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The system of a transversely pumped Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) coupled to a lossy ring
cavity can favor a supersolid steady state. Here we �nd the ex istence of supersolid gap soliton in
such a driven-dissipative system. By numerically solving t he mean-�eld atom-cavity �eld coupling
equations, gap solitons of a few di�erent families have been identi�ed. Their dynamical properties,
including stability, propagation and soliton collision, a re also studied. Due to the feedback atom-
intracavity �eld interaction, these supersolid gap solito ns show numerous new features compared
with the usual BEC gap solitons in static optical lattices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Due to the e�ect of dispersion, a wave packet would
su�er a spatially spreading during its time evolution.
However, when there also exists appropriate nonlinear-
ity in the system, the dispersion spreading can be sup-
pressed, and give rise to a non-spreading localized wave
packet�soliton [ 1]. In a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC)
system, the nonlinearity due to attractive inter-atom con-
tact interaction can well balance the dispersion spread-
ing, and support a matter wave soliton, which is partic-
ularly called as bright soliton [2� 8]. While for the repul-
sive interaction, instead of a non-spreading wavepacket, it
only supports a localized atomic density dip (i.e., absence
of atoms) on the background BEC density pro�le, which
is usually named as dark soliton [9� 15] (these solitons are
originally studied in the �eld of nonlinear optics, so ac-
cording to the brightness of the light pulses, they are de-
scribed by the words �bright� and �dark� [ 16� 18]). When
BEC is loaded into a periodical optical lattice potential,
its dispersion property can be substantially changed, as
a result, even for the repulsive interaction there can also
exist a bright soliton. Since the chemical potential of
such a soliton falls into the energy gaps of the optical lat-
tice potential, it is given the name of gap soliton [19� 39].
In passing, we also mention that although gap solitons
usually refer to the bright ones, there do exist dark gap
solitons [40� 43] which are not the concerns of this paper.

Supersolid is an unusual state of matter that simulta-
neously behaves as both a crystalline solid and a super-
�uid [ 44� 48]. Originally, it was predicted for helium as
early as the middle of the 20th century [49� 53], but until
now it still has not been observed undoubtedly [54� 58].
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In recent years, the highly controllable atomic quantum
gas brings new vitality to the supersolid studies. It has
been experimentally realized in several di�erent types of
systems. The ground state of a spin-orbit coupled BEC
can fall into a stripe phase exhibiting supersolid proper-
ties [59� 61]. In dipolar BEC, the balance between long
range dipole-dipole interaction and short range contact
interaction gives rise to the emergence of arrays of quan-
tum droplets, i.e. dipolar supersolid [62� 68]. The cavity-
mediated interaction also can lead to BEC supersolid.
Two di�erent schemes have already been experimentally
reported, one of them couples the BEC to two crossed
linear optical cavities [69, 70], while the other one uses a
ring cavity [ 71, 72].

In this work, we are interested in the driven-dissipative
supersolid BEC realized by the ring cavity scheme, for de-
tails of the physical model see sectionII or the original
paper [71]. In this scheme, the BEC collectively scatters
the pumping photons into the cavity, and results in a su-
perradiant optical lattice, which backwardly drives the
BEC into a supersolid state. As having been pointed out
in the �rst paragraph of this section, the simultaneous
existence of an optical lattice and interaction nonlinear-
ity would lead to gap solitons in BEC. In this vein of
thought, we propose that there would exist supersolid
gap solitons in a BEC and ring cavity coupling system.
The main objectives of this work are �nding out such
soliton solutions, and studying their basic properties.

The rest contents of this paper are organized as fol-
lows: In section II , we brie�y describe the considering
system, and present the theoretical formulas to handle
its steady state and dynamical evolution. The next sec-
tion III shows the main results of this paper. It is split
into four subsections, which deal with the gap soliton
solutions (III A ), their stability ( III B ), mobility ( III C )
and collision (III D ) properties respectively. At last, we
summarize the paper in sectionIV .
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the considering atomic
BEC and optical ring cavity coupling system. A quasi-one-
dimensional BEC is loaded in an optical ring cavity along
its axis. By transversely pumping the BEC using a standing
wave laser (pumping strength � ), light �elds are built up in
the cavity due to superradiant scattering of pumping photon s
into the two counterpropagating ring cavity optical modes
(â� e� ik c x ), and reach a steady state on account of the cavity
loss (loss rate � ). Interference between lights of the two cav-
ity modes forms an optical lattice. Backwardly, this optica l
lattice drives the BEC to a supersolid gap soliton state [ 71].

II. MODEL

As schematically shown in �gure 1, in this work we
consider an atomic BEC and optical ring cavity coupling
system. The BEC is loaded in the ring cavity along the
cavity axis, and is tightly trapped in the transverse (y; z)
direction, such that only the longitudinal ( x) direction
dynamics need to be considered. When transversely illu-
minating a standing-wave laser on the BEC atoms (Rabi
frequency 
 0 and detuning � a), light �elds are built
up in the cavity due to the scattering of pumping pho-
tons into the two counterpropagating ring cavity optical
modes (̂a� e� ik c x with â� being the annihilation opera-
tors and kcbeing the wavenumber). Backwardly, the in-
duced cavity light �elds will also interact with the BEC
atoms (strength G0). Such a system can be described by
Hamiltonian [71]

Ĥ = � ~� c

�
ây

+ â+ + ây
� â�

�
+

Z
 ̂ y (x) Ha  ̂ (x) dx

+
1
2

Z
 ̂ y (x)  ̂ y (x0) V (x � x0)  ̂ (x0)  ̂ (x) dxdx0;

(1)

where ~ is the Planck constant, � c is the detuning be-
tween the cavity modes and pump laser, ̂ is the �eld
operator of the BEC. The �rst term describes the two
counter-propagating cavity modes. The last term de-
scribes the interaction between BEC atoms. Considering
the one-dimensional e�ective contact interaction [73], it
is V (x � x0) = g� (x � x0), where g = 2 ~! ? as describes
the interaction strength, with as being the s-wave scat-
tering length, ! ? referring to the frequency of transverse
con�nement harmonic potential. When g < 0, it repre-
sents an attractive interaction, while for g > 0, it is a
repulsive interaction. In this work, we consider the case
of repulsive interaction. The middle term accounts for
the kinetic and optical potential energy of the BEC, Ha
is the corresponding single particle Hamiltonian

Ha =
p̂2

x

2m
+ V̂ac + V̂ap ; (2)

with

V̂ac = ~U
h
ây

+ â+ + ây
� â� +

�
ây

+ â� e� 2ik c x + h :c:
�i

; (3)

V̂ap = ~�
�
â+ eik c x + â� e� ik c x + h :c:

�
: (4)

Here, m is the atomic mass,p̂x = � i~@x is the momen-
tum operator along the x direction, hencep̂2

x =(2m) is the
kinetic energy term. The optical potential can be split
into two parts. The part caused by two-photon scat-
tering between the two cavity modes is denoted aŝVac ,
its strength is ~U = ~G0=� a . The other part V̂ap is
caused by two-photon scattering between pump and cav-
ity modes, and its strength is ~� = ~G0
 0=� a . In other
words, this term describes the pumping of the system,
so � would also be called an e�ective pumping strength.
In the following contents, we will use the natural unit
m = ~ = kc = 1 for simplicity of formulae.

Within the mean-�eld theory [ 74], the quantum opera-
tors are approximated by their mean values. The dynam-
ical equations governing these mean-�eld variables can
be obtained by taking mean values of the corresponding
Heisenberg equations, and they are

i
@
@t

� � = ( � � c + UN � i� ) � � + UN� 2� � + �N � 1; (5)

i
@
@t

 =
�
�

1
2

@2

@x2
+ Ve� (x)

�
 + j j2  ; (6)

with

N =
Z

j (x)j2 dx; (7)

N � 1 =
Z

j (x)j2 e� ix dx; (8)
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N � 2 =
Z

j (x)j2 e� 2ix dx; (9)

Ve� (x) = Vac (x) + Vap (x) ; (10)

Vac = U
�

j� + j2 + j� � j2
�

+ U
�
� �

+ � � e� 2ix + c :c:
�

; (11)

Vap = �
�
� + eix + � � e� ix + c :c:

�
; (12)

being some auxiliary quantities to make the dynamical
equations compact. Here, we have introduced the cavity
loss with rate � phenomenologically. And, we also have
scaled the BEC wave function with the inter-atom inter-
action character length l = ! ? asm=

�
2~k2

c

�
,  !  =

p
l,

therefore in equation (6) the coe�cient before the nonlin-
ear interaction term is simpli�ed to 1. Under such a scal-
ing, the normalization constant N should be interpreted
as a scaled atom number. However, without leading to
any misunderstanding, literally we will still call it �atom
number� for convenience in the following contents.

Due to the balance between the pumping and cav-
ity loss, the system will reach a steady state which can
be mathematically obtained by letting @t � � = 0 , and
 (x; t ) =  (x) e� i�t with � being the chemical poten-
tial. Inserting them into equations ( 5) and (6), one gets
the following time-independent equations for steady state

� (x) =
�
�

1
2

@2

@x2
+ Ve� (x)

�
 (x) + j (x)j2  (x) ;

(13)

� + = �
(� � c + UN � i� ) �N +1 � �UN +2 N � 1

(� � c + UN � i� )2 � U2N � 2N+2
; (14)

� � = �
(� � c + UN � i� ) �N � 1 � �UN � 2N+1

(� � c + UN � i� )2 � U2N � 2N+2
: (15)

We see that the BEC feels an optical lattice potential
from the light �elds. Since we are considering a running
wave ring cavity, the location of this optical lattice is not
predetermined by the cavity mirrors, and spontaneously
breaks the continuous translation symmetry. This opti-
cal lattice will further modulate the BEC atomic density,
that is, it will drive the BEC to a spatially periodical su-
persolid state [71, 72]. For some examples of such states,
one can see �gure2.

It is well known that when BEC with repulsive contact
interaction is loaded in an optical lattice, even though
the system is not well bounded, a kind of localized
wavepacket, i.e., gap soliton, can also exist due to the
balance between repulsive interaction and anomalous dis-
persion [22]. Here, a supersolid optical lattice is also built
up, thus we guess that gap soliton would also exist in the
now considering supersolid system. Next, we try to �nd
such supersolid gap soliton solutions, and examine their
stability, mobility, and collision properties.
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Figure 2. Examples of spatially periodical supersolid stat es.
Only one spatial period is considered here. Chemical poten-
tials corresponding to these states are respectively� = � 3:10
(a), � 3:04 (b), 0:55 (c), and � 1:31 (d), i.e., the same as those
in panels (b,f) of �gure 3, and panels (b,e) of �gure 4. Pa-
rameters used are� c = � 1, U = � 0:5, � = 10 , � = 15 (this
set of parameters will be used all along this paper).

III. RESULTS

A. Gap Soliton Solutions

We �nd gap soliton by numerically solving the dis-
cretized version (the derivative is approximated by
second-order central di�erence) of equations (13, 14, 15),
starting from an initial guessing wave function  0 =P

i =1 ;I A i sech [(x � x i ) =� i ] , where A i , x i , � i and I are
numerically tunable parameters. I determines the num-
ber of sub-wavepackets (peaks) of the soliton,x i ; � i ; A i
are the location, width and amplitude of each sub-
wavepacket. We expect that each sub-wavepacket will �t
in a lattice site, thus � i is typically set to a value several
times smaller than the spatial period of the optical lattice
(since the dimension-less optical lattice period is2� , we
typically set � i in the range of 0:3 � 2). Parameter A i is
typically set to a value in the range of 0:1 � 1, such that
the contact interaction is obvious, but smaller than the
depth of optical lattice, and a self-bounded bright soliton
solution would be possible. The same typical physical pa-
rameters � c = � 1, U = � 0:5, � = 10, � = 15 will be
used all along this paper.

In �gure 3, we show some examples of fundamental
soliton wavefunctions in the �rst [panels (a1-c1)] and
second [panels (e1-g1)] energy gaps, together with their
corresponding e�ective optical lattice potentials [panels
(a2-c2; e2-g2)] and energy band structures [panels (a3-
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Figure 3. Fundamental gap solitons in the �rst (a-d) and seco nd (e-h) energy gaps. Panels (a1-c1) and (e1-g1): wave functions
 (x) of the fundamental gap solitons. In panels (b1,f1), the blac k points represent the periodical supersolid states [which have
previously been shown in panels (a,b) of �gure 2] with the same chemical potential. Panels (a2-c2) and (e2-g2): corresponding
e�ective optical lattice potentials Ve� (x). Panels (a3-c3) and (e3-g3): corresponding energy band structures. The gray �lled
region is the semi-in�nite energy gap, the light-green �lle d region is the �rst energy gap, the light-blue �lled region i s the second
energy gap, while the un�lled regions are the energy bands (some of the energy bands and gaps are too narrow to be seen
very clearly). The colored points mark the chemical potenti al � of the corresponding solutions. In panels (a,e), the chemical
potentials lie close to the lower edge of the gap; in panels (b,f), they lie deep in the gap; and in panels (c,g), they lie near the
upper edge of the gap. Panels (d) and (h): relation between chemical potential � and atom number N for fundamental gap
soliton in the �rst (d) and second (h) energy gaps. The values of (N; � ) corresponding to solutions of panels (a-c) and (e-g) are
marked on the curve with the colored points which have point s tyle the same as those in panels (a3-c3) and (e3-g3), and at the
same time also explicitly labeled.

c3; e3-g3)]. When the soliton's chemical potential lies
deep in the energy gap, its wavefunction is well localized
in only one lattice site [panels (b1,f1)]. As the chemi-
cal potential moves towards the edge of the energy gap,
oscillating-decay tails grow out on both sides of the cen-
tral peak of the wavefunction. When the chemical po-
tential becomes very close to the gap edge, the tail grows
very heavy, see panels (a1,e1; c1,g1). Compared with the
close to top gap edge case [panels (c1,g1)], near the bot-
tom edge of the energy gap, we found that the tail decays
much slower, so that the height of the tail peaks becomes
almost as high as the central main peak [panels (a1,e1)].

The relation between chemical potential and atom
number plays an important role in studying gap soli-
tons. It is the basis for classifying gap solitons�a distinct
family of gap solitons is usually identi�ed by a continu-
ous N -� curve [21, 26]. For the usual gap solitons in a
static optical lattice, this relation is very simple. As the
atom number increases, the repulsive interaction leads
the chemical potential to grow gradually, i.e., � is a mono-
tonic increasing function of N [21, 26]. Here, the optical
lattice potential is built up by pumping the atomic BEC.
When the quantum state of BEC changes, the optical
lattice potential also changes accordingly. The potential
energy will also have an a�ection on the chemical poten-

tial. Therefore, we found that the relationship between
N and � becomes more complex, see panels (d,h) of �gure
3. For the well-localized soliton with chemical potential
deep in the energy gap [panels (b,f)], a deep optical lat-
tice is produced (hence the corresponding energy gap is
relatively wide), the potential energy makes the chemical
potential take a large negative value. Near the edges of
the energy gap [panels (a,e;c,g)], the soliton wavefunc-
tion extends much wider. According to formulas (8� 15),
this will lead to smaller values of N � 1;� 2, consequently
a shallower optical lattice (hence the corresponding en-
ergy gap becomes narrower) and close to zero chemical
potential. Therefore, roughly speaking the N -� curve
takes a �V� shape, as shown in panels (d,h). In both
these two panels, the right arms of the �V� shapes have a
positive dependence of� on N . This can be understood
by the fact that as N increases the repulsive interaction
becomes stronger, and at the same time as moves to-
wards the gap edge, the lattice potential also becomes
shallower. These two mechanisms both lead to the posi-
tive dependence of� on N . However, in these two panels,
the left arms of the �V� shapes have opposite slopes. In
panel (d), asN increases the repulsive interaction energy
will increase accordingly. Meanwhile, the induced opti-
cal lattice becomes deeper, which leads to a decrease of
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Figure 4. Sub-fundamental gap solitons in the second energy gap. Panels (a1-f1), (b2-f2), (a3-f3) and (g) are wavefunct ions,
e�ective optical lattice, energy band structure and N -� curve respectively, and they are plotted the same way as �gur e 3. In
panels (b1,e1), the black points represent the periodical supersolid states [which have previously been shown in panels (c,d) of
�gure 2] with the same chemical potential. The N -� curve of this family of soliton is a closed loop, the upper and lower part
is plotted with violet and green color respectively. The sol utions of panels (a-c) have values of (N; � ) on the upper part of the
N -� loop, while the solutions of panels (d-f) have values of (N; � ) on the lower part, as labeled in panel (g).

potential energy. Since the atom numberN is small in
this regime, it is the decrease of potential energy that
plays the main role, thus in total � has a negative de-
pendence onN . In panel (h), even for the left arm, the
atom number is also considerably large, so this time the
repulsive interaction energy dominants the potential en-
ergy, and the chemical potential � will increase with the
atom number N . Lastly, we emphasize that the above
discussions are only roughly valid, the dependence of�
on N is in fact very complex, in detail, we also found that
the N -� curves may anomalously bend near the gap edge
[the right end of panel (d), and the left end of panel (h)].
This anomalous bent re�ects the nonlinear feature of the
superradiant optical lattice, the similar phenomenon also
happens for matter-wave solitons in other nonlinear op-
tical lattices [25].

In the second energy gap, other than the fundamen-
tal solitons, we also found another family of solitons,
see �gure 4. The wavefunction of this type of soliton
is very similar to the �rst excited state of a (harmoni-
cally) trapped particle. It possesses the odd parity sym-
metry, at the lattice bottom the wavefunction takes a
zero value, and there are two main peaks (one is posi-
tive valued, while the other is negative valued) around
this zero point. We distinguish this family of solitons
as sub-fundamental solitons because their wavefunctions
have the same feature as the sub-fundamental solitons re-
ported in Ref. [26], where gap solitons in a static optical
lattice are studied. The (N; � ) data points of this family
of solitons form a closed loop, see panel (g). The chemi-

cal potential of this family of solitons can not take values
very close to the gap edge, therefore their oscillating-
decay tails are always not very heavy. For the same atom
number N , the solitons with chemical potential on the
upper half part of the N -� curve [panels (a-c)] are wider,
and at the same time have a heavier oscillating-decay tail,
compared to their lower partners [panels (d-f)].

There also exist many families of high order gap soli-
tons, which have more than one main peaks. In �gure
5 (�rst energy gap) and �gure 6 (second energy gap),
some examples of two, three and four peaks solutions
are shown. Comparing them with the fundamental and
sub-fundamental solitons, it is straightforward to con-
clude that these high order solitons can be interpreted
as the superposition of fundamental or sub-fundamental
solitons at di�erent lattice sites.

We also compared the spatially periodical supersolid
states and the supersolid gap solitons. As shown in pan-
els (b1,f1) of �gure 3, and panel (e1) of �gure 4, when
the gap soliton is well localized in only one lattice site,
it has almost the same shape as the periodical supersolid
state with the same chemical potential. This indicates
that the periodical supersolid state can be recognized as
a chain of gap solitons. While for gap soliton with obvi-
ous tails around the main peak, its shape will evidently
di�er from the corresponding periodical solution, this can
be seen from panel (b1) of �gure4. Such similarities and
di�erences between the localized gap soliton and period-
ical wave have also been reported in the case of static
optical lattices [32� 35].
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Figure 5. Examples of high order gap solitons in the �rst
energy gap. They can be interpreted as combinations of two
(a,b) or three (c,d) fundamental solitons with the same (a,c )
or opposite (b,d) phases.

B. Stability

The stability of these gap solitons has been checked
by numerically evolving the time-dependent equations
(5) and (6), with a 5% random perturbation being
initially added on the soliton wavefunction  0, i.e.,
 (x; t = 0) =  0 [1 + 0:05� (x)], with � (x) being random
numbers uniformly distributed in the range of (� 1; 1).
The corresponding atomic density is j (x; t = 0) j2 �
j 0j2 [1 + 0:1� (x)], that is the atomic density is per-
turbed by a magnitude of 10%. However, the perturba-
tion on total atom number is negligible, since the mean
value is h� (x)i = 0 . We don't explicitly perturb the
cavity optical �led, it is dynamically determined by the
BEC.

Character timescales of the considering system are the
dispersion time and cavity loss time. The cavity loss time
is estimated by the inverse of loss rate,� 1 = 1 =� = 0 :1.
The dispersion time is the spreading time of a wavepacket
due to the kinetic energy term, it is related to the width
of the studied wavepacket. Here character width of the
gap solitons is about one lattice length� � � , so that the
dispersion time is � 2 = m� 2=~ � 10. Thus, for checking
the stability, in the numerical simulations, we typically
evolve the initial state to a �nal time t = 100 (for the
stable solitons) which is much longer than� 1 and � 2, or
until the atomic density is substantially di�erent from its
initial pro�le (for the unstable solitons).

The stability results for fundamental solitons in the
�rst energy gap are shown in panels (a1-g1) of �gure
7. In panel (g1), the overall stability property is sum-
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Figure 6. Examples of high order gap solitons in the second
energy gap. They can be interpreted as combinations of two
(a,b,e,f) or three (c,d) fundamental (a-d) or sub-fundamen tal
(e,f) solitons with the same or opposite phases.

marized on the N -� curve, with the solid square points
referring to stable solitons, while the empty squares for
unstable ones. For detailed stability information, in pan-
els (a1-f1), we show the time evolutions of the atomic
density for some typical solitons. In panels (a1-c1), the
solitons can maintain their shape during long time evolu-
tion. While, the other ones in panels (d1-f1) all lose their
initial shape very quickly, however in di�erent ways. In
panel (d1), the breathing of atomic density between the
main wave packet and the two tail wave packets on its two
sides is excited. In panel (e1), the soliton su�ers a severe
spatial spreading during the evolution. In panel (f1), the
soliton also su�ers an overall spatially spreading, but less
severe compared to that in panel (e1), because the atom
density is smaller (therefore, the repulsive interaction is
weaker). Another feature in panel (f1) is that the wide
main wavepacket undergoes a sudden shrink at the very
beginning time [this is emphasized by an enlarged graph
in the top panel of �gure 8], then the shrunk narrow wave
packet can evolve comparatively stable for some time.

The numerical results suggest that the stability of these
gap solitons roughly obeys a Vakhitov-Kolokolov (VK)
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Figure 7. Stability of fundamental gap solitons in the �rst ( a1-g1) and second (a2-g2) energy gaps. Panels (a1-f1; a2-f2): time
evolutions of the atomic density j (x; t )j2 for some example solitons. Panel (g1, g2): stability of the solitons marked on the
N -� curve. The solid square points represent the solitons that are stable during the time evolution, while the empty square
points represent the unstable ones. The (N; � ) data points corresponding to panels (a1-f1; a2-f2) are specially plotted with red
color, and at the same time also have been explicitly labeled.
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Figure 8. Enlargements of panels (f1) and (a2) in �gure 7.
Originally, in �gure 7, to get the overall information, these
two panels are plotted in a wide spatial range. Here, to see
the details of interest, they are plotted within a narrow ran ge
of x 2 [� 5�; 5� ].

criterion (a negative slope of theN -� curve, d�=dN < 0)
[31, 36� 38]. Here, we say �roughly� because of two rea-
sons. Firstly, for the points already on the right-half
of the N -� curve, but still very close to the bottom of
the curve, although the VK criterion is invalid, the soli-
tons also can evolve stably for quite a long time. This
would result from that the density pro�le of these solitons
changes very slightly during the time evolution, so that
the numerical simulation fails to distinguish. Secondly,
at the close to gap edge anomalous bent, some points do

have negative slopes, however the solitons are numeri-
cally checked to be unstable. This indicates that the VK
criterion can not capture the unstable mechanism shown
in panel (f1). We also would like to point out that for
the normal repulsive interaction supported BEC gap soli-
tons in static linear optical lattices, their stability obe ys
the anti-VK criterion by contrast [ 31, 36� 38]. This again
makes a de�nite di�erence between the supersolid gap
solitons discussed here and the normal gap solitons in
static optical lattices.

The stability results of fundamental solitons in the sec-
ond energy gap are shown in panels (a2-g2) of �gure7. In
this case, the VK criterion (d�=dN < 0) is ful�lled in two
places�the close to gap edge anomalous bent, and a very
narrow range left to the bottom of N -� curve, see panel
(g2). Numerically, we found that for the anomalous bent,
the VK criterion again failed to predict the right stability
property, i.e., the solitons are unstable during the time
evolution, for an example, see panel (a2). And around the
bottom of N -� curve, agree with the VK criterion (also
roughly, as having been discussed in the previous para-
graph), the solitons are checked to be stable, see panel
(d2). All the other points on the N -� curve are checked
to be referring to unstable solitons. On di�erent parts
of the N -� curve, the unstable mechanisms are di�erent.
Close to the stable region, the solitons are unstable be-
cause of the atomic density breathing, see panels (c2,e2).
Far away from the stable region, they su�er a spatial
spreading, and the larger atom number leads to the sev-
erer spreading, this is can be seen from panels (b2, f2).
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Figure 9. Stability of the sub-fundamental gap solitons in t he second energy gap. The panels are plotted in a similar way as
in �gure 7. All these sub-fundamental solitons are unstable.

These two unstable mechanisms are similar to that in the
�rst energy gap case. At last, at the anomalous bent, we
also �nd a new unstable mechanism. As shown in panel
(a2) and its enlargement in the bottom panel of �gure 8,
this soliton has a very heavy oscillating-decay tail, i.e.,
the density pro�le contains many small sub-wavepackets,
it is unstable due to the interaction between two neigh-
boring sub-wavepackets.

All the sub-fundamental gap solitons are numerically
found to be unstable, see �gure9. Several di�erent un-
stable mechanisms have been found. Firstly, the two
main peaks of a sub-fundamental soliton can merge into
a single peak with a loss of the atoms, see panels (d,e).
Secondly, for large atom number sub-fundamental soli-
tons, the strong repulsive interaction can lead to spatial
spreading instability, see panels (c,f). Thirdly, in panel
(b), for the soliton on the very top part of N -� curve, at
�rst it shrinks to another sub-fundamental soliton with
two narrower density peaks (similar to its partner on the
lower part of the N -� curve), then these two narrower
peaks merge into a single one again. Lastly, in panel
(a), we found that at the beginning time the two main
peaks of the sub-fundamental soliton move away from
each other, and then spatial oscillations of the wavepack-
ets are excited.

Since the high order solitons can be seen as superposi-
tion of fundamental or sub-fundamental solitons at di�er-
ent lattice sites, we found that they usually have a similar
stability feature as their fundamental or sub-fundamental
components, i.e., when the composing solitons are stable,
the high order soliton is also stable and vice versa. For
example, solitons (a,b,c,d) in �gures 5 and 6 are found
to be stable, while solitons (e,f) in �gure 6 are unstable.

For comparison, we also examined the stability of nor-
mal gap solitons in static periodic potentials whose am-
plitude and periodicity are the same as the dynamically
created optical lattice in ring cavity. We found that in
such a static lattice solitons can undergo a stable evolu-
tion until the �nal time of the numerical simulation. So,
we think that the instability of the supersolid gap soli-
tons found here is caused by the dynamical property of
the optical �eld.

-30�

-15�

0�

15�

0 2 4 6 8 10

-3�

-2�

-1�

0�

1�

0 2 4 6 8 10

-3�

-2�

-1�

0�

1�

0 2 4 6 8 10

x

t

(a)

x

t

(b)

x

t

(c)

Figure 10. Mobility of the stable gap solitons. Time evolu-
tions of the atomic density j (x; t )j2 for three di�erent soli-
tons with initial speed v0 = 4 :0 are plotted in the three panels.
The three solitons are fundamental soliton near the lower edge
of the �rst energy gap (a), deep in the �rst energy gap (b),
and deep in the second energy gap (c) respectively. Their
wavefunctions, e�ective optical lattice potential, and en ergy
band structures have previously been shown in panels (a,b,f)
of �gure 3.

C. Mobility

In this part, we study mobility of the stable gap
solitons. In a ring cavity, lights of the two counter-
propagating modes can have independent phases, when
their phase di�erence changes, the optical lattice poten-
tial produced by their interference will move. Further-
more, the light �eld is built up by pumping the BEC.
So, it would be reasonable to expect that when the BEC
wave packet moves, the optical lattice potential will move
accordingly, and will put no extra force on the moving
BEC, such that the BEC can move freely. However, this
has been demonstrated to be only partially true. More
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Figure 11. Collision of two gap solitons (with chemical po-
tential deep in the �rst energy gap). Time evolutions of the
atomic density j (x; t )j2 are plotted. From top to bottom,
the initial colliding velocities are set to v0 = 0 :5 (a), 2:5 (b),
3:5 (c) and 6:0 (d) respectively.

comprehensive studies show that because the light �eld
can not follow the BEC dynamics instantaneously, the
optical lattice will fall behind the BEC for a certain dis-
tance, and will put a friction force on the BEC, as a re-
sult, the BEC will usually undergo a decelerating motion
[75, 76].

To verify the above discussions, we studied the moving
dynamics numerically. We give an initial velocity v0 to
the gap soliton by imprinting a phase factor exp [iv0x]
on its wavefunction, then examining the afterward time
evolution. The results are shown in �gure 10. In panels
(b,c), for solitons with chemical potential deep in both
the �rst (b) and second (c) energy gaps, we do observe a
decelerating motion of the soliton wave packet. In panel
(a), for the soliton with chemical potential near the gap
edge, the deceleration is not obvious, it undergoes an
almost free motion. This is because in this case the e�ec-
tive optical lattice is very weak [see panel (a2) of �gure
3], as a result, the friction force is also very small, and
its deceleration e�ect is hard to be obviously observed on
the graph.

D. Collision

At last, we show the collision dynamics of two such
supersolid gap solitons. In �gure11, taking the collisions
of two solitons with chemical potential deep in the �rst
energy gap as an example, the time evolutions of atomic
density are plotted for di�erent collision velocities. Al-
though a single such gap soliton is movable (as having
been shown in sectionIII C ), we found that when the
initial colliding velocity is small, two solitons can not ap-
proach each other, they only oscillate around their initial
locations with a small amplitude, see panel (a). For the
medium velocity collision [panels (b,c)], the two solitons
strongly interact with each other. After some time, the
two solitons either break into many small pieces [panel
(b)], or merge into a single wavepacket accompanied by
a scattering loss of the atoms [panel (c)]. For the large
velocity collision [panel (d)], the two solitons collide sim-
ilar to two classical particles, however su�ering a spa-
tial spreading. Similar collision phenomena have already
been observed for non-soliton wavepackets in the same
model [77], the explanations also apply here.

Strictly speaking, solitons refers to non-spreading lo-
calized wavepackets which can interact with other soli-
tons, and emerge from the collision unchanged, except
for a phase shift [1]. In this sense, the wavepackets in this
work would better be called solitary waves. However, in
many cases, the collision requirement is often given up,
and the term soliton may be used instead of solitary wave
[78], here we also follow such a relaxed de�nition.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we predict that there exist supersolid gap
solitons in a BEC and optical ring cavity coupling sys-
tem. We studied the system within the mean-�eld the-
ory, and numerically found a few families of gap soliton
solutions�fundamental gap solitons in both the �rst and
second energy gaps, sub-fundamental gap solitons in the
second energy gap, and high order gap solitons which
consist of several fundamental or sub-fundamental soli-
tons. The stability of these gap solitons has been checked
by numerically simulating the time-dependent mean-�eld
equations. The numerical results suggest that, for the
fundamental solitons, their stability roughly obeys the
VK criterion, i.e., usually they are stable when their
chemical potential � is negatively dependent on the atom
number N (d�=dN < 0), however with some exceptions.
All the sub-fundamental gap solitons are found to be un-
stable. The high order gap solitons have similar stabil-
ity as their fundamental or sub-fundamental components.
For the mobility property, given an initial velocity, these
gap solitons usually undergo a decelerating motion due
to the friction force from the light �elds (the deceleration
may be unobvious when friction force is weak). We also
studied the two solitons collision dynamics, which are
found to be strongly velocity-dependent. For small ve-
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locity collision, the two solitons can only oscillate around
their initial location with a small amplitude. For medium
velocity collision, the two solitons either break into many
small pieces, or merge into a single wavepacket with a loss
of atoms. And the large velocity collision behaves simi-
larly to the collision of two classical particles, except that
the two soliton wavepackets su�er a spatial spreading.

At last, we note that the BEC and optical ring cavity
coupling system has already been realized, and super-
solid phase in the system has also been identi�ed [72].
Therefore, the supersolid gap solitons and their dynam-
ical properties reported in this article are ready to be

observed experimentally.
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