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Dynamics of multidimensional fundamental and vortex solitons in random media
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We study the dynamics of fundamental and vortex solitons in the framework of the nonlinear
Schrödinger equation with the spatial dimensionD > 2 with a multiplicative random term depending
on the time and space coordinates. To this end, we develop a new technique for calculating the
even moments of the Nth order. The proposed formalism does not use closure procedures for the
nonlinear term, as well as the smallness of the random term and the use of perturbation theory.
The essential point is the quadratic form of the autocorrelation function of the random field and the
special stochastic change of variables. Using variational analysis to determine the field of structures
in the deterministic case, we analytically calculate a number of statistical characteristics describing
the dynamics of fundamental and vortex solitons in random medium, such as the mean intensities,
the variance of the intensity, the centroid and spread of the structures, the spatial mutual coherence
function etc. In particular, we show that, under the irreversible action of fluctuations, the solitons
spread out, i.e., no collapse occurs.

I. INTRODUCTION

The propagation of nonlinear waves in randommedia is
an important problem in nonlinear physics and has been
intensively studied over the past few decades, i. e. al-
most immediately with the widespread use of the concept
of soliton in physics [1–4]. This is due both to general
theoretical interest, where the problems of fundamen-
tal nonlinear (primarily soliton) physics and statistical
physics are intertwined, but also from a practical point
of view of applied problems of optics, acoustics, plasma
physics, physics of disordered systems, etc., where fluc-
tuating parameters and randomness appears in a natural
way. Depending on the problems under study, the source
of fluctuations can be the refractive index of the medium,
which changes randomly and continuously in time and
space, the presence of turbulence in laboratory and space
plasmas and in the ionosphere and troposphere, particles
randomly distributed in space (e. g. rain, fog, hail),
random interaction potential in disordered systems, etc.
[5–7]. Note that, as is well known, the wave equation in a
random medium even in the linear case cannot be solved
explicitly in the sense that it is impossible to determine
the probability distribution of the wave field as a function
of the probability distribution of the medium [5, 6]. This
applies even more to the propagation of nonlinear waves
in random media. The fundamental difficulty faced by
any statistical description of nonlinear waves is the sta-
tistical closure problem, in which the time evolution of
the moments of order n for the wave field is coupled by
the nonlinearity to moments of order n + 1. To obtain
closed nonlinear equations for statistical characteristics
(for example, moments of the nth order), various ap-
proximate statistical closure procedures are used. This
provides a way of expressing a moment of some order
in terms of lower-order moments. Nevertheless, a fairly
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extensive literature is devoted to nonlinear waves in ran-
dom media. In the vast majority of cases, this concerns
the one-dimensional (1D) case that is soliton propaga-
tion in random media. In particular, the propagation
of solitons in the presence of randomness in models of
the nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) equation, the Korteweg-
de Vries (KdV) equation and the sine-Gordon equation,
as well as shock waves of the stochastic Burgers equa-
tion, has been studied in sufficient detail [8–19] (see also
the reviews and books [1–4, 20] and references therein).
The phenomenon of Anderson localization in disordered
nonlinear systems with a random potential within the
framework of the discrete NLS equation model was stud-
ied in Refs. [21–23], where the unlimited spreading of
an initially localized wave packet was shown. Attempts
were also made to directly numerically simulate solitons
within the framework of the stochastic KdV and NLS
equations [24, 25]. Examples of the 1D solitons in ran-
dom media with a nonlocal nonlinearity were considered
in Refs. [26, 27]. Alfvén and ion-cyclotron solitons in
plasma with fluctuating parameters in the models of the
derivative NLS equation and the Fokas-Lenells equation
were studied in Refs. [28, 29] and [30], respectively. Soli-
tons of the modified NLS equation in the presence of a
random addition to the refractive index were considered
in Refs. [31, 32]. Two-dimensional (2D) solitons of the
Kadomtsev-Petviashvili equation with a noise term were
explored in Ref. [33]. Much less attention has been de-
voted to multidimensional solitons and nonlinear struc-
tures in random media. The point is that, as is known,
stationary solutions (if any) of nonlinear evolution equa-
tions in the multidimensional case often turn out to be
unstable and subject to the phenomenon of collapse or
self-focusing [34, 35, 37]. The collapse induced by the cu-
bic nonlinearity is critical in the 2D space, which means
that it sets in when the norm of the underlying wave field
exceeds a certain finite critical value, and supercritical in
the three-dimensional (3D) space, where an initial state
with an arbitrarily small norm may blow up due to the
collapse [36–40]. Note that to deal with realistic mod-
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els, saturation had been suggested as a way to stabilize
such a catastrophic collapse or self-focusing and produce
stable soliton structures of higher dimensions.

Already in early studies [41–43] on the self-focusing
of optical beams in random media, it was shown that a
random addition to the refractive index can significantly
weaken or completely prevent the effect of self-focusing
of the beam. In this case, different approximations were
used, for example, an incoherent self-interacting light
beam was studied in the random phase approximation in
Ref. [41], the Rytov method for wave propagation in ran-
dom media generalized to include self-focusing effect was
considered in Ref. [42], and in Ref. [43] a purely Markov
approximation was used. Using the so-called method of
polynomial representation of the moments, it was shown
in Ref. [44] that, under fairly general assumptions, col-
lapse does not occur on average. In Ref. [45], the results
of Ref. [44] were confirmed (in particular, that collapse
on average is impossible) and a sufficient criterion for
arresting the collapse of a pulse in a nonlinear waveg-
uide with a randomly fluctuating refractive index was
obtained. Note that in all the above-mentioned works, in
the absence of randomness (that is, in the deterministic
case), the considered models were reduced to the 2D NLS
equation. The stochastic 2D NLS equation with multi-
plicative noise was also considered in Ref. [46], where the
perturbation theory was developed in the framework of
the so-called ε-expansion, and in Ref. [47] using the so-
called δ-expansion. In both cases, the authors argued
that the developed perturbation theory makes it possible
to effectively reduce the stochastic 2D NLS equation to
the linear stochastic equation. The effects of randomness
have been discussed in recent papers [48–50], and it has
also been noted that stochasticity in multidimensional
NLS equation leads to the prevention of the collapse phe-
nomenon. As indicated above, the collapse in a multidi-
mensional NLS with a random term may not arrest in the
general case, but be significantly weakened. First of all,
this concerns 3D models where there is no critical col-
lapse regime. In addition, the possibility of preventing
collapse apparently depends on the type of random per-
turbation and its statistical properties. For example, in
Ref. [51] the possibility of collapse in the 3D NLS model
with a random term in the form of noise depending only
on time against the background of a trapping parabolic
potential was demonstrated both by an analytical varia-
tional method and by numerical simulation. It was shown
that the expected collapse time is inversely proportional
to the integrated covariance of the time autocorrelation
function.

In most cases, when calculating statistical character-
istics the random term is small and then a perturbation
theory along with the appropriate closure procedures can
be applied. One of the few exceptions is the work of Be-
sieris [52] (a brief synopsis of this work can be found, for
example, in Refs. [1, 3]), where a novel statistical tech-
nique is proposed that allows one to calculate the mo-
ments of even orders associated with the 1D NLS stochas-

tic equation without the need to derive a closed equation
for the moments. A necessary condition for this was the
quadratic form of the noise autocorrelation function. In
this work, some statistical characteristics describing the
soliton propagation in the presence of noise were also cal-
culated.

In the present paper, following the ideas of Ref. [52],
we consider the NLS equation with multiplicative ran-
dom term depending on time and space variables in the
spatial dimension D > 2. In this case, no procedure
of statistical closure for the nonlinear term. The main
thrust of the research will be concerned with the analy-
sis of two specific stochastic nonlinear equations for even
moments employing the quadratic form of the autocorre-
lation function. After introducing a stochastic change of
variables and a fundamental ansatz, we will show explic-
itly how each of the aforementioned stochastic nonlinear
equations can be mapped into an explicit deterministic
equation for a new dependent variable and a system of
stochastic nonlinear coupled ordinary differential equa-
tions governing the remaining elements of the transfor-
mation. The ensuing analysis proceeds two-fold. At one
level, we must be able to solve a deterministic nonlinear
partial differential equation governing the new dependent
variable. At the other level, we must proceed to derive
the Fokker-Planck equation and to find the joint proba-
bility density function for the stochastic system. Com-
bining the two solutions and inverting the mapping, we
are able to find explicit expressions for any even moment
of the wave field. As an application of the developed
formalism, we consider the influence of noise on the 2D
and 3D fundamental (ground state) and vortex solitons,
which are unstable in the absence of randomness. The
vortex soliton (spinning soliton) is the localized nonlinear
structure with embedded vorticity and ringlike in the 2D
or toroidal in 3D case field intensity distribution, with the
dark hole at the center where the phase dislocation takes
place: a phase circulation around the azimuthal axis is
equal to 2mπ. An integer m is referred to as topological
charge. We calculate some averaged observables for these
structures and show that both fundamental and vortex
solitons do not collapse.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, us-
ing Donsker-Furutsu-Novikov functional formalism, a
stochastic equation for even moments is obtained . The
effective nonlinear stochastic equation and a stochastic
change of variables are proposed in Sec. III. In Sec. IV.,
the Fokker-Planck equation for the joint probability den-
sity is derived and solved. Using the variational method,
analytical expressions for the fundamental and vortex
solitons are found Sec. V. In Sec. VI, the statistical char-
acteristics for the fundamental and vortex solitons are
analytically calculated. The conclusion is made in Sec.
VII.
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II. BASIC EQUATIONS

We start with the normalized NLS equation in the spa-
tial dimension D > 2 with a multiplicative random term,

i
∂ϕ

∂t
+∆ϕ+ |ϕ|2ϕ+ ε(r, t)ϕ = 0, (1)

where ε(r, t) is a zero-mean real homogeneous in space
and stationary in time gaussian random field with the
autocorrelation function

〈ε(r, t)ε(r′, t′)〉 = A(r − r′)C(t− t′) (2)

where the angular brackets 〈. . . 〉 means ensemble averag-
ing. Without loss of generality, we consider both 2D and
3D cases (the 1D case was considered in Ref. [52]). This
model equation arises in a number of important physical
applications. In particular, these are the following.

1. The propagation of a continuous wave beam (the
2D case) or the transmission of a spatiotemporal
light signal (the 3D case) in a bulk self-focusing
optical medium with the Kerr nonlinearity and a
random addition to the refractive index. Here t is
the propagation distance z, and the x- and y-axes
are two transverse directions for the 2D case. In
the 3D case, the third coordinate z replaced by the
local time τ = t− z/v0 (v0 is the group velocity of
the carrier wave) [54].

2. The propagation of strong electromagnetic waves in
the turbulent ionosphere [55], where ε(r, t) stands
for the turbulent part of the refractive index.

3. The nonlinear Langmuir waves in the turbulent un-
magnetized plasma. Here ε(r, t) corresponds to the
turbulent part of the plasma density perturbation
[56].

4. Nonlinear matter waves in the Bose-Einstein con-
densates (BEC) with random potentials (BEC with
disordering) [57, 58].

Our ultimate goal in connection with Eq. (1) is to com-
pute the Nth order moments 〈ϕ(N)(x, t)〉, where

ϕ(N)(x, t) =

N/2
∏

m=1

ϕ(r2m−1, t)ϕ
∗(r2m, t), (3)

and x = (r1, r2, . . . , rN ). An evolution equation for
ϕ(N)(x, t) follows readily from the definition (3) and the
basic equation (1) and has the form

i
∂ϕ(N)

∂t
+

N
∑

m=1

ξm∆mϕ
(N) +

N
∑

m=1

ξm|ϕ(rm, t)|2ϕ(N)

+

N
∑

m=1

ξmε(rm, t)ϕ
(N) = 0, (4)

where

∆m =
∂2

∂x2m
+

∂2

∂y2m
, (5)

for the two-dimensional case, and

∆m =
∂2

∂x2m
+

∂2

∂y2m
+

∂2

∂z2m
(6)

for the three-dimensional one. The quantity ξm entering
into Eq. (4) is assumed to be ξm = 1 if m is odd, and
ξm = −1 ifm is even. Ensemble averaging of the equation
(4) results in the expression

i
∂〈ϕ(N)〉
∂t

+

N
∑

m=1

ξm∆m〈ϕ(N)〉+
N
∑

m=1

ξm〈|ϕ(rm, t)|2ϕ(N)〉

+

N
∑

m=1

ξm〈ε(rm, t)ϕ(N)〉 = 0 (7)

with the initial condition 〈ϕ(N)(x, 0)〉 = ϕ
(N)
0 (x). Equa-

tion (7) is not a closed equation for 〈ϕ(N)〉 due to the
third and fourth terms on the left-hand side. To calcu-
late an average of the product of the gaussian random
function η(s) with the functional R[η] depending on it,
we will use the Donsker-Furutsu-Novikov functional for-
malism [59–61], where s denotes the set of all arguments,
both continuous and discrete, on which the random func-
tion depends. The corresponding expression is

〈η(s)R[η]〉 =
∫

〈η(s)η(s′)〉
〈

δR[η]

δη(s′)

〉

ds′, (8)

where δ/δη denotes the functional derivative, and the
integral extends over the region in which the function
is defined and, as usual, summation over the repeated
indices of the discrete variables is assumed. A partial
closure in Eq. (7) can be performed for a special class of
random fields ε(r, t) when C(t− t′) = δ(t− t′) in Eq. (2),
where δ(τ) is the Dirac delta function (the white noise
in time). Then, using Eq. (8) we have for the average in
the last term of Eq. (7),

〈

ε(rm, t)ϕ
(N)(x, t)

〉

=

∫

〈ε(rm, t)ε(r′m, t′)〉

×
〈

δϕ(N)(x, t)

δε(r′m, t
′)

〉

dr′mdt
′ =

∫

A(rm − r′m)

×
〈

δϕ(N)(x, t)

δε(r′m, t)

〉

dr′m. (9)

The functional derivative δϕ(N)/δε required in Eq. (9)
can be found from the original equation (4). To this end
we rewrite Eq. (4) in the integral form

ϕ(N)(x, t) = ϕ
(N)
0 (x) + i

∫ t

0

N
∑

m=1

ξm[∆m + |ϕ(rm, t′)|2

+ε(rm, t
′)]ϕ(N)(x, t′)dt′. (10)
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Then, taking the functional derivative in (10) and using

δε(r, t)

δε(r′, t′)
= δ(r− r′)δ(t− t′), (11)

(see, e. g. [3]), we find for 0 < t′ < t

δϕ(N)(x, t)

δε(r′m, t
′)

= i

N
∑

n=1

ξn

∫ t

t′

{

[∆n + ε(rn, t
′′)]
δϕ(N)(x, t′′)

δε(r′m, t
′)

+
δ[|ϕ(N)(rn, t

′′)|2ϕ(N)(x, t′′)]

δε(r′m, t
′)

}

+
i

2

N
∑

n=1

ξnϕ
(N)(x, t′)δ(rn − r′m), (12)

where we have used the causality principle
δϕ(N)(x, t′′)/δε(r′, t′) = 0 for t′′ < t′, (the factor
1/2 appears due to

∫∞

0 δ(t)dt). In the limit t′ → t we
get

δϕ(N)(x, t)

δε(r′m, t)
=
i

2

N
∑

n=1

ξnϕ
(N)(x, t)δ(rn − r′m) (13)

Substituting Eq. (13) into Eq. (9), we obtain

〈ε(xm, t)ϕ(N)〉 = i

2

N
∑

n=1

ξnA(rm − rn)〈ϕ(N)〉. (14)

Finally substituting this into Eq. (7) we have

i
∂〈ϕ(N)〉
∂t

+

N
∑

m=1

ξm∆m〈ϕ(N)〉+
N
∑

m=1

ξm〈|ϕ(rm, t)|2ϕ(N)〉

+
i

2

N
∑

m=1

N
∑

n=1

ξmξnA(rm − rn)〈ϕ(N)〉 = 0. (15)

Equation (15) is not a closed equation for 〈ϕ(N)〉 due
to the presence of nonlinearities. An attempt to effect a
closure of the third term on the left-hand side of Eq. (15)
will result in the infinite hierarchy of coupled moment
equations mentioned in the introduction.
In many physical applications, the correlation function

A(ρ) is isotropic with the characteristic scale ρc and of
power-law type for |ρ| < ρc, so that for the structure
function A(0)−A(|ρ|) one can write as

A(0)−A(|ρ|) = A(0)(ρ/ρc)
ν , (16)

where ν ≤ 2 (see, e. g. discussion in Ref. [62]). The case
ν = 5/3, in particular, corresponds to the well-known
Kolmogorov spectrum ∼ κ−11/3, where κ is the wave
number. In what follows, as in Ref. [52], we restrict our-
selves to the case ν = 2 which corresponds to a simplified
or quadratic Kolmogorov spectrum. Such a quadratic
approximation of the autocorrelation function occurs in
many physically interesting situations [6, 63, 64]. In par-
ticular, the quadratic spectrum appears in the turbulence

(e. g. in turbulent atmosphere and ionosphere) on scales
smaller than the Kolmogorov length scale [6]. In addi-
tion, strictly speaking, the use of such a quadratic form
is justified only if the functionals of A(0)−A(|ρ|) is not
sensitive at too large distances, which takes into account
the exponential localization of the structures considered
below. Then we have

A(r− r′) = A(0)

[

1− (r− r′)2

ρ2c

]

, (17)

and further we denote B = 3A(0)/(8ρ2c) (the factor 3/8
is introduced to simplify the appearance of expressions
in Sec. VI). Then inserting Eq. (17) into Eq. (15) one
can obtain

i
∂〈ϕ(N)〉
∂t

+

N
∑

m=1

ξm∆m〈ϕ(N)〉+
N
∑

m=1

ξm〈|ϕ(rm, t)|2ϕ(N)〉

−3i

8
B

N
∑

m<n

N
∑

n=1

ξmξn(rm − rn)
2〈ϕ(N)〉 = 0. (18)

This equation, like Eq. (15), is of course also not a closed
equation for 〈ϕ(N)〉.

III. EFFECTIVE NONLINEAR STOCHASTIC

EQUATION

Let us consider the auxiliary nonlinear stochastic equa-
tion for the function ϕe,

i
∂ϕe

∂t
+∆ϕe + |ϕe|2ϕe +

1

2
r · f(t)ϕe = 0, (19)

where f(t) is a zero-mean, stationary, δ-correlated in
time, vector real Gaussian random process characterized
by the correlation matrix

〈fi(t)fj(t′)〉 =
3

2
Bδij δ(t− t′), (20)

and B is defined in Eq. (17). In the one-dimensional
case, Eq. (19) was previously proposed in Ref. [52] (see
also Eq. (2.3) in Ref. [1], and Eq. (3.2.4) in Ref. [3]). We

define the function ϕ
(N)
e in the same way as in Eq. (3)

by replacing ϕ with ϕe,

ϕ(N)
e (x, t) =

N/2
∏

m=1

ϕe(r2m−1, t)ϕ
∗
e(r2m, t). (21)

Then, by analogy with Eq. (4), we get

i
∂ϕ

(N)
e

∂t
+

N
∑

m=1

ξm∆mϕ
(N)
e +

N
∑

m=1

ξm|ϕe(rm, t)|2ϕ(N)
e

+
1

2

N
∑

m=1

ξmrm · f(t)ϕ(N)
e = 0. (22)
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Averaging Eq. (22) yields

i
∂〈ϕ(N)

e 〉
∂t

+

N
∑

m=1

ξm∆m〈ϕ(N)
e 〉+

N
∑

m=1

ξm〈|ϕe(rm, t)|2ϕ(N)
e 〉

+
1

2

N
∑

m=1

ξmrm · 〈f(t)ϕ(N)
e 〉 = 0, (23)

The statistical averaging in the fourth term on the left-
hand side of Eq. (23) can be handled by the Donsker-
Furutsu-Novikov formula (8). Then, using Eq. (20), we
have

〈

f(t)ϕ(N)
e

〉

=
3

2
B

〈

δϕ
(N)
e

δf(t)

〉

(24)

The functional derivative can be found from Eq. (22),

δϕ
(N)
e (x, t)

δf(t)
=
i

4

N
∑

n=1

ξnrnϕ
(N)
e (x, t), (25)

and then we have

〈

f(t)ϕ(N)
e

〉

=
3i

8
B

N
∑

n=1

ξnrn〈ϕ(N)
e (x, t)〉. (26)

Substituting Eq. (26) into Eq. (23) we have

i
∂〈ϕ(N)

e 〉
∂t

+

N
∑

m=1

ξm∆m〈ϕ(N)
e 〉+

N
∑

m=1

ξm〈|ϕe(rm, t)|2ϕ(N)
e 〉

+
3i

8
B

N
∑

m=1

N
∑

n=1

ξmξnrm · rn〈ϕ(N)
e 〉 = 0. (27)

Using identity (it can be proved, for example, by the
method of mathematical induction)

−
N
∑

m<n

N
∑

n=1

ξmξn(rm − rn)
2 =

N
∑

m=1

N
∑

n=1

ξmξnrm · rn, (28)

and comparing Eq. (18) and Eq. (27) we can see that

the equations for 〈ϕ(N)〉 and 〈ϕ(N)
e 〉 are identical, that

is 〈ϕ(N)〉 = 〈ϕ(N)
e 〉. We emphasize that the equivalence

of equations (27) and (18) is valid only under the as-
sumption of the quadratic Kolmogorov spectrum of the
random process ε(r, t). Equation (27), being the same

with Eq. (18), is not a closed equation for 〈ϕ(N)
e 〉, but

further we will show that this equation, in contrast to
Eq. (18), admits a global statistical analysis. We use the
following ansatz consisting in the change of variables

R(t) = r− u(t) (29)

and introducing of a new function ψ(R, t) by

ϕe(r, t) = ψ(R(t), t) exp{i[ut(t) ·R(t)/2 + γ(t)]}, (30)

where the subscript denotes differentiation in t. By direct
substitution Eq. (30) into Eq. (19) one can see that ψ
satisfy the equation

i
∂ψ

∂t
+∆Rψ + |ψ|2ψ = 0, (31)

where ∆R = ∂2/∂R2
1+∂

2/∂R2
2++∂2/∂R2

3 (and the cor-
responding expression for the 2D case), provided that the
functions u(t) and γ(t) satisfy equations

utt = f(t), u(0) = 0, ut(0) = 0, (32)

and

γt =
1

4
u2
t (t) +

1

2
u(t) · f(t), γ(0) = 0 (33)

for t > 0. The choice of zero initial data provides a
one-to-one mapping of the dependent variable ψ onto
ϕe. Thus, the ansatz (30) has transformed the stochastic
nonlinear equations (19) into an explicitly deterministic
nonlinear equations for ψ(R, t). It should be noted, how-
ever, that ψ is random function by virtue of its depen-
dence on u(t) through R(t) in Eq. (29). The solution ψ
of Eq. (31) is used in the expression (30) for ϕe. This
function, in turn, is a functional of u, ut and γ because
of its dependence on ψ and the presence of the exponen-
tial factor in Eq. (30). The computation of statistical
moments of ϕe require knowledge of the joint probabil-
ity density functional of the random processes u, ut and
γ. Here, however, we are only interested in even Nth

order moments 〈ϕ(N)
e 〉 or, equivalently, moments of Eq.

(3), and then ϕe is independent of γ. Thus, our statis-
tical analysis is limited to finding only the joint density
functional of u and ut.
In the conclusion of this section we would like to make a

remark regarding Eq. (19) and its 1D version. It should
be noted that the replacements Eqs. (29) and (30) re-
ducing the non-autonomous equation (19) with an ex-
plicit dependence on t to the autonomous equation (31)
is rather nontrivial. In the 1D case, such a replacement
was proposed by Besieris in Ref. [52]. On the other hand,
in the 1D case, as is known, Eq. (31) is completely in-
tegrable, has N -soliton solutions and can be solved by
the inverse scattering transform (IST) method [65]. In-
deed, by generalizing the spectral Zakharov-Shabat prob-
lem for the NLS equation, it was shown that the one-
dimensional version of Eq. (19) can be solved using the
IST [66, 67]

IV. FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATION

Under the assumptions made about the vector process
f , equation (32) with the external random force f deter-
mined by the autocorrelation matrix (20) is the equation
for one Brownian particle and it can be written as a sys-
tem

ut = v, (34)

vt = f(t), (35)
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with the initial conditions v(0) = 0 and u(0) = 0. Then,
the Fokker-Planck equation [68] for the joint probability
density function p(u,v, t) has the form

∂p

∂t
+ v

∂p

∂u
=

3B

4

∂2p

∂v2
(36)

with the initial condition p(u,v, 0) = δ(u)δ(v). In
the Appendix, we derived a more general Fokker-
Planck equation for a joint probability density function
p(u,v, γ, t) that also depends on γ. Equation (36) follows
from (94) when the dependence on γ is neglected. It can
readily be solved and the solution has the form of the
six-dimensional gaussian distribution with the moments

〈uiuj〉 = δijσ
2
11, 〈uivj〉 = δijσ

2
12, 〈vivj〉 = δijσ

2
22, (37)

where i, j = x, y, z, and

σ2
11 =

1

2
Bt3, σ2

12 =
3

4
Bt2, σ2

22 =
3

2
Bt. (38)

Separate components of u and v are statistically inde-
pendent due to Eqs. (20), (34) and (35), so that the six-
dimensional gaussian distribution is the product of the
two-dimensional distributions for the each component,

p(u,v, t) =

D
∏

i=1

p(ui, vi, t). (39)

For p(ux, vx, t), for example, one obtains [68]

p(ux, vx, t) =
1

2π
√
detΣ

× exp

[

− 1

2 detΣ

(

σ2
22u

2
x + σ2

11v
2
x − 2σ2

12uxvx
)

]

, (40)

where Σ is the 2× 2 covariance matrix with the elements
σ2
mn, m,n = 1, 2 and detΣ = 3B2t4/16. Then the joint

probability density function of u and v is

p(u,v, t) =
1

(2π)D(detΣ)D/2

× exp

[

− 1

2 detΣ

(

σ2
22u

2 + σ2
11v

2 − 2σ2
12u · v

)

]

. (41)

Note that in the limit t→ ∞ the joint probability density
function p(u,v, t) tends to zero as ∼ 1/t2D. From Eq.
(41) it follows that

p(u, t) =

∫

p(u,v, t) dDv =
1

(2π)D/2σD
11

exp

(

− u2

2σ2
11

)

,

(42)

p(v, t) =

∫

p(u,v, t) dDu =
1

(2π)D/2σD
22

exp

(

− v2

2σ2
22

)

.

(43)
In the limit t → ∞, the probability density functions
p(u, t) and p(v, t) behave as ∼ 1/t3D/2 and ∼ 1/tD/2,

respectively. Given the known joint probability density
function p(u,v, t), we can write

〈ϕ(N)〉 = 〈ϕ(N)
e 〉 =

∫

ϕ(N)
e p(u,v, t)dDu dDv, (44)

where ϕ
(N)
e is constructed from solutions of Eq. (31)

using Eqs. (29) and (30).

V. DETERMINISTIC STATIONARY

SOLUTIONS

In this section we will consider stationary solutions of
Eq. (31) in the form of multidimensional coherent struc-
tures, namely the fundamental soliton and the vortex
soliton. Since corresponding exact analytical solutions
do not exist (and numerical solutions are not adequate
for further analysis), we use the variational method. Note
that these solutions are purely formal in the sense that
here we do not study the problem of the stability of such
solutions. Equation (31) can be written in Hamiltonian
form

i
∂ψ

∂t
=
δH

δψ∗
, (45)

where the Hamiltonian is

H =

∫
(

|∇ψ|2 − |ψ|4
2

)

dDR. (46)

Other integrals of motion are the norm (also called en-
ergy, number of particles, or in optics wave power)

N =

∫

|ψ|2dDR, (47)

the momentum

P =
i

2

∫

(ψ∇ψ∗ − ψ∗∇ψ)dDR (48)

and the angular momentum

M = i

∫

R× (ψ∗∇ψ − ψ∇ψ∗)dDR. (49)

An extensive literature is devoted to the NLS equation
(31) with the dimension of spaceD (see, for example, [69]
and numerous references therein). It is well known that
the NLS equation with D = 1 is completely integrable
and admits N -soliton solutions [65], while for D > 2
the initial field distribution undergoes collapse (or self-
focusing if t has the meaning of a spatial variable along
the beam) or spreads out [38–40]. The collapse is critical
if D = 2, which means that it sets in when the norm of
the underlying wave field exceeds a certain finite critical
value, and supercritical in 3D, where an initial state with
an arbitrarily small norm may blow up. Under this, the
initial perturbation in any case never reaches a stationary
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state (in other words, stationary solutions are unstable).
We are still looking for formal stationary solutions of Eq.
(31) of the form

ψ(R, t) = φ(R)eiλt. (50)

These solutions satisfy the equation

−λφ+∆Rφ+ |φ|2φ = 0, (51)

and resolve the variational problem δS = 0 for the func-
tional

S = H + λN. (52)

Note that in this paper we restrict ourselves to motion-
less and non-rotating solutions. Solutions moving with
the constant velocity v correspond to the additional term
v ·P in the functional S [53]. Due to the Galilean invari-
ance of Eq. (31), moving solutions are easily obtained
from motionless solutions by the appropriate Galilean
transformation. For solutions rotating with the constant
angular velocity ω, i.e., which are stationary in the ref-
erence frame rotating with constant angular velocity ω,
the functional S would also contain term ω · M. The
procedure for finding such solutions (both by variational
and direct numerical methods) is described in [70] and
these solutions are vortex clusters (azimuthon solitons).
In this paper, we do not consider such rotating station-
ary structures, although the developed formalism is fully
applicable to them as well.
The solution of Eq. (51) in the form of a fundamental

soliton (ground state) corresponds to the radially sym-
metric case with boundary conditions ∂φ/∂R = 0 at zero
R = 0 and φ→ 0 at infinity R→ ∞. The vortex soliton
corresponds to ansatz φ = φ(R) exp(imθ), where θ is the
polar angle andm is an integer (topological charge), with
boundary conditions φ = 0 at zero R = 0 and φ → 0 at
infinity R → ∞. The important integral of motion as-
sociated with this type of solitary wave is the angular
momentum. One can show that for the vortex soliton
Mz = mN . Solutions of Eq. (51) in the form of funda-
mental and vortex solitons can be found numerically in
both 2D and 3D cases [71], and the corresponding solu-
tions turn out to be unstable.
For an analytical treatment, following Ref. [53], we

consider the trial function of the form φ(R) = Aφa(R/a),
where A and a are unknown parameters to be determined
by the variational procedure from the system of equations
∂S/∂A = 0 and ∂S/∂a = 0. For not too large values of
λ, or equivalently N , the variational analysis is in good
agreement with the solutions obtained by exact numeri-
cal simulation. We denote ξ = R/a and for an arbitrary
form of the φa(ξ), provided φa vanishes at infinity fast
enough so that the corresponding integrals are conver-
gent, one can get

A2 =
2λδ

β(4 −D)
, a2 =

α(4−D)

Dλδ
, (53)

where

α =

∫

|∇ϕa|2dDξ, β =

∫ |ϕa|4
2

dDξ, (54)

δ =

∫

|ϕa|2dDξ. (55)

We choose the test functions in the form:

(i) The ground state (fundamental soliton)

φa(ξ) = exp(−ξ2/2). (56)

(ii) The vortex soliton

φa(ξ) = ξ|m| exp(−ξ2/2)eimθ, (57)

and further we restrict ourselves to the case m = 1. Sub-
stituting Eqs. (56) and (57) into Eqs. (54) and (55),
and calculating the corresponding integrals one can ob-
tain, following Ref. [53], for the fundamental soliton in
the 2D case α = δ = π, β = π/4, and in the 3D case

α = 3π3/2/2, β =
√
2π3/2/8, δ = π3/2. For the vortex

soliton we have α = 2π,β = π/8, δ = π in the 2D case,

and α = 5π3/2/2,β =
√
2π3/2/16, δ = π3/2 in the 3D

case. Then, for the parameters A (the amplitude) and a
(characteristic size of the structures), from Eq. (53) we
can obtain for the fundamental soliton,

A2 =

{

4λ for 2D,

8
√
2λ for 3D

, a2 =

{

1/λ for 2D,
1/(2λ) for 3D

,

(58)
and for the vortex soliton,

A2 =

{

8λ for 2D,

16
√
2λ for 3D

, a2 =

{

2/λ for 2D,
5/(6λ) for 3D

.

(59)
Since N = A2aDδ, it follows from Eq. (58) that for the
3D fundamental soliton ∂N/∂λ < 0, that is, according
to the Vakhitov-Kolokolov criterion, the soliton is unsta-
ble. For a two-dimensional soliton, we have ∂N/∂λ = 0,
which corresponds to the marginal instability (critical
collapse).

VI. AVERAGED OBSERVABLES FOR

FUNDAMENTAL AND VORTEX SOLITONS

Due to the parametric dependence of R on time in Eq.
(29), solutions (50), (56) and (57) of Eq. (31) presented
in the previous section with replacement Eq. (30) are not
stationary at all and, moreover, are random functions. In
this case they have the form

ϕe(r, t) = A exp

[

− (r− u)2

2a2
+ i

v · (r− u)

2a2
+ iγ + iλt

]

(60)
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FIG. 1: The mean 2D vortex soliton intensity 〈I(r, t)〉 in the
presence of random fluctuations according to the analytical
prediction Eq. (64) for the parameters λ = 1 and B = 0.05.

for the fundamental soliton, and

ϕe(r, t) = A
[(x− ux) + i(y − uy)]

a

× exp

[

− (r− u)2

2a2
+ i

v · (r− u)

2a2
+ iγ + iλt

]

(61)

for the vortex soliton, respectively. Our first task is to
compute the mean intensities 〈|ϕ(r, t)|2〉 = 〈|ϕe(r, t)|2〉
of the fundamental and vortex solitons. Next we denote
I(r, t) = |ϕ(r, t)|2. In this case the function I(r, t) is a
function of only of the random process u(t). Its ensemble
average, therefore, given by

〈I(r, t)〉 =
∫

p(u, t)I(r, t)dDu, (62)

where p(u, t) is determined by Eq. (42) and I(r, t) is
determined from Eqs. (60) and (61) for the fundamental
and vortex soliton respectively. Calculating the integrals
in Eq. (62), we obtain for the fundamental soliton,

〈I(r, t)〉 = A2aD

(a2 +Bt3)D/2
exp

[

− r2

(a2 + Bt3)

]

, (63)

where A and a are determined by Eq. (58), and for the
vortex soliton

〈I(r, t)〉 = A2aD[r2⊥a
2 +Bt3(a2 +Bt3)]

(a2 +Bt3)D/2+2

× exp

[

− r2

(a2 +Bt3)

]

, (64)

where A and a are determined by Eq. (59). Note that
in the presence of randomness, as can be seen from (64),

the zero at the center of the vortex soliton disappears. In
both cases the mean intensity spreads out monotonically
due to irreversible effects of randomness, and no collapse
occurs. The mean 2D vortex soliton intensity 〈I(r, t)〉
with the parameters λ = 1, B=0.05 for different times is
shown in Fig. 1. As can be seen, the conservative equa-
tion (1) conserves the norm

∫

|ϕ|2dDr for any random
realization of ε(r, t) and then the averaged norm

〈N〉 =
∫

〈I(r, t)〉dDr (65)

is also conserved. For analytical expressions obtained by
the variational method in the previous section, we have
〈N〉 = A2aDπD/2. Next, we calculate the mean mo-
mentum density p = i(ψ∇ψ∗ − ψ∗∇ψ)/2 and the mean
angular momentum density m = [r × p]. These quanti-
ties are nonzero only for a vortex soliton, since here we
consider motionless structures. Then we have

〈p(r, t)〉 =
∫

p(u, t)p(r, t)dDr, (66)

and calculating integrals we find for the mean momentum
density,

〈p(r, t)〉 = A2aD[ẑ× r]

(a2 +Bt3)D/2+1
exp

[

− r2

(a2 +Bt3)

]

, (67)

and for the mean angular momentum density we have
〈m(r, t)〉 = [r× 〈p(r, t)〉].
The mean centroid of the structure, defined by

r̄(t) =
1

〈N〉

∫

r〈I(r, t)〉dDr, (68)

as follows from Eqs. (63) and (64), is zero for all t. A
measure of the spreading of the structure can be found
by using the definition

r2s(t) =
1

〈N〉

∫

[r− r̄(t)]2〈I(r, t)〉dDr. (69)

Calculating integrals and taking into account that r̄(t) =
0 we find that the standard deviation evolves in t as

[r2s(t)]
1/2 =

[

D

2
(a2 + Bt3)

]1/2

(70)

for the fundamental soliton, and

[r2s(t)]
1/2 =

[

(D + 2)a2 +DBt3

2

]1/2

(71)

for the vortex soliton. Dependence of (r2s)
1/2 on t (re-

call that the evolutionary variable t for 2D beams plays
the role of a spatial coordinate along the beam propa-
gation) of the form ∼ (const + t3)1/2 is in agreement
with the result of Ref. [45] obtained with the aid of the
Donsker-Furutsu-Novikov formalism and virial theorem
for the 2D NLS equation. It is interesting to note that
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the same t-dependence of the 2D beam position standard
deviation was found experimentally with high accuracy
in an stochastic nonlocal focusing Kerr medium such as
liquid crystals [72].
Consider then the spatial mutual coherence function

Γ(r1, r2, t) = 〈ϕ(2)(r1, r2, t)〉 that characterizes the angu-
lar spread and coherence properties of the wave field and
is defined as

Γ(r1, r2, t) =

∫

p(u,v, t)ϕ(r1, t)ϕ
∗(r2, t)d

Du dDv. (72)

This function is important and is especially often used
when studying wave beams in optics in the presence of
a random addition to the refractive index. One can see
that the function ϕ(r1, t)ϕ

∗(r2, t) depends on both u and
v. For the fundamental soliton we have

ϕ(r1, t)ϕ
∗(r2, t) = A2 exp

[

− (r1 − u)2 + (r2 − u)2

2a2

+i
v · (r1 − r2)

2a2

]

, (73)

and for the vortex soliton

ϕ(r1, t)ϕ
∗(r2, t) =

A2

a2
[x1 − ux + i(y1 − uy)][x2 − ux

+i(y2 − uy)] exp

[

− (r1 − u)2 + (r2 − u)2

2a2

+i
v · (r1 − r2)

2a2

]

. (74)

To avoid a rather cumbersome expression, we present
the corresponding expression for the spatial mutual co-
herence function only for the fundamental soliton. Using
Eqs. (41) and (72) we get

Γ(r1, r2, t) =
A2aD

(a2 +Bt3)D/2
exp

{

−Bt(3a
2 + 4a2t2 + 3Bt3/4)(r1 − r2)

2 + 8a4(r21 + r22)− 6iBa2t2(r21 − r22)

16a4(a2 +Bt3)

}

. (75)

For r1 = r2 we recover the result Eq. (63). From the
known Γ(r1, r2, t), one can find the mean Wigner distri-
bution density function which is defined as follows, [73]

W (p, r, t) =
1

(2π)D

∫

eip·yΓ
(

r+
y

2
, r− y

2
, t
)

dDy,

(76)
and has numerous applications not only in statistical me-
chanics, but also in quantum and classical optics, signal

processing theory etc. . This quantity, as is well known,
is real, but not necessarily positive everywhere. Provided
thatW (p, r, t) is normalized to unity, this function is dif-
ferent from zero in a region of which the volume in phase
space is at least equal to (2π)D and W (p, r, t) can never
be sharply localized in r and p. Inserting Eq. (75) into
Eq. (76) and calculating integrals we have

W (p, r, t) =
2DA2a3D

πD+1/2[Bt(3a2 + 4a2t2 + 3Bt3/4) + 4a4]D/2

× exp

{

− r2

a2 +Bt3
− 4a4(a2 +Bt3)

[Bt(3a2 + 4a2t2 + 3Bt3/4) + 4a4]

[

3Bt2

4a2(a2 +Bt3)
r+ p

]2
}

. (77)

Let us consider the higher moment orders. We define
the centroid of the structure by

rc(t) =
1

〈N〉

∫

rI(r, t)dDr. (78)

As we have seen from Eq. (68), the mean centroid
r̄(t) = 〈rc(t)〉 have found to be equal to zero for both

fundamental and vortex soliton. It is interesting, how-
ever, to consider also the variance of the random function
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FIG. 2: Time dependence of the variance of intensity at the
center σ2 of the fundamental soliton for λ = 1 and different
values of B (noise intensity).

rc(t),

〈

[rc(t)− r̄(t)]2
〉

=

∫

p(u, t)[rc(t)− r̄(t)]2du

=
1

〈N〉2
∫ ∫

r1 · r2p(u, t)I(r1, t)I(r2, t)dDu dDr1d
Dr2.

(79)

Integration in Eq. (79) taking into account Eqs. (42),
(63) and (64) yields

〈

[rc(t)− r̄(t)]2
〉

= CBt3, (80)

where C = 1 and C = 3/2 for the fundamental soliton in
the 2D and 3D cases, respectively. For the vortex soli-
ton, we have C = 2 and C = 27/8, respectively. The
quantity (80) becomes unbounded as t → ∞. This in-
dicates the stochastic instability of these structures due
to the presence of random fluctuations. Since most ex-
periments measure the intensity and not the field itself,
intensity fluctuations are of particular interest. An im-
portant characteristic in this case is the variance of the
intensity

σ2
I (r, t) ≡

〈

[I(r, t)− 〈I(r, t)〉]2
〉

= 〈I2(r, t)〉 − 〈I(r, t)〉2.
(81)

The normalized variance σ2
I/〈I〉2 is commonly referred to

as the scintillation (flicker) index [5, 6]. The calculations
can be carried out without difficulty and we have for the
fundamental soliton

σ2
I (r, t) = A4

{

aD exp
[

−2r2/(a2 + 2Bt3)
]

(a2 + 2Bt3)D/2

−a
2D exp

[

−2r2/(a2 +Bt3)
]

(a2 +Bt3)D

}

, (82)

and for the vortex soliton,

σ2
I (r, t) = A4

{

aD+4 exp

[

− 2r2

(a2 + 2Bt3)

]

× [a2r2⊥ + 2Bt3(a2 + 2Bt3)]2 − 2B2t6(a2 + 2Bt3)2

(a2 + 2Bt3)D/2+4

−a2(D+2) exp

[

− 2r2

(a2 +Bt3)

]

[a2r2⊥ +Bt3(a2 +Bt3)]2

(a2 +Bt3)D+4

}

.

(83)

The variance of the intensity at the center of the funda-
mental and vortex solitons can be easily found from Eqs.
(82) and (83), and have the form

σ2
I (0, t) = A4

{

aD

(a2 + 2Bt3)D/2
− a2D

(a2 +Bt3)D

}

. (84)

and

σ2
I (0, t) = A4

{

2aD+4B2t6

(a2 + 2Bt3)D/2+2
− a2(D+2)B2t6

(a2 +Bt3)D+2

}

.

(85)
respectively. The function σ2

I (0, t) in both cases is a non-
monotonic function of time and reaches a maximum at
some fixed moment of time, which increases with decreas-
ing noise intensity B. In the limit t → ∞, the variance
of the intensity at the center tends to zero. Time de-
pendence of the variance of intensity at the center of the
fundamental soliton for λ = 1 and different values of B
is shown in Fig. 2.

VII. CONCLUSION

We have presented a new technique for calculating the
even moments of the Nth order for the NLS equation
with the spatial dimension D > 2 with a multiplicative
random term depending on the time and space coordi-
nates. The proposed formalism does not use closure pro-
cedures for the nonlinear term, as well as the smallness
of the random term and the use of perturbation theory.
Along with the original Eq. (1), we have considered an
auxiliary stochastic nonlinear equation. We have derived
equations (nonclosed) for the even moments of the Nth
order both for the original and for the auxiliary (effective)
equation. Assuming that the autocorrelation function of
the random field is quadratic, we have shown that the
even moments of the original equation and the effective
one coincide. By a stochastic change of variables and a
fundamental ansatz, we have demonstrated how the ef-
fective stochastic nonlinear equation can be mapped into
an explicit deterministic equation for a new dependent
variable and a system of stochastic nonlinear ordinary
differential equations. From this system of Langevin-type
equations, we have derived the corresponding Fokker-
Planck equation for the joint probability density func-
tion and obtained its Gaussian-type solution. The even
moments of the field are then expressed in terms of the
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integrals of the product of the deterministic fields and the
corresponding probability density function. As a specific
example, we have used analytical expressions for the fun-
damental and vortex solitons, obtained using variational
analysis. We have analytically calculated a number of
statistical characteristics describing the dynamics of fun-
damental and vortex solitons in random medium, such
as the mean intensities, the variance of the intensity, the
centroid and spread of the structures, the spatial mutual
coherence function etc. In particular, we have shown
that, under the irreversible action of fluctuations, the
solitons spread out, i.e., no collapse (beam self-focusing)
occurs.
It is important to note that for specific realizations

(there are an infinite number of them) of noise, the mul-
tidimensional fundamental and vortex solitons are un-
stable and collapse. In this regard, it is necessary to em-
phasize that the arrest of the collapse of the considered
coherent structures is understood only in the sense of av-
erage values (more precisely, even moments) when, for
example, analytical expressions for the average width of
the structure clearly indicate spreading, and not collapse
(beam self-focusing).
Note that the developed method is also applicable to

odd moments, and of particular interest is the calculation
of the first moment, that is, the mean field 〈ϕ〉. This
requires a joint probability density function p(u,v, γ).
Then, in particular, we have for the mean field

〈ϕ(r, t)〉 =
∫

ϕe(r, t)p(u,v, γ, t)d
Du dDvdγ, (86)

where ϕe is determined by Eqs. (60) or (61). The equa-
tion for p(u,v, γ) can readily be obtained (see Appendix).
However, the analytical solution of the resulting equation
seems to encounter significant difficulties.
The formalism developed in this paper can also be ap-

plied to other problems that can be formulated in terms
of the model of the stochastic NLS equation (1). We em-
phasize, however, that this approach is applicable only
for a very specific type (quadratic spatial dependence) of
spatial noise correlator.

Appendix: derivation of the extended Fokker-Planck

equation

The microscopic (”fine-grained”) distribution function
associated to the system (33)-(35), is

F (u,v, γ, t) = δ[u− u(t)]δ[v − v(t)]δ[γ − γ(t)], (87)

F (u,v, γ, 0) = δ(u)δ(v)δ(γ). (88)

The joint probability density function is defined as

p(u,v, γ, t) = 〈F (u,v, γ, t)〉. (89)
Differentiating Eq. (87) with respect to t, we have the
Liouville equation for F ,

[

∂

∂t
+ v

∂

∂u
+

f

2

∂

∂v
+

(

v2

4
+

u · f
2

)

∂

∂γ

]

F (u,v, γ, t) = 0,

(90)
with the initial condition (88). Averaging of Eq. (90)
gives

(

∂

∂t
+ v

∂

∂u
+

v2

4

∂

∂γ

)

〈F 〉+ 1

2

(

∂

∂v
+ u

∂

∂γ

)

〈fF 〉 = 0.

(91)
To determine 〈fF 〉, we use Donsker-Furutsu-Novikov for-
mula (8),

〈f(t)F (u,v, γ, t)〉 =
∫ ∞

0

〈fi(t)fj(t′)〉
〈

δF (u,v, γ, t)

δfj(t′)

〉

dt′.

(92)
The functional derivative 〈δF/δfj〉 can be found from
Eq. (90), and then using Eq. (20) one can obtain

〈f(t)F (u,v, γ, t)〉 = −3B

2

(

∂

∂v
+ u

∂

∂γ

)

〈F (u,v, γ, t)〉.
(93)

Inserting this into Eq. (91), we finally get the Fokker-
Planck equation,

[

∂

∂t
+ v

∂

∂u
+

v2

4

∂

∂γ
− 3B

4

(

∂2

∂v2
+ 2u

∂2

∂v∂γ

+u2 ∂
2

∂γ2

)]

p(u,v, γ, t) = 0, (94)

with the initial condition p(u,v, γ, 0) = δ(u)δ(v)δ(γ).
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