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We theoretically investigate the excitation, dynamics of parametrically driven soliton crystals and their re-
sulting frequency combs in doubly resonant cavities with quadratic and cubic nonlinearities. We demonstrate
that soliton crystal states act as strong attractors, where pump depletion and pump phase play crucial roles in
their stabilization by ensuring equal soliton spacing and coherence. The number of solitons is primarily deter-
mined by driving strength. Additionally, we identify a novel nonlinear state in parametric soliton crystals in
which circulating solitons periodically alternate their intensities and group velocities, a phenomenon we term
the soliton-pursuing states. Furthermore, due to the phase-selective nature of the optical parametric process, we
show how different configurations of soliton phases influence the optical frequency combs, which may enable
generating odd harmonic combs.

Introduction. Self-organized patterns [1] in coupled dy-
namical systems underpin emergent behaviors across diverse
disciplines, from social networks [2] and biological cells [3] to
bacterial colonies [4] and topological materials [5]. These sys-
tems exhibit emergent patterns often driven by nonlinear inter-
actions among individual components [6]. Self-organization
also occurs in optical systems, where nonlinear wave interac-
tions give rise to a wide range of complex states [7]. Cav-
ity solitons (CS) [8–10], a special class of dissipative solitons
[11], arise from optical cavities due to the balances where non-
linearity counteracts dispersion, while coherent driving com-
pensates for dissipation [8, 12]. Their robustness and stabil-
ity make optical cavities compelling platforms for exploring
nonlinear many-body interactions [13, 14]. CS form optical
frequency combs (OFC), which have revolutionized modern
photonics, driving advancements in high-speed communica-
tions [15], low-noise radiofrequency generation [16], and pre-
cision distance ranging [17]. Investigations into soliton sta-
bility and dynamics have revealed a variety of solitonic states,
including breather solitons [18–20], bound soliton molecules
[21, 22], and localized chaotic soliton interactions [23–25].
Beyond individual solitons, nonlinear optical cavities can sup-
port soliton crystals (SC), which are periodic arrays of soliton
within a cavity. SC provide new opportunities for enhancing
the power efficiency and tunability of OFC while preserving
coherence [26–32].

To date, CS have been extensively studied in Kerr-type cav-
ities, where cubic (χ3) nonlinearity dominates their formation.
However, recent advancements have focused on quadratic (χ2)
nonlinear systems, which expand solitonic OFC generation
through processes such as second-harmonic generation (SHG)
[33–42] and optical parametric oscillation (OPO) [43–48]. In
degenerate OPO, χ2 nonlinearity enables the conversion of
pump photons at 2ω into signal and idler photons at ω , al-
lowing CS at ω to be sustained by parametric pumping at
2ω . These solitons, known as parametrically driven cavity
solitons (PDCS) [48], can exist in either an in-phase or out-
of-phase state. PDCS have been experimentally observed in
both fiber ring cavities [48] and microcavities [49]. Depend-
ing on whether the pump field is resonant within the cavity,

these systems are classified as singly resonant (only the signal
resonates) [42] or doubly resonant [50]. Additionally, PDCS
have been demonstrated in pure-Kerr systems through dual-
wave pumping [51]. Despite recent advances, the formation
and dynamics of PDCS, particularly the emergence of com-
plex multi-soliton states, remain largely unexplored.

In this Letter, we theoretically investigate parametrically
driven soliton crystals (PDSC) in doubly resonant cavities
with both quadratic and cubic nonlinearities [see Fig. 1(a)],
revealing unique dynamical properties of PDSC in such sys-
tems. Using bifurcation analysis and numerical simulations,
we demonstrate that PDSC states act as strong attractors, sta-
bilized by pump depletion and pump phase. These mech-
anisms ensure equal soliton spacing and coherence, with
the number of solitons primarily determined by the driving
strength. Additionally, we identify a novel soliton-pursuing
state, distinct from conventional breathing states, where soli-
tons in SC periodically alternate their intensities and group
velocities. Furthermore, due to the phase-selective nature of
OPO, we explore how different soliton phase configurations
shape the harmonic structure of the resulting OFC, uncover-
ing an odd harmonic OFC. Finally, all the mode combs can be
expressed as a discrete Fourier transform of the soliton phase
sequence of PDSC, modulated by soliton spectrum profiles.

Model. To explore the system dynamics, the model [49, 50]
governing the dynamics of PDSC can be normalized as [see
normalization and physical parameters in Appendix]:
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∂T

=

[
−1− iδ + i

∂ 2

∂ t2

]
A+ i

[
(|A|2 +2|B|2)A+gBA∗

]
,

∂B
∂T

=

[
−rl − i(2δ +δ0)−d

∂

∂ t
+ irg

∂ 2

∂ t2

]
B

+ i
[
rn(|B|2 +2 |A|2)B+g0A2

]
+P,

where A and B represent the amplitudes of the signal and
pump waves, which are resonant at ω and 2ω , respectively.
The parameters are defined as follows: P is the coherent driv-
ing at 2ω; δ is the frequency detuning; δ0 and d represent
phase and group velocity mismatches, respectively; g is the
quadratic nonlinearity coefficient; and rl, rg, and rn are the
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of a soliton crystal in a cavity with χ2 and
χ3 nonlinearities. (b,c) Evolution of |A(t,T )| and |B(t,T )| over time,
along with the final profile |A(t,T = 1000)|, for driving strengths
P= 2.5 in (b) and P= 6.5 in (c). The detuning parameter δ is linearly
scanned from −2 to 2 over the interval T = 0 to T = 100.

ratios of loss, group velocity dispersion, and nonlinearity be-
tween the pump and signal. Taking the physical values of
AlN microcavities in Ref. [50] [see details in Appendix], the
normalized cavity values are: d = −699, g0 = 12.2, δ0 = 0,
rl = 4, rg = −1, and rn = 2. We can retrieve three impor-
tant scaling parameters: ts = 41.8fs (time), |As|= 4.365W1/2

(amplitude), and Ts/TR = 175 (round trips). In other words,
one normalized unit in fast time t, amplitudes A (and B), and
slow time T corresponds to the respective physical values as
defined above. The roundtrip time is TR/ts ≈ 66.36. To better
capture the generality of PDSC dynamics, all parameters and
values in this paper are expressed in their normalized form.

Excitation. Figures 1(b,c) present two examples of PDSC
formation in the cavity for P = 2.5 and P = 6.5. Starting from
a white noise field with a maximum amplitude of 0.01, the
detuning δ is linearly scanned from −2 to 2 over T = 100 and
then held constant For P = 2.5, the temporal evolution of |A|
(Fig. 1(b).1) and |B| (Fig. 1(b).2) [52] initially exhibits chaotic
behavior for 0 < T < 100 before stabilizing into two solitons.
At T = 1000, the steady-state fields |A| and |B| are shown
in Fig. 1(b).3, where the pump exhibits a sawtooth profile,
while the solitons adopt sech shapes, aligning with the sharp
edges of the pump. For a higher driving P = 6.5, five PDSC
emerge, as depicted in Fig. 1(c). In both cases, these solitons
initially appear at irregular intervals but eventually stabilize
into an evenly spaced configuration with uniform intensity.
As we will demonstrate later, the driving strength P crucially
determines the number of CS, while the pump field governs
their self-organization.

Bifurcation and phase diagrams. To better understand the

system’s dynamics, we performed path continuation using
pde2path[53], by varying P while fixing δ = 2. The re-
sults, shown in Fig. 2(a), depict the maximum field amplitudes
max(|A|) and max(|B|) as functions of P. For small P, only
the homogeneous solution (HS) is stable, with |B| increasing
linearly with P while |A| = 0. Beyond the bifurcation point
B1 at P ≈ 1, the HS becomes unstable, giving rise to new
branches of localized soliton states.

On branch (i), a single CS state bifurcates from the HS at
B1, with its amplitude increasing significantly. The CS sta-
bilizes after crossing fold bifurcation F1 but loses stability
upon reaching F2. To compare state transitions, Figs. 2(i,ii)
show the real parts of the amplitudes Re(A) (red) and Re(B)
(blue), for the solutions marked on branches (i) and (ii). Af-
ter F2, a side peak with opposite phase appears at the soli-
ton’s leading edge [see Fig. 2(ii)]. As the states on branch
(ii) approach B1, the anti-phase peak gradually moves far-
ther apart with decreasing amplitudes. Near B1, a fold bi-
furcation forms equally spaced, out-of-phase solitons. Along
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FIG. 2. (a) Bifurcation diagram showing max(|A|) (black and red
curves) and max(|B|) (blue curves), as the driving P is varied, when
δ = 2. Stable (unstable) states are represented by solid (dashed)
curves. The branches (i–vii) correspond to PDSC with different soli-
ton numbers. To illustrate soliton phase relationships in diagrams,
only the real part of the amplitude is plotted for each branch [See
Movie III]. (b) Phase diagram of stable PDSC as a function of driv-
ing P and detuning δ .

https://youtu.be/p08_3cc0Og4
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branch (iii), their amplitudes grow with increasing P but re-
main unstable until reaching the Hopf bifurcation H1. As P
increases, the two solitons undergo similar bifurcations, form-
ing branch (iv), where anti-phase peaks appear ahead of their
leading edges [see Fig. 2(iv)]. At fold F5, the branch transi-
tions to a four-soliton state [see Fig. 2(vi)], with two adjacent
solitons in-phase and the other two in anti-phase. According
to these branches, increasing P doubles soliton number, but
can PDSC with an odd number of solitons exist? Applying
similar detuning scan from Fig. 1(b,c), we obtain PDSC with
three (P = 4) and five (P = 6.5) solitons. Using path contin-
uation, we obtain the corresponding branches in Fig. 2(v,vii).
Numerical simulations confirm these branches by initializing
six-soliton crystal, with each dropping out as the pump grad-
ually decreases [see Fig. 6 in Appendix and Movie IV].

Notably, due to the phase-selective nature of PDCS, each
soliton can be either in-phase or out-of-phase. Thus, in all
cases shown in Fig. 2(i–vii), solitons can adopt either phase
state during excitation without affecting PDSC stability. Con-
sequently, the branches in Fig. 2(a) encompass all possible
PDSC phase configurations, whose impact will be discussed
later in this Letter.

We have examined the case of δ = 2, but how do the forma-
tion and stability of PDSC change for different values of δ?
Figure 2(b) presents a phase diagram of PDSC as a function of
P and δ . For clarity, we highlight only the region where sta-
ble PDSC exist, with more details on fold and Hopf bifurca-
tions provided in the supplementary document. PDSC occupy
the regions corresponding to different soliton numbers, with
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FIG. 3. (a) Field evolution of |A| in (a).1, φA in (a).2, |B| in (a).3, and
φB in (a).4 for the PDSC on branch (iii) in Fig. 2(a), as the driving P
is varied with fixed δ = 2. (b) Time evolution of the corresponding
fields in the four subfigures, initialized from the solution marked as
P1 at P = 2.2 in (b.4). Temporal evolution of the soliton peaks and
their separation ∆t/TR are shown in (b).5. Dashed curves in (a,b)
indicate the positions of the two soliton peaks.

higher soliton counts requiring larger pump strengths. Some
regions overlap, indicating bistability in PDSC. Notably, most
soliton crystals are confined to regions where δ < 4. This lim-
itation arises because, for a fixed driving P, increasing δ am-
plifies PDSC peak intensities, leading to greater energy trans-
fer from the pump to the signal. Consequently, the pump be-
comes more depleted, leaving insufficient energy to sustain
PDSC at higher detuning. The maximum number of solitons
is constrained by the cavity round-trip time and soliton dura-
tion, allowing up to six solitons in the current configuration.
Therefore, extending the cavity length L increases the round-
trip time TR, enabling the formation of more solitons.

Pump field. PDSC deplete the pump field consistently
across all configurations. The evolution of the peak pump field
max(|B|) is shown by the blue or gray curves in Fig. 2(a). Un-
like the unstable HS, where max(|B|) (gray curve) increases
with P, stable PDSC deplete B, confining it within 0.15 <
|B|< 0.2. This indicates that although increasing P raises the
peak values of PDSC, the pump field reaches a threshold be-
yond which additional side peaks emerge leading side of each
soliton due to excess OPO gain from the intensified pump.
Consequently, this gain limitation regulates PDSC formation,
with higher driving P enabling the formation of PDSC with
a greater number of solitons. Pump depletion drives soliton
motion, similar to gain depletion in harmonic mode-locking
(HML) lasers [54–58], where it induces pulse repulsion for
stability. However, unlike in HML, the pump phase in PDSC
plays a crucial role in maintaining uniform soliton spacing.
Simulations confirm this: enforcing a flattened phase in a sta-
ble PDSC with a fixed pump profile leads to rapid collapse.
Furthermore, as shown next, different pump phase states dis-
tinctly determine PDSC stability.

Figure. 3(a) plots the temporal amplitude and phase dis-
tributions of the signal and pump fields for the solutions on
branch (iii) of Fig. 2(a). The amplitude |A| increases with
driving P [see Fig. 3(a).1], while the phases φA at CS cen-
ter remain nearly unchanged, maintaining an anti-phase rela-
tionship [see Fig. 3(a).2]. At the soliton positions, the pump
distribution |B| exhibits a characteristic sharp decrease in its
trailing edge [see Fig. 3(a).3], while the phase φB undergoes
distinct shape transitions, separated by the Hopf bifurcation
H1 [dashed line in Fig. 3(a).4]. Below this bifurcation line,
PDSC are unstable. Notably, this line also marks a transition
in pump phase behavior: for P above this threshold, the pump
phase undergoes a steep drop in the soliton’s peak position,
whereas for lower P, it rises instead. This behavior empha-
sizes the critical role of the pump phase in stabilizing PDSC.

Conventional cavity solitons are attracted by higher phase
modulation of the background [24, 25, 59, 60], amplitudes
and phases in driving [61–63]. Likewise, the phase of pump
B plays a crucial role in stabilizing PDSC. In the stable re-
gion, the pump phase attracts solitons to positions with higher
pump fields where they experience enhanced OPO gain. This
interplay between amplitude and phase ensures equalized soli-
ton spacing, a critical condition for stable PDSC. Otherwise,
solitons in PDSC may bifurcate into different states.

https://youtu.be/-vWOQzNRxHg
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FIG. 4. Simulations of PDSC with various phase configurations and their corresponding frequency combs. (a) Two CS with phase configura-
tions PP (both positive) and PN (one positive, one negative). (b) Three CS with configurations PPP and PPN. (c) Four CS with configurations
PPPP, PNPN, PPNN, and PPPN. (d) Five CS with configurations PPPPP, PNPNP, PPPNN, and PPPPN.

To illustrate this, we use the solution when P = 2.2 at P1
(dashed line in Fig. 3(a).4) as the initial condition and sim-
ulate its time evolution. The temporal dynamics are shown
in Fig. 3(b). Initially, the solitons evolve symmetrically
[Fig. 3(b).1] with an anti-phase relationship [Fig. 3(b).2],
while the pump amplitude [Fig. 3(b).3] and phase [Fig. 3(b).4]
remain unchanged in regime (1). The peak amplitudes of soli-
tons S1 and S2, along with their temporal spacing ∆T , are
plotted in Fig. 3(b).5. At T ≈ 25, symmetry breaking occurs
in process (0), leading to process (1) [marked in Fig. 3(b).4
and (b).5]: S1 abruptly decreases in amplitude, while S2 un-
dergoes amplification [see also Movie V]. Simultaneously, the
pump phase shifts, lowering the phase-in region (1.2) and in-
creasing the relative phase in region (1). This causes S1 to
decelerate (larger group delay) while S2 accelerates, reduc-
ing ∆T [see Fig. 3(b).5]. As the solitons move closer, S1 un-
dergoes amplification while S2 experiences attenuation. By
T ≈ 200, they exchange intensities, transitioning to process
(2): the pump phase flips, forcing the solitons to move apart
[see Fig. 3(b).4].

This periodic alternation persists throughout propagation, a
unique phenomenon we term the soliton-pursuing state, where
solitons periodically exchange intensities and group veloci-
ties. Notably, due to the cavity’s circular nature, the diver-
gence (1) and convergence (2) processes are equivalent. In-
creasing the driving P stabilizes these interactions by flipping
phases [see Fig. 3(b).4], while decreasing P extends the peri-
odic cycles [see examples in Movie VI, VII and three pursuing
solitons in Movie VIII].

Soliton phases and corresponding combs. OFC formed by
conventional SC can be influenced by defects [26, 32], such
as missing solitons or quasi-periodicity within the crystal. In
our case, PDSC are defect-free, as soliton temporal spacing
is equalized by the pump fields. However, due to the phase-
selective nature of OPOs, each soliton within PDSC branches

(i–vii) can exist in two phase states. We now examine how
these soliton phases affect the resulting OFC.

In the single-soliton case, the phase can be either positive
(P) or negative (N), which does not affect the OFC. However,
as the number of solitons increases, the structure of OFC be-
comes more diverse. Figure 4 summarizes OFC formed by
PDSC states (of Fig. 2(i–vi)) with different soliton numbers
and phases. For two solitons [Fig. 4(a)], there are two pos-
sible scenarios after exciations: PP (both positive) and PN
(one positive, one negative). Since PN and NP are degen-
erate states, we consider only one. While both produce sig-
nal combs with double the FSR and a sech2 envelope, their
harmonic structures differ: PP generates only even harmon-
ics (even number mode ticks), suppressing odd components,
while PN suppresses the even harmonics. The pump field,
however, maintains a fixed temporal shape and phase relation,
producing only even harmonics.

For three solitons [Fig. 4(b)], there are only two degener-
ated cases: PPP and PPN. In PPN, the components at 3nΩ

are reduced by 3 dB. Interestingly, n solitons in PDSC do not
always generate combs with n FSR. In the four-soliton case,
harmonic comb structures vary: 4 FSR for even (PPPP) or
odd (PNPN) harmonics, 2 FSR odd harmonics for PPNN, and
1 FSR for PPPN. For a fixed soliton energy, PPPN exhibits
four times the intensity of a single soliton, offering a potential
method for generating high-intensity combs. More complex
cases, such as the five-soliton scenario, are shown in Fig. 4(d).

By categorizing, for an N-soliton crystal, the number of
possible degenerate comb patterns is M = 2⌊N/2⌋. The gen-
eralized spectrum is related to the discrete Fourier transform
of {(−1)pn}, where pn is the n-th soliton phase [see details in
Appendix]. This indicates that an odd-harmonic comb (Fig. 4)
requires equal numbers of P and N solitons in a PDSC.

Conclusion. We have conducted a theoretical investigation
of PDSC in doubly resonant cavities featuring both quadratic

https://youtu.be/cR1W5fUD8-k
https://youtu.be/QpL-oRu6uGM
https://youtu.be/69NMGB0B1EU
https://youtu.be/atkTpMimGkU
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and cubic nonlinearities. Our findings reveal that PDSC states
are inherently stable attractors, with their formation and co-
herence governed by the interplay of pump depletion and
pump phase. These stabilization mechanisms ensure uniform
soliton spacing, while the driving strength primarily deter-
mines the number of solitons. We also identify a new dy-
namical regime, termed the soliton-pursuing state, charac-
terized by solitons that periodically exchange intensities and
group velocities, setting it apart from conventional breathing
states. Moreover, the phase-selective nature of OPO solitons
is shown to significantly influence the harmonic structure of
the resulting OFC, enabling the generation of odd harmonic
OFC. Finally, we demonstrate that the comb structures can
be represented as the discrete Fourier transform of the soli-
ton phase sequence in a PDSC, modulated by their spectral
profiles.

This work was supported by Marie Sklodowska-Curie
Actions (101149506, 101150387); F.R.S.-FNRS Chargé de
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APPENDIX

Model Normalization. The governing equations with phys-
ical units are:

∂ Ã
∂ T̃

+
βcL
TR

∂ Ã
∂ t̃

=

[
−α1

2
− iδ̃ − i

β21L
2TR

∂ 2

∂ t̃2

]
Ã

+ i
L
TR

[
(γ1|Ã|2 +2γ1|B̃|2)Ã+ g̃B̃Ã∗] , (1)

TABLE I. Normalization for fields and physical parameters.

β1 =
TR
L rg =

β22
β21

As =
√

α1TR
2Lγ1

=
√

α1β1
2γ1

rl =
α2
α1

ts =
√

|β21|L
α1TR

=
√

|β21|
α1β1

rn =
γ2
γ1

Ts =
2

α1
δ = δ̃

2
α1

= δ̃Ts

A = Ã
As

δ0 = ˜∆β0
2L

α1TR
= ˜∆β0

1
γ1A2

s

B = B̃
As

d =

√
4L( ˜∆β1)2

α1|β21|TR
= ˜∆β1

2ts
|β21|

T = T̃
Ts

dc = βc
2ts
|β21|

t = t̃
ts g = g̃

√
2L

α1γ1TR
= g̃ 1

γ1As

P = B̃in

√
8Lκγ1
α3

1 T 2
R
= B̃in

√
κ

TR

Ts
As

∂ B̃
∂ T̃

+
βcL
TR

∂ B̃
∂ t̃

=

[
−α2

2
− i

(
2δ̃ +

˜∆β0L
TR

)
− i

β22L
2TR

∂ 2

∂ t̃2

]
B̃

−
˜∆β1L
TR

∂ B̃
∂ t̃

+ i
L
TR

[
(γ2|B̃|2 +2γ2|Ã|2)B̃+ g̃Ã2]+√ κ

TR
Bin,

(2)
where T̃ and t̃ are slow and fast times, respectively; TR is the
cavity roundtrip time; δ̃ is the detuning; ˜∆β0 is the phase mis-
match; β21 and β22 are the group velocity dispersions for sig-
nal and pump; α1 and α2 represent signal and pump losses;
γ1 and γ2 are the nonlinear coefficients for signal and pump;
g̃ is the quadratic coefficient; L is the cavity length; κ is the
coupling rate; and Bin is the driving field. To improve visual-
ization and analysis, we add a group delay term βcL

TR
∂

∂ t̃ in the
moving reference frame for both fields, which does not affect
the underlying results.

For clarity, notations with a tilde represent physical quan-
tities, while the same notations without a tilde correspond to
their dimensionless, normalized counterparts. The normalized
equations are:

∂A
∂T

+dc
∂A
∂ t

=

[
−1− iδ + i

∂ 2

∂ t2

]
A

+ i
[
(|A|2 +2|B|2)A+gBA∗

]
,

(3)

∂B
∂T

+dc
∂B
∂ t

=

[
−rl − i(2δ +δ0)+ irg

∂ 2

∂ t2 −d
∂

∂ t

]
B

+ i
[
rn(|B|2 +2 |A|2)B+gA2

]
+P,

(4)

where the normalized parameters are summarized in Tab. I.
Using physical parameters L = 0.4mm, TR = 2.8ps, α1 =
α2/4 = κ/2 = 2π × 0.65GHz, g̃ = 40W−1/2m−1, γ1 =
0.75(Wm)−1, γ2 = 1.5(Wm)−1, β21 = −50fs2/mm, β22 =
50fs2/mm, ∆β1 = 0.4ps/mm, and B2

in = 50mW, the normal-
ized values are derived as shown in the Letter.

Moving Frame Delay. Here, in Fig. 5, we show the evolu-
tion of the moving frame delay corresponding to each branch
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in Fig. 2(a). For each branch, as the driving strength P in-
creases, the moving frame delay dc increases, indicating a re-
duction in the soliton crystal’s group velocity. This reduc-
tion becomes more pronounced as the number of solitons in-
creases.

This behavior aligns with the larger walk-off between the
pump and signal, characterized by d1 =−699, where the neg-
ative value indicates the pump propagates faster than the sig-
nal. As the driving strength increases, the signal power and
soliton number grow, while the background remains nearly
unchanged, collectively slowing down the soliton crystal’s ve-
locity.

Parametric Soliton Crystal Frequency Combs. Here we de-
rive the frequency comb patterns of soliton crystal with dif-
ferent soliton phases. We consider N equally spaced pulses
within one period T , arranged in the interval

[
−T

2 ,
T
2

]
. Each

pulse is located at tn =
[
−N−1

2N + n
N

]
T, n = 0,1, . . . ,N − 1.

The free spectral range (FSR) is defined as Ω= 2π

T . Due to the
phase-selective nature of OPO, each pulse has a phase φn re-
stricted to 0 or π , denoted as P (in-phase) or N (out-of-phase),
respectively.

Scanning driving strength. To verify the existence of the
states in Fig. 2(a), we gradually reduce the driving from a 6-
soliton crystal state, when P = 7.5, δ = 2. Other parameters
are the same as Fig. 2(a). The temporal evolution of |A| is
shown in Fig. 2(a), while the peak amplitude max(|A|) and
driving strength P are plotted in Fig. 2(b). As the pump de-
creases, the soliton number drops stepwise in each cycle. The
corresponding pump values are approximately close to the
Hopf bifurcation predicted by linear stability analysis shown
in Fig. 2(a). Notably, this is not a stability test of the crys-
tal states, as minor instabilities arise in long-term simulations
with fixed parameters.

Parametrically Driven Soliton Crystal Combs. We express
the electric field of a PDSC as

E(t) =
[N−1

∑
n=0

A
(
t − tn

)
eiφn

]
∗

∞

∑
k=−∞

δ
(
t − kT

)
,

1CS
2CS

3CS

4CS
5CS

6CS

FIG. 5. Bifurcation diagram showing the moving frame delay dc
for the soliton crystal, with black and red curves representing stable
and unstable solutions, respectively, as a function of driving strength
P. Negative values here indicate that the stable soliton crystal prop-
agates faster than the moving frame with no frame delay, due to the
collective contribution from larger group velocity of field B.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. Temporal evolution of |A| in (a), while scanning the driving
strength P, when δ = 2. The peak amplitude max(|A|) and driving
strength P are in (b). Other parameters are the same as Fig. 2(a) [see
Movie IV].

where A(t) is the complex envelope of each soliton, and eiφn

represents the two possible phases allowed by the OPO pro-
cess. The convolution with ∑

∞
k=−∞

δ (t − kT ) enforces period-
icity with period T .

Since the global phase does not affect the relative phase
relationships, we factor out an arbitrary initial phase eiφin and
redefine

eiφn = eiφ ′
neiφin .

The relative phase eiφ ′
n then takes discrete values, either +1

(for in-phase, P) or −1 (for out-of-phase, N). Thus, we set

eiφ ′
n = (−1)pn , pn =

{
0, (P, in-phase),
1, (N, out-of-phase).

Taking the Fourier transform of E(t) and evaluating at ω =
kΩ = k 2π

T gives

E(ω) = ΩA(ω)

[N−1

∑
n=0

(−1)pn e− iω tn

]
∞

∑
k=−∞

δ
(
ω − kΩ

)
.

Hence the field amplitude is nonzero only at discrete frequen-
cies ω = kΩ. A straightforward substitution

e− iω tn = e− i
(

k 2π
T

)(
−N−1

2N + n
N

)
T = e iπ k N−1

N e− i 2πk n
N

allows us to factor out a global phase and an n-dependent term.
As a result, the final field in the frequency domain is

E(ω)=ΩA(ω)e iπ k N−1
N
[N−1

∑
n=0

(−1)pn e− i 2πk n
N
] ∞

∑
k=−∞

δ (ω−kΩ).

Surprisingly, the term in brackets represents the discrete
Fourier transform (DFT) of the sequence {(−1)pn}, which
represents one minimal period of comb lines. This formula-
tion provides valuable insights into the comb structure. For in-
stance, to generate an odd-harmonic comb, as shown in Fig. 4,
PDSC must have an equal number of P and N solitons.

https://youtu.be/-vWOQzNRxHg
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