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Abstract: We discuss soliton control in reconfigurable opticallytiodd
photonic lattices created by three interfering beams. Wealenovel dy-
namical regimes for strongly localized solitons, inclugilsinary switching
and soliton revivals through resonant wave mixing.
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1. Introduction

The study of nonlinear light propagation in periodic phatdattices has attracted a strong in-
terest due to many possibilities of the light control oftel®y an interplay between the effects
of nonlinearity and periodicity. In particular, a periodimdulation of the refractive index mod-
ifies substantially both the linear spectrum and wave diffom [1] and, consequently, strongly
affects the nonlinear propagation and localization oftligithe form of optical solitons [2].

Recent theoretical and experimental studies have denad@dtnonlinear localization of light
in the optically-induced photonic lattices where the refikee index is modulated periodically
in the transverse direction by an interference patternafi@lwaves that illuminate a photore-
fractive crystal with a strong electro-optic anisotropy-¢3 When the lattice-forming waves
are polarized orthogonally to theaxis of the photorefractive crystal, the periodic integfece
pattern propagates in the diffraction-free linear regithas creating a refractive-index modu-
lation similar to that in weakly coupled waveguide arrayistures [7]. Such optically-induced
one-dimensional photonic lattices have been employedrtwdstrate many fundamental con-
cepts of the linear and nonlinear light propagation in p#idghotonic systems, including the
generation of lattice [4,6,17] and spatial gap solitonsdfodusing [4, 5] and self-focusing [9]
regimes, Bragg scattering and Bloch-wave steering [8pilmnegative refraction [10], etc.

In this work, we study the soliton propagation in dynamicogdtlattices and identify novel
effects associated with the optically-induced refractivéex modulation in the longitudinal
direction. Such lattices can be created by several infafdreams, which are inclined at dif-
ferent angles with respect to the crystal. In particularcaesider modulated photonic lattices,
created in a photorefractive nonlinear mediuntlmge interfering beamss shown in the ex-
amples presented in Figs. 1(a-c). Hers the propagation coordinate and beams experience
one-dimensional diffraction only along thalirection.

We note that propagation of broad solitons in such latticas giscussed recently [11] under
the conditions when weak longitudinal modulation acts dit@ts as an effective potential.
In contrast, we show that the behavior of strongly localigelitons isdramatically different
resulting in, for example, resonant soliton revivals far thttice of Fig. 1(a), or a sharp binary
switching transition for deep asymmetric lattice modwlas [Figs. 1(b,c)]. These results are
not related to the effect of diffraction management eadiscussed in Ref. [12], and they were
not reported in any of the earlier studies of the modulatsdréie systems [13, 14].

2. Binary soliton steering

Propagation of an optical beam in an one-dimensional dptigaduced lattice can be described
by a parabolic equation for the normalized beam envelf(xez),
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wherex andz are the transverse and propagation coordinates normabzéi characteris-
tic valuesxs and zs, respectivelyD = zs)\/(4rmox§) is the beam diffraction coefficientp
is the average refractive index of the medium, and the wavelength in vacuum. The in-
duced change of the refractive index in a photorefractiystet is [3, 4, 6, 8]:7 (X, z |E|?) =



Fig. 1. Examples of one-dimensional photonic lattices nhated by the third beam with
the transverse wave numbex: (a) kax = 0, (b) kax = 0.8k12, and (C)kax = 1.3k12. Insets
show the wave vectors of two input beams which form the lat@nd the wave vector of
the third beam (red, dashed). Parameter\ase= 0.25, A3 = 0.66A1, and the propagation
length isL =50 mm.

—y(lp+1p(x,2) + |E|?) 7L, wherely, is the constant dark irradiandgy(x, 2) is the interference
pattern which induces modulations of the refractive indedy is a nonlinear coefficient pro-
portional to the applied DC field. In the numerical simulasopresented below we use the
parameters which are typical for the experimental conadgtiwith optically-induced lattices
created in photorefractive crystals [8]:= 0.532um, ng = 2.35,Xs = 1um, zs = 1mm,l, = 1,

y = 9.45, and the transverse period of the lattice in the absenemdtilation isd = 15um.
Photorefractive crystals exhibit a very strong electréieopnisotropy, e.g. in SBN:75 the
electro-optic coefficient for extraordinary polarized wavs more than 20 times higher than
the electro-optic coefficient for ordinary polarized waygk Thus, the lattice-writing beams

polarized orthogonal to theaxis of the crystal satisfy the same evolution Eq. (1), bitheut
the last term which almost vanishes since the effectiveineai coefficient is very small [3],
while extraordinary polarized beam will experience a hyghbnlinear evolution. Then, each
of the broad lattice beams propagates independently, axaah ibe presented as a linear plane-
wave solution in the fornkaice = Aexp(iBz+ ikyX), whereky is the transverse wavenumber
proportional to the inclination angle, and the propagationstan{3 = —Dk? defines the lon-
gitudinal wavevector componekyt. The value of diffraction coefficierd can be controlled by
varying the wavelength of lattice beams, and also dependbBeonrystal anisotropy. We will
analyze in detail the case when the effective diffractioafficients for the probe and lattice
beams are the same, which also allows us to perform a coropavigh the results of Ref. [11].
Specifically, we consider a lattice induced by three intanfpwaves [11]: (i) two waves with
equal amplitudeg\;»> and opposite inclination angles, with the correspondingemambers
kiox and—ki 2, and (ii) an additional third wave with amplitudg and wavenumbeédz. Then,
the optical lattice is defined through the wave interferguatternl 5(x, z) = |A_|?, where

AL = Azexp(iBsz+ ikaxX) + 2A12exp(i B122) cog kixX). 2

It follows that additional beam (witkgy #~ ki2) always leads to the lattice modulation both in
the transverse and longitudinal directions. We show exasyi modulated lattices in Figs. 1(a-
c) corresponding to the same wave amplitudes but differetiniations of the third beam (de-
fined byksy) as indicated in the insets. We see thatkgr= 0 [Fig. 1(a)] the lattice profile in
the transverse cross-section becomes double-periodespmmding to an alternating sequence
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Fig. 2. (1.8MB) All-optical steering of spatial optical #ohs controlled by the amplitude
of the third lattice beam with inclinatioksy = 1.15k;o,: (&) straight Az = 0.62A;5) and
(b) tilted (Az = 2.02A15) propagation. Left: profiles of optically-induced lattceMiddle:
evolution of beam intensities along the propagation dioactRight: soliton profiles at the
input (dashed) and output (solid). Animation shows the@olilynamics as the modulation
depth increases from zer84 = 0) to a higher valueAz = 2.8A15). Parameters am;, =
0.25, Aj, = 0.5, input beam positiosy = 0, anglekgy = 0 and widthw = 25um, and the
total propagation length is= 100 mm.

of deeper and shallower potential wells resembling a bisaperlattice [15], however its con-
figuration is periodically inverted due to modulations ie fongitudinal direction along. On
the other hand, wheksy ~ k12, the lattice is slowly modulated in both spatial directi@msl
the left-right reflection symmetry is removed [11], see Fig®) and (c).
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Fig. 3. Output soliton position vs. the modulating beam aimgé for different positions
and angles of the input Gaussian beam. In (a) marked poiht®’aorrespond to the
solitons shown in Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(b), respectively. dihgs mark stable regions. Pa-
rameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

First, we consider the soliton dynamicsasymmetric latticesvith kayx ~ ko, and demon-
strate the possibility obinary steering of strongly localized solitgnshere the soliton prop-
agates in one of two allowed directions when the amplitdgdés in one of the two stable



regions. The origin of this soliton switching effect is fuardentally different from dragging
of broad solitons reported earlier [11] which is almost dileproportional to the third beam
amplitudeAs.

We perform numerical modelling of Eq. (1) to study generatib a strongly localized lat-
tice soliton by an inpuGaussian beanEin = Ain exp{ —[(X— Xo) /W] + ikox(X — Xo) } Which is
incident on the crystal at normal angle (ikg, = 0) and has extra-ordinary linear polarization.
When the amplitude of the third wav is relatively small, the generated soliton starts mov-
ing between the neighboring lattice sites, as shown in tlmaion. As the amplitudés of
the modulating beam increases, at certain point stronghlired soliton becomes locked at a
particular lattice site, and it propagat&saightalong the lattice [see Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 3(a)],
similar to the case of homogeneous structures without tadgial modulation [16]. We find
that this is the first stable propagation regime which is eoisftive to small variations of the
input angle and position [see Figs. 3(b,c)].

When the amplitudés grows further, this leads not only to the increase in the nhadahn
depth of the refractive index, but also to the rotation ofltiice high-index sites. This rotation
causes the change in the topology of the modulated optiteldand in some interval of the
modulation depth there exists no continuous connectivétyvben the high-index lattice sites
(see animation in Fig. 2). In this regime the soliton propgimgacan become highly irregular
resembling a regime of random walks, and the soliton can beerompletely destroyed by the
lattice modulation.

At a certain value of, the rotation of the lattice sites experience saturatlemcbnnectivity
between the sites reappear (but now it is diagonal in cantoathe first stable region where
it was vertical), and the soliton starts to moaeross the latticgoropagating in the direction
determined by the angles of the lattice waves and indepé¢mdéme value of the modulation
amplitudeAg [see Fig. 2(b) and Fig. 3(a)]. This is the second stable gratien regime not
sensitive to small variations in the input conditions [s@sF3(b,c)]. At very high values of the
modulation amplitudé\z the soliton do not form due to nonlinearity saturation.
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Fig. 4. Output soliton position vs. (a) the amplitude of thptit Gaussian beam and (b) the
angle between the modulating beam and the lattice-formeamis, defined by the ratio
kax/k12«. Dashed line and circles correspond to Fig. 2(a), solidsliaed triangles — to
Fig. 2(b). Parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

We can summarize that sudinary soliton steeringoccurs due to the substantial change
in the geometry of the optical lattice, where the connefstibetween high-index lattice sites
changes from vertical to diagonal through a disconnectai® sthen we increase the ampli-
tude of the third modulating wave, as illustrated by an aniomain Fig. 2. Additionally, this
binary soliton steering is found to be insensitive to larggations of the soliton amplitude [see
Fig. 4(a)], and the tilt of the soliton increases almostdirgwith the difference between the an-
gles of the modulating and lattice-forming beams [see Rig)]4Such a behavior is completely



different from the dynamics of broad solitons in weakly miaded lattices [11], which feel
only spatially averaged, smoothed lattice potential. Intast, behavior of strongly localized
solitons is dominated by the fine geometrical structure eflaltice.

3. Solitonrevivals

Next, we analyze the soliton dynamics in symmetric moddl&ttices wherks, = 0, as shown

in Fig. 1(a). According to the basic principles of hologrgyd beam which is incident on the
lattice at the normal angle (wittyx = 0) will excite resonantly the waves corresponding to other
lattice-writing beams with the transverse wavenumbeks,,, which will then be converted
back to the original wave. Numerical simulations indeed destrate that the spectrum of low-
amplitude beam immodulated periodicallas it spreads due to linear diffraction, see Fig. 5(a).
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Fig. 5. Example of the resonant soliton revivals in the mathd lattices: (a) linear diffrac-
tion at low power Ay, = 0.02), (b) revivals and periodic transformations of the soliin
the nonlinear regimeAj, = 0.2). Variation of the intensity (left) and spatial Fourieesp
trum (right) of the input Gaussian beam along the propagaticection are shown (spatial
frequencyky is normalized tdk;oc/4). Parameters am;o = 0.25, Az = 0.2A12, Xo =0,
kox = 0, w = 25um and the total propagation lengthlis= 120 mm.

However, even for a weak lattice modulation, the beam dyosiisi dramatically modified
at higher amplitudes, and we observe a sequenseliibn revivals as shown in Fig. 5(b). We
identify three regimes of the soliton propagation: (i) gelfusing of the beam which spatial
spectrum is centered around the pamgt= 0, (ii) transformation of the modes fromy = 0
to larger spatial frequencies, (iii) the spectrum conwer&iack to the region around the point
Kx = 0, and again a periodic repetition of this three-stage m®cé/e note that the period of
the soliton revivals does not coincide with the period of lditice modulation underlying
key differencevith the case of the familiar diffraction-managed solit¢h3]. In our case, there
exists a continuous coupling and transformation betweemthdes of the periodic lattice. More
detailed analysis of these results, and discussions af ¢banection to the effects of soliton
internal modes [14] or formation of multi-band breather8][Will be presented in a separate
study.



4. Conclusions

We have demonstrated novel effects for the soliton propagah modulated dynamic
optically-induced photonic lattices created by threerfieteng beams. We have shown the pos-
sibility of binary switching for strongly localized solits where the soliton can propagate in
one of two allowed directions when the amplitude of the calriteam is below or above a
threshold associated with the transformation of the katieometry and a respective change in
the connectivity between lattice sites. Each of these registable with respect to the system
parameters, in contrast to earlier considered steeringazfdbbeams directly proportional to
the control wave amplitude. We have also demonstrated megghes in the soliton dynamics
under the conditions of resonant wave mixing in a consergatystem observed as a series of
periodic soliton revivals, which are not associated with ¢fffect of diffraction management.



