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The possibility of observing a self-induced transparency (SIT) in an erbium-doped optical fiber is in-
vestigated. A general equation that includes the SIT, the group-velocity dispersion (GVD) of the fiber,
and the nonlinear refractive index is discussed. It is shown that for one particular value of waveguide
parameters the nonlinear index can balance the GVD, that is, the nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS),
while maintaining a SIT soliton. This is called a SIT-NLS soliton. The phase change of the SIT-NLS
soliton is governed solely by the NLS component, and the pulse delay due to resonance is determined
solely by the SIT component when the detuning is zero. Practical parameters for silica-based fibers do
not allow the coexistence of a mixed soliton state. A simple derivation of a condition for a SIT-NLS soli-
ton is also presented. The SIT-NLS soliton is computer-run, and it is shown that a stable 27/N=1 SIT-
NLS soliton exists. However, high-order SIT-NLS solitons always split into multiple 27/N =1 solitons.
The NLS property can be preserved when Z, <<L,,,. Finally, the NLS soliton that interacts coherently
with erbium ions is studied, and the coherent pulsation that produces multiple narrow pulses is de-
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I. INTRODUCTION

Erbium-doped fiber amplifiers (EDFA’s) are of great
interest since they offer a great potential for opening new
fields in optical communications [1-3]. Their typical ad-
vantages are a polarization-insensitive high gain of more
than 40 dB in the 1.5-um region, low noise, wide band
width, and high output power. Among these excellent
characteristics, the wide-band property of greater than 30
nm is very useful for amplifying ultrashort pulses includ-
ing optical solitons [4—-6]. We have recently reported
femtosecond optical soliton amplification and trapping in
an EDFA [7,8].

The development of these EDFA’s offers the possibility
for a variety of different fiber applications. When an elec-
tric field is guided by the fiber waveguide structure,
diffraction effects are eliminated, and this makes it possi-
ble for the field to interact with the fiber medium, which
has resonance effects over long distances. For example,
experiments on self-induced-transparency (SIT) solitons
have been reported by many authors [9-12]. However,
all of them had to cope in one way or another with
diffraction effects that were made even more complicated
by nonlinear interactions. Thus, from a purely scientific
point of view, it would be beneficial to perform a SIT ex-
periment in an environment in which diffraction effects
can be completely ignored. As a related phenomenon,
photon echoes of Nd** ions in optical fibers were ob-
served at low temperatures [13,14].

More importantly, the SIT offers a possibility of pulse
shaping and standardization that is different from the
nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) soliton formation [15].
Since some of the energy released in the reshaping of a
pulse remains in the medium, and eventually decays via
material relaxation processes, pulse shaping by the SIT
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soliton may yield cleaner pulses than those produced by
NLS soliton formation in an essentially loss-free fiber.
Recently a SIT digital switch was also proposed [16].

Fundamental work on the SIT-NLS soliton was report-
ed by Maimistov and Manykin in 1983 [17] and more re-
cently related work was reported by Mel’nikov, Nabiev,
and Nazarkin [18]. However, the detailed characteristics
on SIT-NLS soliton propagation have not yet been
clarified.

In the present paper, we present detailed characteris-
tics of SIT-NLS solitons in optical fibers. In Sec. II, SIT
equations are briefly reviewed. Then, we introduce the
group-velocity dispersion (GVD) and the nonlinear index
for NLS solitons in Sec. III. In Sec. IV we show a
steady-state SIT-NLS soliton solution. Practical erbium-
doped fiber parameters are applied to the SIT-NLS soli-
ton solution in Sec. V, and the possibility of the coex-
istence of a mixed soliton is investigated. Conditions for
obtaining pure SIT solitons ignoring GVD and self-
phase-modulation (SPM) are also described. In Sec. VI
we discuss the relationship between the soliton period
and the absorption length, which characterizes the prop-
agation property of the SIT-NLS soliton. Computer runs
for the SIT-NLS soliton are presented in detail in Sec.
VII. Finally in Sec. VIII, the propagation of a NLS soli-
ton which interacts coherently with erbium ions is de-
scribed.

II. THE EQUATIONS OF SIT

In this section we review briefly the equations of a
two-level system excited by an E field [19]. In the slow-
envelope approximation, the wave equation for the
electric-field envelope E (z,¢) of a plane wave propagating
in the z direction is
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OE +i O0E_. o P @.1) where B has an arbitrary value, which is the imaginary
dz v, O 20, € ’ : part of the pole position of the inverse scattering theory

where v, is the group velocity of light, € is the dielectric
constant, o is the carrier frequency, and P is the polariza-
tion of the medium. The polarization P in a two-level
system with amplitudes of wave functions of the upper
and lower levels, v, and v,, respectively, is given by

P=(Nppp21? =Nppp{vv3) , 2.2)

where N, is the particle density, p;, =p3; is the matrix
element of the two-level system, p,, is the density of ma-
trix, and the brackets indicate an average of all inhomo-
geneously broadened two-level systems. Thus, the equa-
tions for the electromagnetic field interacting with the
two-level system are

PuE
i

9 ,n3d
dz ¢ ot

(2.3)

n
:?Q2(U1v; ) ’

where n is the effective index for the linear propagation of
the field,

2 oNplppl®

: 2.4)
zhEOn

€, is the dielectric constant of free space and w is the opti-
cal carrier frequency. The wave functions v; and v, obey
the differential equations

avl

——7_—+i§v1=%é°v2 , (2.5)

9
dv, | ek
?—tgvz—i(g vy, (2.6)
where 7 is normalized to Q and & is the normalized field
2pnE

E= , 2.7
ifiQ) 2.7)
0=

E=— ‘WZI , (2.8)

and 7iw,, is the energy separation of the two center-levels
in a homogeneously broadened medium. Coupled equa-
tions (2.5) and (2.6) are already the Zakharov-Shabat
equations [20]. If one introduces new coordinates

(2.9)

(2.5) and (2.6) remain unchanged and (2.3) changes to

96

6_§ :2( vlv:’,f ) .
Equations (2.5), (2.6), and (2.10) are normalized equations
for the SIT soliton. They have a simple solution which
can be shown by assuming the form

6&=4Bsech2B(r—y¢§) ,

(2.10)

(2.11)

and y is an adjustable parameter related to the time delay
due to the SIT effect.

This field partially, or totally, inverts the two-level sys-
tems, but returns the population to the ground state,
lv,|=1 for 7— o and 7— — . The excited level v, is
zero for both these limits. By substituting (2.11) into Egs.
(2.5) and (2.6), it is shown that the solutions of the equa-
tions, v, and v,, are

v, =sinh[2B(7—y§{)+id]

X sech2B(r—y&)eis 718 (2.12)
and
v, = —cosg sech2B(r—y&)e 877 | (2.13)
with
tang=—&/f3 . (2.14)

The derivation of v, and v, are given in the Appendix.
The solutions v; and v, obey the condition of return to
the ground state after passage of the pulse. In addition,
we have a condition of

o 12+ v, 12=1. 2.15)

The low level population goes through a phase shift as
the pulse “passes through.”
Let us consider the average

(vw3)=[dEg(&vs

over the distribution of inhomogeneously broadened par-
ticles with a symmetric distribution g(&), which satisfies
f d&g(&)=1. First, it should be noted that groups of
particles placed symmetrically around £=0 give only the
real contribution. From Egs. (2.12) and (2.13), one has

__sinh2B(r—y{)cos’p

(2.16)

viv; = > (2.17)
cosh“2B(t—y{)
Thus, we obtain
2(v,v3 ) =—2 [ dE g(£)cos’p tanh2B(T—y &)
Xsech2B(r—y¢) . (2.18)

The integral on the right-hand side is equal to, or less
than, unity. From (2.10), we have

2{v,v} )=%‘§
=8B% tanh2B(7—y&)sech2B(r—yE) . (2.19)
Thus, one obtains
Sﬁzy:—Zfdé‘g(g)coszqﬁ
=—2f ng((g%dg : (2.20)

When the two-level system is not inhomogeneously
broadened, and g(§) is a 6 function, from (2.20) we find
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2
- | L
r=13 B (2.21)
The actual space-time dependence of the pulse is
&=4Bsech2BQ t—%(lﬂ) , (2.22)

where the speed of the pulse is ¢/n(1+y). The bigger
the y value the slower the pulse. One would expect the
greatest slowdown when the medium is not inhomogene-
ously broadened. Thus, from (2.21) and (2.22) as the
pulse becomes shorter, everything else being equal, the
slowdown is reduced. This is because the slowdown is
due to absorption at the front end of the pulse and gain at
the rear. The slope-change accounts for the slowdown,
and the speed change is less noticeable as the slope be-
comes steeper.

It is also noted that the area f & d 1 of the normalized
field is fixed, just as with the soliton solution of the NLS
equation. The SIT pulse has a peak field inversely pro-
portional to its temporal width 7,=1/28€Q from (2.22).
From (2.7) and (2.11) we have a peak amplitude E .,

7
peak 2|P21 |
#7Q)
2|pyl
=_f
lpalr

Epeak =6

(2.23)

III. ADDITION OF THE GVD AND SPM

SIT works properly only in a plane-wave configuration.
The peak field must be such that it returns the population
at the line center to the ground state and does likewise
for detuned two-level systems. If the product of the field
amplitude and the pulse duration does not satisfy this
condition, the pulse is not in a stationary steady state.
Thus, if we intend to perform guided SIT experiments,
the electric field across the SIT medium must be uniform.
This requires that the erbium-doped part in the core of
the fiber should be thin so that the electric field applied to
each erbium ion is constant.

The polarization currents due to the SIT and SPM ap-
pear as a sum on the right-hand side of Maxwell’s equa-
tions. The Maxwell wave equation for an electric field
with nonlinear polarizations

PaL(r,z,8) =Py (r,z,t)e ~H @ k) 3.1)
is given by
JE 3’D 3°PynL
V2E=pgo——+poy—r + , 3.2
Hoo73s THo g2 THO T2 G2

where o is the conductivity and E is the scalar electric
field given by

E(r,z,t)=E(z,t)e(r)e ~i@t k) (3.3)
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where e(r) represents the radial field distribution. In
(3.1) and (3.3), ﬁNL(r,z,t) and E(z,t) are slowly varying
envelope functions in time and space. With envelope ap-
proximations of

a’pP _
atI:L =—0’Pye

(3.2) can be rewritten as

—i(wt—kz)
’

(k') <<kk",

{(Vie(r)+[w?e(r)u—k?le(r)}E(z,t)

OO B iy d |
Y +k 31 ik a2 E(z,t)e(r)

0
.._'2 —_
i2k az+

= -—wz,uPNL(r,z,t) . (3.4)
Here k'=1/v, and k was expanded up to the second or-
der in (0 —w,). Here we are dealing with the propaga-
tion mode (single mode) in a fiber waveguide, so e(r)
must satisfy

VZ2e(r)+[o’e(riu—k?*le(r)=0 . (3.5)
Thus, we have
3 , 1 9 |
_+__.
oz v, Bt E(z,t)e(r)
.
=~%)‘I%fs(r,z,t)+i%k”é—€%’—tle(r) (3.6)

where fiber loss given by w0 /2k was ignored and J is
now the slow envelope function, in space and time, of the
nonlinear polarization density. With the use of the nor-
malization

[letniPas=1, 3.7
(3.6) is rewitten as

oE 1 oE o T , 3’E

_+__=_ * _]_ n Y = . .

9z v, ot 2K JTeras+isk o2 6.8

Now, J, consists of two parts. One is the SIT contribu-
tion, which is represented by

Jysim=ioPgr=ioNpp;,{vv3 ) . (3.9)

The other is the nonlinear index contribution (SPM),
which is given by

Jynpy=ioPy

=iw(2nn,|E|?)e,E

=2i%n2\/e/u|E|ZE' . (3.10)
Thus, the total nonlinear polarization is
— O [Je*dS=—1lioVu/eNpp,{v,v} )-S—
2k f s 2 u DP12\V 1V ‘/Aeﬁ
ny, .-
—i2—2|E]E . (3.11)

c Ay
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Here S is the cross section of the SIT core where erbium
ions are doped, A .4 is the cross section of the mode, and
le|> is set equal to 1/A. at its peak. Thus
[ se*dS =S/V A There are three kinds of radius.
One is the fiber core radius of r,, the second is the spot
size (mode-field radius) of wg,and the third is the SIT
core radius of ;. There is a relationship between them of
ry <r, <w,, where the fiber core area 4 and S are given
by 7r2, mwd, and 7r?, respectively.
Thus one obtains

8E , 1 3E__,. ,— .S
—+——=—LtioVu/eNpp;,{v,v} ) —/——
9z v, d 2 VA
n e 2E
—i2 22 R+ 2E L Gao)
eff ot

Introducing the transformation of variables

z

t——=—=s,
Vg

z=z,

we obtain the following final equation as the SIT-NLS
equation:

oF — S
— ) == =14V N * ) 2
(—1) 5 ¢ n/e Dp12<v1v2)\/Aeﬁ-
(0] n2 =125 BZE
+——|E|*E—L1k"— . 3.13
- Aeﬂl | k" o2 (3.13)

Here k'’ should be negative for the generation of a NLS
soliton.

In order to computer run a SIT-NLS soliton, as de-
scribed in a later section, (3.13) is further normalized. In
addition, Egs. (2.5) and (2.6) for v, and v, are also rewrit-
ten in the form F=|v,|>—|v,|*=pyp—p;; and
M =v,v} =p,,. This makes it possible to understand in-
tuitively the way in which the dipole phase rotation and
the population inversion change with the existence or
otherwise of the NLS soliton.

Noting here that 7=Qs and from (2.5)-(2.7), we have

2 _ _
OF _ 1\ 2Pat | pepr Eprey (3.14)
s 2 it
M L ieom= |22 |gF (3.15)
ds i#% ’ ’

Equations (3.13)-(3.15) are a set of general nonlinear
pulse equations for SIT and NLS, in which Egs. (3.14)
and (3.15) are simply the Bloch equations for a two-level
atomic system that couples with Eq. (3.13). To normalize
the coupled soliton equation, we use the following trans-
formations:
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o A
(JeoenA) 2’
u= 41
\/PO(NLS)
(3.16)
s
X=—,
TS
=_Z_
q Z,’
where
oL
O(NLS) Z,
—o ™
c A
(nonlinear coefficient),
2
’
Zo=—
0 'k“i
(normalized distance). Thus we obtain
OF oW uM*—u*M) (3.17)
ax
%—i{+2i§QM=—~2iWuF, (3.18)
1/2
du Z, 1 A
(=) 7—=——=70wNpp, (M)
3¢ /P o(NLs) 2 2€qcn
1 3211 2
-+ N 1
2 o’ lu|?u (3.19)
where we put S = 4 4. W satisfies
2
Pynis)=W?lexen Ay - (3.20)

PTs

Since Leocn (7/p,7,)* A o is equal to Pyg1) using (2.22),
Ponrs)

W2_

= (3.21)
Posit)

It should be noted that 2u satisfies 27 pulses when
Pynes) = Posir)» that is
2

Legen ot Ag= K;o =leycn :;':27_2 Ay .
Therefore
= cloallE
wh?
or (3.22)
n,oft  nyh?

k1=

C|P21 > 2777"1’21 |2

When this condition is met, there is a secant hyperbolic
pulse solution for a SIT-NLS soliton. These results mean
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that when W is equal to unity, that is Py sy = Posit)s 2%
in (3.17) and (3.18) and the SIT part of (3.19) completely
describe SIT and u also satisfies the NLS soliton part
(3.19). Itis easily confirmed that (3.22) is the same as

1
KPO(NLS)_Z )
0

since
Kl _o | _m |,
- |1 O(SIT)
72 c | teecn A g
=kPysiT) -

In the next section, the pulse delay and phase change for
the SIT-NLS soliton are described.

IV. STEADY-STATE SOLUTION
FOR THE SIT-NLS SYSTEM

As for the SIT soliton, the phase rotation ¢(q) in the z
direction can be taken as an arbitrary value. That is, it is
possible to replace M with Me'#?. This transformation
is useful for understanding how the phase change in the
SIT soliton is affected by the NLS soliton

oF

B-—I(uM* (@) —y *Me'¥D) | 4.1)
X
A Me'??) ;
v +2iEQMe ¥ D= —2iyF | (4.2)
1/2
au Aeff ;
(=)o =—=—=30Nppy, (M )e'#?
99 v/Ponus) 2€ocn
1 8 u 2
4= 4.3
2 o’ |u[Pu 4.3)

Both the SIT and the NLS equations give rise to a hy-
perbolic secant pulse solution. Therefore, it is expected
that a system can be constructed that has these kinds of

solutions. Hence, we assume here a normalized solution
of the form
u =27 sech2n(x —8g)e’®? . (4.4)

When we introduce this solution into (4.3), we obtain

terms for the forms sech(x), sech3(x), and
tanh(x)sech(x). That is,
g—: =[276 tanh2n(x —8q)sech2n(x —8q)

+iasech2n(x —8q)]2ne’™

|ul?u =(279)3sech®2n(x —8q)e’® ,
2

%% =[1(2m)*sech2n(x —8q)

+(21)%sech®2n(x —8q)]e’*? .

Setting the coefficients of these terms to equal zero, we
obtain the following.
(a) The sech(x) term:

=1(29)? @4.5)
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Thus, the phase change is given by ag=1(271)q. This
means that the phase factor is determined only by the
NLS part.

(b) The sech®(x) term:

(29)}=(29)

(c) The tanh(x)sech(x) term in the case of homogene-
ous broadening: Since — [d£g(£)cos’p=1, 2n(x —8q)
is equal to 2B(7—y ). Thus, we have
172
eff eitla)

2€,cn

2o 1 oNpp
5 ©®NpP12
VI O(NLS)

In the above equation, the phase terms should be equal,
so that

¢(q)=—%+aq .

(29)%8ei®a =i

(4.6)

It is important to note that the phase difference at ¢ =0
between the dipole and the input field is 7 /2, which is the
inherent nature of the dipole transition. Furthermore,
the z dependence of the phase of the dipole is determined
solely by the nonlinear phase change due to the NLS soli-
ton. Also, one has

172
Z A
(2’7)28:70le1>1712 et , @.7)
V' Pynis) 2 2€4cn

which determines the pulse delay due to the SIT effect.
This means that there is no additional delay contribution
from the NLS part when a detuning from the resonance
is zero.

Thus, u =217 sech2n(x —8q)e'* satisfies

— 9% _ oy _T 4
( l)aq (2m)*8 exp |i 2+ L2n)iq | [{M)
1 d%u 2
- 4.
+2a > +lul’u 4.8)

1/8 is the normalized speed of the SIT-NLS soliton, but
it is determined only by the SIT effect. Let the speed of
the SIT-NLS soliton be V. From (2.19) and (2.21)

1 n
—=—(1+
V c( v)
E g(&)
f,w (2BQ)*+(2QE)? a8
n s T2 ® g(Aw)
=—+ d(Aw) , 4.9)
¢ 2mg(0) Y —w 1+ (AwT, )2 (B
where —2Qf{=w—w,=Aw, a,, is the absorption
coefficient
7oNp|p,;1°g(0)
QAabs — P2 8 ’ (410)

fie,cn

and 78 (0)=1/mAvewum, Where FWHM is full width at
half maximum. We assume that g(Aw) is a symmetric
function. For the case 27 AvewumTs << 1,
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1 n 2
—=—(1+Q%} 4.11
Voo ( ) ( )
and the pulse delay per unit length, A7y, is
2
1 n_n 2 A b AOEWHMTS
==——=—(Qr,) = 4.12
ATy v e ¢ Q) 4 (4.12)
If 2w AvpwymT, is much larger than unity,
LV:%_F%aabsTs (4.13)
and, therefore, the pulse delay per unit length is given by
Arp=m ==, (4.14)

Then we investigate a condition where the GVD and
SPM are both negligible. Here, the slowdown due to the
SIT, as given by (4.7), must be large compared with the
pulse spreading due to the GVD. Since SIT accepts any
pulse width as long as the pulse duration is shorter than
T,, this reduces essentially to a pulse-width criterion.
This will be described in Sec. VI.

V. POSSIBILITY OF A SIT-NLS SOLITON
IN A SILICA-BASED ERBIUM-DOPED FIBER

Using typical values for n, and |p,| in silica-based
erbium-doped optical fibers, we can investigate whether
the SIT-NLS soliton can actually exist in those fibers.
The absorption cross section o at the line center is given
by

2
o= % s (5.1)
megfincAvy

where Avy is the half width at half maximum (HWHM)
of the absorption, w=27v is the resonance frequency,
and & is the Plank constant. Assuming a typical
linewidth AAy; of 3 nm (Avg=AAgzc/A?) and
o =5X10"% m? [21], one obtains

P21 =1.4X10732 Cm
=4.7X1073 D,

where A=1.55 um, €,=8.85X107!2 F/m, and
h=6.63X10"3* Js. In silica fibers, n,=1.2X10"2
m?/V2, Putting these values into (3.22), |k §ir.nrs| Which
is required for maintaining a hyperbolic secant solution,
is

|k’S,IT»NLS = 2. 7 X 107 pSz/km .

The negative GVD value at 1.55 ym of a 1.3-um zero-
dispersion single-mode fiber is about —20 ps/km/nm, re-
sulting in

|k ica| =25 ps?/km .

Therefore |kgir.nis! is six orders of magnitude larger
than that of a typical silica fiber. Since the zero disper-
sion of silica-based fibers cannot be shifted to a wave-
length region shorter than around 1.27 pum (the material
dispersion dominates), it is very difficult to increase
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|k ical very much. Hence it can be concluded that it is
not possible for NLS and SIT solitons to coexist in silica-
based erbium-doped fiber.

We estimate here how much peak power is required in
order to observe a pure SIT soliton. The peak intensity

of a 2 pulse, I c,i(siT)> is given by

#
)P21|7'F

2

Ipeak(SIT) = %Cn 60( 1. 76)2 W/m2 N (5.2)

where 75(=1.767;) is the FWHM of a hyperbolic secant
SIT pulse. At a room temperature, the homogeneous life-
time T, is approximately shorter than a picosecond, so
that subpicosecond pulses must be used for the SIT ex-
periment. For example, adopting a value of 7, =0.1 ps.

I pearsim) =3.4X 10" W/m? .

Assuming a core diameter of 10 um for a typical single-
mode fiber, the peak power in the fiber Pg;y is as large as

Py =2.7GW .
For reference, let us calculate N =1 NLS soliton power,
Py —1(nvLs) 8iven by

A |D|
(mPcn,) 1%

where |D| is the GVD (=2wc|k”|/A?). For 7,=0.1 ps,
Ag=m (5X107%%? m?, A=1.55 um, and |D|=20
ps/km/nm,

Py —1n1s)=0.776 Ay, (5.3)

Py _ynLs)=4.8X10° W .

This result implies that the SIT soliton requires approxi-
mately a value six orders of magnitude larger than the
NLS soliton, which is consistent with the difference be-
tween |k §ip.nis | and |k . | as described earlier.

In fact we can derive (4.6) quite easily by using (5.2)
and (5.3). For a sech SIT-NLS soliton, the peak power of
the SIT soliton should be equal to that of the NLS soliton
for a given input pulse width. Noting that
0.776=(1.76)*/4 and n, in (5.3) has a dimension of
m?/W, so that n, should be rewritten as n,(2/ceyn)
when one uses a m?/V? unit, we have

Pgr=Py—ynLs) >

2 ”
Ai | = 2mhlkr] (5.4)
P2 4m°n,
Thus
nyh?
k| =—2— . (5.5)
277'}\.|p21|

In order to observe the SIT solitons in fibers, 7, should
be long enough to decrease the coupled peak power, but
it should also be shorter than 7,. This means that the
erbium-doped fiber should be cooled down to 4.2 K to
prolong the T, value. For example, T, of Nd*" ions at
4.2 K in an optical fiber is of the order of ~10 ns [13].
For 7, =500 ps, Pgt is calculated to be
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Pgr=107 W .

This power level can be realized by using conventional
lasers or optical amplification techniques. A pure SIT
soliton will be observable in longer input pulses with a
low-temperature erbium fiber.

Similarly, Py —, for 7, =500 ps is

Py_ynLs)=1.9X107* W .

When we couple the peak power of a 107-W pulse for the
SIT measurement, it corresponds to the excitation of a
very-high-order NLS soliton. Since the peak power of
the N soliton is given by

— A72
PN—N PN=1(NLS) ’

N is as large as 751. In order to remove the NLS soliton
effect and to observe pure SIT, the GVD should be as
small as possible, resulting in a large extension of the soli-
ton period in comparison to the absorption wavelength.
Hence, a zero-dispersion fiber at the resonance length is
recommended. This will be discussed in detail in the next
section.

VI. ABSORPTION LENGTH, SOLITON PERIOD,
AND PULSE DELAY

The absorption length L, is defined by the length
over which the transmitted intensity falls to 1/e of its
original intensity

Loye=1/cy, . (6.1)

In erbium-doped fibers, the absorption at 1.535 um is
about 20 dB for a doping concentration of 1000 ppm (0.1
Wt %). Hence, L, ,=(10 log,ee)/20=0.21 m. For a 1-
ppm concentration, the absorption is about 2.4X 1073
dB/km, L, is 1.8 km.

On the other hand, the soliton period Z, for the NLS
soliton is given by

7
||

7TZC

Z,=0.322 | 25

(6.2)

For 7=0.1 ps, |D| =20 ps/km/nm, Z, becomes 0.2 m,
and for 7 =500 ps, it becomes as large as 5 X 10° km.

From (4.7), & for a n= standard soliton with homo-
geneous broadening can be rewritten as

b=t LNy, [t -
V/ Ponis) 2 PR | 2een
=0, 2z
TFC 0
z
= LSP (Avpr,) (6.3)

Avgr, is of the order of unity, and therefore, § indicates
the ratio of the soliton period Z, to the absorption
length L. For example, when Z, >> L, the SIT effect
appears in the early stages of the pulse propagation and is
dominant in the SIT-NLS soliton system. By using (4.12)
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and |D|=(2mc /A*)|k"|, Zg, >> L 4, can be rewritten as

%szf. >>|D|AL .

Here from (4.12), (n/c)Q?7? is the pulse delay per unit
length (A7p ) due to the SIT effect and |D|AA is the pulse
broadening due to the GVD. This indicates that the SIT
contribution is much larger than the NLS one. For
Zy,=L,,, the SIT and NLS have a strong mutual in-
teraction. For Z, <<L,,, the NLS effects dominate in
the system. For a =1 standard soliton (8=1), Q7 =1,
so that we may write

__ %o
(n/c)ry

This indicates that when the normalized distance Z,, is
equal to the propagation distance [(n /c)7] given by the
pulse width, 8 becomes unity.

We have learned that the observation of a SIT soliton
for a 0.1-ps pulse is very difficult since the peak power in
an erbium-doped fiber is in the gigawatt region. Expan-
sion of the pulse width to a few hundred picoseconds to
nanoseconds might be useful for a SIT measurement at
low temperatures, which would mean that Zg, became
quite long. Therefore, in most cases,

Ly,<<Zg .

abs

This means that the SIT phenomenon will be observable
in the early stage of the erbium fiber before the oc-
currence of nonlinear wave-form changes due to the NLS
soliton.

Let us estimate the pulse delay 7, for a fiber length of
L (m) and an input pulse with of 7. Two-level resonance
is inhomogeneously broadened in rare-earth ions in a
glass medium. For a Nd**-doped silica-based fiber, the
homogeneous lifetime 7', at 4.2 K is ~ 10 ns [12] so that
a 7 of 500 ps is sufficiently short to allow the SIT to be
measured. However, we have to take into account the in-
homogeneous broadening AAgwin, Which is ~3 nm at
42 K at 1.535 pum. Therefore, the homogeneous
linewidth is much narrower than the inhomogeneous one,
so that from (4.14)

Tp = %aabsL Ts
=0.284a,, LTy .

The fiber length L must be much longer than the pulse
length given by c7x/n in order to observe pure 7. For
Qups=4.6 m~!, which approximately corresponds to a
1000-ppm  doping  concentration, 7,=500 ps,
AApwpym=3 nm, an inhomogeneous lifetime T3
=4.4X10"8B 5, T, at 42 K=~10 ns, and L =2 m,
7p=1.3 ns. This can be easily observed with a fast pho-
todetector.

VII. COMPUTER SIMULATION OF SIT-NLS
SOLITONS

In this section we use computer runs to show how the
SIT-NLS soliton wave-form changes when it propagates
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down a fiber. Although it is usually very useful to adopt
the beam propagation method (BPM) [22], it cannot be
used in the present soliton because there is no explicit u
dependence on (M) in (4.3). Thus, the Runge-Kutta
method was used to calculate the time dependences of p;,
and p,,—p;; [(3.17) and (3.18)]. These SIT equations cou-
ple with the main equation given in (4.3) through the z
dependence. Here for simplicity the coefficient of (M ) is
replaced with §,
., du 1 d%u
( l)aq 8(M)+ 2 o’
To computer-run the above partial differential equation,
the three-point differential method was used [23]. In ad-
dition, (M) is replaced with M by assuming a homo-
geneous broadening, and the frequency detuning from the
resonance is set to be zero, i.e., £=0.

The initial conditions are p,,(t =0)=0, p;,(t =0)=1,
pi2(t =0)=0, and u =N sech(x). The midpoint method
was adopted, rather than the conventional Euler method,
to increase accuracy in the propagation direction [23].
The accuracy was checked by calculating the degree of
energy conservation of the soliton (integration of the 27
pulse intensity) after a long propagation. In addition, the
stepsize Az for SIT-NLS solitons was decreased to 1/100
that of Az for the SIT to maintain the stability of the
present method.

Before we investigate the detailed characteristics of the
SIT-NLS solitons, we show the importance of (3.22) to
the realization of the stable mixed soliton state. As given
in (3.20) and (3.21), if W is not equal to unity, in other
words if 27 SIT does not correspond to the N =1 NLS
soliton, a stable SIT-NLS soliton cannot exist. That is,
an arbitrary u is acceptable for (3.19) since there is no ex-
plicit expression of u for M. However, from the
viewpoint of the SIT soliton propagation, W =1 is the
only acceptable condition for (3.17) and (3.18) to main-
tain 27 pulses.

When W is equal to 2, i.e., m/N =1, the pulse eventu-
ally disperses and a stable pulse cannot propagate. This
is shown in Fig. 1(a), where the delay & is equal to unity.

+lul?u . (7.1)

2n/N=2 Nonlinear Pulse
—_— N ~— 37

7/N=1 Nonlinear Pulse
P ——TN T — T
e~ ——
— —— T —
—_—— T—————— 270

N

P ’/;__

/¥___O ./;—_ 0
(@ d=1 (b) 8=1

FIG. 1. Unstable propagation of 7/N =1 and 27/N =2 non-
linear pulses. The stable SIT-NLS soliton pulse cannot propa-
gate since W is not unity.
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Figure 1(b) shows 27 /N =2 pulses, which are also found
to be unstable.

The propagation of stable SIT-NLS solitons is shown
in Figs. 2—7. Waveforms (a) and (b) in each figure corre-
spond to the SIT soliton and the SIT-NLS soliton, respec-
tively. With this, we can compare the differences be-
tween the SIT-NLS soliton and the SIT or NLS solitons.
Figure 2(a) is a wave-form change for a 27 SIT soliton
with 8=1. With the addition of the NLS part as seen in
Fig. 2(b), a stable 2w /N =1 SIT-NLS soliton propagates.
The delay for a 27m/N =1 SIT-NLS soliton is exactly the
same as that for a 27 SIT soliton. This agrees with the
theory described in Sec. IV. When there is a detuning
from the resonance, the NLS term produces an additional
delay due to the group velocity of dispersion of the fiber.
When § is changed to 3 as shown in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b),
the delay due to the resonance is three times as large as
that for =1, as we expected. Nevertheless it is impor-
tant to note that the delay for a 27 SIT soliton with §=3
is the same as that for a 2w/N =1 SIT-NLS soliton with
6=3.

Wave-form changes for a 47 SIT soliton and a
47 /N =2 SIT-NLS soliton are shown in Figs. 4 and 5,
where & is 1 and 3, respectively. As seen in these figures,
the 47 /N =2 soliton eventually splits into two 27 soli-
tons, even in the presence of the NLS component. The
SIT-NLS soliton cannot preserve the NLS soliton proper-
ty. If we look closely at transient wave-form changes
during the first Z;, a wave-form change caused by the ad-
dition of the NLS component can be found. However,
this does not influence the pulse delay due to the SIT
effect. For Fig. 5, the splitting of the soliton into 27
pulses occurs faster than that in Fig. 4, since 6 is 3. Un-
der this condition, the absorption length for the SIT is
shorter than the soliton period for the NLS.

Wave-form changes for the 67 SIT and 67 /N =3 SIT-
NLS solitons are shown in Figs. 6 and 7, where (a) is SIT
solitons and (b) is 67 /N =3 solitons. It is important to
note that the delay for the 677/N =3 SIT-NLS soliton is
exactly the same as that for the 67 SIT soliton, although
the wave-form change, mainly caused by the nonlinear
wave-form change due to the NLS component, between

!

270 2720

2
SIT - NLS (Igl

hna

SIT (5%%,)

FIG. 2. Stable 27/N =1 SIT-NLS soliton propagation for

8=1. (a) SIT, (b) SIT-NLS. The pulse delay is attributed to the

resonance and the delay in (a) is the same as that in (b).
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2
SIT - NLS (gl

a

SIT (4725) )~
N 2Zp ~ 270
N -

FIG. 3. Stable 27/N =1 SIT-NLS soliton propagation for
8=3. (a) SIT (27), (b) SIT-NLS. The pulse delay is three times
larger than that in Fig. 2.

z =0 and z =2Z, is quite different from that for the SIT
only. It is also clearly seen that the pulse-splitting speed
of the 8=3 SIT-NLS soliton is faster than that of the
8=1 SIT-NLS soliton. For example, compare the wave-
form changes at z =2Z in Figs. 6 and 7.

Changes in the population difference p,,—p;, for 2,
41, and 67 SIT solitons and for 27w /N =1, 47 /N =2, and
67 /N =3 SIT-NLS solitons are shown in Fig. 8, where 6
is equal to unity. (al), (a2), and (a3) correspond to 2,
47, and 67 SIT solitons and (bl), (b2), and (b3) corre-
spond to 27 /N =1, 47r/N =2, and 67 /N =3 SIT-NLS
solitons, respectively. For the 27 SIT and 27w /N =1
SIT-NLS solitons, the population is changed from —1 to
1 by the 7 pulse and it is returned to —1 by the remain-
ing m-pulse component. For 47 the SIT and 47w /N =2
SIT-NLS solitons, the population changes twice between
—1 and 1. Similarly, for the 67 SIT and 67 /N =3 soli-
tons, three 27 pulse changes in p,, —p;; are excited at the
input end. Note here that an asymmetric population
change is seen at z =2.5Z in Fig. 8(b3), although there
is no great difference between Figs. 6(a) and 6(b) at
z =2.5Z,. This population change is caused by the non-
linear phase change caused by the NLS component.

We investigate here |p,,|> and the phase of p,; in Figs.

SIT-NLS (n?:f

$5)
N~
Y\ —
_J/\L %
_J\/\/C
72—

(a) ()

FIG. 4. 4w /N =2 SIT-NLS soliton for §=1. (a) SIT (47), (b)
SIT-NLS. The SIT-NLS pulse splits into 2w/N =1 SIT-NLS
solitons. The delay for SIT is the same as that for SIT-NLS,
even when 2r/N =2.

FIG. 5. 47 /N =2 SIT-NLS soliton for 8=3. (a) SIT (4), (b)
SIT-NLS. The delay is three times larger than that of Fig. 4.

9-11, corresponding to the 27 SIT and 27/N =1 SIT-
NLS solitons, the 47 SIT and 47w /N =2 SIT-NLS soli-
tons, and the 67 SIT and 67 /N =3 SIT-NLS solitons, re-
spectively. There is a /2 phase change from a peak of
the field amplitude in the phase of p,; for 27 SIT shown
in Fig. 9(b), which agrees with our result shown in (4.6).
This is the inherent phase difference between the electric
field and the phase of the dipole moment. However, it
should be noted that there is no phase change due to
pulse propagation as shown by the dashed line of Fig.
9(b). Although |p,,|? for a 27 /N =1 SIT-NLS soliton is
the same as that of 27 SIT, the phase of p,, is different
from 27 SIT. The phase rotation is entirely determined
by the nonlinear phase change due to the NLS soliton
component. That is,

z
¢(z)=%(2n)zz—0

=1.25 rad

for =4 and z=2.5Z,, which agrees well with the
present computer result as shown in Fig. 9(d).
In Figs. 10 and 11, |p,;|? changes very rapidly between

0 and 1, and the phase of p,; also changes between 7 /2

6

SIT (567) SIT -NLS (yl‘a)

FIG. 6. 67r/N =3 SIT-NLS soliton for §=1. (a) SIT (67), (b)
SIT-NLS. The wave-form change due to the NLS part is seen
clearly in (b), but the delay is the same as that in (a).
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M W
I\

= ——

W\ Zo

FIG. 7. 6w /N =3 SIT-NLS soliton for §=3. (a) SIT (6), (b)
SIT-NLS. The pulse splitting is faster than that in Fig. 6.

and —w/2. In both figures, pulse splitting into 27 pulses
is clearly seen. The phase shifts of the split 27 solitons
for 4m/N =2 and 6w /N =3 SIT-NLS solitons are also
1.25 rad at z =2.5Z, [see Figs. 10(d) and 11(d)], which
are the same as that of the 27/N =1 SIT-NLS funda-
mental soliton. The 67 /N =3 soliton eventually splits
into three 27 solitons. Neither can preserve the N =3
NLS soliton property.

Figure 12 shows the wave-form change of a 47 /N =2
SIT-NLS soliton for §=0.2, in which the soliton period
is shorter than the absorption length. In one normalized
distance from z =0 to z =Z, it is clearly seen that an

SIT (P2-P11) SIT-NLS  (Py-P17)

n l
+1 z-0 \z=2520 *

i

Z=0 f\ 2=25Z,

(b3) 6m/N=3

FIG. 8. Changes in the population difference p,,—p,;, for
different input amplitudes. §=1. Solid lines are at z =0 and
dashed lines are at z =2.5Z,. (al), (a2), and (a3) correspond to
2w, 47, and 67 SIT solitons and (b1), (b2), and (b3) correspond
to 2m/N =1, 4w/N =2, and 67 /N =3 SIT-NLS solitons, re-
spectively. p,,—p;; changes from —1 to 1 and returns to —1
from 1 every 27r.
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FIG. 9. Comparison of dipole changes for SIT solitons and
2w /N =1 SIT-NLS solitons. |p,;|? and the phase of p,, for 27
SIT are shown in (a) and (b), respectively. Those for the
27 /N =1 SIT-NLS soliton are shown in (c) and (d). There is a
nonlinear phase change which arises from the appearance of the
NLS part in the SIT-NLS soliton.

N =2 NLS soliton is excited, and the hump on the left-
hand side of the pulse peak is growing, resulting in pulse
splitting due to the SIT component. In this case,
Z, << L, so that the early stage of the pulse propaga-
tion is dominated by the wave-form changes due to the
N =2 NLS soliton property, and eventually the pulse

\'szlz‘ S,IT (54:1) Phase of p,; SIT (54:"1)

1} x -
2 2=2.5Z¢
0 Z=257, or
T 1 _=|
I z=0 2| z=0
0 n
(a) b)
SIT-NLS SIT-NLS
‘1 -
I TP Sy e ] z=2.5Z
0 n| 4l :
Z=2.5Z9 2 ; i )
F {1 o} T
L _xl 1.25 rad
0 n e " N N N
(o) @

FIG. 10. Comparison of dipole changes for SIT solitons and
4w /N =2 SIT-NLS solitons. |p,;|?> and the phase of p,, for 47
SIT are shown in (a) and (b), respectively. Those for 47 /N =2
SIT-NLS solitons are shown in (c) and (d), respectively.
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FIG. 11. Comparison of dipole changes for SIT solitons and
6w /N =3 SIT-NLS solitons. |p,;|> and the phase of p,, for 67
SIT are shown in (a) and (b), respectively. Those for 6w/N =3
SIT-NLS solitons are shown in (c) and (d), respectively.

splits into two 27 solitons. To investigate the delay
difference between SIT and SIT-NLS solitons, both soli-
tons are propagated over 12.5Z, as shown in Fig. 13.
As a result, it is found that the delay is the same as that

4n
SIT - NLS (N=2j
8§ =0.2

"

__J\
==
%
%\\K

FIG. 12. Interaction between the SIT part and the NLS part
in a 47/N =2 SIT-NLS soliton with §=0.2. A small &
lengthens the interaction. Here, a wave-form change due to the
N =2 NLS soliton is clearly seen, accompanying a pulse split-
ting on the right wing of the main pulse.
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4
SIT-NLS ( N=2
12.5Zo

k—— g@
M J&:/\
—N\——— . 2~ .

FIG. 13. Comparison between the pulse delays of a 47 SIT
soliton and a 47 /N =2 SIT-NLS soliton where §=0.2. It is
noted that the delay for the SIT-NLS soliton is identical to that
of the SIT soliton.

of a 27 SIT soliton for §=0.2. This is surprising since
the NLS term has no effect on the delay in the case of
zero detuning, even when the SIT-NLS soliton experi-
ences a strong interaction between the SIT and the NLS
components over long distances. That is, there is no ad-
ditional change in the delay in the SIT-NLS soliton, if
W =1 and high-order perturbation are not applied to the
NLS component.

VIII. NLS SOLITON PROPAGATION COHERENTLY
INTERACTING WITH A RESONANT TWO-LEVEL
SYSTEM

Thus far we have described the SIT-NLS soliton prop-
agation where W in Eq. (3.20) is equal to unity. Howev-
er, W for a practical erbium fiber with a GVD of —5
ps/km/nm and [p,|=1.4X1073? Cm is much smaller
than unity. That is,

1/2
CIk””P12|2
on,#

=4.8X107*%. (8.1)

Although the contribution of the two-level coherent in-
teraction to the NLS propagation is small, the interesting
feature of coherent pulsation appears. Therefore, this
section describes the coherent interaction between NLS
solitons and erbium ions.

Introducing time constant T, for the dipole relaxation
between *I,;,, and *I5,, of erbium ions, time constant
T, of the population inversion, and the soliton self-
frequency shift (SSFS) [24,25], Egs. (3.17)-(3.19) can be
rewritten as

oF | Ts

—+—F=L QWX uM*—u*M) , 2

o T, LW u u*M) (8.2)
r

a—M+——S—M—|—2i§QM=-—2iWuF , (8.3)

ax T,
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1/2
du 0 Ao
(—i)—= 1oNpp (M)

g \/PO(NLS) ’ P 2epcn

1 62u Tn d
+——+ulPu+—"u—\ul?*. 8.4
2 9x? lul*u TS ¥ ax lul 8.4)

For a zero-detuning condition of £=0, 7, <<T;, and
7, >>T,, which means that the input pulse cannot in-
teract coherently with erbium ions, that is a noncoherent
condition, one obtains

T2
M= —2iWuF— ,

(8.5)
TS
* 2 T, 2
F=exp | [“—4W?>—|u|%dx (8.6)
0 TS
Since T, /7, <<1, M (g,7) can be expressed as
T,
M(q,7)=—2iW—ul(q,T) . (8.7)
s
From Egs. (8.4) and (8.7), the following is obtained:
172
Zo 1. N Aer =inD|P12|2T2 i
V' Pynis) 2 pPr 2encn excnti 0
=iaabSZOu
=iT, U , (8.8)
where a,, is given by Eq. (4.10) and I',,, is the normal-

ized resonant absorption coefficient. Therefore, for the
noncoherent condition which can be characterized by the
fact that the gain bandwidth is much broader than the
spectral width of the input pulse, the following equation
can be applied:

1 d%u d

L Ou . 7
(—z)a—qZII‘absu toae lu|u +—:ua|u 2. 8.9
When T, is small, adiabatic soliton broadening occurs.

When the absorption coefficient is, for example, 20 dB/m
for a 1000-ppm fiber, a strong attenuation occurs through
the fiber, and only the SIT soliton is transmitted. When
I' s is positive because of population inversion, adiabatic
soliton narrowing or the excitation of high-order solitons
occurs.

The number of erbium ions per cm? is given as follows.
The density of SiO, is 2.22 g/cm’ and the atomic number
of erbium ions is 167.26 g/mol. When the weight of erbi-
um ions in 1 cm? SiO, is 1 ppm (1X107* wt %), it be-
comes 2.22X107% g/cm?®. Thus the number of erbium
jons is given by (2.22X107/167.26)(6.02X10%)
=8X 10" /cm>. For example, the number of erbium ions
in a 1000-ppm erbium fiber is 8 X 10'8/cm>. This value
can be confirmed in a different way using the absorption
cross section given in Eq. (5.1). The o of erbium ions is
0.5X1072° cm?. For a 1000-ppm fiber, the absorption is
approximately 20 dB/m. Since Ngo=ag,, Ny is
9.2X10'®/cm?® which agrees well with the above-
mentioned result.

Here we analyze a population-inverted case, in which
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the initial condition is given by p,,(0)—p;,(0)=1. In this
case, both coherent and noncoherent pulse propagation
exhibit interesting features. Figure 14(a) shows a
coherent NLS soliton propagation for 7,=250 fs,
T,=250 fs, GVD=-5 ps/km/nm, and
N=5X10'®/cm? which corresponds to an erbium-ion
doping concentration of 620 ppm. The absorption
coefficient is 2.9 m™~'. The initial amplitude of the input
sech(x) pulse is unity, and the SSFS was not taken into
account. As shown in Fig. 14(a), multiple pulses are gen-
erated. Although the area of the pulse is not of the order

B —
[
-

I —
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I ¥
I |\
1 O
=
L 2
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e
0
—_—
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1.2 1.55 1.9
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FIG. 14. A NLS soliton which coherently interacts with erbi-
um ions. 7,=250 fs, T, =250 fs, GVD=—35 ps/km/nm, and
No=5X%10"/cm?, which corresponds to an erbium-ion doping
concentration of 620 ppm. (a) Wave form, (b) spectrum. The
input pulse is an N =1 soliton and the SSFS is not taken into ac-
count. A coherent pulsation occurs due to the interaction with
erbium ions.
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of m, a coherent pulsation similar to a 7 pulse in a
coherent amplifier occurs. This is a new phenomenon
caused by the coherent interaction. The spectrum of the
waveform in Fig. 14(a) is shown in Fig. 14(b), in which
the sideband corresponding to a repetition rate of the
multiple pulses is clearly seen. If the process is non-
coherent, ordinary soliton growth from N =1to N =2 or
3 NLS soliton is observed. When the SSFS
(r,=5.9X 10~ 13 g) is taken into account, the waveforms
in Fig. 14(a) change as shown in Fig. 15(a), in which a
sharp soliton pulse is delayed by the SSFS. Figure 15(b)
shows its spectral change. As shown in Fig. 15(b), the
SSFS changes the carrier wavelength of the soliton to
longer wavelengths, resulting in a soliton delay. Accord-

(a)

DISTANCE Zsp

1 ps

i

DISTANCE Z,

AL

LU

-
N

1.55 2.5
WAVELENGTH (um)

FIG. 15. A NLS soliton with the SSFS which is coherently
interacting with erbium ions. 7,=5.9X 107" s and other pa-
rameters are the same as those in Fig. 14. (a) Wave form, (b)
spectrum. A sharp soliton pulse is generated, which is delayed
behind the ripple.
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ing to Figs. 15(a) and 15(b), it can be said that the genera-
tion of multiple pulses (coherent pulsation) is suppressed
by the wavelength shift. This is reasonable since the
wavelength shift causes a detuning from the resonance.
Changes in the waveform for T, =100 fs, 7, =250 fs,
and no SSFS are shown in Fig. 16(a). The spectrum of
the waveform is shown in Fig. 16(b). This condition cor-
responds to noncoherent amplification of the NLS soli-
ton. A clear NLS soliton evolution from an N =1 to
N =2 soliton can be seen. Since T, <7, the soliton is
gradually amplified, and adiabatic soliton amplification
occurs for low gain. However, when the amplified pulse
has a narrower width with a higher peak intensity com-
pared to the input pulse because of the soliton narrowing
and the excitation of high-order solitons, 7, becomes

(a) %
JJ\E
A
A

g
N
18
z
iy
<2}
o
0
——{
1 ps
(b)
2
JN o
- N
A ;8
=
N <
'—
A (%)
(]
A
A
N 0
1.2 1.55 1.9

WAVELENGTH (um)

FIG. 16. A NLS soliton noncoherently interacting with erbi-
um ions. (a) Wave form, (b) spectrum. A clear evolution from
an N =1 to N =2 soliton is observed. T,=100 fs, 7,=250 fs,
and there is no SSFS. Wave-form distortion at Z =2Z, is due
to the pulse narrowing that reduces the pulse width to less than
T,, resulting in a coherent interaction.
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shorter than T',. This results in bigger changes in both M
and F as shown in Egs. (8.5) and (8.6). Hence a coherent
interaction is initiated eventually. The evidence for this
is seen in the asymmetric wave-form distortion on the
right-hand side of the NLS wave form at Z =2Z_,. The
amplification of the NLS soliton shown in Fig. 15(a) is
rather more complicated than that in Fig. 16, indicating
that the NLS is coherently interacting with the erbium
ions in Fig. 15(a). It should be noted that a coherent in-
teraction, which generates multiple short pulses, occurs
although the amplitude of the input soliton pulse is much
lower than that of 7—2 pulses.

IX. CONCLUSION

The coexistence of the SIT-NLS soliton has been exam-
ined. A condition for the mixed soliton state is

nyh?

2ﬂk|p21|2 ’

"
|k SIT-NLS

A simple derivation of the equality has been also present-
ed by equating Pgp =Py —nLs) fOr a given input soliton
pulse width. It is concluded mathematically that the
SIT-NLS soliton exists, but it seems to be difficult to real-
ize it in actual silica-based erbium-doped fibers, since the
peak intensity of a 27 pulse is much larger than that of a
conventional N =1 NLS soliton pulse. In other words,
n, should be much smaller or |D| should be much larger.
It is important to note that the phase change in the SIT-
NLS soliton is governed by the NLS component and the
pulse delay due to the resonance is determined only by
the SIT component when the detuning is zero.

The conditions for observing a pure SIT soliton in a
silica-based optical fiber were also presented, in which it
has been shown that the utilization of input pulse widths
of a few hundred picoseconds to nanoseconds will be
practical, by cooling the fiber to less than 10 K. In such
cases the pulse delay due to the SIT is of the order of ns.
Finally, the SIT-NLS solitons were computer-run and it
is confirmed that a stable 27 SIT-N =1 NLS soliton ex-
ists. However, high-order SIT-NLS solitons always split
into multiple 27/N =1 SIT-NLS soliton pulses. It
should be noted that the NLS property can be preserved
when Z ) <<L .

NLS solitons which coherently or noncoherently in-
teract with erbium ions are described. When the NLS
soliton interacts with the erbium ions, coherent pulsation
that produces multiple pulses is obtained. It should be
noted that a coherent interaction occurs although the
amplitude of the input soliton pulse is much lower than
that of m—27 pulses.
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APPENDIX

By putting y=7—y¢ and u =1&=2Bsech2fy, (2.5)
and (2.6) are rewritten as

v, .

g—uvlz—lgvl N (Al)
9U—2+u"‘v1=i§v . (A2)
dy 2

Thus, we obtain an equation for v,

d%v, 1 du | dv, 1 du
=== |==+ |—ig——+|ul*+& |v,;=0
dy? udy | dy L dy e o,
(A3)
When we put
v, =C sech2fye %y (A4)
v, satisfies (A3). Using (A4), v, is calculated as
1 |dvy
v2 = ; W +l§v1
_ C . . i
=— sinh(2By +i¢)sech2fBye’s” , (AS5)
cos¢
where
tang=—&/8 .

Thus, one obtains
lv, 12+ 1v252=C2[sech223y +(—tanh2By +i&/B)
X (—tanh2By —i&/B)]

—c1+E/Br=—S— . (A6)
cos“¢

In a two-level system, |v,|*+|v,|?=1, so that

C ==cos¢ . (A7)
Taking C = —cos¢, we obtain

v, = —cos¢ sech2B(r—y&)e s 778 | (A8)

vy, =sinh[2B(r—y§)+id]sech2B(r—v )
Xeir—ve) (A9)

For reference in the case of an N =1 NLS soliton, v; and
v, or u(y,0)=2mnsech(2ny )e ~'?%», which pertains to the
pole { (=&+in), are given by [26]

1 ‘
= _ h(2 —(n+igly
vy e sech(27my Je , (A10)
v, =——sech(2ny Je MY (A11)

2
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