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Abstract

T he existence of stabl solitons in two— and threedin ensional (2D and 3D )
m edia governed by the selffocusing cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation w ith
a periodic potential is dem onstrated by m eans of the variational approxin a—
tion (VA) and in direct sinulations. The potential stabilizes the solitons
against collapse. D irect physical realizations are a BoseE instein condensate
BEC) trapped in an optical lattice, and a light beam in a buk K errm edium
of a photonic—crystal type. In the 2D case, the creation of the soliton In a
weak Jattice potential is possble ifthe nomm ofthe eld (number ofatom s in
BEC, or opticalpower In the K errm edium ) exceeds a threshold value (which
is an aller than the critical nom Jlading to collapse). Both \shglecell" and
\m ulticell" solitons are found, which occupy, respectively, one or several cells
of the periodic potential, depending on the soliton’s nom . Solitons of the
form er type and their stability are well predicted by VA . Stable 2D vortex

solitons are found too.
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R ecent sucoessfil observation fli,2] and theoretical consideration [344] of one-din ensional
(1D ) solitons in selfattractive B oseF instein condensates BEC s) w ith a negative scattering
length raises a question whether higherdin ensional solitons can be created in BECs [].
O ne possibility, recently proposed in Refs. [§/1], is to induce selftrapping of a 2D conden—
sate by m eans of ac externalm agnetic eld via the Feshbadch resonance, which m akes the
scattering length a periodically sign-changing one (a sin ilar m echanism was earlier shown
to stabilize light beam s in a bulk opticalm edium oconsisting of periodically altermating self-
cusing and defocusing layers §]). On the other hand, an e cient technique to control
BEC dynam ics is based on optical lattices (O Ls), ie. Interference pattems generated by
laser beam s illm inating the condensate (see earlier works [d] and recent ones [1(]). A possi-
bility to create higherdin ensional gap solitons in selfrepulsive BEC s loaded into 2D or 3D
OL wasproposed In Ref. 1], where it was shown that soliton-lke structures em erge due to
m odulational instabilty of BEC In the periodic potential (@ sin ilar m echanisn for the 1D
case was investigated in Refs. [[2,03]). Nonlnear Jocalization of atom ic B loch waves in the
form of 2D m atterwave gap solitons was shown by num erical solution of the corresoonding
elgenvalue problem {[4].

The ob gctive of the present work is to show that stablke 2D and 3D solitons can be
created In a m ore straightforward (and m ore relevant to the experim ent) way, nam ely, in
selfattractive BEC s trapped in O Ls. In the absence of the extemal potential, stationary
soliton solutions to the corresponding selffocusing nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) equation
can be easily found, but they are unstable due to the, respectively, weak and strong collapse
in the 2D and 3D NLS equation {L53]. W e dem onstrate that periodic potentials of the O L
type can stabilize 2D and 3D solitons of various types (in particular, both fuindam ental and
vortex solitons are found to be stable In the 2D case).

The sam em odel ndsanotherphysical realization in the 2D case, In tem sofa light beam
propagating in a bulk selffocusing K errm edium w ith transversem odulation ofthe refractive
index, ie., a medim of a photoniccrystal PhC) type (see, eg., Ref. [1§]). However, In

contrast to recently considered nonlinear PhC m odels, which assum e transverse m odulation



of the K err coe cient, we consider the case when only the refractive lndex is m odulated,
w hile the nonlinearity is uniform . Soliton dynam ics In a 1D version of this optical system ,
ie. as a m atter of fact, a m ultichannel nonlinear planar waveguide, was studied earlier in
Ref. [I']] (after the subm ission of the originalversion of this paper, a preprint has appeared
which considers a very sin flar PhC m odel for the 2D case [18]).

T he present m odel is based on the rescaled G rossP taevskii (GP) equation EL:Q] for the

wave function u (r;t),
h i
e+ r¥+veE+ ¥ u=0 @)

(in opticalm odels, it is the NLS equation, t being the propagation distance). Here, V (v) is

the extemal potential, which contains the parabolictrap and OL tem s,
V (r) = 12=0 y? 4 m [os@@x) + cosRy) + cos@2z)]; r £x;v;z9; )

ie. the O L period isnom alized tobe (in the opticalm odel, the parabolic trap is absent).
The only dynam ical invariant of Eq. @) is the nom @umber of atom s In BEC, or the
beam ’s power in the opticalm odel), N = 5 1 () fdr.

A nalytical predictions for solitons can be obtained by m eans of the variational approxi-
m ation (VA ), which was developed in nonlinear optics (see a review 2(]), and successfiilly
applied to BECs too B621], including BECs trapped n OL RZ] VA in the 1D version
of this m odel was earlier elaborated for the above-m entioned m ultichannel nonlinear opti-
calwaveguide f17]). Follow ing these works, we adopt the G aussian ansatz for findam ental

solitons,
umt)=Aexp it ar’=2 ; 3)

w ith an arbitrary negative constant and positive onesa and A wWe st "> 0 in Eq. @),
hence the central point of the ansatz m ust be chosen at the potentialm inimum , r= 0). In
the case of BEC, isthe chem icalpotential, and in optics is the propagation constant.

Substituting the ansatz into the Lagrangian L corresponding to Eq. (1), we perform spatial



Integration, and derive equations fora and A in the form @L=@a = QL=@A = 0 ( isnota
variational degree of freedom , but rather an Intrinsic param eter of the soliton fam ily).
Below, we display variational results for ! = 0 in the GP/NLS equation {1), which
In plies that the soliton has a size much an aller than that in posed by the parabolic trap.
In the 2D case, the variational procedure am ounts to an equation which determm ines a in
term s ofthe nom ,N = AZ%=a [this expression corregoonds to the ansatz (-3)], and another

equation that yields the chem ical potential/propagation constant:
N=4 1 2"a’e'™ ; =2"2a' 1e'® a: @)

Note that, if " = 0, Egs. @) yeld N = 4 . In the present notation, i is nothing else
but a known varational prediction for the critical nom in the 2D NLS equation, which
sim ultaneously is a universal value of the nom corresponding to the unstable 2D soliton.

W ith "6 0,Eq.f) show s that the number of partickes attainsam ininum (threshold) value,
Nur=4 1 8e?" ; ®)

at a = 1=2. This means that there is a threshold value of the nom which is necessary
to create the 2D soliton; however, the threshold really exists only if it is positive. The
expression (§) show s that the threshold exists for a relatively weak lattice, and it disappears
if " exceeds the value "p = =8  0:92.

It ©llows from Eq. 4) that the nom N cannot exceed the abovem entioned critical
value, N, = 4 ,which m eans that VA predicts a fam ily of fundam ental 2D solitons in the
nterval Ny, < N < N (ecallNg, 0if" > "5). VA makes it also possible to predict
stability of the solitons, on the basis of the Vakhitov-K obkolv (VK ) criterion {L5], which
applies if the solution to Egs. () iscbtained n a form = (N ): the necessary stability
ocondition isd =dN < O.

A num erical solution ofEgs. 4), produces two di erent branches of the solution, see an
exam ple in Fig. la. An analytical consideration of the nearcriticalcase, 1 N=4 ! +0,

also yields two di erent solutions:



s !
2"

| LI = n 1.
1) 1 N2 +2" 5 2N) M@ N=4) =h@M] : (6)

Both the num erical and analytical solutions dem onstrate that onebranch [ N ) in Eq. {6)]
satis esthe VK criterion, and the otherone [ , N ) n Eqg. {6)] does not. D irect sin ulations
(see nset to Fig. 1la and m ore results below ) con m that the variational ansatz satisfying
the VK crterion gives rise to a stable soliton, whose form is quite close to the predicted one.
Q ualitatively, the appearance of the fam ily of stable solitons in the intervalN 4, < N <
N o In the presence of the lattice can be explained by the fact that it actually creates a
nontrivialland (in tem s ofthe corresponding values of ), where the solitonsm ay be stablk
(h the Imi " ! O the band degenerates into a single point). Note that appearance of a
sin ilar band explains the existence of stable 2D solitons in the O L-supported m odel w ith

the positive scattering length f11].
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FIG.1l. (@) Num erical solution to Egs. {-f!) for"= 04 and "= "g = 092 (the Jatter value is

the one at which N y,, vanishes). Inset displays evolution of the am plitude of a directly sim ulated
solution iniiated by the variational ansatz (_3) wih A and a taken as solutions ofEgs. (_4), in the
cacof"= 092,N = 2 ,a= 13 (the VK-stablk branch). () D ependence of the am plitude A
of established 2D solitons vs. the niialnom N , as cbtained from direct simulations ofEq. g-_l:)
wih "= 04 and ! = 0, starting w ith the con guration predicted by VA . T he undulations in the
dependence is a result of radiation loss in the course of the soliton form ation. T he dashed curve is

the dependence A N ) as given by VA .

The sinple ansatz @) does not take into regard distortion of the soliton’s shape by the
periodic potential; for this reason, VA is expected to be accurate if the soliton’s size is not
esseentially Jarger than the lattice period, which is con m ed by com parison w ith num erical

ndings, see below .

D irect sinulations of Eq. 1) were perform ed by m eans of the multidin ensional fast
Fourier transform on grids of the size 256 256 or 128 128 128 in the 2D and 3D cases,
resoectively, with a tine step t= 0001l. The dom ain size was k;yj] 4 (I the gures
we show only its central part). To emulate In nite boundary conditions (if the parabolic
trap is switched o ), absorbers were nstalled at borders of the integration dom ain, which
elin inate linear waves em itted in the course of form ation of solitons.

A Dbasic conclusion follow ing from the sin ulations is that the initial wavefomm s, taken



as predicted by VA, always evolve Into stable solitons (In both 2D and 3D cases). On the
other hand, any input w ith the nom below the threshold predicted by VA @FE" < "g), and
som e other nput fom s, taken very far from the varational prediction, decay into lnear
waves. This general result is illustrated by Fig. T, o) from which we see that a delocalizing
transition, m anifested by the rapid drop of the am plitude, occurs at N =4 062 for the
case "= 04.By comparing this value w ith them nimum value attained by N=4 along the
VA existence curve of Fig. il @) at "= 04 (ie.Np =4 058), we see that, although not
perfect, the agream ent is reasonable. Sin ilar resuls are found also for other values of the
am plitude of the optical Jattice. W e ram ark, however, that non-sharpness of the transition
(e Fig. 1 (b)) m akes i di cul to determ ine the threshold w ith higher accuracy since, close

to the threshold, long sin ulations are necessary to check whether a broad an alkam plitude
soliton is form ed or not. A ccurate study of the threshold nom versus " is presently under
nvestigation and w ill be reported elsew here.

The presence of a Iower threshold for the existence of the m ultidin ensional solitons in
the O L strongly resemble a sim ilar phenom enon occurring In nonlinear lattices for intrinsic
Jocalized m odes R3]. This analogy correlates w ith the fact that the above solitons can be
strongly localized around one site of the lattice (see below).

A ctually, the lattice stabilizes the soliton not only against decay, but also partly against
collapse. Tndeed, in Fig. i o) the nom extends to slightly overcritical values (the exact
value in 2D isN =4 = 0293 [[5]) without provoking the collapse. An explnation for this
com es from the fact that the chem icalpotentialofthe soliton lies in the gap ofthe excitation
goectrum created by the Jattice, thus enhancing their stability against the collapse or decay
Into lnear waves. The m echanian for the fom ation of gap solitons in BECswith the OL
and positive scattering length was identi ed asm odulational instability of the B loch states
at the edges of the Brillouin zone {I1,12].

D epending on the strength of the lattice potential and nom of the initial pulse, the
em erging soliton occupies a single lattice cell (then we call it a \singleeell soliton"), or

soreads itself over a few cells @ \multicell soliton"). Singlecell solitons always have a



larger nom than the multicell ones, and a border value of N , which ssparates the single-
and m ulticell states, can be approxin ately identi ed. The relaxation of the 2D and 3D
pulses into the stable shape proceeds w ith oscillations [see nset to Fig. 1, @) ], w ith a higher
frequency In stronger lattices. In fact, the nput which is predicted by VA to be a stable
soliton (according to the VK criterion) quickly evolves into a single-oell soliton w hose shape
is quite close to the predicted one, which is illustrated by inset to Fig. la. In contrast to
this, the Iniial pulse taken as what is expected to be a VK -unstable soliton, according to
VA , undergoes violent evolution, w ith Jarge am ission loss, which ends up by the fom ation
of a multicell soliton. Full evolution pictures are not disgplayed here, as it is di cul to
generate them in the 2D and 3D geom etry w ithout radial sym m etry.

G eneric exam ples of the established singlecell and mulicell 2D solitons, which were
generated, respectively, by the VA predicted VK -stable G aussian ansatz in a m oderately
weak lattice potential, and the VK -unstabl ansatz in a strong potential, are digplayed in

Fig.2.A centralpeak of the soliton and satellites are clearly seen in the latter case.

6 -4 2 0 2 4

X X
FIG .2. (@) An established singlecell 2D soliton In a m oderately strong lattice potential, found

from direct sin ulations of Eq. {-;') wih "= 0:92. The nitial con guration was taken as per the
VA predicted stable soliton, ie., Egs. ('_3) and @) were used, w ith a = 1:3, the corresponding nom
beingN = 2 . (b) An established mulicell 2D soliton in a strong lattice potential, wih " = 10.
The initial con guration was taken as per the VA -predicted unstabke soliton wih a = 0:15 and
N = 2 fthe same nitialnom as in the case shown in (@)]. In the case (), the nom drops to

N = 348, ie., 50% ofthe nitialnom is lost in the course of the form ation of the stable soliton.

T he form ation of solitons In the 3D lattice potential is, generally, sin ilar to the 2D cass,



although the relaxation tim e is shorter, due to the stronger interaction involving a larger
num ber of ad poent cells. A typical exam ple of a stablke multicell 3D soliton, which form s
itself in a strong Jattice potential, isgiven n Fig. 3 @).

A Jongside the findam ental2D soliton, In the absence of the lattice one can construct vor-
tex solitons, ofthe form u= vr)exp ( i t+ IS ),whererand arethe polar coordinates,
S is an integer vorticity (\spin"), and v (r) is a real function, which exponentially decays as
r! 1 andvanishes r° asr! 0.Aswellasthe findamental (S = 0) soliton, the vortices
are strongly unstable in the usual 2D NLS equation. Recently, stable vortices have been

found i 2D (see review s R4)) and 3D R5]m odels w ith non—K err optical nonlinearities. On

the other hand, it was dem onstrated P7] that stable vortices, sokely wih S = 1, exist in the
discrete version of the usualcubic 2D NLS equation (W hich describes a bundle of nonlinear
optical waveguides RG], or BEC trapped in a strong OL eld PZ]. Note that, unlke the
isotropic NLS m odel, In ones w ith the axial sym m etry broken by the lattice the vorticity is
not a topological invariant, hence the very existence of such solutions is a nontrivial issue
P,

To generate vortex solitons, we sinulated the 2D version of Eq. {'_1:) w ith the mnitial
condition ug (r; ) = AT exp( arz)exp(js ), trying various values of A and a. Stabl
vortices with S 2 could never be created (they quickly sporead out); however, initial
con gurationswih S = 1 readily selftrap into a stable vortex, which features a com plex

m ulticell organization, see Fig. 3 ().




FIG.3. (@) An established 3D soliton formed In a strong lattice potential. The z = 0
cross—section is shown or " = 10 and N = 10. () A typical exam plk of a stable vortex soli-
tonwih S = 1land N = 2 , in the 2D Jattice potentialwith " = 10. Inset show s the diagonal

cross—section of the soliton; note that (as it should be) the eld vanishes rasr! 0.

A1l the above exam ples were obtained for ! = 0 n Eq. (@), ie., without the parabolic
trap. Sinulations wih ! & 0 have dem onstrated that the extemal trap does not a ect
the 2D and 3D solitons in any conspicuous way, provided that the corresponding ham onic—
oscillator Jength is essentially larger than the lattice period.

T he solitons found in this work are pinned by the lattice. In fact, a sin ilar m echanisn
may stabilize solitons that partially kesp the m cbility of their free counterparts. To this
end, one can use quastlD and quasi?D lattices, in the 2D and 3D cases, respectively. This
m odi cation of the m odelw illbe reported elsew here.

F inally, we address experim ental perspectives. F irst, creation ofthe niialwaveform oc—
cupyIng a single lattice cell can be done using the recently developed technique for pattemed
loading of BEC into optical httices P§], which provides exble control over placem ent of
atom s in lattice sites. An initial waveform spread over muliple cells can be prepared by
In posing an O L upon a condensate of a suitable size in the m agnetic trap, w ith subsequent
sw itching o them agnetic eld. Changing the nom ofthe wave function, as supposad in the
theory and num erical sin ulations, could be m odeled by variation of the nonlinear coupling
param eter (swave scattering length) via the Feshbadch resonance.

W enote that the strengths ofthe O L s considered above are In the experin entally relevant
range fill, "= 0 20 i unis of the recoil energy E . = h’k?=0@m ), where k;, = 2 =,
andm and denote the atom icm ass and laser wavelength, respectively. W e used the size
ofaunit celld =2= 0425 m,andthetine2m=hk?)= 50 s (or *Rb atom sand
fardetuned laserwih = 850 nm ) asunits of the length and tin e, respectively. R elevant
experin ents w ith can be perform ed w ith "Lior ®Rb atom s featuring the negative scattering

length In the ground state, which is am enabl to large varations through the Feshbach
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resonance.

In conclusion, we have dem onstrated that the G P /N LS equation w ith the attractive cubic
nonlinearity and periodic potential, which describes BEC s trapped in a 2D or 3D optical
lattice, and (In the 2D case) an opticalbeam in the Kerrm edium w ith a transverse periodic
m odulation of the refractive index, gives rise to stabl solitons. In m oderately weak and
strong lattices, single-cell and m ulticell solitons were found, resgpectively, the fomm er ones
being accurately predicted by the varational approxin ation. A necessary condition for the
form ation of 2D solitons in a relatively weak lattice is that the initialnom ofthe eldd must

exoeed a threshold value. Stabl 2D vortex soltonswith S = 1 were found too.
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