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A B S T R A C T
We study the dynamics of multipulse solutions in mode-locked lasers in presence of time-delayed
feedback stemming, e.g., from reflections upon optical elements, and carrier dynamics. We demon-
strate that the dynamics of such a high dimensional problem can be successfully described by some
effective equations of motion for the pulses’ phases and positions. Analyzing the reduced vector field
permits disclosing a highly complex dynamics where coherent and incoherent interactions compete.
The latter lead to regimes in which pulses can be equidistant or non-equidistant and also have different
phase relations. Multi-stability between regimes is also observed as well as emerging limit cycles and
global heteroclinic bifurcations in phase space.

Mode-locking (ML) is a well-established method for
achieving ultrashort optical pulses with high repetition
rates [1] and optical frequency combs [2, 3, 4] which
has proven to be highly relevant for a variety applications
ranging from metrology to medical imaging, see e.g., [5, 6, 7,
8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. Among other ML techniques, passive mode-
locking (PML) is achieved by combining two elements, a
laser amplifier providing gain and a nonlinear loss element,
usually a saturable absorber (SA). It was shown [13] that
if operated in the long-cavity regime, where the cavity
round-trip is much larger than the gain recovery time, the
optical pulses become individually addressable temporally
localized structures (TLSs) coexisting with the off solu-
tion [14, 15, 16]. There, a very large number of solutions
with different number of pulses per round-trip and different
arrangement become stable for the same parameter values.
Besides the fundamental mode-locked regime where a single
pulse circulates in the laser cavity, a mode-locked laser can
be operated in the harmonic mode-locked (HML) regime
where the laser cavity supports a train of several pulses
within one round-trip. The gain depletion and subsequent
recovery in a HML lasers provides an effective repulsion
force leading to the formation of regime with equally spaced
pulses [17, 18, 19]. However, even in this ordered state, it
was recently demonstrated that the many pulses emitted by a
HML laser are not necessarily coherent with each other [20];
The derived effective equations of motion (EOM) for the
phase differences of the neighbouring pulses indicated that
the ensemble behaves like coupled oscillators which have
multiple equilibria that can be linked to the splay states of
the Kuramoto model with short range interactions.

The current manuscript discusses how minute optical
feedback stemming from parasitic elements such as intra-
cavity lenses or from an external mirror can drastically
modify the emission of passively mode-locked lasers in the
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multi-pulse regimes observed in the long cavity limit. As a
HML laser is a phase-invariant system, each pulse possesses
its own phase and position within the cavity round-trip. A
such, a minimal model for the dynamics should be charac-
terized by two degrees of freedom for each pulse: position
and phase. Note that these quantities are not necessarily in-
dependent as the pulses have several possibilities to interact
with each other via carriers dynamics and/or their coherent
overlapping due to optical feedback or tails interactions.
Since both mechanism are inherently asymmetric, the result-
ing interactions are in general non-reciprocal [21]. First, we
focus our analysis over the most simple case of two pulses
circulating the cavity in the TLS regime. Starting with an
established Haus master equation model, we derive a set of
EOM for the positions and phases of the pulses. Our effective
theory allows us to disclose a highly complex dynamics that

Figure 1: Schematic of a unidirectional ring cavity of length 𝜏.
The cavity is mode-locked by a saturable absorber and coupled
to a time-delayed feedback loop with round-trip time 𝜏𝑓 ,
feedback rate 𝜂 and phase Ω. Each pulse circulating possesses
a phase 𝜑𝑖 and position 𝑧𝑖. The pulses are non-equidistant
and their respective satellites induced by time-delayed feedback
exhibit different amount of overlap with neighboring pulses.
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would is hardly accessible by other means. In particular, we
demonstrate the existence of regimes in which pulses can be
equidistant or non-equidistant and also have different phase
relations. Multistability between regimes is also observed as
well as emerging limit cycles and global heteroclinic bifur-
cations. From the intuition gained by studying the regimes
with two pulses we infer the dynamics observed in the many
pulses regimes where clustering, oscillations and chaos can
readily be observed. Finally, we compare the results of
the EOM with those of the the full HME model showing
excellent quantitative agreement.

Mode-locking can be experimentally implemented us-
ing mirrors to connect the various optical elements and
to control the beam shape and the cavity stability. Alter-
natively, lenses may perform similar functions. However,
even with high-quality lenses using anti-reflection coating,
minute amounts of optical feedback occur thereby leading
to time-delayed feedback (TDF) perturbations. Notice that
TDF can also be applied on purpose to control the rich
nonlinear PML dynamics, e.g., improving the time jitter in
high repetition rate ML lasers, controlling the pulse train
repetition rate or acting as a solution selector that either
reinforces or hinders the appearance of one of the multistable
HML solutions [22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28]. The presence
of TDF in a mode-locked laser creates a non-local coupling
between pulses [29] resulting in smaller copies, or satellites,
of the main pulses to appear throughout the cavity. Depend-
ing on the satellites position they can lead to instabilities of
the HML state [27, 28] and enable the exchange of phase
information between pulses over distances much larger than
their typical pulse width. In particular, this can lead to a
situation where the phase and position dynamics occurs on
the same time scale such that neither of them are enslaved.

A sketch of the system in question is presented in Fig. 1.
Here, we consider a PML unidirectional ring laser with
round trip time 𝜏 that contains a gain section and a saturable
absorber that enables pulsed emission. Further, a linear
bandpass filter ensures that only certain laser modes are
amplified, while others are suppressed whereas an optical
isolator ensures unidirectional propagation. Additional cou-
plings arising from time-delayed feedback [27, 28], or intra-
cavity lenses reflection are modeled by an external time-
delayed feedback loop of the length 𝜏𝑓 , the feedback rate
𝜂, and the feedback phase Ω. As was mentioned above,
TDF creates a small satellite for each pulse, which position
depends on the ratio 𝜏∕𝜏𝑓 , e.g. the red colored pulse in Fig. 1
creates the red satellite. Note that the pulses shown in Fig. 1
are not equidistant such that the overlap between pulses and
satellites differs.

The interaction of pulses in ML lasers was investigated
in details in the last decades using both experimental theo-
retical and numerical tools in e.g., fiber laser cavities [30,
31, 32, 33], solid-state laser with slow SA [34], figure-eight
ML fiber laser [35], optical loop mirror–nonlinear ampli-
fying loop mirror (NOLM-NALM) ML laser [36], PML
vertical-cavity surface-emitting lasers [15] or an array of
nearest-neighbor coupled PML lasers [37]. Recently, weak

interactions of well-separated TLSs in semiconductor laser
ML by a SA and operated in the long cavity regime was
studied analytically and numerically using a delay differ-
ential equations model [38]. With the aid of the EOM for
the position- and phase-differences it was demonstrated that
different configurations are obtained by a balance of gain and
absorber interactions which depend on line-enhancement
factors. However, the ansatz in [38] does not consider co-
herent interactions between the electric fields which leads to
decoupled equations for the position and phases. At variance
with the time-delayed system presented in [38] we study
the the impact of TDF on the multi-pulse dynamics by
employing the Haus master equation (HME) that can be
derived from [39] using the assumptions of small gain,
losses, and weak spectral filtering [1]. This leads to the
coupled evolution of the electric field (𝐸), the gain (𝑔) and
absorber population (𝑞),

𝜕𝜉𝐸 =
(

1
2𝛾2

𝜕2𝑧 +
1 − 𝑖𝛼𝑔

2
𝑔 −

1 − 𝑖𝛼𝑞
2

𝑞 − 𝑘
)

𝐸

+ 𝜂𝑒𝑖Ω𝐸
(

𝑧 − 𝜏𝑓
)

,
(1)

𝜕𝑧𝑔 =Γ
(

𝑔0 − 𝑔
)

− 𝑔 |𝐸|2 , (2)
𝜕𝑧𝑞 =𝑞0 − 𝑞 − 𝑠𝑞 |𝐸|

2 . (3)
Here, 𝑧 and 𝜉 denote the fast and slow time scales which
describe the evolution within one round-trip and from one
round-trip to the next one, respectively. Time is normalized
to the absorber recovery time, 𝑔0 is the pumping rate, Γ is
the gain recovery rate, 𝑞0 is the value of the unsaturated
losses that determines the modulation depth of the saturable
absorber. Further, the gain bandwidth is 𝛾 , the cavity losses
are 𝑘 and 𝛼𝑔,𝑞 correspond to the line-width enhancement
factors for semiconductor material, while the ratio of the
saturation energy of the gain and the absorber media is 𝑠.
Note that the HME (1)-(3) was originally derived for gain
media that are slowly evolving on the time scale of the
cavity round-trip, resulting in a quasi-uniform gain temporal
profile within the cavity. However, recent generalizations
of the HME [40, 41, 42] preserve carrier memory from
one round-trip toward the next, allowing for the correct
description of complex pulse trains such as HML regimes.
Since we operate in the long cavity regime without the loss
of generality we apply periodic boundary conditions. The
phase and translational invariance of the electromagmetic
field in the PML laser operated in the long cavity regime
allow each pulse 𝑗 ∈ [1, 𝑁] to possess different phases 𝜑𝑗and positions 𝑧𝑗 , see Fig. 1 for 𝑁 = 5. The lasing threshold
𝑔th is determined by the pump level 𝑔0 for which the off
solution (𝐸, 𝑔, 𝑞) = (0, 𝑔0, 𝑞0) becomes linearly unstable
and is defined by 𝑔th = 𝑞0 + 2𝑘. Since we operate in the
TLSs regime, we choose 𝑔0 < 𝑔th.

One can readily solve the HME (1)-(3) numerically
in the long cavity regime with periodic boundary condi-
tions and extract the dynamical information for the position
and the phases of the resulting pulses. However, both the
phases and the positions of the pulses evolve on a slow
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Figure 2: Exemplary stationary profiles of the (a) field and
carrier components 𝜓𝑠, (b)translation and (c) phase neutral
eigenfunctions and (d) translational (e) phase neutral eigen-
functions of the adjoint eigenvalue problem. For all panels, the
left and right axis stands for the field and the carrier com-
ponents, respectively. Parameters are (𝛾, 𝑘, 𝛼𝑔 , 𝛼𝑞 , 𝑔0,Γ, 𝑞0, 𝑠) =
(5, 0.1056, 1.5, 0.5, 0.99𝑔th, 0.08, 0.268, 10) in a domain of length
𝜏 = 200.

timescale which would require long time simulations over
105 of round-trips. Hence, in order to access the effective
information of 𝜑𝑗 and 𝑧𝑗 and the pulse interactions, we
derive the effective equations of motion. The EOM provide
a general interaction law between𝑁 pulses in the cavity and
is achieved by projecting the high-dimensional dynamics of
the HME (1)-(3) onto the low-dimensional subspace of the
slowly evolving phase and translation modes. We rewrite
the HME (1)-(3) for a real-valued vector function 𝜓 =
(

Re(𝐸), Im(𝐸), 𝑔 − 𝑔0, 𝑞 − 𝑞0
)𝑇 yielding

𝑀𝜕𝜉𝜓 = 𝜓 + (𝜓) + 𝜂𝑒𝑖Ω𝑀𝜓(𝑧 − 𝜏𝑓 ) , (4)
where 𝑀 = diag(1, 1, 0, 0) is a mass matrix and  and 
are linear and nonlinear operators, respectively. Defining
𝜓𝑠 = 𝜓𝑠,𝑓 + 𝜓𝑠,𝑐 =

(

Re(𝐸𝑠), Im(𝐸𝑠), 𝑔𝑠 − 𝑔0, 𝑞𝑠 − 𝑞0
)𝑇

as a stationary solution of Eq. (4), which is composed of
the stationary solution for the field components 𝜓𝑠,𝑓 =
(

Re(𝐸𝑠), Im(𝐸𝑠), 0, 0
) and the carrier components 𝜓𝑠,𝑐 =

(

0, 0, 𝑔𝑠 − 𝑔0, 𝑞𝑠 − 𝑞0
), we can employ the ansatz that a

multi-pulse state is the sum of multiple stationary TLSs 𝜓𝑠which are shifted and rotated with respect to each other. We
denote the shifts 𝑧𝑗 and rotations 𝜑𝑗 , respectively (cf. blue
and orange arrows in Fig. 1):

𝜓 =
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝜓𝑗 + 𝛿𝜓 , (5)

where 𝛿𝜓 accounts for small deviations from the simple
summation and

𝜓𝑗 = 𝑅
(

𝜑𝑗
)

𝜓𝑠
(

𝑧 − 𝑧𝑗 (𝜉)
)

, (6)

where 𝑅 (𝜑) is a matrix that rotates the field components of
𝜓𝑠 by an phase 𝜑. The four profiles of the vector function 𝜓𝑠calculated for a typical parameter set is shown in Fig. 2 (a).
Plugging the ansatz (5) into Eq. (4) and linearizing around
the stationary solution 𝜓𝑠 leads to the linear eigenvalue
problem 𝑠𝑣 = 𝑀 𝜆𝑣 where 𝑠 is the Jacobian. The
latter possesses two neural eigenvalues corresponding to two
neutral eigenfunctions 𝑣𝑡 = 𝜕𝑧𝜓𝑠 and 𝑣𝑝 = 𝜕𝜑𝜓𝑠 for the
translational and phase invariance, respectively, see Fig. 2
(b), (c). In the next step, we calculate the eigenmodes 𝑤𝑡and 𝑤𝑝 of the corresponding adjoint linear system which
are defined as  †

𝑠 𝑤 = 𝑀 𝜆̄𝑤, see Fig. 2 (d), (e) for the
corresponding profiles.

The core of the EOM derivation consists in noticing
that the perturbation 𝛿𝜓 in Eq. (5) must remain small and
bounded. As such, all the terms in the EOM must be orthog-
onal to the kernel of 𝑠 since, otherwise, 𝛿𝜓 would grow
without bound. This condition is achieved by projecting onto
the adjoint eigenmodes 𝑤𝑡 and 𝑤𝑝 and to use that (𝑣𝑖, 𝑤𝑖)form a biorthogonal set. We further assume that the pulses
are well-separated so that the interactions are weak and that
we can neglect shape deformation modes. Finally, notice that
we consider the solution basis for the case of zero feedback.
This approach allows us top add weak feedback as a source
of motion and phase dynamics. In other words, the TDF
induced satellites are treated as a first order perturbation.
In practice, it means that the feedback induced satellites are
small enough that they do not induce any interaction with the
carriers. This leads to the following EOM (see Appendix A
for the complete derivation):

𝜕𝜉𝜑𝑚 =
∑

𝑘≠𝑚

[

𝐵𝑝
(

Δ𝑘𝑚
)

+ 𝜂𝐿𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ𝑘𝑚
)

×

sin
(

Ω + 𝜃𝑘𝑚 + 𝑢𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ𝑘𝑚
)) ]

,
(7)

𝜕𝜉𝑧𝑚 =
∑

𝑘≠𝑚

[

𝐵𝑡
(

Δ𝑘𝑚
)

+ 𝜂𝐿𝑡
(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ𝑘𝑚
)

×

sin
(

Ω + 𝜃𝑘𝑚 + 𝑢𝑡
(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ𝑘𝑚
)) ]

.
(8)

Here, we define the phase and position difference 𝜃𝑘𝑚 ≡
𝜑𝑘 − 𝜑𝑚 and Δ𝑘𝑚 ≡ 𝑧𝑘 − 𝑧𝑚, and 𝐵𝑡,𝑝

(

Δ𝑘𝑚
)

, 𝐿𝑡,𝑝
(

Δ𝑘𝑚
)

and 𝑢𝑡,𝑝
(

Δ𝑘𝑚
) are nonlinear functions, giving the infor-

mation about the interaction strength. These forces result
from overlap integrals between the adjoint eigenvectors and
the solution profile (see App. A, Eqs. (A.24), (A.25), (A.27)
for the formal definition) and their numerically computed
profiles are depicted in Fig. 3.

While Eqs. (7), (8) consider interactions between all
pulses, generally nearest neighbor interactions provide the
leading order term. Note that the efficiency of the EOM is
that the overlap integrals only need to be evaluated once
for a particular set of system parameters. They can then be
applied independently of the pulse number and the feedback
parameters 𝜂, Ω and 𝜏𝑓 .

Analyzing the general structure of the EOM (7), (8)
one notices that both the position and phase terms are
composed of two parts: a phase independent term 𝐵𝑡,𝑝 (cf.

T. G. Seidel et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 3 of 19



Figure 3: Numerically computed nonlinear force contributions
𝐿𝑡,𝑝, 𝑢𝑡,𝑝 and 𝐵𝑡,𝑝 of EOM (7), (8) as a function of Δ𝑘𝑚. All the
forces are periodic functions with a periodicity of 𝜏. Note, that
panel (c) is given on a logarithmic scale. Parameters are as in
Fig. 2. Formal definitions given in App. A, Eqs. (A.24), (A.25)
and (A.27), respectively.

Fig. 3 (c)) stemming from interaction between pulses via
carriers (which only depend on the intensity) and a phase
dependent term stemming from the interaction via TDF.
In fact, the phase independent force 𝐵𝑡,𝑝 can be calculated
analytically. It is defined as (cf. App. A)

𝐵𝑡,𝑝 (Δ) =
1
𝑁𝑡,𝑝

⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑠𝜓𝑠,𝑐 (𝑧 − Δ)
⟩

, (9)

where 𝑁𝑡,𝑝 are the normalization factors for the translation
and phase part, respectively, which read

𝑁𝑝 =
⟨

𝑤𝑝|𝑀𝑣𝑝
⟩

, 𝑁𝑡 = − ⟨𝑤𝑡|𝑀𝑣𝑡⟩ ,

and ⟨⋅|⋅⟩ is a scalar product. First, as Γ ≪ 1, we can neglect
the effect of the saturable absorber and only consider the gain
recovery dynamics which is in contrast to [38], where gain
and absorber where chosen to have influence in the same
order of magnitude. We define 𝑧0 as the position, where
the pulse has decayed sufficiently such that one can assume
exponential recovery. Hence, we obtain

𝜓𝑠,𝑔 (𝑧) = 𝑇

{

𝑒−Γ𝑧 𝑧 > 𝑧0
𝑒−Γ(𝑧+𝜏) 𝑧 < 𝑧0

, (10)

where 𝑇 = [𝑔
(

𝑧0
)

−𝑔0]𝑒Γ𝑧0 . The factor of 𝑒−Γ𝜏 in the second
equation has to be added due to the periodicity of the domain.
From Eq. (10) one can see that 𝜓𝑠,𝑔(𝑧 − Δ) = 𝑒ΓΔ𝜓𝑠,𝑔(𝑧)which can be used to solve the scalar product in Eq. 9. One
obtains

𝐵𝑡,𝑝 (Δ) = 𝐶𝑡,𝑝𝑒
ΓΔ , (11)

where 𝐶𝑡,𝑝 =
𝑇
𝑁𝑡,𝑝

⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑠
(

𝑒−Γ(𝑧+𝜏)𝑒𝑔
)⟩

.

Here, 𝑒𝑔 is a unit vector with components in the gain part.
For more details, see App. A.7. Hence, we see that as the
carrier recovers exponentially, the phase independent force
is an exponential as well. While this result can be understood
intuitively for the dynamics of the pulses’ positions 𝑧𝑗 , it
can be surprising that the phases 𝜑𝑗 are also influenced by a
phase-independent force. The answer to this lies in the line-
width enhancement factors 𝛼𝑔,𝑞 which couple the real and

imaginary parts of the electric field, i.e. for 𝛼𝑔,𝑞 = 0 we find
𝐵𝑝 (Δ) = 0.

In order to visualize the derived EOM (7), (8), we start
with a simple configuration where two pulses with the po-
sitions 𝑧1,2 and phases 𝜑1,2 circulate in the cavity, leading
to a two-dimensional phase space spanned with one position
and one phase difference Δ21 = Δ = 𝑧2 − 𝑧1 and 𝜃21 = 𝜃 =
𝜑2 −𝜑1, respectively. Here, the flow is described by the two
ODEs Δ̇ (Δ, 𝜃) and 𝜃̇ (Δ, 𝜃) which follow directly from the
EOM (7), (8) (cf. App. A.6.3, Eqs. (A.38), (A.39)). First, it is
instructive to look at symmetries in the resulting equations.
From Eqs. (7), (8) we can directly see, that Δ̇ (Δ, 𝜃) =
−Δ̇ (−Δ,−𝜃) (the same property holds for 𝜃̇). This property
can be concluded from the exchanging the numbering of
the two pulses. Further, Δ̇ and 𝜃̇ are 𝜏- and 2𝜋-periodic in
the first and second variable, respectively. Therefore, one
obtains

Δ̇ (Δ, 𝜃) = −Δ̇ (𝜏 − Δ, 2𝜋 − 𝜃) .

Having that in mind, we can directly deduce two steady
states: (Δ∗, 𝜃∗) =

(

𝜏
2 , 𝜋

)

and (Δ∗, 𝜃∗) =
(

𝜏
2 , 0

)

. That is,
at Δ = 𝜏

2 ± 𝛿, 𝜃 = 𝜋 ± 𝛼 one obtains

Δ̇
(𝜏
2
+ 𝛿, 𝜋 + 𝛼

)

= −Δ̇
(𝜏
2
− 𝛿, 𝜋 − 𝛼

)

. (12)

Next, for the sake of simplicity, we start with the case of
resonant feedback, i.e., the situation when the pulse satellite
of a pulse induced by the feedback loop coincides with
another pulse, i.e., 𝜏𝑓 = 𝜏∕2 for 𝜏 = 200. The other
parameters are set to Ω = 0.25𝜋 and 𝜂 = 10−4 such that
the interactions via TDF and carriers are in the same order of
magnitude (cf. 𝑦-scales in Fig. 3). For each point in the phase
space (Δ, 𝜃), one can evaluate the flux of the EOM (7),(8)
and reconstruct the corresponding vector field, see Fig. 4 (a).
Due to the aforementioned symmetries, we find the one
stable (Δ∗, 𝜃∗) = (𝜏∕2, 0) (filled circle) and one unstable
(Δ∗, 𝜃∗) = (𝜏∕2, 𝜋) (open circle) fixed point, corresponding
to the equidistant configurations. Furthermore, we find two
other steady states corresponding to non-equidistant config-
urations. In Fig. 4 (a) they are placed at around Δ ≈ 95 and
Δ ≈ 105, however, they are both unstable.

At this point, we want to emphasize the excellent quanti-
tative predictions by the EOM. For that, we performed four
DNSs (cf. black labels (d)-(g) in Fig. 4 (a) for the corre-
sponding initial conditions) of the full HME (1)-(3) with two
pulses, see also Fig.4 (d)-(g) for the two-time representation
of the corresponding time traces. Here, vertical red lines
visualize the equilibrium positions at 𝑧1 = 50 and 𝑧2 = 150
for 𝜏 = 200 and 𝜏𝑓 = 100. Note that in panels (d), (f) the
effect of the satellites due to TDF is especially visible: at the
steady state, the one pulse is sitting on the satellite of the
second one and vise versa.

From the resulting time trace, the positions and phases
of the pulses are extracted and plotted as trajectories in the
phase space (cf. green lines in Fig. 4 (a)). One can see that
not only stable steady states are predicted correctly, but in
the whole phase space the trajectories are tangent to the
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Figure 4: (a) Vector field diagram of the phase space (Δ, 𝜃) governed by the EOM (7),(8) for two pulses. Red and blue contour
lines correspond to the Δ- and 𝜃-nullclines, respectively. Black (white) circles at the intersections of the nullclines correspond to
stable (unstable) fixed points. Light green lines correspond to four exemplary trajectories obtained from time simulations of the
full HME (1)-(3). The respective two-time representations of the intensities are shown in (d)-(g). There, vertical red dashes lines
indicate the equidistant position, i.e., 𝑧1 = 50, 𝑧2 = 150. (b),(c) The magnitude of Δ̇ and 𝜃̇, respectively. (d)-(g): Four exemplary
time traces corresponding to the four initial states in (a). To emphasize the presence of the satellite, the colormap corresponds
to |𝐸|1∕4. Parameters are: 𝜏𝑓 = 100, 𝜂 = 10−4,Ω = 𝜋∕4, other parameters as in Fig. 2.

Figure 5: Vector field diagrams of the phase space (Δ, 𝜃)
governed by the EOM (7), (8) for two pulses for three different
values of 𝜂. Red and blue contour lines correspond to the
Δ- and 𝜃-nullclines, respectively. Black (white) circles at the
intersections of the nullclines correspond to stable (unstable)
fixed points. Other parameters as in Fig. 4.

predicted vector field. Note that as the present interaction
forces are small, the simulations of the HME (1)-(3) need
to performed over several 105 round-trips. This reveals a
strong advantage of the EOM (7), (8) as the vector field for
the complete phase space can be reconstructed in seconds
versus hours it would take to achieve a similar result with
the full HME model.

In this case the feedback delay 𝜏𝑓 = 100 was chosen
such that it mainly acts around the equidistant position at
Δ = 100. The width of the area where the feedback has a

strong influence is given by the width of the amplitude of
the phase dependent force 𝐿𝑡,𝑝 (cf. Fig. 3 (a)). In regions,
where the influence of the feedback is small (Δ ≲ 90 and
Δ ≳ 110), the system is driven by gain repulsion. This force
pushes the pulses to equidistance, hence, it points towards
the center (cf. red arrows in Fig. 4 (b)), where the magnitude
of Δ̇ is shown together with its nullcline (red contour line).
At the same time, due to the carrier frequency, the phase
changes at a similar rate (cf. blue arrows and 𝜃̇ nullcline in
Fig. 4 (c)), resulting in the effective diagonal motion in the
phase space (cf. Fig. 4 (a)).

For the results presented in Fig. 4, the value of 𝜂 was
chosen in a way that the phase dependent force is in the same
order of magnitude as the the phase independent force. A
situation, when this is not the case can be seen in Fig. 5,
where the phase space (Δ, 𝜃) together with the correspond-
ing nullclines is presented for three values of 𝜂. One can see
in Fig. 5 (a), that for smaller values of 𝜂, the phase space is
solely dominated by the force due to gain repulsion, which
results in diagonal vector field lines towards the equidistant
positions as discussed above. For larger values of 𝜂, more
complex dynamics can appear as seen in Fig. 5 (b), (c).
Note there is an upper bound for what values of 𝜂 provide
good predictions as in the derivation of the EOM (7), (8), it
is assumed, that the satellite stemming from the TDF loop
does are not sufficiently intense to create a carrier depletion.
While this is true for small values of 𝜂, this is not the case
for large 𝜂.

In order to gain a full overview of the phase and position
dynamics in dependence of the feedback parameters 𝜏𝑓and Ω, we perform a detailed bifurcation analysis of the
EOM (7),(8). It is conducted by calculating the vector field as
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Figure 6: (a),(b) Bifurcation diagrams in 𝜏𝑓 of the EOM (7),(8) for 𝜂 = 10−4 and Ω = 𝜋∕4 showing steady states (𝜃∗, Δ∗) in phase
and position differences, respectively. Solid (dashed) green lines stand for stable (unstable) unstable solutions. Purple triangles,
blue squares and orange dots correspond to AH, pitchfork and saddle-node bifurcation points, respectively. (c)-(h) Vector field
diagrams for values of 𝜏𝑓 indicated by black dashed lines in panels (a) and (b). Red and blue contour lines correspond to the
Δ̇- and 𝜃̇-nullclines, respectively. Black (white) circles at the intersections of the nullclines correspond to stable (unstable) fixed
points. See the supplemental material for a scan through the bifurcation diagram. (i)-(k) Result of time simulations of the full
HME (1)-(3) where equidistant positions and phases are indicated by red dashed lines. The corresponding trajectories are shown
in panels (c), (e) and (g), respectively. Other parameters as before.

was presented in Fig. 4, extracting the steady states (Δ∗, 𝜃∗)
from it and calculating its behavior by changing the control
parameters.

The results of a scan in feedback delay time 𝜏𝑓 are
presented in Fig. 6 (a),(b), where the equilibrium phase 𝜃∗
and position Δ∗ differences are shown, respectively. Note
that the stable (solid line) and unstable (dashed line) steady
states at 𝜃∗ = (0, 𝜋) in the panel (a) lie on top of each other in
the panel (b) as they both correspond to the equidistant case
Δ∗ = 100. Further, different phase space configurations,
corresponding to different 𝜏𝑓 values labeled with the vertical
black dashed lines in Fig. 6 (a),(b) are shown in Fig. 6 (c)-(h).
Furthermore, the gray dashed line indicates the 𝜏𝑓 = 100-cut
previously presented in Fig. 4 (a).

One can see that the bifurcation diagrams in Fig. 6 (a),(b)
reveal a complex dynamics with many interesting regimes.
First, at low values of 𝜏𝑓 , there are only the two fixed points
corresponding to the in-phase and anti-phase equidistant
configurations (cf. filled and open circles in Fig. 6 (c),
where both Δ (red) and 𝜃 (blue) nullclines cross). This

means that the satellites are too far away from the pulses for
them to interact. This is emphasized by the green trajectory
corresponding to the result of a time simulation where
the pulses settle on an equidistant configuration (cf. also
Fig. 6 (i)). However, in the final state pulses and satellites
exhibit small overlap which is in contrast to the situation
shown in Fig. 4 (d)-(g). This results in a de facto decoupling
of phase and position dynamics as the pulses quickly settle
on an equidistant state, yet the phases take much longer to
reach the steady state.

Next, by increasing 𝜏𝑓 , two non-equidistant configu-
rations emerge from the in-phase solution 𝜃∗ = 0 (cf.
Fig. 6 (d)) in a pitchfork bifurcation (cf. blue square in
Fig. 6 (a)). Further, on these branches, two Andronov-Hopf
(AH) bifurcations denoted 𝐻1 and 𝐻2 occur leading to the
emergence of time-periodic solutions. In fact, in the range of
𝜏𝑓 ≈ [82, 86], all fixed points are unstable such that the limit
cycle is the only stable manyfold. This can be seen in the
phase-space in Fig. 6 (e). Here, the green line is a trajectory
obtained from a time simulation of the full HME (1)-(3)
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which confirms the presence of a stable periodic orbit. The
two-time representation of the trace is shown in Fig. 6 (j).
Again, the quantitative agreement between the HME and the
EOM is excellent.

To clarify the question, why only one stable limit cir-
cle emerges in time-simulations, we consider the three-
dimensional space (Δ∗, 𝜃∗, 𝜏𝑓 ) in an interval 𝜏𝑓 ≈ [80, 88],
see Fig. 7. A detailed bifurcation analysis reveals that the
AH bifurcations 𝐻1,2 are subcritical and the two unstable
periodic orbits connect in a double-homoclinic bifurcation
leading to a single unstable limit cycle. The latter under-
goes a saddle-node bifurcation resulting in a single stable
limit cycle (cf. inset in Fig. 7). Note that the emerging
periodic orbit oscillates around the equidistant steady state
(Δ∗, 𝜃∗) = (100, 𝜋). Further, the periodic branch merge with
the equidistant steady state branch again in the subcritical
AH bifurcation 𝐻3 around 𝜏𝑓 ≈ 86. Furthermore, around
𝜏𝑓 ≈ 88.5, we find another regime of periodic orbits. Here,
they bifurcate at points 𝐻4,5 from two branches emerging
from a pitchfork bifurcation of the equidistant steady state
(cf. Fig. 7). However, the AH bifurcations 𝐻4 and 𝐻5 are
supercritical, i.e. one finds stable periodic orbit oscillating
around the non-equidistant steady states. However, with
increasing 𝜏𝑓 , these limit cycles from both sides recombine
at the unstable equidistant steady states in homoclinic bifur-
cations such that the periodic orbits now perform full phase
rotations of 2𝜋.

Bringing our attention back to Fig. 6 after the regime
of periodic solutions, we find a broad range of stable non-
equidistant configurations. Figure 6 (f) indicates the pres-
ence of two saddle-node bifurcations (cf. orange circles in
Fig. 6 (a),(b) and Fig. 7), leading to the emergence of fixed
point pairs. This corresponds to situations where one pulse
sits on the satellite of the other pulse acting as an anchor,
while its satellite does not interact with the other pulse, i.e.
the coupling is unidirectional; cf. the time simulation in
Fig. 6 (k). As the anchor satellite moves linearly with 𝜏𝑓we can see an approximately linear response of the steady
state position Δ∗ in this regime. A particularly interesting
situation can be seen in Fig. 6 (g), where four stable non-
equidistant solutions coexist. The regime of stable non-
equidistant states disappears in a pitchfork bifurcation (cf.
blue square in Fig. 6 (a),(b) around 𝜏𝑓 ≈ 100) as the
difference between the equidistant state and the time-delay
𝜏𝑓 approaches the pulse width. Then the satellite is absorbed
into the main pulse which can be seen in form of a pitchfork
bifurcation.

Finally, considering time delays larger than 𝜏∕2, we do
not observe other stable steady states than the equidistant
ones, see Fig. 6 (h). This is because the interaction of the
pulses with satellites is much stronger on the leading than on
the trailing edge. As a result, the pulses are almost decoupled
in this regime and hence, the equidistant steady states are
only weakly stable and unstable, respectively. The fact that
the interaction via satellites is not symmetrical around the
pulse can already be observed in the form of the amplitude
of force 𝐿𝑡,𝑝 in Fig. 3 (a) which has a much larger tail on

Figure 7: Three-dimensional phase space spanned by
(𝜏𝑓 , Δ∗, 𝜃∗) of the EOM (7),(8). Steady states are depicted in
green and emerging periodic solutions in blue and red. Purple
triangles, blue squares and orange dots correspond to AH,
pitchfork and saddle-node bifurcation points, respectively. The
inset shows a single stable limit cycle, resulted from a double-
homoclinic bifurcation followed by a saddle-node bifurcation.
For a two dimensional projection, see Fig. 6 (a),(b).

the leading side than on the trailing edge. This property
is inherited from the asymmetric pulse profile shown in
Fig. 2 (a).

Next, we consider the influence of the feedback phase Ω
on possible pulse configurations. First, we notice a further
symmetry in the EOM (7,8):

Δ̇ (Δ, 𝜃,Ω) = Δ̇ (Δ, 𝜃 + 𝜋,Ω + 𝜋) . (13)
The same relation holds for 𝜃̇. The symmetry can be ob-
served in Fig. 8, where bifurcation diagrams inΩ for various
values of 𝜏𝑓 are shown. In all panels the black vertical dashed
lines correspond to the cuts at Ω = 𝜋∕4 corresponding to
the phase spaces shown in Fig. 6 (c)-(h). In Fig. 8 (a), one
can see that when pulse and satellite are far from each other,
stable non-equidistant states resulting from the pitchfork
bifurcations (cf. blue squares) can only occur for a very
narrow range of the feedback phases as interactions are weak
in this regime. Slightly increasing 𝜏𝑓 (cf. panel (b)) enables
the emergence of AH bifurcations (see the purple triangles)
leading to periodic solutions whose range in Ω increases for
larger values of 𝜏𝑓 (cf. panel (c)). Next, increasingΩ, we find
multistabilty of non-equidistant states as two pairs of saddle-
node bifurcations (cf. orange circles panel (d)) emerge (cf.
the inset).

To further understand this emergence, we consider the
phase-space (Δ, 𝜃) for four values of the feedback phase in
Fig. 9. There, one can observe the nullclines of phase- and
position-dynamics to be very close (cf. the inset in panel (a)).
Next, in panels (b) and (c), they intersect which explains the
emergent stable and unstable steady states (cf. the insets).
This fixed points exists far away from equidistant states and
corresponds to the situation where one pulse sits on satellite
of the second pulse, while the satellite of the second pulse
does not interact with the first pulse. Finally, the nullclines
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Figure 8: Bifurcation diagrams of the steady state 𝜃∗ as
function of Ω for different values of 𝜏𝑓 (the same values as
in Fig. 6 (c)-(h) are used). The black dashed line at Ω = 𝜋∕4
marks the cross-sections shown in Fig. 6 (c)-(h). In panel (d),
the gray dashed lines correspond to the vector field diagrams
presented in Fig. 9. The inset shows the appearance of the
saddle-node bifurcation of steady states which lie inside the
black rectangle on the position norm. See the supplemental
material for scans through the shown bifurcation diagrams.

separate again (cf. panel (d)). Interestingly, in Fig. 8 (e) the
aforementioned non-equidistant configuration exists for all
Ω as becomes evident by the emerging cross-shaped struc-
ture of the trajectories. Further, this shape reveals that the
pulse’s phase relation in this case depends almost perfectly
linearly on Ω. At the same time, it was shown in Fig. 6 (b),
that in this regime the position also depends linearly on 𝜏𝑓 ,
i.e. in this case the TDF parameters directly control the pulse
configuration in phase and position. Finally, in Fig. 8 (f)
for 𝜏𝑓 = 104, all non-equidistant steady states became
unstable and only – depending on Ω – the in-phase or anti-
phase configurations remain stable, which, however, can be
bistable for a small parameter range.

Finally, we summarize the findings in the two-parameter
bifurcation diagram on the plane (𝜏𝑓 , Ω) in Fig. 10. Here,
the positions of all the previously shown one-parameter
diagrams and corresponding phase spaces are marked by
dashed lines and red crosses, respectively. Blue, orange
and purple lines correspond to the pitchfork, saddle-node
and AH lines. First, we notice the 𝜋-periodicity in Ω due
to Eq. (13). Further, the colormap encodes the number of
stable steady states. In white regions, where no steady state
is stable, periodic solutions are the global attractors. Non-
equidistant states always appear in pairs due to symmetry
reasons. Hence, in regions with an odd number of stable
steady states, one of the equidistant configurations must be
stable. On the other hand, in regions with an even number of
steady states, either both equidistant states are stable or only

Figure 9: Vector field diagrams evaluated at positions marked
in Fig. 8 (d) by gray dashed lines. Red and blue contour
lines correspond to the Δ- and 𝜃-nullclines, respectively. Black
(white) circles at the intersections of the nullclines correspond
to stable (unstable) fixed points. The insets show close-ups on
the area at around Δ ≈ 88, where a pair of fixed points emerges
(b,c) and vanishes (a,d) in a saddle-node bifurcation. Due to
the symmetry around Δ = 100, a pair of fixed points emerges
simultaneously at around Δ ≈ 112.

non-equidistant states are stable. While the aforementioned
case only applies in a small range of parameter values where
𝜏𝑓 > 100 (cf. Fig. 8 (f)), the latter regime dominates the
range of 𝜏𝑓 ∈ [82, 85].

So far, we presented the results of a system consisting
of two pulses, i.e. a two-dimensional phase space. However,
the EOM (7,8) is valid for an arbitrary number of pulses. In
fact, we can reuse the calculated profiles and eigenfunctions
(cf. Fig. 2) and define them over a cavity of length 𝜏𝑁 =
𝜏
2𝑁 as they all decay to zero. Then, as the profiles and
eigenmodes remain unchanged, the forces 𝐿𝑡,𝑝, 𝑢𝑡,𝑝, 𝐵𝑡,𝑝 (cf.
Fig. 3) remain the same as well but just need to be defined
on a larger domain. However, 𝐿𝑡,𝑝 converges to zero when
its argument is not in the vicinity of zero (such that it is not
necessary to compute 𝑢𝑡,𝑝 on a larger domain) and 𝐵𝑡,𝑝 is
known analytically. This enables us to predict the system’s
behavior even though the phase space of higher dimensional
systems cannot be visualized easily.

It was demonstrated that in the range where gain repul-
sion is dominant the two pulses converge exponentially to
the equidistant configuration (cf. Fig. 5 (a)). This property
can be generalized to 𝑁 pulses neglecting the influence of
feedback (𝜂 = 0). Here the gain repulsion is dominated by
the first neighbor to the left, i.e. the EOM for the positions
read

𝑧̇𝑛 = 𝐵𝑡
(

𝑧𝑛−1 − 𝑧𝑛
) (14)

with the boundary conditions 𝑧0 = 𝑧𝑁 − 𝜏 and 𝑧𝑁+1 =
𝑧1 + 𝜏. Then the equidistant configuration is defined by
𝑧∗𝑛 = 𝑛 𝜏𝑁 + 𝑣0𝑡 where 𝑣0 is a constant drift. Using the ansatz
𝛿𝑛 =

∑

𝑝 𝑎𝑝𝑒
𝜆𝑝𝜉+𝑖𝑞𝑝𝑛 for perturbations from these steady

states (where 𝑞𝑝 = 2𝜋
𝑁 𝑝, 𝑝 = 0,… , 𝑁 − 1), one obtains (see
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Figure 10: Two-parameter bifurcation diagram in the (𝜏𝑓 ,Ω)-plane. Orange, blue and purple lines stand for saddle-node (SN),
pitchfork (PF) and AH bifurcations, respectively. The colormap encodes the number of stable steady states of EOM (7),(8).
Dashed lines correspond to the cross-sections where one-parameter bifurcation diagrams are shown in Fig. 6 (a),(b) and Fig. 8.
At the positions marked with red crosses the phase spaces are presented in Figs. 4, 6 (c)-(h) and Fig. 9.

App. A.6.4 for more details)

𝜆𝑝 = 𝐵′
𝑡

(

− 𝜏
𝑁

)

[(

cos
(

𝑞𝑝
)

− 1
)

− 𝑖 sin
(

𝑞𝑝
)]

. (15)

As 𝐵′
𝑡

(

− 𝜏
𝑁

)

> 0 (cf. Fig. 3 (c)) and (

cos
(

𝑞𝑝
)

− 1
)

< 0,
the steady state is stable as expected for all 𝑁 . However, for
𝑁 ≥ 3 the imaginary part does not vanish such that these
fixed points are stable spirals. To support this hypothesis we
choose 𝑁 = 3 as the complete position phase space can be
visualized in the (Δ21,Δ32)-plane, see Fig. 11. Note that the
complete phase space is four-dimensional. However, due to
the absence of feedback the dynamics in the (𝜃21, 𝜃32)-plane
is decoupled from the dynamics in the (Δ21,Δ32)-plane.

Here, the green lines are obtained from three time sim-
ulations of the full HME model (1)-(3) and show excel-
lent quantitative agreement with the flow predicted by the
EOM (7),(8). Although the dynamics between pulses is
given by a first order system of exponential relaxation, the
ensemble give rise to oscillatory behavior and a oscillatory
dynamics.

Finally, including the effects of TDF and going to even
higher harmonic numbers and taking the phase dynamics
into account makes the resulting dynamics more and more
complex due to the added degrees of freedom. Performing
various time simulations of the EOM (7),(8) using different
initial conditions and feedback parameters for𝑁 = 6 reveals
a variety of possible configurations as presented in Fig. 12.
Here, panels (a) and (b) show the resulting steady states
difference 𝑧𝑚 − 𝑧1 for two different (𝜏𝑓 ,Ω) values, where
the corresponding equidistant configurations are marked by
dashed lines.

In particular, panel (a) shows a stable configuration,
where the distance between neighboring pulses alternates
between a higher and a lower value, i.e. there are three

Figure 11: a) Vector field diagrams of the (Δ21,Δ32)-phase
space for three pulses which dynamics is governed by the EOM
(7), (8) for 𝜂 = 0. Red and blue contour lines correspond
to the Δ- and 𝜃-nullclines, respectively. Black circle at the
intersections of the nullclines correspond to the stable fixed
point. The green lines are traces of three numerical simulations
of the full HME (1)-(3) and show excellent quantitative
agreement with the predictions of the EOM. The magnitude
of Δ̇21 and Δ̇32 is plotted in panels (b) and (c), respectively.

chunks of two bound pulses. This is analogous to the stable
non-equidistant configurations found for two pulses (e.g.
presented in Fig. 6 (d), (g), (k)). However, in panel (b), by
a slight change in 𝜏𝑓 we find another solution, where two
chunks of three bound pulses exist.

Further, panels (c)-(e) show various periodic states. In
the panel (c), we see two position differences oscillating
regularly, while the remaining exhibit a much smaller ampli-
tude (cf. the insets). Figure 6 (d) presents a similar situation,
however, the oscillations are not sine-like as before. Next,
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Figure 12: Time traces of numerical time simulations of
EOM (7), (8) for six pulses for 𝜂 = 10−4 and for different values
of 𝜏𝑓 and Ω yielding different configurations of phases and
positions. (a) Two sets of three bound pulses. (b) Three sets of
two bound pulses. (c)-(e) Different periodic states with shorter
and longer periods. (f) Chaotic solution, inset: evolution of
Euclidian norm 𝜎 of perturbed and unperturbed trajectories.

in panel (e), we find another periodic state which in this
case has a much higher frequency, see the inset. Finally, also
aperiodic oscillations can be found as shown in panel (f).
Performing the simulations in panel (f) again with a small
perturbation ( 10−10) and comparing the two results, reveals
that the trajectories diverge exponentially. To show this,
we define 𝜎 as the Euclidian norm of the phase difference
between the perturbed and unperturbed trajectories, i.e. their
distance in phase space. The result is shown in the inset of
Fig. 12 (f) where one can observe an exponential increase in
𝜎. Hence, in this situation, the maximal Lyapunov exponent
is positive and therefore, the system is chaotic.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated in this manuscript
that the position and phase dynamics of a semiconductor
ring laser in a multipulse configuration with𝑁 pulses can be
described by some effective equations of motion defined by
2𝑁 ODEs. This allowed us to perform a detailed bifurcation
analysis for a two-pulse state without having to rely on the
full model described by the HME. Intermediate checks of
the EOM show excellent quantitative agreement with the full
model. We were able to identify many interesting regimes
such the existence of non-equidistant and periodic configu-
rations as well as the coexistence of different non-equidistant
states. Finally, for configurations with more than two pulses,
even more complex dynamics is possible due to the higher
dimensionality of the problem. Note that in the situations
where the distance between pulses gets smaller we notice
that the dynamics for the relative position becomes very fast
and that gain repulsion becomes dominant. This situation
would allows us to perform the adiabatic elimination of the
fast degrees of freedom and consider only a model for the

phase of the optical pulses. This case would correspond to
the model discussed in [20].
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A. Appendix: Derivation of the Equation of
Motion

In this Appendix we present the derivation of the equa-
tion of motion (EOM) starting from the Haus Master Equa-
tion (HME) Eqs. (1)-(3) of the main text.
A.1. Definitions

We define the scalar product in the vector space of real
functions of periodicity 𝑇 as

⟨𝑤|𝑣⟩ = ∫

𝑇

0
𝑤 (𝑧) 𝑣 (𝑧) 𝑑𝑧.

In what follows we will deal with complex functions which
we define as vectors with the real and imaginary parts as
components. Then the scalar product reads

⟨𝑤|𝑣⟩ = ∫

𝑇

0

[

𝑤𝑥 (𝑧) 𝑣𝑥 (𝑧) +𝑤𝑦 (𝑧) 𝑣𝑦 (𝑧)
]

𝑑𝑧,

where the indices 𝑥, 𝑦 denote the real and imaginary parts,
respectively. Now considering a linear operator , one can
define the adjoint operator † as

⟨𝑤|𝑣⟩ =
⟨

†𝑤|𝑣
⟩

. (A.1)
As an example, we consider the operator  = 𝑖 (multi-

plication with imaginary unit) it corresponds to a matrix and
we have

𝑖
(

𝑣𝑥
𝑣𝑦

)

=
(

−𝑣𝑦
𝑣𝑥

)

=
(

0 −1
1 0

)(

𝑣𝑥
𝑣𝑦

)

,
(A.2)

𝑖†
(

𝑣𝑥
𝑣𝑦

)

=
(

𝑣𝑦
−𝑣𝑥

)

=
(

0 1
−1 0

)(

𝑣𝑥
𝑣𝑦

)

,

such that the scalar product is preserved
⟨𝑤|𝑣⟩ = 𝑤𝑥

(

−𝑣𝑦
)

+𝑤𝑦
(

𝑣𝑥
) (A.3)

⟨

†𝑤|𝑣
⟩

=
(

𝑤𝑦
)

𝑣𝑥 +
(

−𝑤𝑥
)

𝑣𝑦. (A.4)
A.2. Preliminaries

We consider a nonlinear complex valued partial differ-
ential equation (PDE) with periodic boundaries of the form

𝑀𝜕𝜉𝜓 = 𝜓 + (𝜓) + 𝜂𝑒𝑖Ω𝑀𝜓
(

𝑧 − 𝜏𝑓
)

. (A.5)
Here,  is a linear operator,  (𝜓) is a nonlinear function
and 𝜂𝑒𝑖Ω𝑀𝜓

(

𝑥 − 𝜏𝑓 , 𝑠
) a non-local term describing time-

delayed feedback with the feedback delay time 𝜏𝑓 , feedback
strength 𝜂, feedback phase Ω. Further,𝑀 is the mass matrix
and 𝑀 = diag (1, 1, 0, 0) for the HME in question (cf. Eqs.

(1)-(3) of the main text). Furthermore, 𝜓 = 𝜓(𝑧, 𝜉) is a four-
component real-valued vector function, and 𝑧 and 𝜉 denote
the fast and slow time scales which describe the evolution
within one round-trip and from one round-trip to the next
one, respectively. The first two components of 𝜓 correspond
to the real and imaginary parts of the electric field 𝐸 and the
third and fourth components are the gain 𝑔 and absorber 𝑞,

𝜓 =

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

𝜓𝑥
𝜓𝑦
𝜓𝑔
𝜓𝑞

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

=

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

Re (𝐸)
Im (𝐸)
𝑔 − 𝑔0
𝑞 − 𝑞0

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

.

Here, 𝑔0 is the pumping rate and 𝑞0 is the value of the
unsaturated losses that determines the modulation depth of
the saturable absorber. For convenience and to account for
the explicit form of the mass matrix 𝑀 , we also define the
the field and carrier components as two-component vector
functions

𝜓𝑓 =
(

𝜓𝑥, 𝜓𝑦, 0, 0
)𝑇 , 𝜓𝑐 =

(

0, 0, 𝜓𝑔 , 𝜓𝑞
)𝑇

such that 𝜓 = 𝜓𝑓 + 𝜓𝑐 .Next, we assume that the PDE (A.5) has a stationary
single-pulse solution 𝜓𝑠 (𝑧) and two neutral modes corre-
sponding to the phase invariance (only for the field compo-
nents) and translation invariance. Hence, every shifted and
rotated version of𝜓𝑠 is a solution of Eq. (A.5) as well. Hence
we define the one pulse solution 𝜓𝑗 = 𝜓𝑗(𝜉, 𝑡) as

𝜓𝑗 = 𝑒𝑖𝜑𝑗 (𝜉)𝜓𝑠,𝑓
(

𝑧 − 𝑧𝑗 (𝜉)
)

+ 𝜓𝑠,𝑐
(

𝑧 − 𝑧𝑗 (𝜉)
)

= 𝑅
(

𝜑𝑗 (𝜉)
)

𝜓𝑠
(

𝑧 − 𝑧𝑗 (𝜉)
)

,

where 𝜑𝑗 (𝜉) and 𝑥𝑗 (𝜉) are the phase and position of the
pulse which depend on the slow time, and 𝜓𝑠,𝑓 and 𝜓𝑠,𝑐 are
the field and carrier components of the stationary solution.
Further, 𝑅 (𝜑) is a rotation matrix

𝑅 (𝜑) =

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

cos𝜑 − sin𝜑 0 0
sin𝜑 cos𝜑 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

for the field components. Next, we employ a superposition
ansatz to describe solutions Ψ that consist of 𝑁 pulses

Ψ =
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝜓𝑗 + 𝛿𝜓, (A.6)

where 𝛿𝜓 accounts for a small deviation from the simple
summation. The aim of the following derivation is to deter-
mine how multiple pulses 𝜓𝑗 interact in the cavity. This can
be expressed as dynamical equations of motion for𝜑𝑗 (𝜉) and
𝑧𝑗 (𝜉), respectively.
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A.3. Linearization
Inserting the superposition ansatz (A.6) into Eq. (A.5)

yields (here the dot operators on the r.h.s. denote the deriva-
tives with respect to slow time: 𝜕𝜉)

𝑀𝜕𝜉Ψ =
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1

[

−
(

𝑀𝜕𝑧𝜓𝑗
)

𝑧̇𝑗 +
(

𝑀𝜕𝜑𝜓𝑗
)

𝜑̇𝑗
]

+

𝑀 ̇𝛿𝜓

=
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝜓𝑗 + 𝛿𝜓 +

( 𝑁
∑

𝑗
𝜓𝑗 + 𝛿𝜓

)

+

𝜂𝑀𝑅 (Ω)
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝜓𝑗

(

𝑥 − 𝜏𝑓
)

=
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝜓𝑗 +

( 𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝜓𝑗

)

+

𝜂𝑀𝑅 (Ω)
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝜓𝑗

(

𝑧 − 𝜏𝑓
)

+

(

 +
(

𝜕
𝜕𝜓

)

|

|

|

|𝜓=
∑

𝑗 𝜓𝑗

)

𝛿𝜓,

(A.7)

where in the last step, we expanded the nonlinearity around
𝛿𝜓 = 0. Further, we can identify the Jacobian defined as

 =  +
(

𝜕
𝜕𝜓

)

|

|

|

|𝜓=
∑

𝑗 𝜓𝑗
.

Around a single pulse, one of the𝜓𝑗 is dominant and governs
the dynamics. Hence, the Jacobian around a pulse 𝜓𝑚 is
approximately

 ≈ 𝑚 =  +
(

𝜕
𝜕𝜓

)

|

|

|

|𝜓𝑚
.

Further, we can expand the nonlinearity in Eq. (A.7) around
the same pulse



( 𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝜓𝑗

)

= 
(

𝜓𝑚
)

+ 𝜕
𝜕𝜓

|

|

|

|𝜓𝑚

∑

𝑗≠𝑚
𝜓𝑗

such that one obtains
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝜓𝑗 +

( 𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝜓𝑗

)

=
(

 + 𝜕
𝜕𝜓

|

|

|

|𝜓𝑚

)

∑

𝑗≠𝑚
𝜓𝑗

= 𝑚
∑

𝑗≠𝑚
𝜓𝑗 ,

where we used 𝜓𝑚 +
(

𝜓𝑚
)

= 0 as 𝜓𝑚 solves Eq. (A.5)
in the absence of the feedback term. With these shortcuts,
we can rewrite Eq. (A.7) as

(

𝑀𝜕𝜉 − 𝑚
)

𝛿𝜓 =
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝑀𝜕𝑧𝜓𝑗 𝑧̇𝑗 −𝑀𝜕𝜑𝜓𝑗𝜑̇𝑗+

𝑚
∑

𝑗≠𝑚
𝜓𝑗+ (A.8)

𝜂𝑀𝑅 (Ω)
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝜓𝑗

(

𝑧 − 𝜏𝑓
)

which is valid around pulse 𝜓𝑚. The Jacobian 𝑚 possess
eigenvalues 𝜆(𝑚)𝑖 corresponding to eigenfunctions 𝑣(𝑚)𝑖 which
are defined by the generalized eigenvalue problem

𝑚𝑣
(𝑚)
𝑖 = 𝜆(𝑚)𝑖 𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑖 .

We know that two (neutral) eigenvalues are zero due to
the rotational and translation symmetry in Eq. (A.7). The
corresponding neutral eigenfunctions 𝑣(𝑚)𝑡 and 𝑣(𝑚)𝑝 read

𝑣(𝑚)𝑡 = 𝜕𝑧𝜓𝑚 (A.9)
𝑣(𝑚)𝑝 = 𝜕𝜑𝜓𝑚 = 𝑖𝑀𝜓𝑚 , (A.10)

where the indices 𝑡, 𝑝 stand for translation and phase,
respectively. Note that we can also define Eqs. (A.9), (A.10)
in terms of the eigenfunctions of the stationary solutions 𝜓𝑠
which we simply define as 𝑣𝑡 and 𝑣𝑝 as 𝑣(𝑚)𝑡 = 𝑅

(

𝜑𝑚
)

𝑣𝑡
(

𝑧 − 𝑧𝑚
)

and 𝑣(𝑚)𝑝 = 𝑅
(

𝜑𝑚
)

𝑣𝑝
(

𝑧 − 𝑧𝑚
). In the next step, we can now

decompose 𝛿𝜓 in Eq. (A.8) in the basis of eigenfunctions
𝑣(𝑚)𝑖

𝛿𝜓 =
∑

𝑗
𝛽(𝑚)𝑗 (𝜉) 𝑣(𝑚)𝑗 , (A.11)

where the 𝛽(𝑚)𝑗 (𝜉) are the time-dependent coefficients.
Next, we consider the corresponding adjoint eigenvalue

problem defined by the adjoint operator  †
𝑚 which has eigen-

functions 𝑤(𝑚)
𝑖 and eigenvalues that are the complex conju-

gated of the eigenvalues of 𝑚, i.e.
 †
𝑚𝑤

(𝑚)
𝑖 = 𝜆̄(𝑚)𝑖 𝑀𝑤(𝑚)

𝑖

where we used that 𝑀† = 𝑀 for the HME. At this
point it is instructive to clarify important properties of the
eigenfunctions. First,

(

𝑣(𝑚)𝑖 , 𝑤(𝑚)
𝑖

)

form a biorthogonal set,
i.e.

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑖 |𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑗

⟩

= 0, ∀𝑖 ≠ 𝑗. (A.12)

This property can be easily shown when computing
⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑖 |𝑚𝑣

(𝑚)
𝑗

⟩

in two ways:
⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑖 |𝑚𝑣

(𝑚)
𝑗

⟩

= 𝜆(𝑚)𝑗

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑖 |𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑗

⟩

,
⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑖 |𝑚𝑣

(𝑚)
𝑗

⟩

=
⟨

 †
𝑚𝑤

(𝑚)
𝑖 |𝑣(𝑚)𝑗

⟩

= 𝜆̄(𝑚)𝑖

⟨

𝑀†𝑤(𝑚)
𝑖 |𝑣(𝑚)𝑗

⟩

= 𝜆̄(𝑚)𝑖

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑖 |𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑗

⟩

.
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As this must hold for all 𝑖, 𝑗, in general 𝜆(𝑚)𝑗 ≠ 𝜆̄(𝑚)𝑖 , ∀𝑖 ≠ 𝑗

and hence
⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑖 |𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑗

⟩

= 0. Further, as the solutions 𝜓𝑚
are localized around 𝑧𝑚, so are the 𝑣(𝑚)𝑖 and 𝑤(𝑚)

𝑖 . As we
assume well separated pulses, we obtain

⟨

𝑤(𝑘)
𝑖 |𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑗

⟩

≈ 0, ∀𝑘 ≠ 𝑚, ∀𝑖, 𝑗. (A.13)
A.4. Projection on adjoint eigenmodes

We insert the expansion of 𝛿𝜓 in the eigenfunctions
defined in Eqs. (A.11) into (A.8) and identify the eigenfunc-
tions defined in Eqs. (A.9), (A.10) to obtain

∑

𝑖

(

𝜕𝜉 − 𝜆
(𝑚)
𝑖

)

𝛽(𝑚)𝑖 𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑖 =

𝑁
∑

𝑗=1

[

𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑡 𝑧̇𝑗 −𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑝 𝜑̇𝑗
]

+

𝑚
∑

𝑗≠𝑚
𝜓𝑗 + 𝜂𝑀𝑅 (Ω)

𝑁
∑

𝑗=1
𝜓𝑗

(

𝑧 − 𝜏𝑓
)

.

(A.14)

Projecting this equation onto an adjoint eigenmode 𝑤(𝑚)
𝑘corresponding to the same pulse and using the properties in

Eqs. (A.12) and (A.13) yields
∑

𝑖

(

𝜕𝜉 − 𝜆
(𝑚)
𝑖

)

𝛽(𝑚)𝑖

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑘 |𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑖

⟩

=
(

𝜕𝜉 − 𝜆
(𝑚)
𝑖

)

𝛽(𝑚)𝑘

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑘 |𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑘

⟩

.
(A.15)

Inserting this into Eq. (A.14) gives
𝜕𝜉𝛽

(𝑚)
𝑘 = 𝜆(𝑚)𝑖 𝛽(𝑚)𝑘 + 𝐶 (𝑚)

𝑘 ,

where 𝐶 (𝑚)
𝑘 =

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑘 |RHS (A.14)

⟩

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑘 |𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑘

⟩ .

When projecting on the all eigenmodes except for 𝑤(𝑚)
𝑡

and 𝑤(𝑚)
𝑝 , the 𝛽(𝑚)𝑘 will not diverge as the corresponding

eigenvalues 𝜆(𝑚)𝑘 are negative since 𝜓𝑚 is a stable stationary
solution. For 𝑤(𝑚)

𝑡,𝑝 we assume the 𝛽(𝑚)𝑡,𝑝 to evolve slowly such
that 𝜕𝜉𝛽(𝑚)𝑡,𝑝 ≈ 0. Therefore we obtain

0 =
⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑘 |RHS (A.14)

⟩

.

Finally, we explicitly project onto 𝑤(𝑚)
𝑡 and 𝑤(𝑚)

𝑝 and use
again the properties of the eigenfunctions defined in Eqs.
(A.9), (A.10) such that we obtain the EOM for the phases
and positions

𝑁 (𝑚)
𝑡 𝑧̇𝑚 =

∑

𝑗≠𝑚

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑡 |𝑚𝜓𝑗

⟩

+

𝜂
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑡 |𝑀𝑅 (Ω)𝜓𝑗

(

𝑧 − 𝜏𝑓
)

⟩

,

(A.16)

𝑁 (𝑚)
𝑝 𝜑̇𝑚 =

∑

𝑗≠𝑚

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑝 |𝑚𝜓𝑗

⟩

+

𝜂
𝑁
∑

𝑗=1

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑝 |𝑀𝑅 (Ω)𝜓𝑗

(

𝑧 − 𝜏𝑓
)

⟩

,

(A.17)
where the normalization constants read

𝑁 (𝑚)
𝑡 = −

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑡 |𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑡

⟩

,

𝑁 (𝑚)
𝑝 =

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑝 |𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑝

⟩

.

A.4.1. Alternative Approach using the Fredholm
Alternative

In fact, we can also use the Fredhom alternative to get
to this result faster. It states that for an inhomogeneous
linear equation 𝐴𝑥 = 𝑏, one can project onto the kernel
eigenmode 𝑤 of the corresponding adjoint homogeneous
equation 𝐴†𝑤 = 0 to obtain

⟨𝑤|𝑏⟩ = ⟨𝑤|𝐴𝑥⟩ =
⟨

𝐴†𝑤|𝑥
⟩

= 0.

Hence, we consider again Eq. (A.8) and use as before that
the perturbation 𝛿𝜓 evolves slowly (i.e. 𝜕𝜉𝛿𝜓 ≪ 1):

−𝑚𝛿𝜓 = RHS (A.14).
As𝑤(𝑚)

𝑡,𝑝 are the kernel eigenmodes of  †
𝑚 , we directly obtain

0 =
⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑡,𝑝 |RHS (A.14)

⟩

.

A.5. The explicit form of the EOM
In the next step, we want to evaluate the scalar products

in Eqs. (A.16),(A.17) to find the explicit form of the EOM.
A.5.1. Non-local feedback term

First, we need to evaluate the scalar product containing
the non-local term 𝜓𝑗

(

𝑧 − 𝜏𝑓
) in Eqs. (A.16), (A.17). We

write the nonlocal term in terms of the stationary solution
𝜓𝑠 as

𝑀𝑅 (Ω)𝜓𝑗
(

𝑧 − 𝜏𝑓
)

=𝑀𝑅
(

Ω + 𝜑𝑗
)

𝜓𝑠
(

𝑧 − 𝑧𝑗 − 𝜏𝑓
)

and use that we are dealing with period functions such that
we can shift the argument in functions of the scalar product
by 𝑧𝑚:

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑡,𝑝 |𝑀𝑅 (Ω)𝜓𝑗

(

𝑧 − 𝜏𝑓
)

⟩

=
⟨

𝑅 (𝛾)𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑀𝑅
(

Ω + 𝜑𝑗
)

𝜓𝑠
(

𝑧 − 𝑧𝑗 + 𝑧𝑚 − 𝜏𝑓
)⟩

=
⟨

𝑅 (𝛾)𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑀𝑅
(

Ω + 𝜑𝑗
)

𝜓𝑠
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚 − 𝜏𝑓
)⟩

,
(A.18)

where we define Δ𝑗𝑚 = 𝑧𝑗 −𝑧𝑚 and 𝛾 is some rotation of the
𝑚-th adjoint eigenfunction 𝑤(𝑚)

𝑡,𝑝 with respect to the station-
ary state eigenfunction 𝑤𝑡,𝑝. Next, we also consider the nor-
malization factors 𝑁 (𝑚)

𝑡,𝑝 on the l.h.s. of Eqs. (A.16), (A.17)
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which depend on the eigenfunctions 𝑣(𝑚)𝑡,𝑝 of the 𝑚-th pulse
but can be shifted to depend only on the stationary modes
𝑣𝑡,𝑝:

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑡,𝑝 |𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑡,𝑝

⟩

=
⟨

𝑅 (𝛾)𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑀𝑅
(

𝜑𝑚
)

𝑣𝑡,𝑝
⟩

. (A.19)
For solving Eqs. (A.16), (A.17) for 𝑧𝑚 and 𝜑𝑚, one needs to
divide the expression in Eq. (A.18) with Eq. (A.19). We can
multiply the ket-vectors with 𝑅 (

−𝜑𝑚
) and bra-vectors with

𝑅 (−𝛾) to remove the phase dependence from the denomina-
tor:

⟨

𝑅 (𝛾)𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑀𝑅
(

Ω + 𝜑𝑗
)

𝜓𝑠
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚 − 𝜏𝑓
)⟩

⟨

𝑅 (𝛾)𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑀𝑅
(

𝜑𝑚
)

𝑣𝑡,𝑝
⟩

=

⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑀𝑅
(

Ω + 𝜃𝑗𝑚
)

𝜓𝑠
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚 − 𝜏𝑓
)⟩

⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑀𝑣𝑡,𝑝
⟩ ,

(A.20)
where we define the phase difference 𝜃𝑗𝑚 = 𝜑𝑗 − 𝜑𝑚. Next,
we consider the action of the rotation operator 𝑅 (𝛼) which
acts as

𝑀𝑅 (𝛼)𝜓𝑠 (𝑧) = [cos (𝛼) + 𝑖 sin (𝛼)]𝜓𝑠,𝑓 (𝑧) ,

where the imaginary unit 𝑖 can be understood as the op-
erator defined in Eq. (A.2). Plugging this into the r.h.s. of
Eq. (A.20) gives

⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑀𝑅
(

Ω + 𝜃𝑗𝑚
)

𝜓𝑠
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚 − 𝜏𝑓
)⟩

=

cos
(

Ω + 𝜃𝑗𝑚
) ⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝜓𝑠,𝑓
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚 − 𝜏𝑓
)⟩

+

sin
(

Ω + 𝜃𝑗𝑚
) ⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑖𝜓𝑠,𝑓
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚 − 𝜏𝑓
)⟩

.
(A.21)

We write out the scalar products explicitly (here the index 𝑖
denotes 𝑝 or 𝑡, respectively) and assign names to them:

𝑙1,𝑖
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

=
⟨

𝑤𝑖|𝜓𝑠,𝑓
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)⟩

= ∫
[

𝑤𝑖,𝑥𝜓𝑠,𝑥
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)

+

𝑤𝑖,𝑦𝜓𝑠,𝑦
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
) ]

𝑑𝑧,

(A.22)

𝑙2,𝑖
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

=
⟨

𝑤𝑖|𝑖𝜓𝑠,𝑓
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)⟩

= ∫
[

−𝑤𝑖,𝑥𝜓𝑠,𝑦
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)

+

𝑤𝑖,𝑦𝜓𝑠,𝑥
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
) ]

𝑑𝑧,

(A.23)

⇒ 𝑙𝑖
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

=
√

𝑙21,𝑖
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

+ 𝑙22,𝑖
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

. (A.24)
Further, we define a phase 𝑢𝑖 as

𝑢𝑖 = arctan
( 𝑙1,𝑖
𝑙2,𝑖

)

, (A.25)

such that sin
(

𝑢𝑖
)

=
𝑙1,𝑖
𝑙𝑖
, cos

(

𝑢𝑖
)

=
𝑙2,𝑖
𝑙𝑖
.

With all these shortcuts, we rewrite Eq. (A.21) to obtain
⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑀𝑅
(

Ω + 𝜃𝑗𝑚
)

𝜓𝑠
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚 − 𝜏𝑓
)⟩ (A.26)

= 𝑙𝑡,𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ𝑗𝑚
)

sin
[

Ω + 𝜃𝑗𝑚 + 𝑢𝑡,𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ𝑗𝑚
)]

.

A.5.2. Tail terms
Next, we evaluate the remaining terms in Eqs. (A.16),(A.17).

First, we express all modes in terms of the stationary modes
and separate into field and carrier components using 𝜓𝑠 =
𝜓𝑠,𝑓 + 𝜓𝑠,𝑐 :

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑡,𝑝 |𝑚𝜓𝑗

⟩

⟨

𝑤(𝑚)
𝑡,𝑝 |𝑀𝑣(𝑚)𝑡,𝑝

⟩ =

⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑠𝑅
(

𝜃𝑗𝑚
)

𝜓𝑠,𝑓
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)⟩

⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑀𝑣𝑡,𝑝
⟩ +

⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑠𝜓𝑠,𝑐
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)⟩

⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑀𝑣𝑡,𝑝
⟩ ,

where 𝑠 is the Jacobian evaluated at the stationary solution.
Here, we can already identify the phase-independent term

𝑏𝑡,𝑝
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

=
⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑠𝜓𝑠,𝑐
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)⟩ (A.27)

from the main text. In fact, we can compute this force
analytically (cf. Sec. A.7). The phase dependent term can be
handled analogously to the non-local term (cf. Sec. A.5.1):

⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑠𝑅
(

𝜃𝑗𝑚
)

𝜓𝑠,𝑓
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)⟩

=

cos
(

𝜃𝑗𝑚
) ⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑠𝜓𝑠,𝑓
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)⟩

+

sin
(

𝜃𝑗𝑚
) ⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑠𝑖𝜓𝑠,𝑓
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)⟩

.

(A.28)

Again, we assign names to the integrals
𝑎𝑖,1

(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

=
⟨

𝑤𝑖|𝑠𝜓𝑠,𝑓
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)⟩

,

𝑎𝑖,2
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

=
⟨

𝑤𝑖|𝑠𝑖𝜓𝑠,𝑓
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)⟩

,

𝑎𝑖
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

=
√

𝑎21,𝑖
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

+ 𝑎22,𝑖
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

and the corresponding phase

𝑟𝑖 = arctan
(𝑟1,𝑖
𝑟2,𝑖

)

,

such that sin
(

𝑟𝑖
)

=
𝑎1,𝑖
𝑎𝑖
, cos

(

𝑟𝑖
)

=
𝑎2,𝑖
𝑎𝑖
,

such that we can write Eq. (A.28) as
⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑠𝑅
(

𝜃𝑗𝑚
)

𝜓𝑠,𝑓
(

𝑧 − Δ𝑗𝑚
)⟩

=

𝑎𝑡,𝑝
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

sin
[

𝜃𝑗𝑚 + 𝑟𝑡,𝑝
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)]

.
(A.29)

A.5.3. Equations of motion
Finally, we can combine the results from the previous

sections (importantly Eqs. (A.26), (A.27) and (A.29)) to
obtain the EOM:

𝑧̇𝑚 =
∑

𝑗≠𝑚

[

𝐴𝑡
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

sin
[

𝜃𝑗𝑚 + 𝑟𝑡
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)]

+ 𝐵𝑡
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

+

𝐿𝑡
(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ𝑗𝑚
)

sin
[

Ω + 𝜃𝑗𝑚 + 𝑢𝑡
(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ𝑗𝑚
)] ]

,
(A.30)

𝜑̇𝑚 =
∑

𝑗≠𝑚

[

𝐴𝑝
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

sin
[

𝜃𝑗𝑚 + 𝑟𝑝
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)]

+ 𝐵𝑝
(

Δ𝑗𝑚
)

+

𝐿𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ𝑗𝑚
)

sin
[

Ω + 𝜃𝑗𝑚 + 𝑢𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ𝑗𝑚
)] ]

,
(A.31)
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where the capital letters stand for the normalized forces

𝐴𝑡,𝑝 =
𝑎𝑡,𝑝
𝑁𝑡,𝑝

, 𝐿𝑡,𝑝 =
𝑙𝑡,𝑝
𝑁𝑡,𝑝

, 𝐵𝑡,𝑝 =
𝑏𝑡,𝑝
𝑁𝑡,𝑝

with the normalization factors
𝑁𝑡 = − ⟨𝑤𝑡|𝑀𝑣𝑡⟩ , 𝑁𝑝 =

⟨

𝑤𝑝|𝑀𝑣𝑝
⟩

. (A.32)
All terms in Eqs. (A.30),(A.31) can be understood intu-
itively: 𝐴𝑡,𝑝 are the amplitudes of the phase dependent force
(tail interaction), 𝐵𝑡,𝑝 is the amplitude of the phase in-
dependent force (interaction via carriers) and 𝐿𝑝,𝑡 are the
amplitude of the force stemming from the (phase dependent)
time-delayed feedback.
A.6. Special cases and simplifications

Next, we consider certain special cases and simplifica-
tions of Eqs. (A.30), (A.31).
A.6.1. Nearest neighbor interactions

First, due to exponentially decaying tails it is sufficient
to consider only nearest neighbor interactions, i.e. the sum
∑

𝑗≠𝑚 reduces to 𝑗 = 𝑚 ± 1. However, while the interaction
via time-delayed feedback is only with a single other pulse
(for a single time delay), the interaction must not necessarily
be with the nearest neighbor but depends on the relation of
the time-delay 𝜏 and the length of the feedback loop 𝜏𝑓 ,
i.e. 𝑗 = ⌊

𝜏𝑓
𝜏 𝑁⌋ (or 𝑗 = ⌈

𝜏𝑓
𝜏 𝑁⌉, depending on what is

closer). This enables interesting scenarios, as one can create
a quasi 2D system by a proper choice of 𝜏𝑓 , where pulses are
coupled in one dimension via overlapping tails and in the
other dimension via time-delayed feedback. However, here
we remain with nearest neighbor interaction and choose 𝜏𝑓
in the vicinity of 𝜏

𝑁 such that 𝑗 = 𝑚 − 1,
𝑧̇𝑚 =𝐴𝑡

(

𝑧𝑚+1 − 𝑧𝑚
)

×
sin

[

𝜑𝑚+1 − 𝜑𝑚 + 𝑟𝑡
(

𝑧𝑚+1 − 𝑧𝑚
)]

+
𝐵𝑡

(

𝑧𝑚+1 − 𝑧𝑚
)

+
𝐴𝑡

(

𝑧𝑚−1 − 𝑧𝑚
)

×
sin

[

𝜑𝑚−1 − 𝜑𝑚 + 𝑟𝑡
(

𝑧𝑚+1 − 𝑧𝑚
)]

+ (A.33)
𝐵𝑡

(

𝑧𝑚−1 − 𝑧𝑚
)

+
𝐿𝑡

(

𝜏𝑓 + 𝑧𝑚−1 − 𝑧𝑚
)

×

sin
[

Ω + 𝜑𝑚−1 − 𝜑𝑚 + 𝑢𝑡
(

𝜏𝑓 + 𝑧𝑚−1 − 𝑧𝑚
)]

,

𝜑̇𝑚 =𝐴𝑝
(

𝑧𝑚+1 − 𝑧𝑚
)

×

sin
[

𝜑𝑚+1 − 𝜑𝑚 + 𝑟𝑝
(

𝑧𝑚+1 − 𝑧𝑚
)]

+

𝐵𝑝
(

𝑧𝑚+1 − 𝑧𝑚
)

+

𝐴𝑝
(

𝑧𝑚−1 − 𝑧𝑚
)

×

sin
[

𝜑𝑚−1 − 𝜑𝑚 + 𝑟𝑝
(

𝑧𝑚+1 − 𝑧𝑚
)]

+ (A.34)
𝐵𝑝

(

𝑧𝑚−1 − 𝑧𝑚
)

+

𝐿𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 + 𝑧𝑚−1 − 𝑧𝑚
)

×

sin
[

Ω + 𝜑𝑚−1 − 𝜑𝑚 + 𝑢𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 + 𝑧𝑚−1 − 𝑧𝑚
)]

.

In this context, we need to define the boundary conditions
(i.e., what does 𝜑𝑁+1, 𝑧𝑁+1, 𝜑0 and 𝑧0 mean). For the
positions we need to be careful and add/subtract 𝜏, i.e.,

𝑧𝑁+1 = 𝑧1 + 𝜏, 𝑧0 = 𝑧𝑁 − 𝜏,
𝜑𝑁+1 = 𝜑1, 𝜑0 = 𝜑𝑁 .

A.6.2. Damped translational mode
Depending on the cavity geometry, the dynamics of the

phases and positions can occur on different time-scales.
In particular, in short cavities, interaction via carriers,
namely repulsion via gain, is dominant, such that the trans-
lational mode is damped and the pulses are in an equidistant
configuration 𝑧𝑚 − 𝑧𝑚−1 = 𝜏

𝑁 ∀𝑚. Hence, the coeffi-
cients of the phase dependent terms and the phase 𝑟𝑝 in
Eqs. (A.30), (A.31) become constants:

𝐴+ = 𝐴𝑝
(

− 𝜏
𝑁

)

, 𝐴− = 𝐴𝑝
( 𝜏
𝑁

)

𝑟+ = 𝑟𝑝
(

− 𝜏
𝑁

)

, 𝑟− = 𝑟𝑝
( 𝜏
𝑁

)

.

Inserting these relations in Eqs. (A.33), (A.34) and neglect-
ing the effects of time-delayed feedback (TDF) for a mo-
ment, we obtain a set of Kuramoto equations for the phase
interaction:

𝜑̇𝑚 =𝐴+ sin
(

𝜑𝑚−1 − 𝜑𝑚 + 𝑟+
)

+
𝐴− sin

(

𝜑𝑚+1 − 𝜑𝑚 + 𝑟−
)

+ 𝜔0 ,
(A.35)

where
𝜔0 = 𝐵𝑝

(

− 𝜏
𝑁

)

+ 𝐵𝑝
( 𝜏
𝑁

)

is a common phase rotation that can be scaled out by using
a comoving reference frame.

On the other hand, when the effects of TDF are domi-
nant, we obtain

𝜑̇𝑚 =𝜂𝐿𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 − 𝜏
𝑁

)

×

sin
[

Ω + 𝜑𝑚−1 − 𝜑𝑚 + 𝑢𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 − 𝜏
𝑁

)]

.
(A.36)

An interesting special case occurs when choosing resonant
feedback, i.e. 𝜏𝑓 = 𝜏

𝑁 . First, we notice, that the normaliza-
tion factor 𝑁𝑝 defined in Eq. (A.32) is equal to the overlap
integral 𝑙2,𝑝 (0) (cf. Eq. (A.23)). Consequently, we find

𝐿𝑝 (0) =
𝑙𝑝 (0)
𝑙2,𝑝 (0)

= 1
cos 𝑢

,

where we used Eq. (A.25) and defined 𝑢 = 𝑢𝑝 (0). This leads
to an effective EOM with a single free parameter 𝑢:

𝜑̇𝑚 =
𝜂

cos 𝑢
sin

(

Ω + 𝜑𝑚−1 − 𝜑𝑚 + 𝑢
)

. (A.37)
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A.6.3. Interaction of two pulses
The situation with only two pulses is special because

right and left interaction go to the same pulse. Here we define
𝜃 = 𝜑2 − 𝜑1 and Δ = 𝑧2 − 𝑧1 as the corresponding phase
and position difference, respectively,

Δ̇ =𝐴𝑡 (−Δ) sin
[

−𝜃 + 𝑟𝑡 (−Δ)
]

+ 𝐵𝑡 (−Δ)+
𝐿𝑡

(

𝜏𝑓 − Δ
)

sin
[

Ω − 𝜃 + 𝑢𝑡
(

𝜏𝑓 − Δ
)]

−

𝐴𝑡 (Δ) sin
[

𝜃 + 𝑟𝑡 (Δ)
]

− 𝐵𝑡 (Δ)−
𝐿𝑡

(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ
)

sin
[

Ω + 𝜃 + 𝑢𝑡
(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ
)]

,

(A.38)

𝜃̇ =𝐴𝑝 (−Δ) sin
[

−𝜃 + 𝑟𝑝 (−Δ)
]

+ 𝐵𝑝 (−Δ)+

𝐿𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 − Δ
)

sin
[

Ω − 𝜃 + 𝑢𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 − Δ
)]

−

𝐴𝑝 (Δ) sin
[

𝜃 + 𝑟𝑝 (Δ)
]

− 𝐵𝑝 (Δ)− (A.39)
𝐿𝑝

(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ
)

sin
[

Ω + 𝜃 + 𝑢𝑝
(

𝜏𝑓 + Δ
)]

.

Here, we note that the forces are periodic functions, i.e.
𝐴𝑝,𝑡 (−Δ) = 𝐴𝑝,𝑡 (𝜏 − Δ) . From Eqs. (A.38), (A.39), it is
easy to see that the equations are antisymmetric in 𝜃 and Δ,
i.e. we have

Δ̇ (Δ, 𝜃) = −Δ̇ (−Δ,−𝜃) ,
𝜃̇ (Δ, 𝜃) = −𝜃̇ (−Δ,−𝜃) .

This symmetry corresponds to the permutation of the pulses.
Now, we can immediately identify two steady state (Δ∗, 𝜃∗) =
(

𝜏
2 , 0

)

and (Δ∗, 𝜃∗) =
(

𝜏
2 , 𝜋

)

corresponding to a symmetric
configuration. However, the more interesting symmetry is
the one around the steady states at 𝜏2 . Therefore, we consider
Δ = 𝜏

2 ± 𝛿 and 𝜃 = 𝜋 ± 𝛼 to obtain

Δ̇
(𝜏
2
− 𝛿, 𝜋 − 𝛼

)

= −Δ̇
(𝜏
2
+ 𝛿, 𝜋 + 𝛼

)

,

𝜃̇
(𝜏
2
− 𝛿, 𝜋 − 𝛼

)

= −𝜃̇
(𝜏
2
+ 𝛿, 𝜋 + 𝛼

)

.

A.6.4. Linear stability analysis of 𝑁 equidistant pulses
In the absence of time-delayed feedback, we can consider

a set of 𝑁 pulses which interact solely via gain repulsion in
a unidirectional way (left to right), i.e.

𝑧̇𝑛 = 𝐵𝑡
(

𝑧𝑛−1 − 𝑧𝑛
)

with the boundary conditions 𝑧0 = 𝑧𝑁−𝜏 and 𝑧𝑁+1 = 𝑧1+𝜏.
The stable steady state is the equidistant configuration 𝑧∗𝑛 =
𝑛 𝜏𝑁 + 𝑣0𝜉, where 𝑣0 = 𝐵𝑡 (−𝜏∕𝑁). To analyze its linear
stability, we consider 𝑧𝑛 = 𝑧∗𝑛 + 𝛿𝑛. Then one obtains

𝛿̇𝑛 = 𝐵′
𝑡

(

− 𝜏
𝑁

)

(

𝛿𝑛−1 − 𝛿𝑛
)

with the periodic boundary condition 𝛿0 = 𝛿𝑁 and 𝛿𝑁+1 =
𝛿1. We expand the perturbations in Fourier modes

𝛿𝑛 =
∑

𝑝
𝑎𝑝𝑒

𝜆𝑝𝜉+𝑖𝑞𝑝𝑛 ,

where due to boundary conditions, the wave number satisfies
𝑒𝑖𝑞𝑝𝑁

!
= 1

⇔ 𝑞𝑝 =
2𝜋
𝑁
𝑝, 𝑝 = 0,… , 𝑁 − 1.

Using this expansion in Eq. (??) yields
∑

𝑝
𝑎𝑝𝜆𝑝𝑒

𝜆𝑝𝜉+𝑖𝑞𝑝𝑛 = 𝐵′
𝑡

(

− 𝜏
𝑁

)

∑

𝑝
𝑎𝑝𝑒

𝜆𝑝𝜉+𝑖𝑞𝑝𝑛
[

𝑒−𝑖𝑞𝑝 − 1
]

.

This has to be fulfilled for each element of the sum individu-
ally because the modes are linearly independent. Therefore,
we find

𝜆𝑝 = 𝐵′
𝑡

(

− 𝜏
𝑁

)

(

𝑒−𝑖𝑞𝑝 − 1
)

= 𝐵′
𝑡

(

− 𝜏
𝑁

)

[(

cos
(

𝑞𝑝
)

− 1
)

− 𝑖 sin
(

𝑞𝑝
)]

.

We know that 𝐵𝑡 (Δ) is exponentially recovering with Δ
(cf. Sec. A.7) so its derivative is positive: 𝐵′

𝑡 (−𝜏∕𝑁) > 0.
Hence, we see that the steady states is indeed stable as
cos

(

𝑞𝑝
)

− 1 ≤ 0 ∀𝑝. However, the imaginary part does not
vanish for𝑁 > 2 and therefore leads to a convergence to the
steady states in spirals. Calculating the eigenvalues explicitly
yields:

• For 𝑁 = 2 we have 𝑞𝑝 = 𝜋𝑝. The corresponding
eigenvalues are:

𝜆0 = 0,

𝜆1 = −2𝐵′
𝑡

(

− 𝜏
𝑁

)

.

• For 𝑁 = 3 we have 𝑞𝑝 = 2𝜋
3 𝑝. The corresponding

eigenvalues read:
𝜆0 = 0,

𝜆1 = 𝐵′
𝑡

(

− 𝜏
𝑁

)

[

−3
2
+ 𝑖

√

3
2

]

,

𝜆2 = 𝐵′
𝑡

(

− 𝜏
𝑁

)

[

−3
2
− 𝑖

√

3
2

]

.

A.7. Analytical approaches to carrier interaction
We want to characterize the interaction forces further. In

particular, the phase independent force reads

𝐵𝑡,𝑝 (Δ) =
1
𝑁𝑡,𝑝

⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑠𝜓𝑠,𝑐 (𝑧 − Δ)
⟩

.

As Γ ≪ 1 (here the 1 stand representative for the absorber
recovery time as this quantity is normalized), we can neglect
the effect of the saturable absorber and only consider the
impact of the gain. We define 𝑧0 as the position where the
pulse has decayed sufficiently such that one can assume
exponential recovery. For 𝑧 > 𝑧0 the gain recovers as

𝜓𝑠,𝑔 (𝑧) =
(

𝑔𝑠 − 𝑔0
)

𝑒−Γ(𝑧−𝑧0) = 𝑇 𝑒−Γ𝑧,

where 𝑇 =
(

𝑔
(

𝑧0
)

− 𝑔0
)

𝑒Γ𝑧0 .
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We remember that this function is 𝜏 periodic. Hence, for
𝑧 < 𝑧0 the gain component reads

𝜓𝑠,𝑔 (𝑧) =
(

𝑇 𝑒−Γ𝜏
)

𝑒−Γ𝑧.

That is, in total one obtains

𝜓𝑠,𝑔 (𝑧) = 𝑇

{

𝑒−Γ𝑧 𝑧 > 𝑧0 ,
𝑒−Γ(𝑧+𝜏) 𝑧 < 𝑧0 .

With that in mind one can find 𝜓𝑠,𝑔 (𝑧 − Δ). It reads

𝜓𝑠,𝑔 (𝑧 − Δ) = 𝑇 𝑒ΓΔ
{

𝑒−Γ𝑧 𝑧 > 𝑧0 + Δ ,
𝑒−Γ(𝑧+𝜏) 𝑧 < 𝑧0 + Δ .

However, we remember that for the overlap integrals we
integrate over [𝑧𝑝 − 𝑎, 𝑧𝑝 + 𝑎

], where 𝑎 ≪ 𝜏 (because the
Jacobian is a local linear approximation) and 𝑧𝑝 < 𝑧0 is the
position of the pulse. As long as Δ > 𝑎 (as should be the
case for well-separated pulses), we can use

𝜓𝑠,𝑔 (𝑧 − Δ) = 𝑇 𝑒ΓΔ𝑒−Γ(𝑧+𝜏).

Hence, we can calculate the force
𝐵𝑡,𝑝 (Δ) = 𝐶𝑡,𝑝𝑒

ΓΔ , (A.40)
where 𝐶𝑡,𝑝 =

𝑇
𝑁𝑡,𝑝

⟨

𝑤𝑡,𝑝|𝑠
(

𝑒−Γ(𝑧+𝜏)𝑒𝑔
)⟩

.

Here, 𝑒𝑔 is a unit vecor with a component in the gain part.
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