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Abstract: This paper adopts the direct algebraic method to recover and enlist a full spectrum of optical 1-soliton solutions
for the dispersive concatenation model that comes with Kerr law of nonlinear refractive index change. The temporal
evolution for the model is taken to be fractional so that the model is viable for controlling the Internet bottleneck-a
growing problem in telecommunications industry. The numerical simulations supplement the soliton solutions that are
obtained analytically.
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1. Introduction

The year was 2014. It was exactly a decade ago when a very interesting model that describes the propagation of optical
solitons was conceived. This is the concatenation model [1, 2]. It is formed by combining the nonlinear Schrédinger’s
equation (NLSE) [3-5], Lakshmanan-Porsezian-Daniel (LPD) model [6—8] and the Sasa-Satsuma equation [9, 10]. This
model was extensively studied from a wide range of angles that includes the Painleve analysis, identifying a full spectrum
of 1-soliton solutions, bifurcation analysis, locating the conservation laws, recovering the gap solitons in Bragg gratings
as well as checking out the implicit quiescent optical solitons with nonlinear chromatic dispersion (CD) and many others.
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Subsequently, later during the same year, as well as in 2015, a new form of this concatenation model came into
existence, proposed by the same group from Australia. This is being referred to as the dispersive concatenation model.
This is formulated with the conjunction of the Schrodinger-Hirota equation (SHE), LPD and the fifth-order NLSE. Two of
the components from this model, namely SHE and the fifth-order NLSE contribute to the dispersive effects of the solitons
for this model and hence the name dispersive concatenation model. Later this model too was extensively addressed from
the same wide range of perspectives, namely the conservation laws, bifurcation analysis, quiescent optical solitons for
nonlinear CD and other such aspects.

Subsequently, both of the models were addressed with power-law of self-phase modulation (SPM) where many such
features are illustrated. Lately, both of these models were considered with differential group delay and the relevant results
were also recovered [11—14]. It is now time to bridge the gap by addressing the models with fractional temporal evolution.
The concatenation model was already addressed from this point of view [6]. The current paper details the study of the
dispersive concatenation model with fractional temporal evolutions as a follow-up of the previous paper. The adopted
integration scheme is the enhanced direct algebraic method that yield a plethora of results including the full spectrum
of optical solitons. These solitons are obtained through the intermediary Jacobi’s elliptic functions that gave way to the
soliton solutions when the modulus of ellipticity approached a specific limiting value. The details of the mathematical
analysis are exhibited in the rest of the paper and the analytical results are also supplemented with captivating numerical
simulations.

1.1 Governing model

The following formulation presents the dimensionless concatenation model that captures soliton propagation through
optical fibers with fractional temporal evolution [11-14]:

.0 )
zyj +agu+blgl g —ic (&qm + 6, Iqlqu)
+e (&qu +841q” gex + 85 gl g+ 8 lax|* g + S1424" + 58613;612) (1)

—ic3 (59qux +810141* Gue + 611 |g]* @ + 81290 + 813G" Gu G + 8149 Gx + Slsqﬁqié) =0.

Here, in Eq. (1), the wave amplitude is designated to be g(x, ) and is a complex-valued function where i = y/—1 while
the variables x and ¢ represent the spatial and temporal variables respectively. The coefficient of a is the linear chromatic
dispersion while the coefficient of b is the self-phase modulation that comes from Kerr law of nonlinear refractive index
change. The first three terms together with the coefficient of ¢; represents the SHE. Next, the coefficient of ¢, gives the
LPD operator while the coefficient of c3 accounts for the fifth-order NLSE. Thus, the model carries third-order, fourth-
order and fifth-order dispersion terms. These therefore make it into a truly dispersive concatenation model. One of the
salient features of a dispersive model is the soliton radiation. This would drastically slow down the soliton velocity.
However, such effects are totally ignored and the focus on this paper would be on the core soliton region or on the discrete
regime of the wave. The parameter ¢ is the measure of the fractional temporal evolution where 0 < o < 1. The analysis of
the model will now be carried out in the subsequent sections to retrieve optical solitons with fractional temporal evolution
after a quick recapitulation of the fundamental concepts from fractional calculus.

The paper is structured as follows: Section 2 presents the mathematical preliminaries, outlining the fundamental
equations, definitions, and theoretical background relevant to the study. Section 3 delves into the mathematical analysis,
where the governing equations are examined, and essential properties such as existence conditions are discussed. In
Section 4, the integration algorithm is introduced, detailing the analytical technique used to solve the problem, along with
their implementation properties. Section 5 focuses on the application to the model, demonstrating how the developed
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method is applied to a specific system, with parameter selection and case studies. Section 6 provides the results and
discussion, presenting analytical findings, graphical representations, and a comprehensive analysis of the outcomes.
Finally, Section 7 concludes the paper, summarizing key findings, highlighting the study’s contributions, and suggesting
directions for future research.

2. Mathematical preliminaries

A summary of the conformal fractional derivative from basic fractional calculus is addressed below, including the
fundamental properties necessary for deriving the solutions to the model investigated in [6].

2.1 Introduction

Assuming /" : [0, o) = R and 0 < o < 1, the conformable fractional derivative of f of order a is characterized by

[6]:

La(F) () = tim LEHE D=0 @

£—0 )

forallx > 0and a € (0, 1].
LetO<a<1,a, b, peRand f(x), g(x) be a-differentiable, at a point x > 0. Then
(1) La(af(x) +bg(x)) = aLof(x) + bLag(x)
(2) La(a?) = pr? @
(3) Ly(u) =0, p is constant

(1 (£62) = 8lall) = flalse)
g(x) g(x)
(5) If in addition f is differentiable then
Laf(x) = -« 210 )
3. Mathematical analysis
The approach outlined below is employed to address Eq. (1):
q(x, 1) = U ()P, )
where
Y - 5
n— (x_ Va> | 5)

For this case, v represents the speed, N signifies the wave variable, U(n) denotes the amplitude, and the phase
component @(x, ¢) is expressed as:
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o

t
P(x, 1) = —Kx+0— + . ©)

With ¢y as the phase constant, @ as the wave number, and x as the frequency, substitution of Eq. (4) into Eq. (1),
followed by decomposition into real and imaginary components, results in:

(m(2 o3k 80— crk4 s — 1 K38, +a>) U (1) — K (a+ 10c3K3 8 — 6026285 — 3¢1k8) U”(1)
+ (=353 810 — €357 812 — 363813 + 3K 814 + 3K 815 + ok (84 — 86 + 87 + &) +c1k8 — b) U (1)’
+ k2 (3K (—2812 + 2813+ 2814+ 815) — 2 (86 + &) U (MU' (N)? + (c3k811 — c285) U(M)?
+ K2 (3K (3810 + 812+ 813 — 814) — 2 (844 &) U(M)2U" (M) +k* (5¢3680 — ¢283) UW () = 0, (7)
k (2ak +5c3k* 80 —4crk? 83 — 31 K281 +v) U'(n) + c3k*815U' () + 3k U (n)*U' (n)
+ k(K (c3k(=38104 812 — 38134 814+ 815) +2¢2 (84 + 87 — &) +c18)U(N)?U' ()
3 (2K (20283 — Sc3k89) +¢181) U () + 3k (812 + 813+ 814) U (MU' (m)U" (0)
+c3k3810U(M)2UB () + 3k 86U W () = 0. (8)
The velocity is derived from the imaginary part:
v=—2aKk+4c, K383+ 3¢1 K28, 9)
and
K (2cox —4c3x013) +¢16, =0, (10)

with x = 84 + 87 — 8s. The frequency is described by Eq. (8), along with constraint relations:

09 = 019 = 811 = 015 =0, (11)
012+ 613+ 014 =0, (12)
4erkd3+c16 =0. (13)
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Then Eq. (1) reduces to
iqr + adxx + b |Q|2q - iC1 <61%cxx + 62 |Q|261x>

to (53qu + 84191 gec+ 85 |l g + 86 > g+ S1979" + 584];:512)
—ic3(61249xqxc + 613" qxqGx + 61494 G ) = 0,
and Eq. (7) reaches
(ai(2 + &3 (= (c2k83+¢181)) + o)U(n)+ (2C3K3514 + ok (84 — 85+ 87+ ) +c1 K8, — b) Um)?
— 285U (M) + k2 (4esc (813 + 814) — 2 (86 + 8)) U(MU' (0)? — k2 (a— 3k (22683 +¢18,))U" (1)
+ K2 (—=2¢3K814 — c2 (84 + &) U(M)2U" () — e2k* &0 () = 0.

Eq. (15) can be simplified as
KUY )+ LU M)U" () +&U" () + LUMU' () + GUM)’ + LU M)+ LU () =0,
where

c aK2+K3(—(62K53+6151))+(1)
1= )

62k263
f= b—x (K (2c3k014+c2 (04 — 86+ 67+ 3g)) +¢102)
2 02k253 ’
l— s ¢ :Cz(5e+57)—4031<(513+514)
3 k263, 4 6‘263 )
G = a—3c1 k6 —6K2, G = 203k614 + ¢ (54-1-58)'
283 €203

4. Integration algorithm

We may introduce a governing model with the form [6—10]:

F(W7 wxv lllla WXH WX)H ):0

(14)

(15)

(16)

an

(18)
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In this context, Y = y(x, ) characterizes a waveform, with x as the spatial coordinate and 7 as the temporal coordinate.
By using waveform

W(x7 t):U(n)v n:k(vat% (19)

we can reduce Eq. (18) to

P(U(n), —koU'(n), kU'(n), K*U" (), ...) =0. (20)

Here, v represents the wave velocity, 1 is the wave variable, and k signifies the wave width. To start the method,
proceed with the following steps:
Step 1 Eq. (20) holds the solution structure:

N .
U(n) =00+ 0;8(n), @21
i=1
with
2 4
¥'(n)” =Y av(n)!, o1 #0. (22)
=0

Here 0; (1 =0, 1, 2, 3, 4) are constants. Equ. (22) offers various solutions:
Set-1: Bright soliton emerge for 6o =06y =03 =0, 06, >0, 04 <0, 02 >0, and 64 > 0:

o
19(77):«/—;2 sech[y/021], 62 >0, 03 <0, (23)
A
Io
¥ (n) =, /6—2 csch[y/o2n], 02 >0, 04 > 0. 24)
A
. . 0,2
Set-2: Dark and singular solitons occur when 6, < 0, 64 >0, 69 = 10. and oy =03 =0:
4

- -2 _&

¥(n) = \/2764 tanh {\/777] , 02 <0, 04 >0, (25)
_ |- _ &

¥(n) = \/27cy4 coth Njn] , 62<0, 04> 0. (26)

Set-3: Jacobi elliptic doubly periodic type solutions emerge for ) = 03 = 0:
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2

B 1'02 l—’L')62
2=+~ g (Y ar]) = e @)

T262 ()] (1 - 72) 622
o) =44/ ————-5— n ; 0= ——5— 2
() (2—12)0'4dn< 2—12 T)’ 0 2 12)264’ (28)

- 20, rc72
¥(n) ==+ eI (\/ Tz+1 ‘) ~ @117 (29)

Here 7 is set to be a real number between 0 and 1.
Set-4: Weierstrass elliptic doubly periodic type solutions arise for o1 = 03 = 0:

o 3p, (77’ 82, g3)
(77) - \/a[6p(n’ g27 g3>+62]7 0-4 > 07 (30)

19(77) = \/670[365((:’7’ 222’ 233))+ 62] , 0p >0, (€2))

2
where the invariants of the Weierstrass elliptic function are derived from g, = 1—; + 0poy and g3 = 21 G (366064 622).

Set-5: Straddled solitons are identified by setting 6y = 6; =0, and o, > 0:

1
—crzsech2 {2,/02 n]
1
+2,/6,04 tanh [2\/02 n} + 03

, 04 >0, (32)

v(n) =

1
cfgcsch2 |:2\/62 n}
- 1
+2.,/06,>04 coth |:2,/62 n:| + 03

, 04> 0, (33)

2 h
oasech[\/0a1] , 07 —40,04 >0, G4

v(n) =
+4/062 — 40,04 — o3sech [,/021)]

2 h
oxcesch[y/oa1] , 07— 40,04 <0, 33)

v(n) =
+4/40,04 — 07 — o3csch [ /6a1)]
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[\S)
g

0>03sech? { n
19(77):* 2 637&07 (36)
07 — 0,04 <1 —tanh [ﬁﬂ)

\S]

(72(73CSCh2 [\/07217}
B(n) = 5. 03 #0. (37)

07 — 0,04 (1 —coth { D

Step 2 The parameter N in Eq. (21) is identified by balancing the nonlinear terms and the highest-order derivative
in Eq. (20).

Step 3 Substitute Eq. (21) into Eq. (20), along with Eq. (22). This substitution leads to a polynomial in ().
By collecting terms with the same powers and setting them to zero, we derive an over-determined system of algebraic

[\
[\
3

equations. This system can be solved to determine the parameters in Eqgs. (19) and (22), ultimately yielding the solutions
of Eq. (18).

5. Application to the model

In Eq. (16), the balance between U*) (1) and U (n)° leads to N = 1. The solution follows the format outlined in this
article’s proposed technique:

U(n) =0+ 0:9(n). (38)

The following system of algebraic equations is recovered when Eqgs. (38) and (22) are substituted into Eq. (16):

¥(1)° : ©30484 + 203048 + O] {3 4240, 67k> =0, (39)
3

19(7'])4 : @?03 Ca+ 5@?63 Co+ @0@%64@4 +4®o@%64€6 + 5@0@?@ + 300, O'3G4k2 =0, (40)

19(1])3 : @?62C4+®*?62C6+®0®%O‘3C4+3®0®%0‘3C(,+2®10'4C5 +2®%®1O‘4C(,+®?C2 41)
203 15 272 2

+10@0®1C3+7®1G3k 4+200,0,04k” =0, (42)

B( 230,02 020, 2070 o3 o Lo3 10026 43

n) 1501 00386 + 01000284 + 2071000286 + 101C4+2 103CS+2 10186+ 100707383 (43)
2 15 2 2

+3®1®0C2+7®10'263k + 150 ,0,04k” =0, (44)
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3(n)': 003028+ 02000184 + @000, § + O 0084 + ©10:85 + 50,0583+ 30,038 + 01 (45)

9
+0,03k> + 50101 03k* + 120, 6904k> = 0, (46)
1 1 1
3(n)°: 591@301 86+ OT@000 s + 50101 G5+ 038+ 038+l + 50101 ook* (47)
~|—3®16063k2 =0. (48)

The following cases are derived after solving these equations:
Case 1 Choosing 6y = 01 = 03 =0, yields

00— 0.6, — \/2c4<9cscz+10cl> V- GomrD)

o ((Ga+8)o+8) o> ’

((Ca+86) 02+ &) (38502 (84 —286) 02 +482) +281 (84— 46) 02 +682))

&= 2(9¢505 + 104,

. (49)

The solutions of Eq. (1) are achieved as a consequence:

g(x, 1) = i\/—%smh A /—CSG;—:_CI (x—v%) ei(_Kx+w%+ﬂO). (50)

(a) Surface plot (b) Contour plot (c) 2D plot
LA —

lg &, D

N

8]

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
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(d) Surface plot

(g) Surface plot
lg (x, 1)l

(j) Surface plot
Ghsil
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(e) Contour plot
lg (x, 1)

8

0 2 4 6 8 10 12

(h) Contour plot
lq Cx, D)

8

t
I~

8]

0 2 4 6 8 10 12

(k) Contour plot
lg (x, )

8"

=)

0 2 4 6 8 10 12

(n) Contour plot
lg (x, )

3"
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X
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(f) 2D plot

(i) 2D plot

(1) 2D plot
Lo —a=04
—a=0.6
0.8 —a=038
- —a=1.0
= 0.6
S04
0.2
0.0
0 2 4 6 8 10
t
(0) 2D plot

L0 —a=04
—a=0.6
0.8 —a=0.8
—a=1.0
0.6 —a=12

lg (1, 1)l

Figure 1. Exploring the features of a bright soliton, particularly its magnitude
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Eq. (50) is a bright soliton with ({50, + 1), < 0, and (98502 +1081) (&4 + &6) 02 + &) < O:

qlx, 1) =% m“ch { 7@50'2:‘ & (xvt(j)} ei(in+w%+ﬂ°). (51)

Eq. (51) is a singular soliton with ({505 + §1)0> < 0, and (9850, +108) (&4 + &) 02+ &) > 0.
2

2 .
—= o01=03=0 1d
4o;’ 1 3 , yields

- B 204 (38502 +581)
© =0, 6, = \/62 (48— (G —4L6) 02)’

Case 2 Choosing oy =

(48 — (84 —486) 02) (68285024 &1 (84 —486) 02+ 682))
4385004+ 501)°

&=

)

‘o \/—251((C4+Cé)02+<:2)—4502((C4+2C6)C72+252)' )

203 (45 — (84— 486) 02)

Dark and singular solitons emerge by setting (350, +581)((8s —486) 0o —48,) > 0,and 0, (485 — (8 —486) 02)
(281 ((Ga+86) 02+ &) + 8502 (s +286) 02 +282)) > 0:

B 2(3C562+5C1)
2 1) == \/(C4 —4g) 02— 40

11281 (& +86) 02+ &) + 8502 (84 +286) 02 +285) t*
o [2\/ 0, (45— (L —45) o) (’Haﬂ

" ei(ﬂoﬁﬂ)%ﬂ%)’ (53)

_ 2(3@5(52+5C1)
7 1) ‘i\/ (AT

weoth | L. 251 ((Ga+Go) 02+ 8o) + 8502 (84 +286) 02 +282) <xvta>
2 02 (48, — (G4 —4G6) 02) o

% ei(—Kx+a)%+l90). (54)
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Case3 o) =03 =0.
72 (1-1%) o7

(1) oo = m,

B B 64(]8§562+20C1)
Q) =0, @ = \/62((@4,_@6)624-@:2),

(02(8ama+ Gem) + &) (28175 (84— 486) 02 +682) +3850 (G4 —286) 1102 +45,7))

&= 2(385(5—2m) 02 +104173)°

)

G5 (Gt 8 o2+ 8) + G502 (02 (Gomi + 8am) + 675

T TR Gt (GGG 2L (- 1))+ Gr)

(35)

where 7; = —87* + 872+ 1, 7o = 127* — 1272+ 1, 13 = 67* — 672+ 1, 74 = | —27%. Thus, Eq. (1) holds the waveform:

B _ 27%(98502 +10))
q(x, f) —Ili\/ (2T2_1)((C4+C6) O'2+C2)

\/clr£<<c4+c6>oz+cz>+cscz(cz<ééff+€4fa)+éﬂf> (’)
7402 (8402402 (G +4 (38 —286) (72— 1) 12) + &) o

T) (56)

« ei(*Kx+w%+ﬂ0)

A bright soliton is recovered when T — 1~ in Eq. (56):

. _2(9C562+10§1)
4t 1) _i\/ (Ga+C6)or+ G

02 (8402 + 8500+ &)

« sech [\/_ C1((64+6) 02+ &) + 8502 ((Ga+ o) 02+ &) <x—v’;>] (57)

o
i —xxtol-+ )
X e ( @ % .

Provided that (950> +10&;) (($4+ &6) 02+ &) < 0, and 65 (84065 + 8602 + 6) (61 (84 + &6) 02+ &) + E500 (&
+8) 02+ 8)) <O.
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(a) Surface plot
g (/xj‘\{)\

(d) Surface plot
lq (x, D)

(g) Surface plot
lg . 0

(j) Surface plot
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(b) Contour plot

X, f
” lq (x, 1)l
6
-~ 4
2
0
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
X
(e) Contour plot
lg (x, 1)

3"

(h) Contour plot
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(k) Contour plot
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(¢) 2D plot

(i) 2D plot
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lq (1, 1)l

—a=04

08 —a=0.6

— —a=0.8

5, —a=10
S04
0.2
0.0
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(m) Surface plot (n) Contour plot (0) 2D plot

lg (x, D) - gl
8 O ) ,
> 0.9 1.0
038
6 Z0=04
0.6 = —a=0.
) =06 -
b 05 = —a=12
04 =04
2 03 02
02
o o 0.0
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 0 2 4 6 8 10

%
Figure 2. Examining the characteristics exhibited by a dark soliton, including its magnitude

7 (1-1%) 07

(21’2 — 1)2 o4 ’

(i) op =

0o _ 0468 (57t —27) 0y +208,77)
B®y=0, 0, = \/ 02 (02 (8417 + Co15) + Ca15)

(02 (847 + Go75) + 6a75) (38502 (G —286) 402 +45072) +28172 (G —486) 02 +682))
2 (3¢5 (57 —277) 02 + 104 1762)2

&=

)

. \/Cl (—%) (G +8) 02+ &) = G502 (02 (G4 (¢4 — 272 +2) + §6%3) + Lo7¢) (58)

03 (02 (8477 + C6T5) + (2 75)

where 77 = 74 4+ 412 — 4, 75 = 1> — 2, 75 = ©* — 1672 4 16. Due to this, the following solutions for Eq. (1) are achieved:

- 272 (3¢5 (57* —277) 0 + 1043 Tsz)
qlx, 1) ==+ \/ (12 =2) (L1700 + 15§00 + 6))

« dn \/C4C5 (7" =272 +2) 05 + 2 (6502 (8602 4+ &) + G (L4 G6) 02+ &2)) (x_vf> . (59)

%602 (L4102 + 75 (8602 + &2)) a
i(—Kx+w%+ﬂo)

xXe

A bright soliton is extracted when T — 1~ in Eq. (59):

e =[S | [E 8 (B Rl
4 6) O2 2 2
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provided that (9850, +108;) (&4 + &) 02 + &) < 0, and 0> (&500 + &) < 0.
262

(iii) 6p = ——5—,
(12+1) 04

04 (68571102 +208,75)
@() = 0, @] - ’
02 (02 (Gatio+ C6T3) + $rT8)

(GaT1002 + 18 (8602 + &2)) (3C5 (G —286) (1 —1)7 63 +22 (662850 + §1 (G — 4L6) 02 +6C2)))
2 (3C5’L'110'2 + lOCl‘Eg)z

3 =

)

e \/_T92C1 (G480 +6)— 6502 (02 (G (TP +1) + 86613) + 673) 1)

03 (02 (Lm0 + G6T8) + G2 R)

where 711 =314 4+ 272 +3, 110 =1 — 67> + 1, 19 = 7>+ 1, 73 = 7* 4 1472 + 1. The following solutions for Eq. (1) are
derived as a consequence:

( t)_i\/_272(3C5 (3t +272+3) 0, + 1041 73)
e T9 (8471002 + 18 (8602 + £2))

7902 (8471002 + T3 (§602 + £2))

s (\/54(:5 (" +1) 03 + 55 (8502 (802 + &) + 81 (G + G6) 02+ &) (x_vt::>

T) (62)

o
" ei(—Kx-&-a)%—}—ﬂo).

A dark soliton is derived when T — 1~ in Eq. (62):

_ _ 24850, +40¢;
qlx, 1) =+ \/ 16 (8602 + &) — 48400

 tanh \/2C4C5622+4(C502(C662+C2)+Cl (L+8) o+ 8)) (xvt“) (63)
20'2(16(C60'2+C2)—4C462) (04

i(*K‘X+(D%+‘I30)

b

xXe

provided that (24{50, +4081)(16 ({602 + §2) —48402) < 0, and 62 (16 (5602 + &) —48405) (2848565 +4 (8505 (860n
+6+ 8 ((L+ 8o+ 6)) >0.
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(m) Surface plot (n) Contour plot (0) 2D plot

lg &, I S lg (x, DI

0.225 0.25
0.200

6 —a=04
0175 020 o 0%
0150 =g,5 —g =0

= 0125 = —a=12

0100 =0.10

2 0.075 0.05
0.060 ’

0 Io.ozs 0.00

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 0 2 4 6 8 10

X

Figure 3. Examining the characteristics exhibited by a bright-dark straddled soliton, including its magnitude

Case 4 Choosing 01 = 03 =0, yields

/204 \/9(722C5 +100,¢; — 1209045

\/623 (G4 o) + 038 + 4000402 (386 — 284) + 120004, ,

©)=0, 0=

\/Cl (Ca+86)+ &)+ &5 (05 (Ga+ G6) + 0280 —2000484)
3 (G4 Go)) +4000402 (284 —386) — 056 — 120004,

03 (30285 (02 (84— 286) +480) + 281 (02 (84— 486) +62)) (02 (84 + ) + &) .

&= )
2(963 85 +1002¢1 — 126064 ¢s)°
This causes to the following solutions for Eq. (1):
ta
qx, 1) _\/ 2(903 85 + 100281 — 120004¢s) 3¢/ <k (x—"a> ; 82, gs)
Ve o 400040, (386 —2 1200 Iz
5 (G4 8s) + 078 +400040 (36 —284) + 1200044, [650(k <x—va> o g3) —1—0'2]
el ol im), 63)
tO{
60 (k(x—v=): g,
4 1) = 207 (96385 + 100241 — 12600485) [ ‘0( <x Va> % g3) —i-O'z]
7 (Ca+86) + 078 +4000402 (38 —284) + 120004 3¢ k x—vﬁ ) 82, 83
a )
colomin) -
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A singular soliton is obtained by setting o4 = 0 in Eq. (65), provided (9850, +10&;) ((&4+ &6) 02 + &) > 0, and

02(8s0o0+ 1) <0:

2(9 10 o i(— *
q(x, 1) = (96502 +108) | [ G0+ & (x—vt) (oG ) 67)
(Ga+8)o+8 (o5) a
Case 5 Choosing oy = o1 =0, yields
3@564 4
®:0®:2’/7 =—— k=4 ——=
0 y Y1 (2C4+3C6)62, Cl 5C5627 ;
(68)
C _ 3@6 (30'32 —40'204) —|—2C4 (3632 — 8020'4) C _ (2C42 + 11 C6C4 + 12C62) (o)
2 240, » 53 60Cs '
This leads to the straddled solitons for Eq. (1):
o
2 ;gsjgozsechz B —% (x—vtOt)]
\/ 4 6 i(— fhal
q(x7 Z‘) — — 1 C ta el( KX+ @ a +'l90), (69)
[ G5
+2./ h|=4/—>=(x—v—
0,04 tan lz 5 (x VOC) + 03
1 a
2 ;gsffgcschz lz —% (x— ta” .
ax, 1) = | 264 6 ei(7Kx+w’7+l90). (70)
1 1
+2,/06,64coth | - —é X—Vv— + 03
2 5 a
Setting 63 = £2,/0,04 into Egs. (69) and (70) yields
3 1 o
e S ()]
gl 1) = o o), 1)
1 o
tanh [21/ f% <xv) +1
o
+ 36 csch? ll —é ( —v[)]
(e 1) = 284 +38 2 5 o ei(—xx+w%+ﬂ0) 72)
q’ coth l —é x—vf +1 |
2 5 a
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provided that {5 < 0, and 24 + 3¢ < 0.
A singular soliton emerges by applying o3 = 0 to Egs. (69) and (70):

3Cs Cs 1% i(—Kx-&-co—’a +190>
=T — h - a .
q(x, 1) =F %3G csc l s (X e

Another possible straddled solitons are obtained:

o
A /mmh[ & (xvtﬂ
284 +38 5 o ei(—Kx+a)%+150)

Gs t*
+./0? -4 — h —Z(x—v—
03 0,04 — 035€C l 5 xX—v

[0
A /Mcsch[ & (x_vf)]
- 284 +38 5 « ei(—mﬂv%ﬂ%)
Gs t* '
+,/02—4 — h|y/—2Z(x—v—
O3 0»04 — O3CSC l 5 X va

Setting 63 = 0 into Eqs. (74) and (75) yields bright and singular solitons:

q(x7 t) =

)

3Cs Cs 1 i(kaer—’a +190)
R t) =F24/ —=———5sech —=|x—v— @
q(x, 1) =7F 3+ 30 sec l xX—v e ,

_ 3s Cs t* i —Kx+w%+ﬁ0
qlx, t)==+2 MCSCh[ 5 (x—v)] e( )

Finally, straddled solitons are obtained:

1 %
62c73sech2 lz —% (x—va)] .
q(x’ t) _ ) _ . ez(flochCL)WJrﬁ())7
1 1
632—620'4 <l—tanh [2 —% (x—va>]>
1 t

O'203CSCh2 [ —é <x—v>]
q(x, t) = ? > * ei<7m+w%+§0)
b - 2 *

1 1

07 — 0,04 <1coth lz —% (xvaﬂ)
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6. Results and discussion

This section provides a comprehensive analysis of the various soliton solutions presented in Figures 1 through 3. Each
figure illustrates the behavior of different soliton types-bright, singular, dark, bright-dark, and singular-singular-under the

influence of fractional temporal evolution. The parameters for all figures are set as follows: a=1,b=1,c; =1,cp =1,

3
a=Lk=lLk=1L,0=1,0=1,00=-2,03=1,0u=1,86=—-406=1,85=1,0=;,86=1,0=1,and

>
6 =1.

Figure 1 explores the modulus of a bright soliton given by Eq. (50) across fifteen subfigures, displaying its evolution
under varying fractional temporal evolution parameter ¢. The subfigures are divided into surface plots, 2D plots, and
contour plots. Figures la-c (o« = 0.4): The bright soliton shows a moderate peak in amplitude with a symmetric profile.
The surface plot (1a) captures the soliton’s propagation with relatively smooth contours, as confirmed by the contour
plot (1b). The 2D plot (1c) reveals a well-defined peak at the soliton’s center, with slight broadening due to the lower
value of a. Figures 1d-f (o = 0.6): As « increases to 0.6, the soliton’s peak sharpens, indicating stronger confinement of
energy. The surface plot (1d) shows this enhanced peak, and the contour plot (1¢) reflects tighter contours around the peak.
The 2D plot (1f) demonstrates a sharper central peak with reduced width compared to o = 0.4. Figures 1g-i (@ = 0.8):
Further increase in o to 0.8 continues to concentrate the soliton’s energy, with the surface plot (1g) depicting a steeper and
narrower peak. The contour plot (1h) shows more closely packed contours, and the 2D plot (1i) highlights a significantly
sharper peak with minimal broadening. Figures 1j-1 (@ = 0.9): At o = 0.9, the bright soliton achieves its highest peak
with the narrowest profile, as seen in the surface plot (1j). The contour plot (1k) indicates very tight contours, while the
2D plot (11) shows an almost delta-like peak, indicating strong localization of the soliton. Figures Im-o (& = 1): With
a = 1, the soliton reaches its maximum localization and amplitude. The surface plot (1m) displays a highly focused peak,
while the contour plot (1n) confirms this with extremely tight contour lines. The 2D plot (10) exhibits a sharp, narrow
peak, nearly resembling a Dirac delta function. Figure 1 demonstrates that increasing o leads to greater localization and
higher amplitude of the bright soliton, reflecting the direct influence of fractional temporal evolution on soliton dynamics.

Figure 2 examines the modulus of a dark soliton, as described by Eq. (53). Figures 2a-c (& = 0.4): The dark soliton
shows a localized dip in amplitude, with the surface plot (2a) illustrating a relatively shallow trough. The contour plot
(2b) displays broader, spaced-out contours around the trough, and the 2D plot (2¢) shows a smooth dip in amplitude,
characteristic of dark solitons. Figures 2d-f (& = 0.6): At a = 0.6, the trough becomes more pronounced, with the
surface plot (2d) indicating a deeper dip. The contour plot (2e) shows tighter contours around the trough, and the 2D
plot (2f) reveals a more distinct dip, reflecting increased soliton localization. Figures 2g-i (& = 0.8): As o increases
to 0.8, the dark soliton’s trough becomes deeper and narrower, as shown in the surface plot (2g). The contour plot (2h)
demonstrates tighter spacing, while the 2D plot (2i) captures a sharp dip with minimal spreading. Figures 2j-1 (& = 0.9):
With o = 0.9, the dark soliton reaches its deepest trough, as seen in the surface plot (2j). The contour plot (2k) features very
tight contours around the trough, and the 2D plot (21) shows a sharp, localized dip, indicating strong soliton confinement.
Figures 2m-o (¢ = 1): At @ = 1, the dark soliton achieves maximum depth and narrowness. The surface plot (2m) shows
a deep, sharp trough, while the contour plot (2n) has extremely close contours. The 2D plot (20) reveals an intense, narrow
dip, signifying the strongest localization of the dark soliton. Figure 2 demonstrates that the fractional temporal evolution
parameter o significantly affects the depth and localization of dark solitons, with higher values of o resulting in more
pronounced and confined dips.

Figure 3 explores the modulus of a bright-dark soliton, combining characteristics of both bright and dark solitons
as given by Eq. (69). Figures 3a-c (o = 0.4): The bright-dark soliton displays a peak and a dip, with the surface plot
(3a) capturing this dual nature. The contour plot (3b) shows concentric rings around the peak and trough, while the 2D
plot (3¢c) reveals a peak followed by a dip, characteristic of bright-dark solitons. Figures 3d-f (¢ = 0.6): Increasing o
to 0.6 sharpens both the peak and the dip, with the surface plot (3d) showing a more pronounced contrast. The contour
plot (3e) has tighter rings around both features, and the 2D plot (3f) reveals a sharper peak and a deeper dip. Figures 3g-i
(ax =0.8): At o = 0.8, the bright-dark soliton exhibits a highly localized peak and trough. The surface plot (3g) shows
the peak and dip closely positioned, with the contour plot (3h) displaying very tight contours. The 2D plot (3i) captures a
sharp peak followed by a narrow, deep dip. Figures 3j-1 (o« = 0.9): With & = 0.9, the bright-dark soliton’s peak and dip
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become even more pronounced, as seen in the surface plot (3j). The contour plot (3k) has extremely tight spacing, while
the 2D plot (31) indicates a highly localized peak and a deep dip. Figures 3m-o (& = 1): At @ = 1, the bright-dark soliton
reaches maximum localization, with the surface plot (3m) showing a sharp peak and a deep, narrow dip. The contour
plot (3n) features closely packed contours, and the 2D plot (30) reveals a nearly delta-like peak and trough, signifying the
strongest confinement. Figure 3 shows that the fractional temporal evolution parameter o affects both the bright and dark
components of the bright-dark soliton, with higher o values leading to sharper and more localized peaks and troughs.

The results presented across Figures 1 to 3 clearly indicate that the fractional temporal evolution parameter ¢ plays
a critical role in determining the localization, amplitude, and overall dynamics of various soliton types. Higher values of
«a generally lead to more localized, sharper, and higher amplitude soliton structures, reflecting the sensitivity of soliton
behavior to fractional temporal evolution in the studied nonlinear optical systems. These findings contribute to a deeper
understanding of soliton dynamics and their potential applications in advanced optical communication systems and other
nonlinear wave phenomena.

7. Conclusions

This paper addressed the dispersive concatenation model by the enhanced direct algebraic method to recover the
soliton solutions with fractional temporal evolution. The retrieved soliton solutions have emerged through the intermediary
Jacobi’s elliptic functions which when their respective moduli of ellipticity approached a specific constant. This integration
algorithm gave way to additional forms of soliton solutions that were left unclassified. These solitons emerged for special
choice and combination of the parameter values. The results are thus quite exhaustive for the model that was considered
with Kerr law of SPM. These preliminary results are indeed encouraging for further development to the model. The
model is yet to be studied with power-law of SPM and the results of such research activities would be reported with time.
Subsequently the model would be later addressed with differential group delay and dispersion-flattened fibers. Such
results are on the horizon and are to be soon visible once they are made to connect with the pre-existing one [15-19].
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