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Temporal cavity solitons (CSs) are stable, localized particle-like objects in the form of optical
pulses that circulate indefinitely in coherently driven nonlinear resonators. In the spectral domain,
they form highly coherent frequency combs. Owing to their remarkable stability, they are attracting
attention for applications in sensing, metrology, or optical signal synthesis. In this work, we report
on the dynamics of CSs interacting with a trapping potential. We demonstrate that this interaction
provides a powerful means to control their properties such as position, speed, and central frequency.
Our theoretical analysis predicts fundamental limitations on the spectral shift of CSs relative to
the driving frequency. Specifically, it reveals that within a broad range of detunings, frequency-
shifted CSs encounter destabilization through a Hopf bifurcation. Moreover, we find that with
periodic potentials, the Kelly sidebands emitted by trapped solitons undergo Bloch oscillations. In
our experiments, we use an intracavity phase modulator to create the equivalent of an external real
potential. We observe stable blue- and red- shifted solitons up to a limit close to our theoretical
predictions. We then show theoretically and experimentally that this unprecedented level of control
over the CS spectrum can be leveraged to cancel the Raman-induced self-frequency shift and even to
stabilize CSs beyond the limitation imposed by stimulated Raman scattering. Our results provide
valuable insights for applications requiring robust and potentially rapid tunable control over the
cavity soliton properties.

I. INTRODUCTION

Solitons are waveforms that maintain their shape dur-
ing propagation, owing to a delicate balance between
dispersion and nonlinearity. First observed in hydro-
dynamics, they have since become a key concept in
various branches of science and engineering [1], extend-
ing from plasma physics [2] and matter-waves [3] to op-
tics [4]. Dissipative solitons (DSs) are a particular type
of solitons encountered in non-conservative systems [5–
8]. They require an additional balance between the dis-
sipation, inherent to the system, and gain. Besides,
they represent fixed localized solutions determined by
the system parameters [9]. Among them, temporal cavity
solitons appear in the form of optical pulses propagat-
ing endlessly in coherently driven Kerr resonators [10–
13]. Owing to the stability of the pulse train leaving
the cavity, CSs have attracted significant attention over
the last decade and are used in a wide range of ap-
plications, including distance measurements [14], high-
resolution spectroscopy [15], telecommunication [16], and
astronomy [17].

Both in fundamental research and practical applica-
tions, there is value in controlling the properties of cavity
solitons [15, 18–20]. Considerable efforts have been made
in this direction, notably by introducing driving field
modulations in phase [21–24] and amplitude [25–28]. An
alternative approach involves leveraging the interaction
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between nonlinear waves and an intracavity phase mod-
ulation (IPM) that plays the role of an external poten-
tial. Interestingly, in the context of particle-like solitons,
such a potential acts as an additional control parame-
ter and leads to novel and intriguing phenomena [29–31].
While extensively studied for conservative solitons (see
e.g. [32–34] and reference therein), as well as for dissipa-
tive solitons in active mode-locked lasers [35], the dynam-
ics of coherently driven cavity solitons in external poten-
tials has only been recently explored, in the framework
of periodic [36–38] and parabolic[39] potentials. How-
ever, the interplay between cavity solitons and trapping
IPM remains, to the best of our knowledge, largely un-
known [29].

In this work, we report on the dynamics of cavity soli-
tons in the presence of stationary and drifting trapping
potentials. We specifically demonstrate that it enables
the control of the CS center frequency and the output
soliton comb repetition rate. As an application of the
CS frequency control, we study the competition between
an IPM and the stimulated Raman scattering (SRS). We
show that the CS frequency shift induced by SRS can be
fully compensated and that the trapping extends the CS
existence beyond the fundamental limit imposed solely
by stimulated Raman scattering [40].

II. RESULTS

Theoretical analysis. We first theoretically analyze
the impact of a real potential (V ), such as that gener-
ated by intracavity phase modulation, on the existence
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Figure 1. Trapping of a CS in a potential V (τ) for
negative (a), zero (b) and positive (c) drift d. Without
drift (d = 0), cavity solitons are trapped at the
potential, maximum corresponding to the minimum
local detuning ∆− V (τ). Stationary solitons are either
blue- or red-shifted, depending on the sign of the drift.

and stability of CSs. The starting point is the driven-
dissipative nonlinear Schrödinger equation, also known as
the Lugiato-Levefer equation (LLE), a mean-field model
that describes remarkably well the dynamics of coher-
ently driven passive Kerr resonators [41–43]. It is here
generalized to include a potential term. As such, it can
be seen as the driven-dissipative Gross-Pitaevskii equa-
tion. It reads in dimensionless form (see Supplemental
Material [44] for the normalization) [39, 45]:

∂A(t, τ)

∂t
= S +

(
− 1− i [∆− V (τ)] + i|A|2 (1)

+

[
d
∂

∂τ
+ i

∂2

∂τ2

])
A,

where t is the (slow) time describing the evolution of the
electric field envelope A(t, τ) of a wave propagating in a
dispersive resonator with anomalous group-velocity dis-
persion and focusing Kerr nonlinearity. τ is a (fast) time
variable defined in a co-moving reference frame in which
V (τ) is assumed stationary with time t. S is the driving
amplitude and ∆ is the normalized phase detuning from
the closest resonance. d is a drift coefficient that accounts
for a non-zero group velocity at the driving frequency in
the co-moving reference frame.

Dissipative Kerr cavity solitons are stationary solu-
tions that are localized along the fast time τ . Provided
that the potential slowly varies over the soliton envelope,
it can be linearized around the soliton position τ = τs.
Eq. (1) then reveals that V modifies the local detuning
experienced by the CS [i.e. ∆ → ∆ − V (τs)], but also
adds a linear phase ∂τV × (τ −τs), hence shifting the fre-
quency of the CS. The existence of stationary CSs in the
reference frame of V can therefore be understood as fol-
lows. A positive (negative) slope at the soliton location τs
makes it travel slower (faster) than the driving frequency
due to anomalous dispersion. This stabilizes the CS at
the potential maximum or, equivalently, at the minimum

local detuning for d = 0. Consequently, without drift,
the CS spectrum is centered on the driving frequency
(see Fig. 1b). Conversely, for d ̸= 0, we expect the CS
to settle at a position τs = τ∗, away from the maximum
where it undergoes a frequency shift. The CS spectrum
would thus be shifted towards the blue or the red, de-
pending on the sign of the drift d, to achieve stationarity
relative to the potential by virtue of chromatic dispersion
(Figs. 1a,c). This has been demonstrated in [37] for a very
small soliton frequency shift. Yet, little is known about
the existence and stability of these solitons for large drifts
and therefore large frequency shifts. Numerical simula-
tions of Eq.1 with different slowly varying potentials con-
firm that stable solitons exist up to a critical drift value.
To gain more insights into the properties of

trapped CSs, we derive a reduced model by apply-
ing the Lagrangian perturbative approach to the soli-
tary wave solutions of Eq. (1) [37, 46, 47]. Neglect-
ing the background on which the solitons sit, we
aim to describe the evolution of sech-shaped solitons
whose center frequency is shifted by Ω: As(t, τ) =

B sech
[
B(τ − τs)/

√
2
]
exp(i [ϕ− Ω(τ − τs)]), where B is

the soliton amplitude, ϕ its phase and τs its position
along the fast time. This yields the following motion
equations for the model parameters:

dΩ

dt
= −Ω

B

dB

dt
− 2Ω− dV (τs)

dτs
, (2)

dB

dt
= −2B + πS cos(ϕ)sech

(
Ωπ√
2B

)
, (3)

dϕ

dt
=

B2

2
− Ω2 − [∆− V (τs)]−

(
dτs
dt

+ d

)
Ω, (4)

dτs
dt

= −2Ω− d. (5)

We here focus on steady-state solutions. From Eq. (5),
we readily find Ω = −d/2, revealing that the frequency
shift is only governed by the drift. In dimensional units,
this equation becomes β2Lcδω = d̄tR, where Lc is the res-
onator length, tR is the roundtrip time, β2 is the group-
velocity dispersion coefficient, d̄ is the dimensional drift
coefficient and δω is the soliton frequency shift. It shows,
as expected, that the CS is synchronized to the poten-
tial. Defining locally the gradient of V as a monotonic
function D = dV (τs)/dτs, the CS steady-state temporal
position τ∗ is found from the reciprocal function (D−1).
Indeed, from Eqs. (2) and (5) we have τ∗ = D−1

∣∣
d
.

Moreover, we see from Eq. (2) that the frequency shift
is Ω = − 1

2D. Recalling that the potential is an intracav-
ity phase modulation ϕint(τ), this frequency shift is in
dimensional units δω = −F/(2π) × ϕ′

int where F is the
cavity finesse and ′ stands for the first derivative with
respect to the fast time τ . This result shows that the CS
frequency shift is enhanced by the factor F/2π for intra-
cavity modulation compared with external phase modu-
lations of the driving, [21] (see also Supplemental Mate-
rial [44]). This is of prime interest for applications given
the recent developments of on-chip high-finesse lithium
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niobate microresonators that incorporate a high-speed
electro-optic modulator [38]. Finally, we see that the fre-
quency shift is bounded by the maximum value of the
slope |ΩSL| = 1

2 |Dmax|.
The combination of Eqs. (4)-(5) yields the stationary

soliton amplitude

B =
√
2[∆− V (τ∗)− Ω2] =

√
2(∆∗ − Ω2), (6)

where we have introduced the local detuning ∆∗ =
∆ − V (τ∗). For V = 0, we retrieve the usual CS am-

plitude (B =
√
2∆) [43]. For static potentials (d =

0 ⇒ Ω = 0), Eq. (2) shows that CSs are located at
the extrema of V . However, only the maxima are sta-
ble. Consequently, CSs are trapped at minimum local
detunings ∆∗ = ∆ −max[V (τ∗)], which sets the soliton
amplitude accordingly. Eventually, for drifting poten-
tials (d ̸= 0 ⇒ Ω = −d/2), the amplitude is further re-
duced because the actual detuning of the soliton is shifted
from the detuning at the driving frequency as a result of
the frequency shift and the dispersion. The CS ampli-
tude and width are thus given by the effective detuning
∆eff = ∆∗ − Ω2.

Finally, the limit of existence of CSs, is found by set-
ting cos(ϕ) = 1 in Eq. (3):

2

π

√
2(∆∗

DL − Ω2
DL) = S sech

(
πΩDL

2
√
∆∗

DL − Ω2
DL

)
. (7)

The maximum detuning (∆∗
DL) can be seen as the pump

depletion limit and corresponds to a saddle-node bifurca-
tion. The predicted value by the LLE [∆LLE

DL = (π S)2/8]
is once more retrieved for V = 0. This result is general-
ized for static potentials by considering the local detuning
∆∗. In addition, this limit is lowered for d ̸= 0 because
of the frequency shift. Rewriting Eq. (7) with the effec-
tive detuning ∆eff , the right-hand side of this equation
suggests that the driving strength S is effectively dimin-
ished by the normalized spectral amplitude of the soliton
at the driving frequency.

We now particularize to a periodic potential of the form
V (τ) = J cos(Wτ), where we set the amplitude and fre-
quency to J = 67.7 and W ≈ 0.52, respectively, for com-
parison with our experiments. The existence region of
cavity solitons, plotted in the two-dimensional (∆∗, |Ω|)-
parameter space, is reported in Fig.2. The limitation
from the maximum slope is |dSL| = 2|ΩSL|. However,
with our parameters, it cannot be reached because the
depletion limit is met first. Furthermore, as seen in the
figure, the largest frequency shift, determined by the de-
pletion limit (|ΩDL|), shows a maximum. On the one
hand, at large detunings, CSs are spectrally broad but
close to the depletion limit without drift (i.e. for Ω = 0).
A small decrease of the effective driving strength due to
the frequency shift is thus sufficient to cross their exis-
tence limit. On the other hand, in the small detuning
range, the spectral width of CSs is initially small. The
effective driving strength is therefore quickly reduced by
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Figure 2. Phase diagram in the (∆∗, |Ω|)-parameter
space showing the region of existence of cavity solitons
and their stability for a cosine potential (J = 67.7,
W = 0.52), and S = 14.1. The horizontal dash-dotted
line (ΩSL) is the limit set by the maximum slope of V .
The dashed blue line is the driving depletion limit of CS
(ΩDL) given by the reduced model Eq. (7), while the
two plain blue lines are the saddle-node bifurcations (Ω1

and ΩDL) of CS solutions of Eq. (1). The Hopf
bifurcations (ΩH1,2) at which CSs gain or lose their
stability are represented by the purple dotted lines. The
gray dots show the frequency shift where the CS ceases
to exist in direct numerical simulations of Eq. (1) when
slowly increasing the drift d. The blue and red shaded
areas indicate regions of stable and unstable CSs,
respectively. All numerical continuations were
performed with the Julia package BifucationKit [48].

the frequency shift, all the more so as the spectral width
is also narrowed by the shift.

To confirm the depletion limit from Eq. (7), we also
compute this limit by finding the corresponding saddle-
node solution of Eq. (1) using a continuation scheme. The
agreement is excellent except for low detunings where
the homogenous background of the CS solution is not
negligible.

We then look at the stability of the localized solutions.
Interestingly, we find that CSs can undergo a Hopf bifur-
cation below the depletion limit. This bifurcation (de-
noted as ΩH2) is not found with our reduced model from
the motion equations, probably because the chirp is not
included in the ansatz [49]. This new bifurcation con-
nects to the well-known Hopf bifurcation (ΩH1) that sta-
bilizes the CS solutions as the detuning increases. Simu-
lations of Eq. (1) reveal that CSs cease to exist abruptly
upon crossing the frequency shift threshold |ΩH2|. Hence,
there is a maximum frequency shift CSs can withstand
before they disappear. It is set either by the depletion
limit or the Hopf bifurcation. We note that for much
smaller maximum slope of V , the |ΩSL| threshold could
be reached first as in [37]. Beyond ΩSL, the existence
limits given by ΩDL and ΩH2 are thus not relevant, as
they only concern steady-state CSs.
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Figure 3. (a) Schematic of the experimental set-up.
The coherently driven resonator is made of single-mode
fiber (SMF) and includes an intracavity electro-optic
phase modulator (EOM) to generate the periodic
potential. The erbium-doped fiber (EDF) amplifier
partially compensates for the cavity loss. Typical
spectra measured for positive (b) or negative (c)
potential drifts. The drift amplitude and sign control
the CS spectral position, which can be blue or
red-shifted with respect to the pump.

Experimental setup. We aim next to experimen-
tally confirm our theoretical predictions. A schematic
of the setup is shown in Fig. 3 (see also Supplemental
Material [44]). It mainly consists of a Lc = 64m-long
single-mode fiber ring resonator (3.12MHz free-spectral
range), incorporating an electro-optic modulator (EOM)
to generate a periodic potential. It is driven with a
radio-frequency harmonic signal whose amplitude and
frequency can be tuned. The resonator also includes a
short piece of erbium-doped fiber to partially compen-
sate the cavity loss [50]. The resulting effective loss is
Λe = 3% (effective finesse Fe = 206). The resonator is
driven by a highly coherent continuous-wave (CW) laser
at 1550.12 nm. We note that despite the high effective
finesse and CW driving, there is no isolator in the res-
onator to prevent Brillouin lasing because the intracav-
ity phase modulation raises the Brillouin laser threshold
above the continuous background powers on which CSs
sit. Finally, a counter-propagating small signal, which
can be frequency-shifted, is used to phase stabilize the
detuning between the cavity and the driving laser.

Temporal trapping by drifting potentials. In a first
experiment, we set the driving to S = 14.1 and the am-
plitude of the IPM to J = 66.7 to investigate the soli-
ton dynamics as the drift coefficient is linearly scanned.
We start with a frequency modulation (W = 0.52) that
matches an exact integer multiple of the cavity FSR to
generate a stationary phase modulation (d = 0, see Sup-
plemental Material [44]). Once the cavity is stabilized at
a given phase detuning, we excite a single CS using a
single addressing pulse [10, 51]. After the transient, we
slowly tune the frequency of the modulation to higher
(d < 0) or lower (d > 0) values until the CS disap-
pears. For each modulation frequency, we record the CS
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Figure 4. (a) Experimental soliton peak power (circle)
as a function of the frequency shift Ω for S = 14.1.
Plain lines: analytical solutions [see Eq. (6)]. The
number below the curves corresponds to the normalized
detuning ∆. The last measurement before the soliton
disappears is indicated by a triangle and is reported in
panel (b). (b) Maximum relative shift
rΩ = Ω/(2π × FWHMν) as a function of the soliton
spectral full width at half maximum (FWHMν) for
different modulation amplitude J . To delimit the
theoretical soliton region of existence, the depletion
limit and the Hopf bifurcation are also shown (see
Fig. 2).

spectrum (see examples in Fig. 3 as well as a full scan
in the Supplemental Material [44]) from which we mea-
sure the CS spectral width (∝ B) and frequency shift
(Ω). Fig. 4(a) shows the evolution of B2 as a function of
the frequency shift, for different values of the detuning
and for both positive and negative drifts. The results
match well with the analytical predictions from Eq. (6)
with τ∗ = D−1

∣∣
−2Ω

and confirm the reduction of the

peak power (∝ B2) and spectral width of CSs with the
frequency shift |Ω|, i.e. with the drift. The results shown
in Fig. 4(b) represent the measured maximum frequency
shift, normalized to the CS spectral width. They are
plotted as a function of the CS spectral width and com-
pared with the depletion limit (|ΩDL|, Eq.7) and the Hopf
bifurcation (ΩH2). We confirm the existence of a limit
frequency shift and thus a maximum drift of the poten-
tial the CS can withstand. The measured values of the
limit relative spectral shift are all in the range [0.3-0.4]
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(see Supplemental Figure S5 [44] for experimental data
acquired at different driving powers). They are also in-
dependent of the periodic modulation amplitude J , as
expected for the amplitudes considered. The compari-
son with the theoretical predictions shows, however, that
in the experiments the CSs does not always reach the
theoretical maximum spectral shift. This discrepancy
can likely be explained by the reduction of the robust-
ness of CSs against perturbations as they approach their
existence limit. Our results confirm the impact of the
intracavity phase modulation on the existence and char-
acteristics of trapped CSs. Particularly, the modulation
enables to control the CS central wavelength as well as
the repetition rate of the frequency comb leaving the cav-
ity, which may open up interesting new avenues [38]. In
what follows, as an illustration, we show how such con-
trol can be harnessed to overcome the detrimental effects
of Raman scattering.

Competition between temporal trapping and Ra-
man scattering. In resonators made of amorphous ma-
terials, stimulated Raman scattering (SRS) is a signif-
icant effect that red-shifts the spectrum of cavity soli-
tons relative to the driving laser wavelength and whose
magnitude depends on the detuning [47, 52]. This fre-
quency shift, in turn, changes the soliton repetition rate,
a coupling mechanism that is beneficial to filter out the
frequency noise of the driving laser, though only in a lim-
ited spectral bandwidth[53], otherwise, it is detrimental.
In addition, SRS is known to set an upper limit to the
range of detunings over which CSs exist, owing to the
onset of a Hopf bifurcation. This consequently restricts
their duration and bandwidth. [40]. However, assuming
that the SRS limitation finds its origin in the frequency
shift, it should be possible to overcome this limit by trap-
ping CSs within potentials. Indeed, the synchronization
of a steady-state CS to an intracavity phase modulation
without drift compels its spectrum to remain centered on
the driving. To experimentally confirm this prediction,
we use the same driving power and potential shape as in
the previous experiments, but we now scan the detuning
∆ with d = 0. Our results are shown in Fig. 5(a)-(b).
They confirm that stationary potentials do not prevent
the existence of stable CSs in the presence of strong SRS.
Moreover, with increasing detuning, the center of the
CS spectrum remains fixed at the driving wavelength,
even as the soliton duration decreases and its spectrum
widens.

In order to have a better understanding of the compe-
tition between SRS and an intracavity phase modulation,
we first extend our previous Lagrangian analysis to in-
clude the Raman scattering. To this end, we add the term
−iτRA∂τ |A|2 in the right-hand side of Eq. (1), with τR
the normalized Raman time constant (see Supplemental
Material [44]). We note that we here consider the lin-
ear approximation of the Raman spectral gain, which is
valid given the typical duration of CSs in fiber resonators
(> 100 fs) [54]. In the steady-state, the motion equation
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Figure 5. (a) Two-dimensional map of experimentally
recorded spectra of the solitons trapped in a stationary
intra-cavity phase modulation as a function of the
detuning. The white dashed line shows the theoretically
predicted CS central wavelength and range of existence
without modulation (V = 0). (b) Two experimental
spectra corresponding to different cavity detunings ∆
(solid lines), and predicted CS spectra by numerical
integration of the mean-field model with S = 14.1,
J = 66.67, W = 0.52 and τR = 4.3× 10−4 (dashed
lines). (c) Intracavity peak power of stable CSs (|B|2)
as a function of the detuning. The black curve
represents the solutions of the mean-field model with
SRS (solid) and the circles indicate the result of the
motion equations. The red and blue curves show the
solutions for V = 0 with and without SRS, respectively.
We note that the black curves are shifted by the
modulation amplitude J for small detunings, i.e., small
soliton bandwidths, as the CS remains located close to
the minimum local detuning ∆∗ ≈ ∆− J . The squares
are the experimental values reported in (b).

for the soliton position τs still gives Ω = −d/2. For
stationary IPM, we thus have Ω = 0, and the motion
equation for the frequency shift gives:

−dV (τs)

dτs
|τ∗ = JW sin(Wτ∗) = 4τRB

4/15. (8)

It shows that the CS stabilizes at a position τ∗ such that
the corresponding potential-induced spectral blue-shift
exactly compensates the Raman soliton red-shift (see also
Supplemental Material [44] for the evolution of the CS
spectrum over one roundtrip). Finally, the CS amplitude
(B) is found by combining this latter equation with the
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Eq. (6), which is unmodified by the SRS. The solutions
from the motion equations are shown in Fig. 5(c). An
excellent agreement with the numerical continuation of
the solutions of the mean-field equation is obtained. The
comparison with and without IPM reveals that higher
peak powers and thus shorter CSs can be obtained with
SRS when they are trapped in the modulation. In the
experiment, we measure a 790 fs CS persisting endlessly
in the resonator, while stable CSs are limited to 988 fs by
the SRS without the potential. (We note that we have
not performed measurements at V = 0 because of the
Brillouin lasing.) Yet, with the experimental parameters,
the limit detuning (∆lim) is here set by the depletion
limit (equation 7 for ΩDL = 0). The shortest CS is thus
identical to the one given by the LLE.

Equation 8 suggests that the LLE limit could always
be reached providing that the potential is sufficiently
steep. To broaden our analysis, we investigate how
far the balance between the Raman red-shift and the
potential-induced blue-shift can be maintained. We find
that at large detunings, CSs can undergo a new saddle-
node bifurcation before reaching the depletion limit. Fig-
ure 6 shows for S = 30 the duration of the short-
est stable CS as a function of the cavity characteris-
tic time, τc =

√
−β2Lc/Λe, for a large amplitude har-

monic IPM, as well as for its parabolic approximation
V (τ) = J [1 − (Wτ)2/2]. These results are compared
to the corresponding shortest CS without trapping IPM
both in the absence and presence of SRS. We see that
the modulation enables the CS to approach or even reach
the standard limit without SRS. Yet, as τc decreases, the
compensation of the self-frequency shift becomes less ef-
fective. Ultimately, the confinement in the IPM does
not suffice to stabilize the CS beyond the Raman limit.
Interestingly, for stationary quadratic modulations, the
motion equations can be solved to find this new limit
(See Supplemental Material [44]). In dimensional units,
it reads:

∆τFWHM,min ≈ 2.02

(
αeτR

2τ2c
JRFω2

RF

)1/6

, (9)

where τR = τrτc is the Raman time constant, ωRF =
W/τc is the modulation frequency and JRF = JΛe/2 its
amplitude. An excellent agreement with the numerical
solutions of the mean-field model is obtained for τc above
≈ 2 ps.

Bloch oscillations of the Kelly sidebands. Pertur-
bations over the roundtrip of a CS and its subsequent
reshaping into a fundamental soliton result in the emis-
sion of linear waves[55]. Typically, these are observed as
narrowband spectral features, known as Kelly sidebands,
with their location satisfying the phase-matching relation
[β(ω)− β(ω0)− β1 × (ω−ω0)]Lc = 2πm+ δ0, where β is
the propagation constant, β1 is the inverse of the group
velocity, ω0 is the CS central frequency, δ0 is the cavity
detuning in radian and m is an integer. In stark contrast,
the spectra reported in Fig.5 display broad and highly
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Figure 6. Shortest cavity soliton duration as a
function of the characteristic times τc with S = 30.
Solid curves correspond to the results from numerical
continuations of solutions of the mean-field model. The
dots show the limit given by Eq. 9. The parameters for
the potentials are J = 209, ωRF = 2π × 20GHz and
d = 0. The Raman time constant is the value typical for
silica fibers, τR = 3 fs. We note that τc=7ps in the
experiments.

structured features in the CS spectral wings. Figure 7(a)
shows the spectrum of a CS numerically simulated with
a lumped-element model of our cavity. It confirms that
ultra-stable CSs display structured Kelly sidebands in
the presence of periodic potentials. Yet, their width and
central location cannot be accurately predicted by a gen-
eralized phase-matching condition that accounts for the
modulation in the fast time: δ0 → δ0 − ϕint(τ) in the
previous equation, where ϕint(τ) is the intracavity phase
modulation in physical units (see Supplemental Mate-
rial [44]). To gain more insight, Fig.7(b) shows the spec-
trogram of the intracavity field. It reveals that the com-
plex shape of the Kelly-bands in the spectrum comes from
the interference of very regular oscillations of the Kelly
waves in the time-frequency domain. These oscillations,
which originate from the relative drift between the linear
waves and the intracavity phase modulation, can be seen
as Bloch oscillations (BOs) along a synthetic frequency
dimension[56]. However, contrary to BO experiments
with linear wave packets in recirculation loops[56] or CSs
in driven resonators[37], the linear (Kelly) waves are here
continuously generated by the soliton. Hence, this results
in a stationary pattern, round-trip after round-trip. The
effective force responsible for the oscillatory motion in
the synthetic frequency lattice is F = ∆ν/(n × FSR),
where ∆ν = n × FSR − νRF with νRF the frequency of
the phase modulation and n the closest integer multiple
between νRF and the FSR [37]. Yet, owing to the disper-
sion, for a stationary phase modulation at ω0 (d = 0), F
is directly proportional to ∆ω = ω − ω0, where ω is the
frequency of the sideband. Since the amplitude of BOs is
given by ABO = JRF/F , this explains the decrease in the
amplitude of the spectral oscillations with the distance of
the spectral sideband from the central CS position seen
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Figure 7. (a) Spectrum of a CS displaying structured
Kelly sidebands (50 pm resolution) due to periodic
intracavity modulation. The shadowed regions highlight
the extension of the Kelly sidebands. (b) Corresponding
spectrogram of the intracavity field (gate function:
20 ps-wide super-Gaussian of order 6). The vertical line
at the center is the background, while the soliton
spectrum is seen as the horizontal band around the zero
delay. The parameters are identical to the experiment
reported in Fig.5(b) for ∆ = 280.

in Fig.7(b). More precisely, the oscillation amplitudes
from the simulation agree very well with the 1/∆ω scal-
ing expected for BOs (see Supplemental Material [44]).

III. DISCUSSION

In this work, we have studied how the unique particle-
like characteristics of solitons and their interaction with
slowly varying trapping potentials can be leveraged to
control the properties of cavity solitons. In our exper-
iments, the potential is generated by intracavity phase
modulation at a frequency close to a high harmonic of the
free spectral range of our fiber resonator. We have shown
that the locking of the cavity soliton to the modulation
enables to up- or dow-shift its spectrum with respect to
the driving frequency by desynchronizing the modulation
to the cavity round-trip time. We theoretically found
that for deep potentials, the limit spectral shift (δωmax)
is fundamentally set either by the driving pump deple-
tion limit or a Hopf bifurcation, while it is set by the
maximum potential slope for shallow potentials [37]. For

temporal cavity solitons, the maximum shift, in turn, sets
a limitation on the tuning of the output soliton comb rep-
etition rate: ∆FSRmax = −β2LcFSR

2δωmax.
Experimentally, we have investigated the trapping by

intracavity phase modulations. We have observed that
the soliton spectrum can robustly be spectrally blue- or
red-shifted and that the reduction of the CS amplitude
with the frequency shift is very well predicted by our
theoretical model. The experimental maximum relative
frequency shifts globally agree with the theoretical pre-
dictions but seem restricted to about 0.4, which could
indicate a fundamental practical limitation.
We then demonstrated that the ability to determinis-

tically manipulate the soliton frequency can be exploited
to overcome the soliton self-frequency shift arising from
the stimulated Raman scattering (SRS). We observed the
formation of potential-stabilized solitons that would not
otherwise have existed [40]. However, we theoretically
showed that there is a minimum soliton duration below
which the balance between the potential induced blue-
shift and the Raman red-shift cannot be maintained.
Previous works have shown that cavity solitons can

also be trapped and manipulated by external phase mod-
ulations [21, 23] of the coherent driving. Yet, compared
to external modulations, intracavity phase modulations
enhance the tuning range of the CS spectral shift, and
thus of the soliton comb repetition rate, by the inverse of
the cavity loss Λe (see Supplemental Material [44]). The
improvement can be significant for low-loss resonators,
emphasizing the importance of dissipation on the dynam-
ics of CSs in internally modulated resonators.
We envision intracavity phase modulation to play an

important role in the future of cavity soliton based fre-
quency combs. On the one hand, the robust locking
mechanism can be leveraged for generating ultralow-
noise optical combs and microwave signals. This can
be achieved through direct synchronization of the cav-
ity solitons to an external microwave reference[38] or by
employing a coupled optoelectronic oscillator scheme [57–
59]. On the other hand, the motion equations show that
the potential gradient governs the rate at which the soli-
ton frequency can be changed per round trip. The ability
to rapidly vary the soliton frequency and, thus, the soli-
ton comb repetition rate by steep potentials can benefit
many applications, such as LiDAR and sensing. Finally,
our findings could shed light on recently reported results
in internally modulated cavity soliton microcombs [38],
and could be extended to solitary waves of the paramet-
rically driven nonlinear Schrödinger equation in optics
[60, 61] and hydrodynamics[7], for which the potential
will interact with the attraction or repulsion force in soli-
ton pairs [62].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by the “Fonds de la
Recherche Scientifique” (F.R.S.-FNRS) and the FWO



8

under the Excellence of Science (EOS, 40007560) pro-
gram, by the F.R.S.-FNRS (CDR, J.0079.23) and by
the European Research Council (ERC) under the Hori-
zon Europe research and innovation program (Grant

Agreement No. 101113343). N.E. acknowledges sup-
port from the Belgian American Educational Foundation
(B.A.E.F.). N.E., C.S., C.M.A. and F.L. acknowledge the
support of the F.R.S.-FNRS.

[1] J. E. Allen. The Early History of Solitons (Solitary
Waves). Physica Scripta, 57(3):436, March 1998.

[2] Y. Nakamura and I. Tsukabayashi. Observation of Mod-
ified Korteweg—de Vries Solitons in a Multicomponent
Plasma with Negative Ions. Physical Review Letters,
52(26):2356–2359, June 1984.

[3] J. Denschlag, J. E. Simsarian, D. L. Feder, Charles W.
Clark, L. A. Collins, J. Cubizolles, L. Deng, E. W. Ha-
gley, K. Helmerson, W. P. Reinhardt, S. L. Rolston, B. I.
Schneider, and W. D. Phillips. Generating Solitons by
Phase Engineering of a Bose-Einstein Condensate. Sci-
ence, 287(5450):97–101, January 2000.

[4] Andrea Blanco-Redondo, C. Martijn de Sterke, Chris
Xu, Stefan Wabnitz, and Sergei K. Turitsyn. The bright
prospects of optical solitons after 50 years. Nature Pho-
tonics, 17(11):937–942, November 2023.

[5] J. Nagumo, S. Arimoto, and S. Yoshizawa. An Active
Pulse Transmission Line Simulating Nerve Axon. Pro-
ceedings of the IRE, 50(10):2061–2070, October 1962.

[6] Raymond Kapral and K. Showalter. Chemical Waves and
Patterns. Springer Science & Business Media, December
2012.

[7] Junru Wu, Robert Keolian, and Isadore Rudnick. Ob-
servation of a Nonpropagating Hydrodynamic Soliton.
Physical Review Letters, 52(16):1421–1424, April 1984.

[8] Stephane Barland, Jorge R. Tredicce, Massimo Bram-
billa, Luigi A. Lugiato, Salvador Balle, Massimo Giudici,
Tommaso Maggipinto, Lorenzo Spinelli, Giovanna Tis-
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betskov, V. Pervak, E. Fill, C. Riek, A. Leitenstorfer,
J. Limpert, F. Krausz, and I. Pupeza. Temporal solitons
in free-space femtosecond enhancement cavities. Nature
Photonics, 13(3):214–218, March 2019.

[13] Thibault Wildi, Mahmoud A. Gaafar, Thibault
Voumard, Markus Ludwig, and Tobias Herr. Dissipative
Kerr solitons in integrated Fabry–Perot microresonators.
Optica, 10(6):650–656, June 2023.

[14] P. Trocha, M. Karpov, D. Ganin, M. H. P. Pfeiffer,
A. Kordts, S. Wolf, J. Krockenberger, P. Marin-Palomo,
C. Weimann, S. Randel, W. Freude, T. J. Kippenberg,

and C. Koos. Ultrafast optical ranging using microres-
onator soliton frequency combs. Science, 359(6378):887–
891, February 2018.

[15] Myoung-Gyun Suh, Qi-Fan Yang, Ki Youl Yang, Xu Yi,
and Kerry J. Vahala. Microresonator soliton dual-comb
spectroscopy. Science, 354(6312):600–603, November
2016.

[16] Lars Lundberg, Mikael Mazur, Ali Mirani, Benjamin Foo,
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Stuart G. Murdoch, and Miro Erkintalo. Coexistence
and Interactions between Nonlinear States with Differ-
ent Polarizations in a Monochromatically Driven Passive
Kerr Resonator. Physical Review Letters, 123(1):013902,
July 2019.

[28] Alexander U. Nielsen, Yiqing Xu, Michel Ferré, Mar-
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and David Feijoo. Coherent emission of atomic soliton
pairs by Feshbach-resonance tuning. Physical Review A,
86(1):013620, July 2012.

[32] M. A. de Moura. Nonlinear Schrodinger solitons in the
presence of an external potential. Journal of Physics A:
Mathematical and General, 27(21):7157, November 1994.

[33] V. N. Serkin, Akira Hasegawa, and T. L. Belyaeva.
Nonautonomous Solitons in External Potentials. Phys-
ical Review Letters, 98(7):074102, February 2007.

[34] Georgi Gary Rozenman, Lev Shemer, and Ady Arie. Ob-
servation of accelerating solitary wavepackets. Physical
Review E, 101(5):050201, May 2020.

[35] J. Nathan Kutz. Mode-Locked Soliton Lasers. SIAM
Review, 48(4):629–678, January 2006.

[36] Aleksandr K. Tusnin, Alexey M. Tikan, and Tobias J.
Kippenberg. Nonlinear states and dynamics in a
synthetic frequency dimension. Physical Review A,
102(2):023518, August 2020.

[37] Nicolas Englebert, Nathan Goldman, Miro Erkintalo,
Nader Mostaan, Simon-Pierre Gorza, François Leo, and
Julien Fatome. Bloch oscillations of coherently driven
dissipative solitons in a synthetic dimension. Nature
Physics, 19(7):1014–1021, July 2023.

[38] Yang He, Raymond Lopez-Rios, Usman A. Javid, Jing-
wei Ling, Mingxiao Li, Shixin Xue, Kerry Vahala, and
Qiang Lin. High-speed tunable microwave-rate soliton
microcomb. Nature Communications, 14(1):3467, June
2023.

[39] Yifan Sun, Pedro Parra-Rivas, Mario Ferraro,
Fabio Mangini, Mario Zitelli, Raphaël Jauberteau,
Francesco Rinaldo Talenti, and Stefan Wabnitz. Dis-
sipative Kerr solitons, breathers, and chimera states
in coherently driven passive cavities with parabolic
potential. Optics Letters, 47(24):6353–6356, December
2022.

[40] Yadong Wang, Miles Anderson, Stéphane Coen, Stu-
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A. Modelling - Driven-dissipative Gross-Pitaevskii equation

1. Dimensional form

The dynamics of Kerr cavity solitons (CSs) in trapping potentials V can be described by a Lugiato-Lefever equation
(LLE) [1, 2], generalized to account for the intracavity phase modulation, ϕint = V , [3] and the stimulated Raman
scattering (SRS) [4, 5]. Such generalization corresponds to a driven-dissipative Gross-Pitaevskii equation, which reads:

tR
∂E

∂t
=

(
−Λe

2
− i

[
δ0 − V (τ)

]
+

[
tRd̄

∂

∂τ
− i

β2Lc

2

∂2

∂τ2

]
+ iγLc

[
E2 − τR

∂|E|2
∂τ

])
E +

√
θPin (S1)

where tR = FSR−1 is defined as the inverse of the cavity free spectral range (FSR) and corresponds to the cavity
roundtrip time at the driving wavelength. t is the (slow) time describing the evolution of the electric field envelope
E(t, τ) with τ , a (fast) time variable defined in a co-moving reference frame in which the potential V (τ) is stationary
with time t. Λe = −ln(T×G) denotes the effective cavity loss that takes into account the ”cold cavity” transmission (T )
and the intracavity gain of the optical amplifier (amplification factor G) [6]. The phase detuning between the driving
field and the closest cavity resonance is δ0 = 2πm − βLc, with Lc, the cavity length, β, the propagation constant,
and m, an integer. β2 and γ are, respectively, the group-velocity dispersion and the nonlinear Kerr coefficient of
the resonator. τR is the Raman time constant. θ and Pin are the input coupler ratio and coherent driving power,
respectively. Finally, d̄ is the drift coefficient of a wave at the driving frequency in the reference frame co-moving
with the potential. For an intracavity phase modulation of the form JRF cos(ωRFt), we thus have V = JRF cos(ωnτ)
and d̄ = ∆ω/ωn, where ∆ω = ωn − ωRF is the frequency difference between the nth harmonic of the cavity FSR
(ωn = n× 2π × FSR) and the modulation frequency.
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2. Normalized form

It is convenient to introduce dimensionless parameters to carry out theoretical analyses and draw general conclusions.
Choosing the usual LLE normalization with τc =

√
−β2Lc/Λe and αe = Λe/2 [2]:

t → αet

tR
, τ → τ

τc
, A = E

√
γLc

αe
, S =

√
γLcθinPin

α3
e

, (S2)

∆ =
δ0
αe

, V =
V

αe
, d = d̄

tR
τcαe

, τR =
τR
τc

,

Eq. (S1) becomes:

∂A(t, τ)

∂t
= S +

(
− 1− i

[
∆− V (τ)

]
+ i

[
|A|2 − τR

∂|A|2
∂τ

]
+

[
d
∂

∂τ
+ i

∂2

∂τ2

])
A, (S3)

which corresponds to Eq. (1) of the main manuscript when τR = 0.

B. Reduced model – Equations of motion

1. Dimensional form

There are no known closed-form analytical expressions that would describe CS solutions of the mean-field equa-
tion (S1), with or without the SRS term. However, equations of motion can be found by using a perturbative
Lagrangian approach [7]. Starting with the soliton ansatz [5, 7]:

Es(t, τ) = B sech

(
B(τ − τs)√

−β2/γ

)
e−iΩ(τ−τs)eiϕ (S4)

where Ω corresponds to the soliton central frequency, B is the soliton amplitude (with units of W1/2), τs is the soliton
position along the fast-time, and ϕ is the cavity soliton phase. Following the procedure described in [5, 7, 8], one can
find the equations of motion for each of the CS (dimensional) parameters:

tR
dΩ

dt
= −Ω

B
tR

dB

dt
− 2αeΩ− dV (τs)

dτs
+

8τRγ
2Lc

15β2
B

4
,

tR
dB

dt
= −2αeB + π

√
θPin cos

(
ϕ
)
sech

(√−β2

γ

Ωπ

2B

)
,

tR
dτs
dt

= β2LcΩ− tRd̄ +
π2

2B
2

√−β2

γ
θPin sin

(
ϕ
)
sech

(√−β2

γ

Ωπ

2B

)
tanh

(√−β2

γ

Ωπ

2B

)
,

tR
dϕ

dt
=

γLcB
2

2
+

β2Lc

2
Ω

2 − [δ0 − V (τs)]− tRΩ

[
dτs
dt

+ d̄

]

+
π2

2B
2Ω

√−β2

γ
θPin sin

(
ϕ
)
sech

(√−β2

γ

Ωπ

2B

)
tanh

(√−β2

γ

Ωπ

2B

)
,

(S5)
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2. Normalized form

Applying the normalization Eq. (S2) to the system of equations (S5) and neglecting the terms proportional to B−2

yield Eqs. (2)-(5) of the main manuscript (for τR = 0):

dΩ

dt
= −Ω

B

dB

dt
− 2Ω− dV (τs)

dτs
− 4τR

15
B4,

dB

dt
= −2B + πS cos(ϕ) sech

(
Ωπ√
2B

)
,

dϕ

dt
=

B2

2
− Ω2 − [∆− V (τs)]−

(
dτs
dt

+ d

)
Ω,

dτs

dt
= −2Ω− d.

(S6)

C. Cancellation of the Raman-induced self-frequency shift by external potentials: limit of shortest CSs

From the motion equations, we can find the conditions under which a potential completely cancels the Raman-
induced frequency shift of cavity solitons. To do so, we look at the stationary solutions at Ω = 0 (we note that red-
and blue-shifted CSs still exist in the presence of SRS, but we here restrict ourselves to unshifted solutions). The
stationary solution of S6 reads:

Ω = d = 0,

cos(ϕ) =
2B

πS
,

B2

2
= ∆− V (τ∗),

D(τ∗) = −4τR

15
B4,

(S7)

where τ∗ is the position of the CS in the fast time and D(τ∗) = dV (τ)
dτ |τ∗ is the local potential gradient.

First, the motion equation for the CS amplitude gives cos(ϕ) =
2B

πS
< 1, which corresponds to the depletion limit.

It implicitly accounts for the local detuning ∆∗ = ∆ − V (τ∗) through the soliton amplitude B. A second existence
condition arises from the combination of the two last equations:

∆ =
B2

2
+ V

[
D−1

(
−4τR

15
B4

)]
, (S8)

where D−1 is the reciprocal of the potential gradient. We now focus on trapping by parabolic potentials of the form
V (τ) = −aτ2/2 < 0, for which there is no slope limit and an explicit analytical solution can be found. We note that
we do not consider any offset on the potential since this term simply shifts the detuning [∆ → ∆ − V (0)]. We thus

have V
[
D−1(x)

]
= −x2

2a
, which yields:

∆ =
B2

2
− 1

2a

(
4τR

15

)2

B8 =
B2

2
− 1

8

B8

B6
max

, (S9)

where we have introduced Bmax = (225a/64τ2R)
1/6 for convenience (see below). The right-hand side of this later

equation shows that there is a maximum possible value for ∆ (see also Fig.1). It is found by looking at the soliton
amplitude such that ∂∆/∂B = 0, which occurs at B = Bmax and ∆ = ∆max = (3/8)B2

max. This gives the maximum
peak power B2

max of stable CSs for which the interaction with the intracavity phase modulation can cancel the SRS.
We note that this limit is independent of the driving amplitude S. In conclusion, there are two limitations:

B < Bmax and B <
πS

2
. (S10)
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Fig. S1. Peak power of the cavity solitons as a function of the detuning ∆ with a trapping parabolic potential and
when considering the Raman self-frequency shift. The parameters are τR = 1.5× 10−3 (τR = 3 fs[4], τc = 2ps),
S = 30, and a = 13.2 [parabolic approximation of a cosine modulation at frequency W = 0.25 (νRF = 20GHz) and
J = 209]. The dark blue line shows results from the numerical continuations of solutions of the mean-filed model,
where unstable solutions are indicated in dashed lines. H1, Hopf bifurcation that stabilizes the solution. The two
saddle-node bifurcations, SNR and SNDL, correspond to the conditions B = Bmax and B = πS/2, respectively. For
detunings ∆ below SNR, there are two different soliton solutions, with different positions τ∗ and local detuning ∆∗

(see also inset), but only one is stable. Equation (S9) is plotted in light blue. We note a very good agreement
between the two models regarding the peak power (and thus the soliton duration) at the saddle-node SNR.

Looking at the SRS limitation and applying the denormalization a → aτ2c /αe [see also Eq. (S2)], the corresponding
minimum CS duration in dimensional units reads:

FWHMmin = 4
√
2 ln
(
1 +

√
2
)

3

√
1

15

(
αeτ

2
c τR

2

a

)1/6

≈ 2.02

(
αeτ

2
c τR

2

a

)1/6

. (S11)

Considering the parabolic approximation of a cosine potential of the form V = JRF cos(ωRFτ), we have a = JRFω
2
RF.

It follows Eq.(9) of the main manuscript. This limit is in excellent agreement with the results of the numerical
continuations (Figure S1) of the solutions of the mean-field model. We finally note that exact cosine potentials can
also be solved. In this case, finding the maximum CS amplitude for which ∂∆/∂B = 0 requires computing the unique
positive root of a third-order polynomial.

D. Schematic of the experimental set-up

Figure S4 depicts the full experimental setup used to investigate the dynamics of cavity solitons in trapping
potentials. It consists of an active fiber ring resonator [6] of length Lc = 64m (free spectral range of 3.12MHz,
τc=7ps). Specifically, it is made of 63m of standard telecommunication single-mode fibre (SMF-28, γ = 1.3W−1km−1,
β2 = −2.3× 10−26 s2m−1 ) spliced to a 75 cm-long segment of erbium-doped fibre (EDF, Liekki® ER16-8/125). The
aim of the doped fiber is to partially compensate for the high cavity roundtrip loss (T = −2.8 dB when the EDF
is removed, corresponding to an intrinsic finesse F = 9.7). The length of the amplifying section has been carefully
adjusted following the method described in ref. [6]. The EDF is pumped by a 1480 nm laser through a wavelength
division multiplexer, with a power P in

p = 2W. The unabsorbed pump power P out
p after the EDF is rejected by a second

WDM. In addition, to individually address a soliton by means of a single writing pulse [9, 10], the cavity includes a
1535/1550 WDM. The writing pulses come from a 1535 nm mode-locked laser and are gated using an acousto-optic
modulator (not shown). The three WDMs combined spectral transmission prevents lasing at shorter wavelengths [10].
With intracavity amplification, the effective loss at small signal is Λe = 3% (effective finesse Fe = 209), while the
saturation power (neglected in the mean-field simulations) is estimated to 250mW. The resonator includes an electro-
optic phase modulator to generate the (real) potential. The EOM is driven by a harmonic RF signal whose amplitude
(JRF) and frequency (νRF) can be freely chosen. JRF is experimentally limited to 1 rad at the modulation frequency
(≈ 12 GHz). In addition, an intracavity polarization controller limits the EOM polarization-dependent insertion loss
(not shown). The optical cavity is coherently driven with a sub-100-Hz continuous wave laser, centered on 1550.12 nm.
It is amplified by a commercial erbium-doped fiber amplifier (EDFA) before being injected into the cavity through
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the 90/10 input coupler. The driving beam polarization is adjusted at the cavity input with a polarization controller
to excite one eigen polarization mode of the cavity. Part of the intracavity power is extracted at the output coupler
(99/1) to perform spectral measurements of the intracavity field. We note that the intracavity phase modulation
prevents the build-up of stimulated Brillouin scattering. Therefore, there is no need for an optical isolator, even if the
cavity is pumped by a highly coherent CW laser. This enables sending a co-polarized counter-propagating CW control
signal to stabilize the cavity detuning. Its polarization is identical to the driving beam to avoid large insertion loss in
the EOM. The cavity detuning is actively stabilized by using a proportional-integral-derivative (PID) controller fed
by the signal generated by the output control beam on a photodiode (200 kHz bandwidth). The cavity detuning is
tuned by slightly shifting the frequency of the control signal with a frequency shifter (FS).

Cavity Soliton

CS

Los
s

n

99/1

PD

200 kHz

PC

OSAPC
95/5 90/10

W
D

M

WDM

Pp
in

1

2 3

FS
PC

PID EDFA

EOM

Fig. S2. Schematic of the coherently-driven fiber ring active Kerr cavity with intracavity phase modulation. CW
laser, continuous-wave laser, FS, frequency shifter, EDFA, optical amplifier, PC, polarization controller, EDF,
erbium-doped fiber, SMF, standard single-mode fiber, EOM, electro-optic modulator, WDM, wavelength division
multiplexer, SG, radio-frequency (RF) signal generator, Driver, RF amplifier, PD, photodiode, OSA, optical
spectrum analyzer, PID: stabilization control electronics.

E. Bloch oscillations of the Kelly bands

The electro-optic phase modulator included in the fiber loop introduces a coupling between the modes of the
resonator with a strength given by J = JRF/(2tR) for a modulation JRF cos(2πνRFt), where νRF is a frequency close
to an integer multiple (n) of the FSR. These coupled sites form a synthetic 1D lattice along the frequency axis [8]. By
detuning the modulation from a resonant frequency (νRF = n×FSR+∆f), an effective force along the frequency axis
is implemented. This force, which is responsible for the Bloch oscillations (BOs) in the synthetic frequency lattice, is
given by:

F = d̄ =
n× FSR− νRF

n× FSR
. (S12)

Assuming that the modulation is resonant at the driving frequency ω0 (νRF = n0 × FSR|ω0
), this modulation

becomes detuned from resonance at ω because of chromatic dispersion. We thus have ∆f = n0(FSR|ω0
− FSR|ω) ≈

β2

β1
n0FSR|ω0 × (ω − ω0). The effective force thus reads:

F ≈ ∆f

νRF
=

β2

β1
∆ω, (S13)

where ∆ω = ω − ω0.
BOs are characterized by an oscillation amplitude ABO = 2J/F . This amplitude thus reads:

ABO|ω =
JRFβ1

tRβ2

1

∆ω
=

JRF

Lcβ2

1

∆ω
, (S14)
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with tR = β1Lc.
The amplitude of the BOs as a function of the inverse of the frequency shift from the driving is shown in figure 3.

The circles denote the data measured from the numerical simulation of the dynamics of CS with a periodic potential,
which is reported in Fig.7 of the main manuscript. These results are in excellent agreement with the theoretical model
Eq. (S14), confirming that the oscillations of the Kelly bands can be interpreted as Bloch oscillations.
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Fig. S3. Amplitude of the spectral oscillations of the Kelly sidebands as a function of the inverse of their frequency
shift from the driving (∆ν = ∆ω/2π). The circles are the amplitudes extracted from the numerical simulation
shown in Fig.7 of the main manuscript. The parameters are β2 = −2.3× 10−26 s2m−1, Lc = 64m. The red line
shows the theoretical relation Eq.S14.

F. Internal versus external phase modulation

Studies of the motion dynamics of cavity solitons in presence of a modulated driving field, either in phase or
in amplitude, have revealed that cavity solitons can be manipulated and trapped by the modulations [11–14]. For
instance, such trapping as been used to control and stabilize the soliton repetition rate [15], which is interesting for
applications. Real potentials, as considered in this work, correspond to phase modulations of the intracavity field. Of
particular interest for comparison are, therefore, external purely phase-modulated driving fields.

For an external phase modulation, the CS drift velocity in normalized variables reads [14]:

vext =
dτs
dt

= 2ϕ′
ext − d, (S15)

where ’ stands for the first derivative with respect to the slow time τ . The corresponding dimensional expression of
the drift velocity is:

vext =
Lc

tR
|β2|

dϕext

dτ
|τs − d̄. (S16)

This can be compared with Eq. (5) of the main manuscripts for internal phase modulations:

vint = −2Ω− d, (S17)

with Ω the normalized frequency shift of the CS. Hence, this gives for V = ϕint:

vint = − 1

Λe

Lc

tR
|β2|

dϕint

dτ
|τs − d̄. (S18)

We can see that the equations (S16) and (S18) are identical, providing that

ϕint = Λeϕext. (S19)

This result shows that a phase modulation amplitude 1/Λe times smaller is required for internally modulated
resonators to achieve the same effect as with external modulation of the driving beam. The locking range, and hence
the maximum frequency shift of the CS or the tuning range of the soliton repetition rate, is thus enhanced by the
same factor, which can also be written F/2π or Qν0/(2π × FSR), with Q the resonator Q-factor and ν0 the soliton
carrier frequency.

This emphasizes the importance of the loss in the dynamics of CSs in internally modulated resonators as well as
the interest of internal modulations for applications.
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G. Supplementary Figure
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Fig. S4. Soliton single-roundtrip dynamic. Evolution of (a) the soliton frequency shift, (b) peak power, and
(c) temporal full width at half maximum (FWHM) over one roundtrip. The simulation corresponds to a lumped
element model of the system using the following parameters: L = 64m, γ = 1.3× 10−3 W−1.m−1,
β2 = −23× 10−27 s2.m−1, δ0 = 4.1 rad, Pin = 250mW, θin = 0.1, JRF = 1 rad, ωRF = 2π × 11.8 rad.GHz, d̄ = 0,
τR = 3 fs.
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[11] Jae K. Jang, Miro Erkintalo, Stéphane Coen, and Stuart G. Murdoch. Temporal tweezing of light through the trapping
and manipulation of temporal cavity solitons. Nature Communications, 6(1):7370, June 2015.
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