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Fig. 4 Autocorrelation and its width of CPM pulse vs. pump.

The upper-left table lists PUMP and autocorrelated width

values for waveforms from rear to front
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Fig. 5 Energy (1) and area (2) of
CPM pulse vs. absorber
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Fig. 6 Pulse shape and pulsewidth of CPM vs. absorber.
The upper-lift table ig as in Fig. 2
AUTO[+]
100 ¢
7%t
50}
ol
i \ . time (1/I'2)
0 0.70 1.40 ¢ 2.10 2.80

Fig. 7 Autocorrelation and its width of CPM pulse vs. absorber.
The upper-left table iz as in Fig. 3
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Fig. 9 Pulse shape and pulsewidth of CPM vs, ratio
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Fig. 10 Aucororelation and its width of CPM pulse vs. ratio
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Abstract

We have ecalculated the properties of colliding pulse mode-locking by
considering coherent interactions. The results are in remarkable difference from those
caloulated from rate equations, and they are in qualitative agreemeni with
experiments, especially with regard to pulse shapes.





