the regime II suggesting that ∆Φ = π
prohibits the formation of breather. It is also observed
that the initial phase difference ∆Φ doesn’t play any role
for the soliton pair in the stop band region. It is worthy
to note that, the breather formation of two in-phase DSs
(∆Φ = 0) is greatly influenced when ∆Φ 6= 0. We scan
the collision dynamics of two identical DS near phase
boundary by continuously detuning the relative phase
between them in the range ∆Φ → 0 − 2π. We observe
that the interaction between the two DSs ψ1 and ψ2 leads
to a periodic energy exchange against the detuned phase.
In Fig. 10 (a) we demonstrate exchange of energy (E =∑
|ψn|2) against initial phase detuning (∆Φ/π) when two

identical DSs are launched with equal amplitude A0 =
0.7 and wavenumber |k0| = 0.25.

The collision dynamics of DS pair for four different
detuned phase are illustrated in Fig. 10 (b),(c),(f),(g)
where the energy exchange is evident and consistent with
the experimental results given in [66]. In Fig. 10 (d), (e)
we demonstrate the XFROG spectrogram corresponding
to the plots Fig. 10 (b),(c) and observe a signature of
weak DifRR in κ-space. This weak DifRR is originated
due to the collision of DS pair and observed when the
energy exchange between the DSs is relatively large (see,
1○ and 2○).

(a)

(b) (c)

(d) (e)

(f) (g)

1

2

3 4

1 2

3 4

FIG. 10. (a) Energy (Ej=1,2) exchange among the two DS
ψj=1,2 as a function of initial phase detuning where A0 = 0.7,
k0 = 0.25. Plot (b),(c) represent the collision dynamics for
the phase detuning (∆Φ/π), 0.10 and 0.14 as marked by 1○
and 2○, respectively. The arrows show the formation of weak
DifRR in n-space. Plot (d),(e) illustrate the spectrogram of
(b) and (c), respectively where the weak collision mediated
radiation is evident as marked by arrows. Plot (f),(g) repre-
sent the collision dynamics for the phase detuning (∆Φ/π),
0.59 and 1.41 as marked by 3○ and 4○.

D. Collision of two non-identical DS

Collision of identical DS is a special case, where the
solitons are exactly identical and have the same and op-
posite transverse velocities. The natural extension to this
case is a generalized study of two in phase DSs having
unequal amplitudes and different initial wavenumbers as
described in Eq.8 . We split this study into two parts,
(a) solitons with equal amplitudes (A1 = A2) and non-
identical wavenumbers (|k1| 6= |k2|), and (b) both param-
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eters of the solitons are unequal (A1 6= A2 & |k1| 6= |k2|).
At a glance, it is evident from the soliton solution that
solitons with non-identical wavenumbers will have dif-
ferent widths proportional to

√
cos(kj=1,2). We observe

FIG. 11. Collision of two DSs with non-identical wavenum-
bers (|k1| 6= |k2|) and equal amplitudes (A1 = A2 = 0.7).
Collision dynamics of DS pair in (a) n-space (b) κ-space and
(c) corresponding output spectrogram for the set of parame-
ter k1 = 0.9 and k2 = −0.7. Collision dynamics of DS pair
in (d) n-space (e)κ-space and (f) corresponding output spec-
trogram for the set of parameter k1 = 0.9 and k2 = −0.6.
Formation of the fused state in (g) n- space (h) κ- space and
(i) corresponding output spectrogram for the set of parameter
k1 = 0.3 and k2 = 0. In all the ceases n0 = 50 and in the
heat maps, |ψn|2 is plotted in log scale along z-axis.

three distinct collision dynamics when DS pair with dif-
ferent k values (so as widths) are allowed to interact.
Depending on the relative value of initial wavenumber
k, either we have a cross-over state resulting two almost
identical DS or two distinctly different DSs at the out-
put. With suitable k values it is even possible to excite a
fused state showing a single soliton at output. To excite
crossover states, we consider the wavenumber of one DS
to be k1 = 0.9, while taking k2 = −0.6 and −0.7, and
allow these DS to collide. The entire collision dynam-
ics is illustrated in Fig.11 (a)-(f). For the set (k1 = 0.9
& k2 = −0.7), we observe a negligible exchange of en-
ergy between the DS pair. Nothing of interest occurs in
κ-space except the generation of DifRR exhibiting two
strong side-bands (see Fig. 11 (b) and (c)). The spec-
trogram in Fig. 11 (c) indicates the preservation of DS
pair and corresponding DifRR recoiled by the Brillouin
boundary. However strikingly different dynamics is ob-

served for the other set of parameters i.e (k1 = 0.9 &
k2 = −0.6), where a significant amount of energy is taken
away by one DS and the other emerges with a lower am-
plitude (see Fig. 11 (d)-(f)). We follow this up with a
detailed numerical analysis considering a finer variation
in the wavenumbers and observe that, the amount of en-
ergy transfer between the solitons is highly sensitive to
the relative values of k1 and k2 does not follow a pattern
in the terms of k1 and k2. Furthermore, the behavior
of energy transfer is also dependent upon the launching
location n0 of the soliton. Non-identical soliton pair also
forms a fused-state exhibiting a single soliton at output.
In Fig.11(g)-(i) we illustrate the formation of the fused-
state while taking k1 = 0.3 and k2 = 0. The spectro-
gram in Fig.11(i) exhibits the formation of a single fused
state with side-lobes. Next we consider the most general
case where the DSs have unequal amplitudes (A1 6= A2)
and initial wavenumbers (|k1| 6= |k2|). We introduce a
scaling parameter H to define one of the DS amplitudes
(A2 = HA1) as function of the other (A1). With this
substitution we rewrite Eq.8 as,

ψ(n, 0) = A1 sech

[
A1(n− n1)√

2c cos(k1)

]
exp

[
ik1(n− n1)

]
+HA1 sech

[
HA1(n− n2)√

2c cos(k2)

]
exp

[
ik2(n− n2)

]
,

(15)

while maintaining the combination of nj=1,2 and kj=1,2

required for the DSs to collide. As an initial study, we
analytically determine the total energy flowing through
WA with a continuous assumption as E =

∫∞
−∞ |ψ(n)|2dn

and obtain E = 2A1

√
2c
[
cos1/2(k1) +H cos1/2(k2)

]
. We

numerically determine the output energy by exploiting
the expression E =

∑
n |ψn|2. For the set of parameters

c = 1.2, A1 = 0.8, H = 0.3, k1 = 0.7, and k2 = −0.8, we
numerically calculate the total energy at output as E =
2.7885 which is consistent with the analytical expression
ensuring the conservation of energy. Proceeding ahead,
we launch a pair of non-identical DS defined by Eq.15 in
the proposed WA structure (as shown in Fig.2(a)) and
depict the collision dynamics in Fig.12. It is evident that
the strong DS (A1) almost immediately emits DifRR (la-
beled as 1) whose location in the κ-space can be pre-
dicted by Eq.6. A secondary radiation is also originated
as a result of the collision between DS pair. The XFROG
diagram shown in Fig.12(c) captures the dynamics with
better resolution where we discern that the secondary ra-
diation is sandwiched in between primary radiation and
weak DS. To visualize the complete picture see Supple-
mental Material [67]. The average wavenumber (κ̄j(ξ))
of the propagating waves can be determined as, [68],

κ̄j(ξ) =
∫ κf

κi
κ|ψ̃j(κ, ξ)|2dκ/

∫ κf

κi
|ψ̃j(κ, ξ)|2dκ, where κi

and κf determines the range of the distribution of ψ̃j(κ)
in κ-space. In Fig.12(d) we depict the variation of κ̄j(ξ)
of four different waves (strong DS, weak DS, DifRR and
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1 2

Strong DS

Weak DS

CMR

DifRR
1 2

Pre
Collision

Post
Collision

FIG. 12. Collision dynamics of two non-identical DSs illus-
trated in (a) n-space and (b) κ-space. (c) Spectrogram at out-
put. The the locations of DifRR (1) and secondary radiation
(2) are indicated by arrows. The wave vectors of the two DSs
are k1 = 0.8 and k2 = −0.7 respectively, with A1 = 0.8 and
H = 0.3. Plot (d) describes the evolution of wavenaumbers
for four fields, DS pair, DifRR and collision mediated radia-
tion (CMR). The solid lines describe the wavenumbers (κ̄j)
derived by the center of mass technique. The corresponding
numerical results are depicted by solid dots. In all the heat
maps |ψn|2 is plotted in log scale along z-axis.

weak secondary radiation) before and after collision. The
solid dots represent the corresponding values obtained
numerically. The origin of weak secondary radiation can
be understood by applying the concept of blocker soliton
[69]. The blocker soliton is strongly localized wave that
behave as a reflector to a weak signal beam. In Fig. 13
we demonstrate the interaction between a blocker soliton
and weak signal beam. The blocker soliton doesn’t radi-
ation any DifRR as the transverse wavenumber is zero.
However, a part of the weak DS (signal beam) is deflected
by blocker soliton and results in a radiation at κ-space.
In Fig 13 (a),(b) we demonstrate the interaction dynam-
ics of solitons in n and κ-space where the radiation due
to the deflection is evident. The corresponding spectro-
grame is shown in Fig 13 (c). The exact phase matching
condition for such radiation is found to be complicated
and may require a more detailed analysis.

IV. CONCLUSION

A spatial discrete soliton emits diffractive resonance
radiation when launched with an initial wavenumber in a

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 13. (a) Collision dynamics between a strong (blocker)
and weak DS where the weak soliton is deflected (shown by ar-
row). (b) Dynamics shown in κ-space where the collision me-
diated radiation is indicated by the arrow. (c) Corresponding
spectrograme also shoing the radiation patch (shown by ar-
row). The parameters taken for the simulation are, A1 = 0.6,
H = 0.5, k1 = 0, k2 = −0.9 and n1 = n2 = 40 .

semi-infinite uniform waveguide array. The situation be-
comes even interesting when two such solitons are allowed
to collide with each other by inserting a push through
initial wavenumber resulting an oblique incidence. We
numerically investigate the complex collision dynamics of
varied types of spatial DS pairs, staring from the simplest
case of identical DS pair, to a more generalized combi-
nation of soliton pairs. The collision of the identical DS
pair, either forms (i) a fused breather state or (ii) a cross-
over state (followed by an elastic like collision) depending
on the relative values of initial amplitudes (A0) and wave
number (k0) of the solitons. For relatively high A0 and
low k0 results in a stop band where the two solitons prop-
agate without any interaction by forming a bound-state.
We map this entire process by depicting a phase plot
in (k0-A0) parameter space where different regions are
indicated by color bands. We establish a semi-analytical
approach using variational method to understand the col-
lision mechanism between DS. DSs that extend over few
waveguide channels allow us to approximate the discrete
transverse variable with a continuous one and we rewrite
the DNLSE to a perturbed coupled NLSE. By adopting a
proper Lagrangian density and suitable ansätz we derive
two sets of four coupled ordinary differential equations
that describe the evolution of soliton parameters (ampli-
tude, position, wavenumber and phase) under collision.
The variational results reveal interesting facts on collision
dynamics and corroborate well with full numerical sim-
ulation. The relative phase difference measurement also
results in very different observations for breather forma-
tion and cross-over state. When for a crossover state,
the relative phase changes monotonically with negative
value, the breather formation attributes a positive in-
crement in phase. It is noticed that the phase changes
abruptly at collision points. We investigate the role of
initial phase detuning between the colliding DS. It is ob-
served that the breather formation is ceased for two out
of phase (∆Φ = π) DSs. We notice that, periodic energy
exchange takes place between the DSs when initial phase
is detuned in the range 0 < ∆Φ < π. We finally analyze
the interaction for two non-identical soliton and find that
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along with the usual breather state, two different cross-
over states are formed where degree of energy exchange
between solitons differs significantly. By extending this
study to a more generalized condition of both DSs hav-
ing different amplitudes and wavenumbers, we observe
the formation of a collision mediated secondary radia-
tion which is originated due to reflection of the weaker
soliton from the edge of the strong blocker soliton. In
conclusion we can say, collision dynamics of spatial DSs
in discrete media yields a very diverse range of interest-

ing phenomena and in our study we try to shed light on
few of them. Our results should be useful to the research
community doing experiments on DSs in WA.
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and A. Tünnermann, Applied Physics B 82, 507 (2006).
[59] I. Pavlov, O. Tokel, S. Pavlova, V. Kadan, G. Makey,
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