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Multi-soliton interactions underlying the dynamics of breather rogue waves
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We consider the most famous one-breather solutions of the focusing one-dimensional nonlinear
Schrodinger equation which are used in the theory of rogue waves — the Peregrine, Akhmediev and
Kuznetsov-Ma breathers, as well as the general case of drifting Tajiri-Watanabe breather. In terms
of the inverse scattering transform (IST) theory, it is known that these breathers are constructed by
“dressing” a plane wave solution with a single soliton. In this construction, we replace the plane wave
with an exact N-soliton solution which converges asymptotically to the plane wave at large number
of solitons N. As a result, we obtain exact (N + 1)-soliton solutions practically indistinguishable
from the Peregrine, Akhmediev, Kuznetsov-Ma and Tajiri-Watanabe breathers in a relatively wide
region of space and time. The constructed solutions are localized in space with characteristic width
proportional to N and approximate the breathers with accuracy improving as N grows. Our method
makes it possible to build solitonic models with the same dynamical properties for the higher-order
rational and super-regular breathers, and can be generalized straightforwardly to multi-breather
solutions, breathers on a nontrivial background (e.g., cnoidal waves) and other integrable systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The phenomenon of rogue waves — unusually large
waves that appear suddenly from moderate wave back-
ground — has been extensively studied in the recent years.
A number of mechanisms have been suggested to explain
their emergence, see e.g. reviews [IH4], with one of the
most general ideas being that rogue waves could be re-
lated to breather-type solutions of the underlying non-
linear evolution equations [BH8]. A particular example
of a nonlinear mathematical model suitable for the de-
scription of rogue waves is the one-dimensional nonlinear
Schrodinger equation (1D-NLSE) of the focusing type,
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which describes evolution of a narrowband signal in a
weakly nonlinear media and is widely applicable in dif-
ferent fields of studies ranging from nonlinear optics
to hydrodynamics and Bose-Einstein condensates [9HIT].
Several exact solutions of this equation have been sug-
gested as candidates of rogue waves, including the Pere-
grine [12], Akhmediev [I3] and Kuznetsov-Ma [14], [15]
breathers, which represent special cases of the Tajiri-
Watanabe breather [16]. Taking specific and carefully
designed initial conditions, these solutions were repro-
duced in well-controlled experiments performed in differ-
ent physical systems [17H23].

Meanwhile, there are certain inconsistencies in describ-
ing rogue waves with breathers. First, in many physically
relevant situations, the wavefields are localized, as spa-
tial dimensions are typically confined and signal time se-
ries have beginning and end. In such systems, breather
solutions cannot formally exist, since they have finite-
background boundary conditions. This means that the

observed breather-like dynamics, in fact, is achieved by
a combination of nonlinear dispersive waves and solitons
— the types of nonlinear structures compatible with the
vanishing boundary conditions. Secondly, the modeling
of rogue waves with breathers typically implies certain
scenarios of their emergence, such as in the beginning of
nonlinear stage of modulational instability (MI) [8] [I3].
However, breather-like rogue waves also appear randomly
from time to time long after the M1 is fully developed [24],
or in the long-time evolution from partially coherent
waves [25]. It is unclear how such situations could be
potentially modeled with breathers. Finally, the similar-
ity between certain breather profiles and interacting soli-
tons [24 [26], [27] observed in integrable systems, as well
as the fission of breather solutions [28] [29] into solitons
in nonintegrable systems, also implies a close relationship
between breathers and solitons.

In this paper, we aim to address some of these in-
consistencies and observations by presenting a universal
method for modeling the breather-like dynamics with ex-
act multi-soliton solutions. Our approach is based on
the integrability of the 1D-NLSE in terms of the in-
verse scattering transform (IST) theory and on the dress-
ing method also known as the Darboux transformation.
Namely, breathers are constructed by “dressing” a plane
wave solution 1 = A el of Eq. with solitons. In
this construction, we replace the plane wave with its soli-
tonic model [30], which represents a specific exact N-
soliton solution converging asymptotically to the plane
wave at large number of solitons N. As a result, we
obtain exact multi-soliton solutions which approximate
breathers locally very well even for a rather small num-
ber of solitons N ~ 10. At large N, the constructed so-
lutions turn out to be practically indistinguishable from
the breathers in a wide region of space and time.



From a mathematical point of view, our method as-
sumes the continuity of the dressing procedure, when the
same dressing of two similar solutions leads to the similar
results. We think that it can be generalized straightfor-
wardly to multi-breather solutions, breathers on a non-
trivial background (e.g., cnoidal waves), and other inte-
grable systems including vector breathers [3TH36].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [T, we
discuss in general the dressing method procedure, the
soliton and breather solutions, and the solitonic model of
the plane wave [30]. In Section [[TI, we construct solitonic
models of the Peregrine, Akhmediev, Kuznetsov-Ma and
Tajiri-Watanabe breathers, and numerically verify that
they approximate these breathers exceptionally well in
a wide region of space and time. The final Section [[V]
contains conclusions and discussion. In the Appendix, we
provide a detailed description of the dressing method and
build solitonic models for the higher-order rational [37]
and super-regular [38-440] breathers.

II. DRESSING METHOD CONSTRUCTION
A. Integrability and the dressing method

The 1D-NLSE belongs to a class of nonlinear partial
differential equations (PDEs) integrable by means of the
IST method. The latter is based on the representation of
a PDE as a compatibility condition of an over-determined
auxiliary linear system — the Lax pair [41, 42]. For
the case of the 1D-NLSE, the Lax pair is known as the
Zakharov-Shabat (ZS) system [43] for a two-component
vector wave function ®(z,t,\) = (¢1, ¢2)7,
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where the star stands for the complex conjugate and
Eq. is obtained as a compatibility condition ®,; =
®,,. The first equation of the ZS system can be rewritten
as an eigenvalue problem for a complex-valued spectral
parameter A = &£ + in,
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Similarly to the Schrédinger operator in quantum me-
chanics [44], the scattering problem (4)) for the ZS oper-
ator £ and wave function ® can be introduced, in which
the wavefield v of the 1D-NLSE plays the role of a poten-
tial. For localized potentials, this problem has bounded
solutions for real-valued spectral parameter A = £ € R
(continuous spectrum), and also for a finite number of
discrete points A, = &, + inn, N > 0, n=1,..., N (dis-
crete spectrum). Note that, without loss of generality, we
consider only the upper half of the A-plane, n =Im A > 0.

Most importantly, the potential ¢ (z,t) turns out to
be in one-to-one correspondence with the so-called scat-
tering data — a combination {\,, p,(t),7(&,t)} of the
discrete spectrum points \,, associated with them co-
efficients p,(t), and reflection coefficient r(¢,t) repre-
senting the continuous spectrum — and this scattering
data changes trivially over time. In particular, the 1D-
NLSE evolution preserves the discrete spectrum, d;A,, =
0, while p,(t) and r(&,t) evolve exponentially like the
Fourier harmonics in the linear waves theory. These
properties make it possible to fundamentally solve the
Cauchy initial value problem for the 1D-NLSE by find-
ing the scattering data from the solution of the scattering
problem , calculating its evolution in time, and recov-
ering the potential ¢ with the inverse scattering trans-
form. Note, however, that both the direct and inverse
scattering transforms represent highly nontrivial nonlin-
ear problems. In particular, the IST is done by solving
the integral Gelfand-Levitan-Marchenko equations [42]
and can be calculated analytically only in special cases,
asymptotically at large time ¢ — +o00, or in the semi-
classical approximation [45] [46].

Like the Fourier spectrum in the linear waves theory,
the scattering data is used to characterize the potential
Y(x,t): the reflection coefficient r(&,t), representing the
continuous spectrum A = £ € R, describes the nonlinear
dispersive waves, while the discrete eigenvalues \,, to-
gether with the coefficients p,,(t) correspond to solitons.
In particular, the eigenvalues \,, = &,, +1in,, contain infor-
mation about the (invariant in time) soliton amplitudes
a, = 2n, and velocities v = —2¢,,, while the coefficients
pn(t) —about their (evolving) position in space and com-
plex phase. In the present paper, we pay special atten-
tion to reflectionless potentials r(€,¢) = 0, i.e., solutions
of the 1D-NLSE that contain only solitons.

The dressing method (DM) [42, [47], also known as the
Darboux transformation [47, 48], is a simplified version of
the conventional IST approach. It represents an algebraic
scheme for constructing new exact solutions to integrable
PDEs by “dressing” a bare solution, and is often used to
find general multi-soliton and multi-breather solutions of
the 1D-NLSE, see e.g. [39, 48H50]. Here we discuss the
DM optimized for dressing with solitons. Note that for
this task the DM requires far fewer arithmetic operations
than the standard IST method, that makes it favorable
when the number of solitons is large [26] 511 [52].

The DM is performed at a specific moment of time
which we fix to zero ¢t = 0 for simplicity. It starts from
an initial background potential g (z,t) (bare solution)
and the corresponding 2 x 2 matrix solution ®¢(z,t,\)
of the ZS system (wave function) constructed from two
linearly independent solutions of Eqgs. (2)-(3). At the
n-th step of the recursive procedure, the potential 1,
and wave function ®,, dressed with n solitons {1, ..., A\, }
are obtained as an algebraic transformation of v,,_; and
®,,_1 dressed with (n — 1) solitons {A1,..., \n—1}, see
Appendix for details. This algebraic transformation
depends on the eigenvalue of the n-th soliton A, and is
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FIG. 1. (Color on-line) Schematic representation of the DM
for constructing exact multi-soliton solutions. The left col-
umn shows the step number n, the soliton {)\n, Cn} used for
dressing at this step, and the resulting eigenvalue spectrum of
the ZS system in the upper half of the A-plane. The cen-
ter column indicates the potential 2 (x,t) and wave function
&5 (x,t,\) constructed at this step, while the right column
illustrates the absolute value of the potential 13| at ¢ = 0.
Note that, for solitonic models of breathers, A,—1 and A, are
very close to each other at small n; see the zoom of the ZS
spectrum shown for the steps n = 2 and N. Also note that,
at the step (N + 1), the soliton is designated as {Ap, Ch} for
the subsequent comparison with breather solutions.

defined up to an arbitrary constant C,, € C\{0}, which
we will call the norming constant. Note that the dressing
procedure is local, i.e., v,, and ®,, depend on 9,1 and
®,,_; taken at the same point (z,t).

B. Soliton and breather solutions

An exact N-soliton potential 9%, is constructed from
(i) the zero background 5 (z,t) = 0 and (ii) the cor-
responding wave function ®§(x,t,\) which is analytic
everywhere in the A-plane. Each step of the DM leads
to the new potential 5 and new wave function ®3, and
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FIG. 2. (Color on-line) Same as in Fig. [I] for the construction
of one-breather solutions. The red line in the diagrams of
the ZS spectrum shows the cut [0, 7], where all wave functions
®2(z,t, ) have non-analytic behavior.
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consists in adding one soliton A, to ¥, _;

at A = \, to ®>_, (we consider only the upper half of
the A-plane). This procedure is schematically illustrated
in Fig. [I} where the last soliton is designated as {\,, Cy}
for subsequent comparison with breather solutions.

If one parametrizes the norming constants C), via the

soliton position z,, € R and phase 0,, € R as

and one pole

C, = exp [iﬂ' + 20Xy + i@n], (5)

then the one-soliton potential takes the following form,
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where a; = 211 and v; = —2¢&; are the soliton amplitude
and velocity. Note that parametrization serves only
for a convenient and physically intuitive representation of
multi-soliton solutions, and that x,, and 6,, coincide with
the observed in the physical space position and phase of
a soliton only for one-soliton potential. In presence of
other solitons or dispersive waves, the observed position
and phase may differ considerably from these parameters.

An exact N-breather potential 1[11% is constructed from
(i) the plane wave background ¥ (z,t) = €*+%© and (ii)
the corresponding wave function ®5(x,¢, \) which is an-
alytic everywhere in the A-plane except for the cut [—i,4].
Here © € R is the initial phase and we consider the plane
wave of unit amplitude, since other cases can be obtained
with rescaling t — A%t, * — Ax and ¢ — ¥/A. As we
have noted in Section [[TA] we consider only the upper
half of the A-plane, so that from now on we will refer to
the cut as [0,i]. The dressing procedure preserves the
non-analytic behavior of the wave function on it, adding
at each step one breather to the potential and one pole at
A = A, to the wave function. A schematic representation
of the DM for one-breather solutions is shown in Fig. 2
Note that the plane wave and the resulting N-breather
potentials are not localized and need to be considered by



the quasi-periodic analogue of the IST called the finite-
gap theory [7, [42]. However, the DM is based on a more
general Lax pair representation and can still be used for
constructing such solutions.

Depending on the choice of the soliton eigenvalue rel-
ative to the cut [0,4], a general one-breather potential
represents one of the four different cases (i) A, = 4, (ii)
Ap = i?]b with m < 1, (111) Ap = iﬂb with N > 1 and
(iv) Re A, # 0, corresponding to the Peregrine, Akhme-
diev, Kuznetsov-Ma and Tajiri-Watanabe breathers re-
spectively. Here we have changed the subscript to reflect
that soliton A, is used for dressing the plane wave. Below
we provide relations for the first three breathers, using
the initial phase ® = 7w and the norming constant Cp, = 1
leading to the canonical form of the breathers. The corre-
sponding relations for arbitrary © and Cy,, together with
the relation for the Tajiri-Watanabe breather, are given
in Appendixes [A2 and [A3]

The Peregrine breather is obtained by dressing with
soliton A\p, = 1,

WP (3,1) = e”<1 B 4(1 + 2it) > )
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and describes a rational perturbation localized both in
space and in time, living on the background of the plane
wave e’*. Note that the additional phase shift e'™ relative
to the bare solution 1§ = —e™ appears at every new step
of the dressing procedure, see Appendix [A 3] for details.
The Peregrine breather @ reaches maximum amplitude
|4F| = 3 at the point (0,0).

The Akhmediev breather is constructed by dressing
with soliton A, = iny, np < 1,

, 22 cosh Qat + Q4 sinh Qat
wA(x,t)ze”(l— k* cosh Q 4t + 104 sin A>’ ()

cosh Qat — ny, cos 2kx

where kK = /1 — r]g and Q4 = 2n,k. It describes a spa-
tially periodic perturbation with period 7/ on the back-
ground of the plane wave e*; this perturbation becomes
most pronounced at the time ¢ = 0 and vanishes within
the characteristic time Q:‘l as t — Foo0.

The Kuznetsov-Ma breather is obtained by dressing
with soliton Ay, =y, np > 1,

KM . 202 cos Ot + iQk sin Qxct
it K K K
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where v = /n —1 and Qg = 2npr. It describes a
standing localized perturbation of the plane wave e®; this
perturbation has characteristic width (2v/)~! in space and
oscillates with period 27 /Q in time.

The Tajiri-Watanabe breather corresponds to a general
case when a plane wave is dressed by a moving soliton
A = & + iy, with |§,| # 0 and 7y, > 0. This breather
describes a perturbation of a plane wave moving with
a constant group velocity in space and oscillating with
a specific period in time, see [16, 53] for details. Note
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FIG. 3. (Color on-line) Solitonic model (TI)-(12) of the plane
wave g = ¢"7© for N = 8 (magenta) and N = 128 (green),
at the initial time ¢t = 0 and for the initial phase © = 0.

that this solution has different phases of the plane wave
background to the left and to the right of itself,
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~exp ( - 2% argli(G + Abn), (10)

where ¢, = y/A? + 1. This means that, on the back-
ground of the plane wave, this breather describes a per-
turbation that is formally not localized.

C. Solitonic model of the plane wave solution

In [30], we have developed a solitonic model of the
plane wave 9§ = €**'® which represents an exact N-
soliton solution (N-SS) converging asymptotically to ¥
at large number of solitons V. This N-SS contains stand-
ing solitons with eigenvalues A, € (0,1%), see also [54H57],

{{An}={mn} | tan (Ly/T—2) =~ V1T

Mn
0<n, <1, n:l,..,N}, (11)

where L = (N — 1/4) is the characteristic width of this
solution in the physical space. For eigenvalues sorted
in descending order, n,, < m for m > [, the norming
constants take the following simple form,

Cn — eirrn—i—i@7 (12)

and correspond to solitons sitting at the coordinate origin
z, = 0 with phases 6, = © +7(n — 1), see Eq. (§). Note
that, for V> 1, the soliton eigenvalues can also be
found within the semi-classical approximation [45],

A = i\/l - r(” ;1/2)} | (13)

For t = 0 and © = 0, the multi-soliton solution —
has real-valued and symmetric in space wavefield,
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FIG. 4. (Color on-line) Space-time representation of (a) the Peregrine breather A\, = 4, (b) the Akhmediev breather \, = i/v/2,
(c) the Kuznetsov-Ma breather A, = 1.54 and (d) the Tajiri-Watanabe breather A, = —1+14/v/2, and (e,f,g,h) their 129-soliton
models, respectively. Above and below are shown the corresponding eigenvalue spectra in the upper half of the A-plane: for

exact breather solutions (a,b,c,d) —

(N + 1)-soliton models of breathers (e,f,g,h) — a combination of solitons {A\,}, n =1, ...,

a combination of the branch cut [0,] (red line) and soliton A, (black circle), while for

N, from the N-soliton model of the

plane wave — (red dots) and soliton Ay, (black circle). Note that, for 128-soliton model of the plane wave, the distance
between neighbour eigenvalues is rather small, see the zoom in the corresponding figures.

which models a part of a plane wave ¥ (z) = 1 over the
interval || < L/2; outside this interval, the wavefield
is exponentially small. As shown in Fig. [3| for the cases
N = 8 and 128, in comparison with the plane wave, this
N-SS contains residual oscillations due to the absence
of nonlinear radiation. In [30], we have demonstrated
numerically that in a central region |z| < Ls/2, which
expands to the characteristic width L with increasing IV,
these residual oscillations vanish by power law with N.

From a mathematical point of view, our construction
of solitonic models of breathers assumes the continuity
of the DM, meaning that if two potentials ¥§ and ¥%
are similar, then their dressing with the same soliton
{Ab,Cp} leads to the similar results. Given that the
dressing procedure is local, this is possible when the
corresponding wave functions ®5 and ®3, are close to
each other in a broad region of space and time. In Ap-
pendix we verify numerically for some eigenvalues A
that the wave function corresponding to the solitonic
model — tends to the wave function for the plane

wave potential with increasing V.

III. SOLITONIC MODELS OF BREATHERS

In the dressing construction of one-breather solutions
discussed in Section [II B|, we replace the plane wave with
its N-soliton model (11)-(12). In terms of the schematic
illustration shown in Figs. [I{2) this corresponds to re-
placing the step n = 0 in Flg [2] with the steps from
n =0 to N in Fig. [} during which we build the solitonic
model of the plane wave solution. Then, by dressing
this solitonic model with the final soliton {Ap, Cy}, we
obtain (N + 1)-soliton models ¥}, ¥4, ¥RY, and
YAV, for the Peregrine, Akhmediev, Kuznetsov-Ma and
Tajiri-Watanabe breathers respectively. In this Section,
we compare these models numerically with the analytic
solutions ¥, 2, vEM and ™V for the same breathers.
For definiteness, we use eigenvalues A\p, = i/ V2, 1.5 and
—1+i/ V2 for the Akhmediev, Kuznetsov-Ma and Tajiri-
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FIG. 5. (Color on-line) Peregrine breather (solid black) and its (NN + 1)-soliton model (dashed magenta for N = 8 and dash-dot
green for N = 128): (a) space profile |¢(z,to)| at the time to = 0 of the maximum elevation, (b) time dependency |¢(xo,t)| at
the maximum amplitude 2o = 0, and (c) relative deviation in the (z,t)-plane for the N = 128 model in the main panel
and N = 8 model in the inset (note the different scales). Panel (d) shows the integral deviation between the Peregrine
breather and its (N + 1)-soliton model versus the number of solitons N used for the modeling of the plane wave, for different
regions (z,t) € [—£,f] x [—7,7] where this deviation is calculated (note the double logarithmic scales). The left inset in panel
(a) and inset in panel (b) show zoom near the maximum amplitude, while the right inset in panel (a) demonstrates the solitonic
model at large scale. For better visualization, in panel (c), the deviations dB (z,t) > 0.1 are indicated with constant deep pink

color. Note that panels (a,b,c) are symmetric in space and time.

Watanabe breathers respectively; we have tried other val-
ues and came to the same results.

Note that the numerical calculation of multi-soliton
wavefields containing a large number of solitons is a
highly nontrivial problem due to the large number of
arithmetic operations with exponentially small and large
numbers. This problem has been solved only recently
in [20] with the help of the dressing method and high-
precision arithmetics. In the present paper, we use the
same scheme to construct multi-soliton solutions at the
initial time t = 0. To find these solutions at other
times, we perform direct numerical simulation of the 1D-
NLSE (1)) forward and backward in time using the Runge-
Kutta fourth-order pseudospectral scheme on adaptive
grid, see [58]. An alternative approach would be to re-
peat the dressing construction for other times; however,
our direct simulation provides the same results and takes
much less computational resources.

Figure [4] shows the spatiotemporal representation of
the analytic breather solutions %, #, KM = ¢TW
(a,b,c,d) and our N = 128 models ¥} |, ¥i_ 1, ¥R,

ijVVfr’l (e,f,g,h), together with the diagrams of the corre-

sponding ZS spectrum. One can see a remarkable corre-
spondence between the breathers and their multi-soliton
approximations over a wide region of space and time. In
the following, we examine this correspondence in detail
for the Peregrine breather, leaving the other breathers
for Appendix [B]

We start with the spatial profile of the Peregrine
breather and its (N + 1)-soliton models for N = 8
and N = 128, demonstrated in Fig. [fa) at the time
t = 0 of the maximum elevation. As illustrated in the
inset of the figure, the profile between the two zeros
P (z,0) = 0 is accurately reproduced already by the 9-
soliton solution (9-SS). The 129-SS turns out to be prac-
tically indistinguishable from the breather over a wide
space: in particular, the difference between the two solu-
tions exceeds 0.05 only closer to the edges of the 129-SS,
[1ag(z,0) — P (2,0)] < 0.05 at |z| < 156. Comparing
the time evolution of the solitonic model and the breather
at the point z = 0, see Fig. b), we observe that the
9-SS starts to deviate noticeably at |t| 2 2, while the
129-SS model remains close to the breather much longer,
|91 50(0,1) — ¥ (0,t)| < 0.1 for |¢| < 50.



TABLE I. Integral deviations (15) between breathers and
their solitonic models, for the Peregrine (PB) Ay, = i, Akhme-
diev (AB) Xy = i/v/2, Kuznetsov-Ma (KMB) A, = 1.57 and

Tajiri-Watanabe (TWB) Ay, = —1 +i/+/2 breathers.

Breather N =8, N =128
[_272]2 [—2,2]2 [_87 8]2
PB 1.7x1072 | 6.2x107% | 5.4x 1073
AB 1.8%x1072 | 7.9x 1072 | 5.4x 1073
KMB 22x1072 | 46x1073 | 4.7x 1073
TWB 20x1072 | 6.7x1073 | 5.1x 1073

More generally, the deviation of a solitonic model 1% 11

from the corresponding breather B can be measured
locally in space and time as

W8y — 6P|
dB SR\ S S
(1) [P

Figure[5|c) shows this deviation for the 129-soliton model
in the region (z,t) € [~10,10]? (main figure) and for the
9-soliton model in the region (z,t) € [—2,2]? (inset). For
both models, the deviation remains well within 2% for
most of the areas demonstrated in the figure, and the
maximum relative deviation is observed near the zeros
P (z,t) = 0 of the Peregrine breather.

As an integral measure reflecting the deviations, one
can consider a quantity

oo [Jlede ST dt R, — 9P
Jpda [T dt [yPP

calculated over the region (x,t) € [—¢,¢] x [—7,7]. Ta-
ble[summarizes these integral deviations, demonstrating
that the accuracy of our solitonic approximations is very
high both in space and in time. Note that deviation
depends non-trivially on the number of solitons N used
for modeling the plane wave background, as indicated
in Fig. [B[d) for three different regions [—¢,¢] x [—7,7].
In particular, as long as the characteristic size of the
solitonic model is smaller than the comparison window,
L < 2/, the deviation stays of unity order; then, it de-
creases sharply with increasing N, and at larger N the
decrease continues according to a less steep law.

It is worth noting that for the solitonic models of the
Peregrine and Kuznetsov-Ma breathers, the addition of
a single standing soliton to the N-soliton model of the
plane wave — perturbs the wavefield of the lat-
ter mainly at the center of the solution, |z| < 1. For
the Akhmediev breather case, on the contrary, the dress-
ing procedure significantly perturbs the wavefield every-
where in space. For instance, in Fig. b,f), the Akhme-
diev breather X\, = i/ V2 at t = 0 reaches its maxi-
mum max [pA| = v/2 + 1 on the periodic set of points
& = m/2m, m € Z, and this behavior is accurately repro-

(14)

,  (15)

duced by our solitonic model ¥4, ; over its entire char-
acteristic width |z| < L/2, see Appendix [B| for details.
The similar situation takes place for the Tajiri-Watanabe
breather, since the dressing procedure changes the phase
of the background plane wave to the left and to the right
from the breather, see Eq. . These examples demon-
strate the extreme sensitivity of multi-soliton wavefields
to changes in the eigenvalue spectrum, when adding just
one soliton to a solution, that already contains many
more solitons, significantly perturbs the wavefield of the
latter everywhere in space.

In Appendix we present a detailed comparison
between our solitonic models and analytic solutions
for the Akhmediev, Kuznetsov-Ma and Tajiri-Watanabe
breathers. Also, in Appendix [C} we provide the simi-
lar results for the higher-order rational and super-regular
breathers, which represent specific examples of 2- and 3-
breather solutions of the 1D-NLSE.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We have presented a universal method for the construc-
tion of exact multi-soliton solutions which approximate
breather dynamics with a very high accuracy over a wide
region of space and time. This method consists in re-
placement of the plane wave background in the dressing
construction of the breathers with its solitonic model [30]
and then repeating the dressing procedure with exactly
the same parameters as used for the construction of the
breathers. The resulting solitonic models approximate
breathers very well already for N ~ 10 solitons, while
for N ~ 100 solitons they are practically indistinguish-
able from the breathers over a wide region of space and
time. We think that our method can be generalized
straightforwardly to multi-breather solutions, breathers
on a non-trivial background (e.g., cnoidal waves) and
other integrable systems including vector breathers [31-
30, [59], making it possible to model the rich dynamics
of complex multi-breather solutions [22] 53], [60HG3]. We
assume that for such a generalization one will only need
to find a solitonic model of the breather background.

From a mathematical point of view, our method as-
sumes the continuity of the dressing procedure, when the
same dressing of two similar solutions leads to the simi-
lar results. Finding the conditions when this continuity
is satisfied is an interesting problem for future studies.

We believe that our results have several implications
for the studies of rogue waves and, more generally, non-
linear waves. First, as we have noted in the Introduc-
tion, the theory of rogue waves needs to be supplemented
with localized solutions which evolve locally as breathers.
Here we have presented solitonic “skeletons” of such so-
lutions, which (i) can be made of arbitrary characteristic
width L o< N and (ii) become practically indistinguish-
able from breathers as L increases. Secondly, the mod-
eling of rogue waves with multi-soliton interactions indi-
cates a path to a general explanation for the randomness
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FIG. 6. (Color on-line) Peregrine breather (solid black) and
its 8-soliton model (dashed magenta) constructed from the 8-
soliton model of the plane wave with two modifications from
the procedure discussed in Section [[TI] First, we have used
the semi-classical eigenvalues instead of the exact val-
ues . Second, we have changed the norming constants
of the 8-soliton model of the plane wave to C,, = 1, 1, —1,
1, ..., =1, 1, for n = 1,...,8, without the subsequent dressing
procedure. The main panel shows the space profile |[¢(x,t0)|
at the time o = 0 of the maximum elevation, the left in-
set demonstrates zoom near the maximum elevation, and the
right inset illustrates the relative deviation in the (z,t)-
plane (deviations d®(x,t) > 0.1 are indicated with constant
deep pink color). The integral deviation in the region
(z,t) € [-2,2]? equals 3.0 x 1072, that is about twice larger
than for the 9-soliton model in Fig. [5]

of rogue waves appearance in terms of the spontaneous
synchronization of soliton positions and phases.

Indeed, if a wavefield can be approximated by an exact
multi-soliton solution, within which there is a subgroup
of solitons corresponding to a certain breather, then one
might expect the “appearance” of such breather during
the evolution in time. The soliton positions and phases
in Eq. evolve as

xn(t) = Tno —ant,
On(t) = Ono+2 (&2 +m2)t,

where x,¢ and 6, are positions and phases at t = 0;
see e.g. [30] for details. In the general case, the frequen-
cies 2 (£2 4+ n2) are incommensurable. If soliton veloci-
ties —2¢,, are close, i.e., the subgroup travels almost as a
bound state, then one might expect the spontaneous syn-
chronization of soliton phases at various moments of time
leading to specific synchronizations of soliton norming
constants C),, and the appearance of the corresponding
breathers. Alternatively, the subgroup may reassemble
with other solitons to form another breather.

The exact match of soliton eigenvalues to our solitonic
models is not necessary: for instance, in Fig. [6] we have
constructed an 8-soliton model of the Peregrine breather
with two modifications from the discussed above proce-
dure. First, we have used the semi-classical eigenval-
ues instead of the exact values . Second, we
have started from the 8-soliton model of the plane wave

and simply changed its norming constants to C,, = 1,
1, =1, 1, ..., =1, 1, for n = 1,...,8, without the sub-
sequent dressing procedure. Despite these modifications,
the constructed solitonic model still shows a very good
correspondence with the breather.

Note, however, that the synchronization conditions in-
side the subgroup of solitons generating a rogue wave are
expected to be strongly influenced by solitons from out-
side this subgroup. For instance, we observe that adding
just one soliton with random parameters to our solitonic
models of breathers destroys the similarity with breathers
completely. Nevertheless, the correct synchronizations
do exist, as evidenced by the recent publication [24],
where breather-type rogue waves have been observed in a
specific bound-state soliton gas; moreover, the dynamical
and statistical properties of these rogue waves matched
with those observed in the long-term evolution of the
spontaneous modulational instability. Finding the con-
ditions for such synchronizations of soliton parameters
represents a challenging problem for future studies.

Finally, our solitonic models may prove useful in ex-
plaining the process of soliton fission in nonintegrable
systems described at leading order with the focusing 1D-
NLSE. Indeed, if the initial wavefield can be approxi-
mated by an exact multi-soliton solution, in which most
of the solitons are in a bound state, then the influence of
nonintegrable perturbations is expected to gradually de-
stroy this state by changing velocities differently for dif-
ferent solitons, thus leading to the fission. Note that soli-
ton fission plays an important role in the supercontinuum
generation [64] and formation of optical rogue waves [65];
very recently it has been observed developing from the
Peregrine and higher-order rational breathers [28] 29].
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Appendix A: Dressing method
1. The dressing procedure

The dressing method (DM) is based on the represen-
tation of a PDE as a compatibility condition of an over-
determined auxiliary linear system — the Lax pair [41] [42].
For the case of the 1D-NLSE,

Wt gt + WPY =0, (A1)

the Lax pair is known as the Zakharov-Shabat (ZS)

system [43] for a two-component vector wave function

(I)(xvta )‘) = (¢17 ¢2)T7

3, — [N V)e
x _/lp*i)\ b)

N2 1 i )l2 i
®; = A *+ 2z‘|¢l< ~/\12/)+z‘2¢$2 e, (A3

(A2)

in which the wavefield ¢ of the 1D-NLSE plays the role
of a potential. In Eqgs. -, the star stands for
the complex conjugate, A = & + in is a complex-valued
spectral parameter, and Eq. is obtained as a com-
patibility condition ®,; = ®y,.

The DM is performed at a specific moment of time
which we fix to zero ¢t = 0 for simplicity. It starts from
an initial background potential v (x,t) (bare solution)
and the corresponding 2 x 2 matrix solution ®¢(z,t, \) of
the ZS system (wave function) constructed from two lin-
early independent solutions of Egs. —. At the n-
th step of the recursive procedure, the potential ¥, (x, t)
dressed with n solitons is constructed from ,,_1 (z, t) and
the corresponding wave function ®,,_1(x,t, \) as

01 qn2
|an|?

In this relation, vector q, = (g1, qn2)? is determined via
®,,_1, the soliton eigenvalue A,, and an arbitrary con-
stant C,, € C\{0} which we call the norming constant,

o172
an(z,t) = [<I>n—1(x,t7/\2)}*~< 51/2 > (A5)

The corresponding wave function ®,,(z, ¢, A) is calculated
using the dressing matrix o™ (z,t, \),

@01, 0) = o™ (2,5 A) By (2,8, 1), (A6)
Ay — NG
o (2, t,A) = S+ Ay Gl (A7)

A=Ay |qn‘2 7

where m,l = 1,2 and 0,,,; is the Kronecker delta. The
outcome of the dressing by IV solitons can be written via

the ratio of two determinants,

YN (2, 1) = tho — 22‘%, Qrj = Mv
0 G2 -+ qne
P= ‘7?1 Qr , (A8)
dn

where the new vectors @, = (Gn1,Gn2)? depend on the
initial matrix ®(, and we discuss them separately for the
multi-soliton and multi-breather cases.

2. Multi-soliton and multi-breather solutions

An exact N-soliton potential is constructed from the
zero background 1/)§ (z,t) = 0 and the corresponding wave
function

s efi)\azfi/\% 0
(PO (33, t’ )‘> = 0 ei)\ac+i)\2t ’ (AQ)
with the outcome written as
.detP
VS (z,t) = _2ZdetQ' (A10)

The matrices P and Q are defined via vectors
~ —1/2 ix,z+ir?t
~ _ [ 91 _ Cn e
n(x,t) = ((M) = (oi/z PR ) . (A11)
If one parametrizes the norming constants C,, via the
soliton position x,, € R and phase 0,, € R as

Cr = exp [iT + 2idpan + i0n], (A12)
then the one-soliton potential takes the following form,

. 2 2
exp [ivi(z — z1) + w + 61 ]

cosh a; (a: — vt — xl)

w% (LU, t) = a1 )
where a; = 2m; and vy = —2& are the soliton am-
plitude and velocity. Note that parametrization
serves only for a convenient and physically intuitive rep-
resentation of multi-soliton solutions, and that z,, and
0., coincide with the observed in the physical space posi-
tion and phase of a soliton only for one-soliton potential.
In presence of other solitons or dispersive waves, the ob-
served position and phase may differ considerably from
these parameters.

An exact N-breather potential is constructed from the
plane wave background ¥& (z,t) = €T©  where © € R
is the initial phase, and the corresponding wave function,

est—¢ elO+5t+o
CI)OB(x’L)‘) = < i d P e stte ) (A13)

C=/1+ A2

¢ =iC(z+At), p=i(A={),



Note that, as is usually done in the breather theory, for
the function ((\) we use the branch cut [—i,4], choosing
the Riemann sheet such that Im ¢ > 0 at Im A > 0. This
choice differs from the branch cut i(—oco, —1] U ¢[1, 00) im-
plied in software compilers. In the outcome of the dress-
ing procedure, the plane wave e*+%© can be extracted as
a common factor,

it _detP
Y& (x,t) = et ®<1 - 2ZdetQ)7

(A14)

while the matrices P and Q are defined via vectors

n(2,t) = (A15)

C’{l/zei% en — C’,l/ze_i%pne_d)"
—Ci %% petn 4+ O emi%en |

On = ZCn(x + Ant)a Pn = i()\n - Cn)a Cn = C()‘n)

In particular, a one-breather solution — that is, the gen-
eral Tajiri-Watanabe breather [16], 53] — has the following
representation via vector qi,

q11G12

,(/JB z,t) = eit+i@ (1 _4,],] s
r(1) Y2 + [Gie)?

). (A16)

3. Fundamental breather solutions

Depending on the choice of the soliton eigenvalue rel-
ative to the branch cut [—i,i], a general one-breather
potential represents one of the four different cases (i)
b = 4, (ii) Ab = imp with np, < 1, (iii) Ap = 1M with
n, > 1 and (iv) Re A\, # 0, corresponding to the Pere-
grine, Akhmediev, Kuznetsov-Ma and Tajiri-Watanabe
breathers respectively. As in the main paper, we have
changed the subscript of the eigenvalue A\, and the corre-
sponding norming constant C}, to reflect that this soliton
is used for dressing the plane wave. In the following, we
use different parametrizations of the norming constant
C}, for different breathers. These parametrizations are
needed to represent the corresponding solutions in a con-
venient and physically intuitive form, and also to place
the breathers at a given position in space and/or time.

The Akhmediev breather is obtained by dressing a bare
solution ¥§ = e+ with soliton A\, = iy, m, < 1. If
one parameterizes the norming constant as

Cp = exp [i(m + ©) + Qato + ibo], (A17)
then, this breather takes the following form,
YA (x,t) = IO (A18)

o1 2k2 cosh[Qa (t — to)] + 924 sinh[Qa (t — o))
cosh[Qa (t — to)] — mb cos[2kx + Gp) ’

where k = /1 —n? and Qa = 2n,k, while ¢y € R and
0o € [0, 27) correspond to the time shift and space phase
shift respectively.
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The Kuznetsov-Ma breather is constructed by dressing
with soliton A, = iny, np > 1. With parametrization

CEM = exp [i(m + ©) — 2umg + ], (A19)
this solution can be written as
’l/)KM(.’E,t) _ eit+i@+i7r % (A20)

o1 202 cos[Qxt + Og] + iQx sin[Qxt + 0]
Ny cosh[2v(x — zg)] — cos[Qxt + 0] /)’

where v = /1?2 — 1 and Qx = 2n,v, while 29 € R and
0o € [0, 27) represent the space shift and time phase shift
respectively.

The Peregrine breather is obtained from the
Kuznetsov-Ma solution in the limit € = (n, — 1) — 0T,
corresponding to the dressing with soliton A, = . Ex-
panding Eq. in Taylor series with respect to € for
|z — 0] < (8¢)71/2 and |t| < (8¢)~'/2, and using the
following parametrization of the norming constant,

CF =exp [’L(ﬂ' +0) — V8e (v + ito)} . (A21)

we arrive to the Kuznetsov-Ma breather that behaves
locally as the Peregrine breather,

wP (1,715) — eit+i®+iﬂ' %
x(l 4(1 + 2i[t — to)) >
1+ 4z — zo)2 + 4t — ]2 )

Here ¢ € R and ty € R are the position and time shifts
respectively. Note that formally, at € = 0, there is only
one allowed value of the norming constant Cj, = €™+,
which corresponds to the Peregrine breather for
all possible zg and ty3. Any other value of C}, results
in the plane wave solution P = e#+©+™ describing
the Peregrine breather located at infinity. The specific
values of zg and ¢y are determined by how the norming
constant tends to ¢+ in the limit ¢ — 0.
The Tajiri-Watanabe breather corresponds to a general
case when the soliton eigenvalue A, has nonzero real and
imaginary parts, so that we use Eq. without simpli-
fications. This solution describes a coherent wave group
on the background of the plane wave, which moves with
a constant velocity Vrw = —Im [M(]/Im(p in space
and oscillates with a frequency Qrw = 4Re[M(p] —
4Vrw Re(p in time; here ¢, = ((Ay,). The following

parametrization of the norming constant,

(A22)

CTW = exp [i(r + ©) + 2iCywo + 6],  (A23)

allows one to find the position xo and phase 6y of the
breather at the initial time ¢t = 0.

In terms of evolution of the amplitude ||, the Tajiri-
Watanabe breather represents a localized perturbation
on the background of the plane wave, see e.g. Fig. 4(d)
in the main paper. However, it has different phases of
this background to the left and to the right of itself,

iy Y@ t)
e eit+i®

= exp ( + 27 arg|(y, + Ab]> , (A24)



meaning that the corresponding perturbation of the
wavefield 9 is not localized. Eq. (A24]) is obtained by tak-
ing the limits © — 400 in Eq. (A16]) and is valid for any
localized breather solution of the 1D-NLSE. Note that,
in the main paper, this equation is written in a modified
form (10), which can be understood using the Zhukovsky
transform to the variables « € [0,27) and R € [0, o0),

efioz i io efia
I ) <:2(Re - )(A25)

see e.g. [39] for the application of this transform in the
theory of breathers. In the new variables arg[¢, + Ap] =
ap+7/2, and the phase shift by 7/2 can be moved to the
denominator of the left-hand side of Eq. , leading
to Eq. (10) of the main paper,

i Y (@)
vobso it tiO T

i

A=y

<R e 4

= exp (£ 2iap). (A26)

In the general case of an N-breather potential con-
taining only the localized Peregrine, Kuznetsov-Ma and
Tajiri-Watanabe breathers, the phase of the plane wave
to the left and to the right can be found as a multiplica-

tion of the factors (A26)),

N
L _UR(t) ,
A ety = P | &2 Zl an|- (A7)

In some cases, e.g., for a pair of super-regular breathers,
one can achieve the same phase in the limits * — 400,
that corresponds to a localized perturbation of the plane
wave [62]. As follows from Eq. (A27), each new breather
changes the phase of the plane wave background by 7.

Appendix B: Solitonic models of one-breather
solutions

In the main paper, we have presented a detailed nu-
merical comparison between the Peregrine breather f
and its (N + 1)-soliton model ¢, ;. Here we provide
the similar results for the Akhmediev 1/*, Kuznetsov-Ma
EM and Tajiri-Watanabe ¢V breathers versus their
solitonic models 14y, 1, ¥&M, and Y}, respectively. For
definiteness, we use parameters © = 7 and C}, = 1 for the
dressing construction, as they correspond to the canoni-
cal form of the breathers given in the main paper. As for
the eigenvalues, we set A, = i/v/2, 1.54 and —1 +1i//2
for the Akhmediev, Kuznetsov-Ma and Tajiri-Watanabe
breathers respectively; we have tried other values and
came to the same results.

Figure [f(a,d,g) shows the spatial profiles of the
breathers at the time ¢t = 0 of their maximum eleva-
tion versus the corresponding (N + 1)-soliton models for
N =8 and N = 128. One can see that profiles between
the two amplitude minima closest to the coordinate ori-
gin x = 0 are accurately reproduced already by the 9-
soliton solutions (9-SS), while the 129-SS are practically
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indistinguishable from the breathers over a wide space.
Comparing the time evolution of the breathers and their
solitonic models at x = 0 in Fig. (b,e,h), we observe that
the 9-SS deviate noticeably at |t| 2 2, while the 129-SS
remain close to the breathers for a much longer time.

The relative deviation between the breathers 1P and
their solitonic models 1% 41 in space and time,

YR — ¥°
dB _ +
(Ivt) |1/}B| )

is shown in Fig. c,f,i): for the 129-soliton models in
the region (x,t) € [—~10,10]?> — in the main figures, and
for the 9-SS in the region (z,t) € [~2,2]® — in the in-
sets. For all cases, the deviation remains within 2%
for most of the areas demonstrated in the figures, and
the maximum relative deviation is observed near the lo-
cal minima min [¢)B(x,t)|. The integral deviation of the
solitonic models from the breathers,

s [Sldw [T dtlwR,, — ¢PPY?
JE de [T dt [yB[2

is provided in Table I of the main paper; it is about 2%
for the 9-soliton models in the region [—2,2]? and about
0.6% for the 129-SS in the region [—8, 8]%.

As we have noted in the main paper, for the case of the
Akhmediev breather, the dressing by a single soliton of
the solitonic model of the plane wave changes the wave-
field of the latter significantly everywhere in space. In
particular, at ¢t = 0, the Akhmediev breather A, = i/v/2
reaches its maximum max || = /2 + 1 on the peri-
odic set of points = mv/2m, m € Z, and this behavior
is accurately reproduced by our solitonic model over its
entire characteristic width |z| < L/2; see the right inset
in Fig. a). The similar situation takes place for the
Tajiri-Watanabe breather, for which the dressing proce-
dure changes the phase of the plane wave background to
the left and to the right from the breather; see Eq.
and the left inset in Fig. g).

(B1)

D

; (B2)

Appendix C: Higher-order rational and
super-regular breathers

In this Section, we generalize our results for multi-
breather solutions, namely, the higher-order rational [37]
and super-regular [38-40] breathers.

Higher-order rational breathers are constructed when
the (bare) plane wave 1)f = 1€ is repeatedly dressed
with the same soliton A, = ¢ using the same norming
constant C},. In particular, the second-order rational
breather is obtained by double dressing, the third-order
by triple dressing, and so on. Numerically, the dress-
ing scheme discussed in Section cannot be applied in
this way due to the division by zero in Eq. during
the repeated dressings, see Egs. —, while ana-
lytically this difficulty can be overcome by applying the
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FIG. 7. (Color on-line) Comparison of the Akhmediev Ay, = i/v/2 (a,b,c), Kuznetsov-Ma A, = 1.54 (d,e,f) and Tajiri-Watanabe
A = —1 +i/+/2 (g,h,i) breathers with their (N + 1)-soliton models. The analytic solutions are shown with solid black lines,
while the 9- and 129-soliton models are indicated with dashed magenta and dash-dot green. Panels (a,d,g) demonstrate space
profiles | (z,to)| at the time tg = 0 of the maximum elevation, panels (b,e,h) show the time dependency |¢(zo,t)| at the
coordinate origin zo = 0, and panels (c,f,i) illustrate the relative deviation in the (z,t)-plane for the 129-soliton models
in the main panels and the 9-SS in the insets (note the different scales). The left insets in panels (a,d) and insets in panels
(b,e,h) show zoom near the maximum elevation, the left inset in panel (g) illustrates the phase argt of the Tajiri-Watanabe
breather and its solitonic models, and the right insets in panels (a,d,g) demonstrate solitonic models at large scales. For better
visualization, in panels (c,f,i), the deviations d®(x,t) > 0.1 are shown with constant deep pink color.

TABLE II. Integral deviations between breathers and
their solitonic models, for the rational breather of the 2nd
order (RB2) Abi,b2 = i, rational breather of the 3rd order
(RB3) Abi,b2,b3 = %, and a pair of super-regular breathers
(SRB) >\b1,b2 = +0.15 + l/\/§

Breather N =38, N =128
[_272]2 [_2’2]2 [_85 8]2
RB2 1.1x1072 | 46x1072 | 6.6 x 1072
RB3 94%x107% | 40x1073 | 5.9x 1073
SRB 32x1072 | 77x 1073 | 5.7x 1073

L’Hospital’s rule. For this reason, we build solitonic mod-
els of the higher-order rational breathers by using slightly
different solitons Ap; = (1 + j An) with the same norm-
ing constants Cyj;, where An = 107% 5 =0,..,.M -1,
and M is the order of the breather. We use parameters
© = M7 and Cp; = (—1)M~1, for which the breathers
take their canonical form and represent localized rational
perturbations of the plane wave e? leading to the maxi-

mum amplitude max |[¢pB (z,t)| = 2M + 1 at the point
(0,0). We do not provide exact analytic relations for the
breathers as they are too cumbersome, and instead refer
the reader to [37] where they were first found.

Super-regular breathers are two-breather solutions
constructed by dressing with solitons Ap1,p2 = £ + i
with |&,| < 1 and 7, < 1. For specific combinations of
the norming constants Ch1 12, these solutions represent
localized perturbations of the plane wave with character-
istic amplitude o [&,| and width oc [&,|7!, which lead
to the same phases of the plane wave background in the
limits * — £o0; see Eq. . We build their solitonic
models using the parameters © = 0 and Ch; b2 = —1, for
which the breathers represent small localized perturba-
tions of the plane wave e, and compare the models with
the exact solutions first found in [38]. Note that a more
general choice of the eigenvalues is possible [39, 62] with
non-symmetric spatial profiles of the wavefields. For def-
initeness, we use Ap1p2 = £0.15 + z/\@7 we have tried
other values and came to the same results.

Figure[§]shows a comparison of our solitonic models for
N = 8 and 128 with the exact breather solutions for the
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FIG. 8. (Color on-line) Same as in Fig. 7| for the rational breather of the 2nd order Ap1,b2 = ¢ (a,b,c), rational breather of the
3rd order Ap1,b2b3 = i (d,e,f), and a pair of super-regular breathers A1 p2 = +0.15+1i/v/2 (g,h,i). The maximum elevation for
the super-regular breathers is achieved at to ~ 1.5, so that this moment of time is shown in panel (g) instead of ¢t = 0.

second-order rational (a,b,c), third-order rational (d,e,f),
and super-regular (g,h,i) breathers. Here N is the num-
ber of solitons used for the modeling of the plane wave
background, so that our solitonic models contain 10-11
and 130-131 solitons. Omne can see that the results of
this comparison are very similar to those discussed in
the main paper and in Section [B] In particular, the spa-
tial profiles of the breathers at the time of their maxi-
mum elevation are accurately reproduced already by the
N = 8 models between the two adjacent local minima,
while the N = 128 models are practically indistinguish-
able from the breathers over a wide region of space and
time. The integral deviations (B2 between the models
and the breathers given in Table [[I| equal to 1-3% for the
N = 8 models in the region [—2,2]? and about 0.6% for
the N = 128 models in the region [—8, 8]2.

We conclude that our method allows one to reproduce
multi-breather dynamics over a wide region of space and
time with a very high accuracy using exact multi-soliton
solutions.

Appendix D: Wave function for the solitonic model
of the plane wave

As follows from Eqs. (A4])-(A7)), the dressed potential
and wave function v,, and ®,, depend on v,,_; and ®,,_1
taken at the same point (z,t), so that the dressing proce-

dure is local. Also, if two bare potentials 1y and 1 are
similar, and the corresponding wave functions ®, and ®,
are similar as well, then their identical dressing will lead
to the similar potentials ¢); and 11, meaning the continu-
ity of the dressing procedure. This property may underlie
our results on the similarity between breather solutions
and our solitonic models — if only the wave functions
&8 and <I>§V corresponding to the plane wave and its N-
soliton model are similar. Here we verify this similarity
numerically by comparing wave function with that
of the solitonic model of the plane wave.

Note that wave function depends on three variables z,
t and A\. We are unable to perform a systematic com-
parison in this three-dimensional space, and instead fix
t =0 and A = 1.5¢, and then compare the spatial be-
havior over the z-coordinate. We have tried a number of
other combinations of times ¢ (not large) and eigenvalues
A (both ImA > 1 and Im A < 1), and came to the sim-
ilar results. Also note that, in the dressing procedure,
the wave function of the previous step is evaluated at
the complex-conjugate point \*, see Eq. . For this
reason, in the following, we perform comparison between
wave functions ®F (z,t, \*) and ®3, (z,t, \*).

If A is not from the discrete spectrum of the soli-
tonic model of the plane wave, see Eq. (11) in the main
paper, then both ®F(z,¢,\*) and ®%(x,t,\*) are un-
bounded and exhibit exponential behavior in the z-space,
see Eq. . For visual comparison, we multiply the
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FIG. 9. (Color on-line) Spatial behavior of the elements of wave functions ®§ (z, t, \*) (dashed black) and ®%; (z,, \*) (magenta
for N = 8 and green for N = 128) at t = 0 and A = 1.54: (a) @11, (b) P12, (¢) P21 and (d) P22. As in the main paper, we
use © = 7 for the plane wave and its solitonic model. Wave functions are normalized so that their first element equals unity

at © = 0. Also, for visual comparison, we multiply the elements either by e

“*z, or by e 4" to compensate the exponential

behavior. We demonstrate only the real part of the wave functions, since the imaginary part is identically zero at ¢t = 0.

elements of these matrices either by e®, or by e%*,
compensating the leading exponent. Additionally, the
7S system is linear, so that different solutions may have
different normalizations. For this reason, before compar-
ison, we normalize wave functions by multiplying all four
matrix elements by the same constant so that the first
matrix element becomes unity at x = 0, ®11(0,¢, \*) = 1.
As follows from Egs. — and , such a change
of normalization does not affect the dressing procedure.

Figure El shows elements of wave function (A13))
(dashed black lines) in comparison with the correspond-
ing elements of ®3, for N = 8 (magenta) and N = 128
(green). One can see a very good agreement over the
entire characteristic width |z| < L/2, L = n(N — 1/4),

of the solitonic model of the plane wave. Very similarly
to this model (compare with Fig. 3 in the main paper),
&3 oscillates around the exact solution , and these
oscillations decrease with the growing number of solitons
N.

This comparison confirms that our solitonic model of
the Kuznetsov-Ma breather A\, = 1.54 is similar to the
exact breather due to (i) the locality and continuity of
the dressing procedure, and (ii) the fact that the wave
function corresponding to the solitonic model of the plane
wave is similar to the exact solution at \f = —1.54.
We have come to the same result for a number of other
eigenvalues, including those corresponding to the Akhme-
diev breather.
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