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We report on the polarization dynamics of regenerative
light pulses in a micropillar laser with integrated sat-
urable absorber coupled to an external feedback mirror.
The delayed self-coupled microlaser is operated in the
excitable regime, where it regenerates incident pulses
with a supra-threshold intensity — resulting in a pulse
train with inter-pulse period approximately given by
the feedback delay time, in analogy with a self-coupled
biological neuron. We report the experimental observa-
tion of vectorial breathers in polarization angle, mani-
festing themselves as a modulation of the linear polar-
ized intensity components without significant modula-
tion of the total intensity. Numerical analysis of a suit-
able model reveals that the observed polarization mode
competition is a consequence of symmetry-breaking
bifurcations induced by polarization anisotropy. Our
model reproduces well the observed experimental re-
sults and predicts different regimes as a function of the
polarization anisotropy parameters and the pump pa-
rameter. We believe that these findings are relevant for
the fabrication of flexible sources of polarized pulses
with controlled properties, as well as for neuroinspired
on-chip computing applications, where the polariza-
tion may be used to encode or process information in
novel ways.
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The capacity of optical devices to generate pulses of light can
be exploited in various applications, ranging from optical com-
munication to optical information processing [1]. The polariza-
tion of light pulses constitutes an additional degree of freedom
that can be leveraged for specific applications [2]. Polarization
also introduces new dynamical phenomena, such as vectorial
chaos in semiconductor vertical cavity surface emitting lasers

(VCSELs) [3], vectorial self-organization in fiber mode-locked
lasers [4], and spontaneous symmetry-breaking or breathing
dissipative vectorial solitons in Kerr resonators [5–7] or mode-
locked fiber lasers [8, 9]. Orthogonally polarized frequency
combs have been predicted numerically in a mode-locked ver-
tical external cavity surface emitting laser (VECSEL) with sat-
urable absorber (SA)[10]. Moreover, vectorial dissipative soli-
tons have been reported experimentally in VCSELs subjected to
polarization selective feedback plus cross-polarized reinjection
[11]; coexistence of antiphase bright and dark temporal dissipa-
tive solitons was observed in both polarization components.

Here, we focus on regenerative self-pulsation [12, 13] in
semiconductor microlasers with integrated SA and delayed
optical feedback. These micropillar lasers have been demon-
strated experimentally [14] to serve as building blocks for spike
processing in brain inspired photonic applications[15, 16]. They
also have been shown theoretically, by using the polarization
degree of freedom, to allow for inhibitory neural dynamics [17]
and XOR logical operation [18]. In micropillar lasers, the laser
emission takes place perpendicular to the device surface as in
standard VCSELs and the lateral cavity geometry has circular
symmetry. Therefore, the emission polarization is not fixed by
the geometry but is, nevertheless, subject to anisotropies due
to the crystallographic axes leading to dichroism and birefrin-
gence. These effects couple the two orthogonal polarization
components observed (usually linear polarizations), and this
can lead to instabilities. In the case of solitary microcavity lasers
with SA, it was shown theoretically, while neglecting dichroism,
that the emission can display intensity and polarization pulsa-
tions [19].

Regenerative self-pulsation considered in this Letter occurs
below the solitary laser self-pulsing threshold. Physically, when
the device is in the excitability regime [20, 21], its steady state
is the laser-off state; however, small perturbations can trigger
characteristic excitable pulses, which are calibrated excursions
in phase space. If the delayed optical feedback is sufficiently
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strong, the excitable pulse can regenerate itself after one round
trip in the external feedback loop and, hence, give rise to a train
of pulses, sometimes referred to as a temporal dissipative soli-
ton [13]. The interest in this regime for spike processing lies in
the manipulation possibilities of the optical pulses offered: they
can be written, erased and tweezed in the short term — giv-
ing rise to an optical buffer memory, or to an almost arbitrary
pulse sequence generator [22–24]. In the long term, however,
any generated pulse pattern must converge to one of the simul-
taneously stable periodic pulsing regime [25], which is interest-
ing for building smart memories with self-healing properties.
Mathematically, the introduction of delayed optical feedback
makes the system infinite dimensional and generates a wealth
of complex dynamical phenomena [26], including locking dy-
namics on tori and spontaneous symmetry-breaking of pulse
timings [27].

We investigate experimentally and numerically the polariza-
tion dynamics of a microlaser with SA with delayed optical
feedback in its regenerative pulsing regime. Specifically, we re-
port experimental vectorial breathing (polarization) dynamics
of regenerative pulse trains. By introducing a suitable model,
we recover the experimental result and are able to analyze the-
oretically the possible dynamical regimes in a realistic range of
the polarization anisotropy parameters. We identify and high-
light regions of pure polarization breathing with constant to-
tal intensity, as well as those with mixed intensity-polarization
modulations.

Experimental results. The experimental setup is depicted in
Fig.1a. A micropillar laser (ML) of 5 micron diameter with an in-
tegrated SA is thermally controlled by a Peltier PID loop and op-
tically pumped by a cw laser diode at 800nm through a micro-
scope objective. The 980nm emission of the ML passes through
a dichroic mirror (DM) and is directed via a 70/30 (R/T) beam-
splitter (BS) to a high reflectivity mirror (M) that reflects part
of the incoming light back into the ML; the roundtrip time is
about 8.8ns. In the steady-state regime and in absence of any
external input, the system is in the laser-off state. The trans-
mitted part of the light passes through a polarizing beamsplit-
ter (PBS) that separates the x and y polarization components,
which are detected by high-bandwitdh photodiodes. To start a
pulse train, a single 80ps optical pulse at about the pump wave-
length is send to the micropillar laser. This input pulse is pro-
duced by a mode-locked Ti:Sa laser (L) with a pulse-picker that
allows to select single pulses and to modulate the output repe-
tition period. If the input pulse has sufficient amplitude, it trig-
gers a response pulse in the ML which, for sufficient external
cavity feedback strength, produces a vectorial pulse train. As
observed in Fig.1b, such a pulse train repeats in each analyzed
polarization component with a repetition period approximately
given by the feedback delay duration, as expected. More impor-
tantly, a pronounced amplitude modulation appears in each of
the polarization components Ix and Iy (illustrated by its com-
plement), while the modulation of the peaks (black asterisks)
of the total intensity I remains small. The antiphase dynamics
of Ix and Iy reveals the characterizing feature of a regenerative
vectorial breather: only the polarization angle, not the intensity
of the single component, is modulated after each round trip.
This polarization modulation has a period of about 5-6 delay
times. Because of pump and detection noise it is difficult to say
whether the shown output corresponds to locked dynamics of
the quasi-periodic regime. In any case, it is well known that
locked dynamics in this system exists over a large parameter
range [26].

Fig. 1. (Preliminary figure) The experimental set-up and ob-
served time-series. (a) Schematic of experimental setup. (b)
Experimental vectorial pulse train with modulated linear po-
larization intensities Ix (blue) and Iy (orange, illustrated by its
complement w.r.t. the total intensity I), while the peaks of I
(black asterisks) remain almost constant.

Mathematical model. Our starting point for a polarization-
resolved mathematical model is the Spin Flip Model (SFM) for
a VCSEL with SA [19]. It describes the evolution and interac-
tion of two circular polarization components F± of the complex
electric field and the corresponding real gain and saturable ab-
sorber variables. We consider here a generalization with a de-
layed optical feedback term that accounts for the effect of the
external feedback mirror; this extended spin-flip model is given
by

2Ḟ±(t) = [(1 + iα)G±(t)− (1 + iβ)Q±(t)− 1] F±(t)

− (εa + iεp)F∓(t) + κeiψF±(t − τ), (1)

Ġ±(t) =γG(A − G±(t)(1 + |F±(t)|2))
− δG(G±(t)− G∓(t)), (2)

Q̇±(t) =γQ(B − Q±(t)(1 + a|F±(t)|2))
− δQ(Q±(t)− Q∓(t)). (3)

Here, time is rescaled to the photon lifetime in the cavity, and
the rescaled variables G± and Q± for gain and SA, respectively,
represent the population inversions of the carrier reservoirs
coupling to the left and right circularly polarized components
of the electric field. Polarization anisotropy is represented by
the parameters εa and εp, which depend not only on the mate-
rials used to fabricate the lasers but may also vary as a result
of crystal mechanical stress; therefore, their values may vary
even for nearby devices on a wafer, due to fabrication induced
anisotropies. It is known, however, that in VCSELs usually the
linear dichroism is small whereas birefringence is substantially
larger, and this explains the mainly linear polarization emission
of these devices [28–31]. Note that system (1)–(3) is invariant
under a phase shift over π (multiplication by −1) applied to
only one of the two fields F± and changing simulaneously the
signs of both εa and εp ; hence, we may restrict our exploration
and model analysis to positive values of εp. The parameters α
and β are the linewidth enhancement factors in the gain and
SA regions, and γG,Q, A, B, a, δG,Q describe respectively: the re-
laxation rates of the SA and gain sections; the pump level of
the gain; the linear losses of the SA; the saturation parame-
ter; and the reduced spin-flip rates in gain and SA, such that
δG,Q = 1/2(γsG,Q − γG,Q) with the spin flip rates γsG,Q . Fi-
nally, the feedback with roundtrip time delay τ has strength κ
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Fig. 2. Relative modulation of total pulse intensity I (a)–(b)
and pulse intensity Ix (c)–(d) in the x-polarization of system
(1)–(3) as a function of the amplitude and phase anisotropies
εa and εp (other parameters as in table 1). Shown is the range
of pulse intensities (difference between maximum and min-
imum heights of pulses) relative to the observed maximum
intensity pulse (in % according to the color bar). Panels (a) and
(c) show the εa-up-sweep, and panels (b) and (d) the εa-down-
sweep, where nonzero results of the respective other sweep
are shown as gray squares. Also shown are two torus bifurca-
tion curves (black) bounding the region of nonzero modula-
tion; gray crosses indicate the region where Ix = 0.

and feedback phase ψ between the delayed and instantaneous
fields.

Without polarization anisotropies (when εa = εp = 0), sys-
tem (1)–(3) reduces to the well-known Yamada model of a laser
with SA [32] in the absence of delayed optical feedback (when
κ = 0). Its bifurcation structure has been studied in [33] and,
when delayed optical feedback is included, the Yamada model
shows regenerative self-pulsation that were studied theoreti-
cally [23, 34, 35] and observed experimentally [22, 36].

Results of numerical analysis. To study the polarization dy-
namics of such sustained pulse trains we perform numerical
simulations of model (1)–(3) for the parameter values shown
in Tab 1, if not specified otherwise. They ensure that the sys-
tem is in the excitable regime [20], so that the off solution
of the ML (F± = 0) is stable and coexists with regenerative
self-pulsation. In our simulations, we choose pulse-like ini-
tial conditions for the two fields with constant gain and SA
variables, which rapidly converge to one-pulse-per-roundtrip
regenerative pulses; specifically, this yields either F+ = F−
or F+ = −F−, corresponding to the pulses being exclusively

in one linear polarization component Fx = (F+ + F−)/
√

2 or

Fy = (F+ − F−)/
√

2, respectively (with the other being zero).
To study the influence of the anisotropy parameters εa and εp,
we perform systematic numerical simulations in the physically
plausible parameter range εa ≪ 1 and 0 < εp ≤ 0.5. Note
that, again by a symmetry argument, we can restrict attention
to εa > 0 as well.

Figure 2 shows the results of parameter up- and down-
sweeps in the amplitude anisotropy εa (horizontal axis) for dif-
ferent values of the phase anisoptry εp (vertical axis). Shown
in a color code is the relative variation (Imax − Imin)/Imax of
the maxima and minima of the pulse heights, in terms of the
total intensity I = |F+|2 + |F−|2 in panels (a)–(b), and the x-
polarization component intensity Ix = |Fx|2 in panels (c)–(d).

Fig. 3. Representative time series of model (1)–(3) for
anisotropy parameters at the black dots indicated in Fig.2;
namely for (a) (εa, εp) = (0, 0.415), (b) (εa, εp) = (0, 0.355), (c)
(εa, εp) = (−0.01, 0.3555), and (d) (εa, εp) = (0, 0.295) (other
parameters as in table 1). The y-component Iy (orange) is
shown as the complement of Ix (blue); compare with Fig. 1(b).

These quantities were determined from a computed time series
of model (1)–(3) over 100 roundtrips in the feedback loop, af-
ter discarding a long transient of 2000 roundtrips. Panels (a)–
(b) show hysteresis between up- and down-sweeps of the total
peak intensity modulations observed in the simulations; the re-
gion of bistability is indicated by gray squares. We find that
the onset of modulation of the total peak intensity is mediated
by two torus bifurcation curves (black): one of the x-polarized
pulse (F+ = F−, Fy = 0) in panel (a), and a second of the y-
polarized pulse (F+ = −F−, Fx = 0) in panel (b). A torus
bifurcation curve can be computed with the numerical contin-
uation software package DDE-Biftool [37], and it corresponds
to the emergence of a second frequency, which is the modula-
tion frequency of the polarization modes in our case. This is
confirmed by the corresponding up- and down-sweeps of the
x-polarization intensity Ix in panels (c)–(d).

We observe that the modulation of the total intensity is ini-
tially small (as expected), but grows quickly as we move away
from the respective torus curve in parameter space; see Fig.
2(a)–(b). In the linear polarization basis, this has a more dra-
matic effect, as is illustrated in Fig. 2(c)–(d). Since one of the
two polarization fields is zero before the respective torus bi-
furcation, all modulation of the peak intensity will contribute
to that of the pulse height in the respective linear component.
Therefore, the maximum variability in the intensity is much
higher for the linear component, Fx or Fy, compared to that for
the circular basis, F+ and F−. On the other hand, in the param-
eter region −0.01 ≤ εa ≤ 0.05 and 0.3 ≤ εp ≤ 0.4 the variation
of the total peak intensity I remains quite small (less than 10%),
while that in Ix (and, hence, also Iy = I = Ix) is substantial. This
type of pulse dynamics matches that of our experimental find-
ings. Note further that there is little to no multistability in this
parameter region, making it more likely to observe this pulsing
regime consistently in the experiment.

Figure 3 shows example time series at the parameter value
indicated by black dots in Fig. 2. Shown throughout is the
x-polarization component Ix with the complement of the y-
polarization component Iy, to show how they contribute to the
total intensity I. Figure 3(a) shows a solution with fixed ratio of
contributions of the x- and y-components to the total intensity.
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Fig. 4. Down-sweep (a) and up-sweep (b) in A, both starting
at A = 2.5 (time series shown in Fig. 3(b), other parameters as
in table 1), showing the pulse trains peak intensity in Ix (blue)
and Iy (orange), identifying the range of regenerative vectorial
breathers (RB) and types I–III of pulse dynamics (see text).

This corresponds to exact antiphase peak dynamics of the circu-
lar polarizations, i.e., one large and one smaller peak that alter-
nate between the circular polarizations from one period to the
next. For slightly lower εp as in panel (b), we observe a kind of
unlocking, which gives rise to a quite regular modulation of the
pulses in the linear polarization components. This time series
matches well the experimental observations in Figure 1(b) and,
hence, provides an indication of the actual experimental polar-
ization anisotropy. When decreasing εa to move away from the
torus bifurcation curve in Fig. 2, the modulation of the pulses of
Ix and Iy as is illustrated in Fig. 3(c). When further decreasing
the value of εp from that in panel (b), on the orther hand, the
torus bifurcation curve is crossed and a stable pulsation regime
is entered where the circular component have equal intensity,
but a phase shift of π between them. Hence, F+ = F−, and the
regenerative pulses have only the y-component, with Ix = 0, as
is the case for the time series in Fig. 3(d).

We close by considering the effect of changes in the pump pa-
rameter A (still all below the lasing threshold). Figure 4 shows
the maximum peak intensities in the linear polarization basis
during a down-sweep (a) and an up-sweep (b) in A, both start-
ing from the regenerative vectorial breather at A = 2.5 shown
in Fig. 4(b). In either case, it can be tracked over a consid-
erable range, showing that the regenerative vectorial breather
regime (RB, shaded) is quite robust with respect to A. More-
over, we find three additional regimes: I. laser off (no regen-
erative pulses); II. regenerative pulses with fixed polarization
angle; and III. purely y-polarized regenerative pulses; note also
the second RB regime near A = 2.2. This analysis shows that
the pump parameter may serve as an efficient additional knob
to control the observed pulsation dynamics, in light of the large,
and difficult to master, variations of the anisotropy that can be
observed in practice.

Conclusion. We have experimentally observed and mod-
eled vectorial regenerative breathers in the linear polarization
components of a delay-coupled neuromorphic micropillar laser
with integrated saturable absorber. We focused on polariza-
tion mode competition and mapped out its dependence on the
parameters characterizing the polarization anisotropy. In this
way, we revealed the region of existence of linearized polariza-
tion dynamics in the presence of an effectively constant overall
intensity. Our results may help enable the fabrication of flexi-
ble sources of polarized light pulses with controlled properties,
as well as the designing of neuromorphic optical circuits that
harnass polarization degrees of freedom to implement artificial
neural networks.
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