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C reation ofdiscrete solitons and observation ofthe Peierls-N abarro barrier in

B ose-Einstein C ondensates.
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W eanalyzethegeneration and m obility ofdiscretesolitonsin Bose-Einstein condensatescon�ned

in an opticallattice under realistic experim entalconditions. W e discuss �rst the creation of1D

discrete solitons,for both attractive and repulsive interatom ic interactions. W e then address the

issue oftheirm obility,focusing our attention on the conditions for the experim entalobservability

ofthe Peierls-Nabarro barrier. Finally we report on the generation ofself-trapped structures in

two and three dim ensions. D iscrete solitons m ay open alternative routesforthe m anipulation and

transportofBose-Einstein condensates.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The experim ental achievem ent of the Bose-Einstein

condensate (BEC) [1]has outbursted an extraordinary

interestwithin the lastyearsin the physicsofultracold

atom icgases.Thisinterestcan bepartially explained by

theinherently nonlinearcharacteroftheBEC physicsin-

duced by theinteratom icinteractions.Atsu�ciently low

tem peratures,thephysicsofthecondensatesisgoverned

by anonlinearSch�odingerequation with cubicnonlinear-

ity,also called G ross-Pitaevskiiequation (G PE),sim ilar

as that encountered in other physicalsystem s, as e.g.

nonlinearoptics (NLO ) in K errm edia. The analysisof

theresem blancesbetween BEC physicsandNLO haslead

to therapidly-developing �eld ofNonlinearAtom O ptics

(NLAO ) [2]. Recently severalexperim ents have high-

lighted various NLAO phenom ena, as dark solitons in

BEC with repulsiveinteratom icinteractions[3,4],bright

solitons in 1D BECs with attractive interactions [5,6],

and condensatecollapse[7].

During the last few years,the possibility ofloading

a BEC in an opticallattice form ed by a laser standing

wave has attracted considerable attention,m ostly m o-

tivated by the close resem blance between these system s

and solid-statedevices.In thissense,severalrem arkable

experim entshavebeen recently reported,astheobserva-

tion ofBloch oscillationsofBECs[8,9],the realization

ofJosephson-junction arraysofBECsplaced in di�erent

lattice sites [10],or even the achievem ent ofthe super-


uid to M ott-Insulatortransition [11]. Recently several

nonlinear BEC phenom ena have been analyzed in the

presence ofopticallattices,as the dynam icalsuper
uid

to insulator transition [12], the BEC transport in the

presenceofdispersion m anaging [13],and thegeneration

ofgap solitons,i.e.brightsolitonswith condensateswith

repulsiveinteractions[14,15].

Particularinteresthasbeen recently devoted to those

phenom ena occurring when the condensate dim ensions

becom e com parable to the lattice wavelength. In that

case, the discrete structure introduced by the lattice

potentialm ay lead to sim ilar phenom ena as those ob-

served in NLO in periodic structures. In particularthe

analysis of discrete solitons (DS) [16, 17, 18] in the

BEC contexthasrecently attracted a growing attention

[19,20,21,22,23].Specially interesting phenom ena ex-

clusively induced by the discretenessofthe system have

been analyzed in theNLO context,such astherestriction

ofthe m obility ofthe DSs due to the so-called Peierls-

Nabarro (PN)barrier[24],orthe possibility to generate

two-dim ensionalDSs[25].

Although severalpropertiesrelated with DSsin BEC

have been already reported [19,20,21],the realization

ofDSsunderrealisticexperim entalconditionshasso far

notbeen analyzed in detail.Therefore,oneoftheaim sof

thepresentpaperistodiscussthecreation ofthesestruc-

turesin the fram e ofthe recentexperim entson BEC in

opticallattices. In particular,we shalldiscuss the gen-

eration of1D DS for both attractive and repulsive in-

teracting condensates. O nce created,the e�ects ofthe

discrete nature ofthe DSs in BEC should be analyzed

by m eans ofthe observation of the PN barrier for its

m obility. A second aim ofthe present paper is to dis-

cussthe conditionsforthe experim entalobservability of

thisbarrier.Interestingly,thePN barrierislargely over-

estim ated within the usualtight-binding approxim ation

even under conditions for which this approxim ation is

typically assum ed. Finally,in the last part ofour pa-

per,we discussthe possibility ofachieving 2D and even

3D self-trapped structures,which could o�eralternative

routesforthe controllablem anipulation ofBECs.

Theschem eofthepaperisasfollows.In Sec.IIwedis-

cuss the physicalsystem under consideration as wellas

thebasicequationstodescribeit.Sec.IIIpresentsavari-

ationalapproach which allowsforan analysisofdiscrete

structuresin arbitrary dim ensions.Sec.IV isdevoted to

theanalysisofthegeneration of1D DSs,forboth attrac-

tive and repulsive interatom ic interactions. W e address

also in Sec.IV the issue oftheir m obility and provide

theconditionsfortheobservabilityofthePeierls-Nabarro

barrier.In Sec.V weanalyzethe creation of2D and 3D

self-trapped structures. W e �nalize in Sec.VIwith our

conclusions.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310042v1
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II. P H Y SIC A L SY ST EM

In the following we consider a trapped BEC in the

presence of an opticallattice. The periodic structure

leads to an energy band structure [26,27,28,29],and

strongly m odi�es the dynam ics ofthe condensate [8,9,

10,12,13,14,15,30].In the m ean �eld approxim ation,

the fullBEC dynam ics(ata tem perature m uch sm aller

than thecriticaloneforthecondensation)isgoverned by

the tim e-dependentG PE:

i~
d (~r;t)

dt
=

�

�
~
2

2m
4 + V (~r)+ gj (~r;t)j

2

�

 (~r;t);

(1)

whereg = 4�~2a=m ,with a thes-wavescattering length

and m the atom ic m ass. The condensate wave function

is norm alized to the totalnum ber ofparticles N . The

externalpotentialisgiven by:
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which describesboth them agnetictrap potentialand the

opticallattice(created by two counterpropagating laser

beam s ofwavelength � along each axis). The angular

frequencies of the m agnetic trap in each direction are

denoted by !i.Theopticallatticeischaracterized by its

depth V0 and by itslatticeperiod d = �=2,which de�nes

the so-called recoilm om entum kr =
�

d
.In the following,

and following the standard notation,we referthe depth

of the opticalpotentialin units of the so-called recoil

energy E r = ~
2k2r=2m .

W hen the opticaldepth ofthe lattice is m uch larger

than the chem icalpotential(V0 > > �),and the system

can be considered as con�ned within the lowest energy

band,one can em ploy the tight-binding approxim ation

and rewrite the condensate order param eter as a sum

ofwavefunctions localized in each wellof the periodic

potential:

 (~r;t)=
p
N
X

n

�n (t)’n (~r); (3)

where ’n (~r)= ’ (~r� ~rn)denotesthe on-site wavefunc-

tion.By insertingtheAnsatz(3)intoEq.(1),oneobtains

thattheG PE reducestoadiscretenonlinearSchr�odinger

equation (DNLSE):

i~
@�n

@t
= � J (�n�1 + �n+ 1)+

�

�n + U j�nj
2
�

�n: (4)

The dynam ics ofthe system depends m ostly on the in-

terplay between thetunneling rate(J)and thetwo body

interactions (non linear energy,U).The tunneling rate

can be expressed as:

J = �

Z

d~r[
~
2

2m
~O’n~O’n+ 1 + ’nV (~r)’n+ 1]; (5)

the nonlinearterm acquiresthe form :

U = gN

Z

d~r’
4

n (6)

and the on-siteenergiesaregiven by:

�n =

Z

d~r[
~
2

2m

�
~O’n

�2
+ V (~r)’

2

n]: (7)

In order to calculate the value ofthe nonlinear energy

Eq.(6),we use a G aussian Ansatz forthe wavefunction

on-site,where the width isobtained by m inim ization of

theenergy [31].In thepureone-dim ensionalcase,weuse

the interaction constant obtained by averaging the 3D

coupling constantovertheradialdensity pro�le [32].To

calculate the tunneling rate,the sam e G aussian Ansatz

can be em ployed in Eq.(5) or,in the lim it V0 > > E r,

itcan be obtained from the exactresultforthewidth of

the lowestband in the 1D M athieu-equation [33].

III. VA R IA T IO N A L C A LC U LA T IO N

Discrete solitonsare characterized by being stable so-

lutionsoftheHam iltonian which propagatewithoutdis-

tortion. They correspond to m inim a of the energy of

thesystem which in thetight-binding approxim ation ac-

quiresthe form :

E =

1
X

n= �1

f� J�
�

n (�n�1 + �n+ 1)+ �nj�nj
2
+
U

2
j�nj

4
g:

(8)

Letusconsider�rstthe 1D case.To �nd the m inim a of

theenergy,an exponentialAnsatzforthesolitonenvelope

given by �n = C exp(� �jnj)can be em ployed,where C

isa norm alization constantand � isa variationalparam -

eterwhich accountsforthe inverse width ofthe soliton.

Introducing thisAnsatz in Eq.(8)the expression forthe

energy,in the negativescattering length case,becom es:

E

jU j
= �

4J

jU j

e�

e2� + 1
�
1

2

�

e2� � 1
� �

e4� + 1
�

(e2� + 1)
3

: (9)

By m inim izing E with respectto theinversewidth � one

obtains the energy ofthe discrete structure centered in

onem inim um ofthe opticallattice (Fig.1(a)).

Notice thatin orderto ensure thatthe discrete struc-

ture corresponding to thism inim um isindeed a soliton,

one hasto addressthe issue ofitsm obility. In contrast

with the case ofcontinuous solitons where applying an

externalm om entum results in a linear response ofthe

soliton,in discrete system s a sim ilar e�ect occurs only

for broad soliton distributions (i.e., those that occupy

m any sites). Conversely ifthe dim ensionsofthe soliton

areoftheorderofthelatticewavelength,�,thediscrete-

nessofthesystem beginsto play a fundam entalrole.In
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(a)

x

(b)

x

FIG .1: D ensity pro�le ofa discrete soliton (solid line) with

(a)thecenterofm asscentered in onem inim um oftheoptical

lattice and (b) the center of m ass displaced by half lattice

period.

particular,the discreteness generates an e�ective peri-

odic potentialenergy,whose am plitude isthe m inim um

barrierwhich m ustbe overcom e to translate the center

of m ass of the system half a lattice period, i.e. from

one m inim um ofthe lattice (Fig.1(a)) to a neighboring

latticem axim um (Fig.1(b)).Thisisthepreviously m en-

tioned PN barrier[24].Theenergy ofthe statedepicted

in Fig.1(b) can be also calculated within a variational

approach using �n = C exp
�

� �jn � 1

2
j
�

asan Ansatz:

E

jU j
= �

2J

jU j

(1+ sinh(�))

e�
�
1

4

�

e2� � 1
�

(e2� + 1)
: (10)

Again by m inim ization oneobtainstheenergy ofthedis-

placed discrete structure. The di�erence between both

energies(m inim a ofEq.(9)and Eq.(10))correspondsto

the PN barrier.

Noticethatthebarrierbecom esrelevantwhen thesoli-

ton structureoccupiesfew sitesofthelattice.Byincreas-

ing the num berofoccupied statesthe above two m odes

approach in energy and the barrierdecreasesapproach-

ing zero asthe num berofsitesgrows.In thissense,the

PN barrierisa distinctive discretephenom ena.

The above analysis can be straightforwardly general-

ized to higher dim ensions. Assum ing the m ost general

case,in which thewidth oftheexponentialAnsatzalong

thedirection ofthem ovem entisdi�erentfrom theother

directions,itcan be shown thatlocalized structuresare

also possible in two and three dim ensions under an ap-

propriate ratio between tunneling and nonlinear energy

(see Sec.V).A variationalcalculation using a G aussian

Ansatzinstead oftheexponentialonehasalso been per-

form ed obtaining equivalentresults.

IV . G EN ER A T IO N A N D M O V EM EN T O F

O N E-D IM EN SIO N A L D ISC R ET E SO LIT O N S

In this section we analyze the issue ofthe generation

and m obility ofDSs in 1D BEC under realistic exper-

im entalconditions. Let us �rst discuss the generation
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FIG .2:(a)Energy ofthe�rstband in unitsoftherecoilenergy

and (b)velocity pro�le in units ofvr =
~�

m d
as a function of

the quasim om entum in the �rstBrillouin zone foran optical

potentialdepth of8E r

of DSs in condensates with positive scattering length.

In particular,we consider a 87Rb condensate hold in a

m agnetic trap and in the presence ofan opticallattice.

Asdiscussed in [19,20]itispossible to generate DSsin

pure 1D repulsive condensates when the tunneling rate

balances the nonlinear energy ofthe system . For pos-

itive scattering lengths,the com pensation ofthese two

e�ects is not possible unless the system has a negative

e�ective m ass m � ( 1

m �
= 1

~
2

@
2
E

@k2
where E is the energy

ofthe�rstband and k itsquasim om entum (seeFig.2)).

At least two possible m echanism s can easily place the

system in such a region,inverting thus the sign ofthe

tunneling.O ne possibility [13]consistson providing the

condensate with an externalm om entum to place it at

the edge ofthe �rst Brillouin zone where the e�ective

m ass is negative (see Fig.2(a)). This can be done for

instance,by introducing {in theabsenceofthem agnetic

trap { a tiltin the opticallattice. A second m echanism

to reach the negative e�ective m assregion relieson the

variation ofthe relative phase ofthe condensate in the

lattice. Concretely,a repulsive condensate in a periodic

potentialwith aphasedi�erenceof� betweenconsecutive

wellsgivesriseto theso-called staggered discretesoliton

type [34]. Such a phase structure can be achieved us-

ing the wellestablished m ethod ofphaseim printing [35]

which allowsto m odify the phase ofa condensate with-

outm odifying itsdensity pro�le.To thisaim wepropose

to usea second opticallatticewith doublespatialperiod

than the �rst one acting for a tim e m uch shorter than

the characteristic tim es ofthe system ,i.e. the correla-

tion (�c = ~

�
) and the tunneling (�t = ~

J
) tim e. The

phase im printed in this way depends solely on the am -

plitude ofthissecond standing wave and on the tim e in

which itacts.In the following we describe in detailhow

the phase im printing m ethod is im plem ented. Firstly

we calculate the ground state ofthe system in the pres-

ence ofan opticallattice. This can be done either by
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FIG . 3: (a) D ensity pro�le of the ground state of a
87
Rb

condensate in the com bined (m agnetic and optical) trap for

N = 2000,!x = 50� 2� Hz,!y = !z = 92� 2� Hz,a = 5:8nm ,

V0 = 1E r and d = 0:8�m .(b)D ensity pro�le ofthe staggered

soliton 100m s after the im printing of a phase di�erence of

� between consecutive wells and after the m agnetic trap is

switched o�.(c) Phase pro�le ofthe staggered soliton shown

in (b)

calculating directly (using G PE in im aginary tim e) the

ground state ofthe system in the presence ofboth the

m agnetic trap and the opticallattice or by calculating

the ground state ofthe system in the presence ofthe

m agnetictrap only and afterwardsgrowing adiabatically

theopticallatticeand letting thesystem to evolveto the

new ground state. As expected both m ethodsyield the

sam e ground state. O nce the ground state is found,a

second opticallattice with an am plitude of72:5E r act-

ingfort= 0:4m sperform sthephaseim printingwhilethe

m agnetic trap is suddenly switched o�. O urresultsare

sum m arized in Fig.3.Fig.3(a)showsthedensity pro�le

ofthe ground state ofthe com bined trap (m agnetic and

lattice)whileFig.3(b)displaysthedensity pro�leofthe

localized structure 100m safterturning o� the m agnetic

trap. The system evolvesfrom the ground state shown

in Fig.3(a)to thelocalized structureshown in Fig.3(b)

which rem ainsunaltered fortim esm uch longerthan the

tunneling tim e ofthe system . This structure contains

40% ofthe initialnum ber ofatom s. In Fig 3(c), we

display the phase pro�le corresponding to Fig.3(b) in

where clearphase jum ps of� between consecutive sites

ofthe opticallattice in the spatialregion occupied by

6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5 8.0 8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35

0.40

 

 

k/
k r

V0/Er

FIG .4:M om entum associated with thePN barriercalculated

with the variationalm ethod (open dots),with the im aginary

tim e evolution ofthe G PE (squares) and with the D NLSE

(stars). The necessary m om entum to m ove the soliton (cal-

culated with therealtim eevolution oftheG PE)isdisplayed

by the dotted line.

the localized structure are present. Finally by applying

an externalm om entum to thelocalized structureweob-

serve that it m oves without distortion,evidencing thus

thatsuch structurescorrespond indeed to discretebright

solitons. Notice thatthe applied m om entum m ustkeep

thestructurein thenegativee�ectivem assregion ofthe

band (Fig.2(a))in ordernotto destroy the soliton.

W eturn now to thecaseofnegativescattering length.

In continuoussystem s,theattractivenatureoftheinter-

actionscom pensatesthee�ectofthekineticenergy and,

therefore,the ground state ofa one dim ensionalhom o-

geneouscondensatewith negativescattering length isal-

ready a brightsoliton.Thepresenceofan opticallattice

in such system sperm itsthe creation ofa discretebright

soliton. Thus,fora �xed num berofatom s,N ,one can

straightforwardly vary the num ber ofoccupied sites by

varyingonly thedepth oftheopticalpotential,V0.Since

theinteractionsarenow attractivethenum berofsitesoc-

cupied by the discrete solitonsistypically m uch sm aller

than in thecaseofpositivescattering length.Bearingall

thisfeaturesin m ind,itbecom esclearthatsuch system s

areuniqueto study how them ovem entofa discretesoli-

tondependsonthedegreeofdiscretenessofthestructure,

i.e.,toobservethePN barrier [24].W ehaveanalyzedthe

case ofa condensate of7Licon�ned in a m agnetic trap

with !y = !z = 20� 2� kHz,and !x = 75� 2� Hz.W e

�x aN = � 14nm [36]. Again,to analyze the generation

and the propagation ofdiscrete structures we start by

calculating the ground state ofthe system in the com -

bined (lattice + m agnetic trap) potential. W e proceed

asin the case ofRubidium ,eithergrowing adiabatically

the opticallattice afterthe ground state ofthe conden-

satein thetrap hasbeen found orby �nding directly the
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ground state in the presence ofboth potentials. After

them agnetictrap isswitch o� weobservethatthelocal-

ized structurerem ainswithoutdispersion fortim esm uch

largerthan the tunneling tim e ofthe system . To study

the e�ect ofthe discreteness we vary the values ofthe

depth ofthe opticalpotentialbetween 6 � V0=E r � 10

fora �xed lattice spacing ofd = 0:8�m .The num berof

sitessigni�cantly occupied by thediscretestructurevary

then between 11 and 3.

W e calculateforthese setsofparam etersthe PN bar-

rier,i.e.,the di�erence in energy between the localized

structure centered in a m inim um ofthe periodic poten-

tial(Fig.1(a))and thestructurecorresponding to a lat-

tice displaced by halflattice period (Fig.1(b)). To test

the validity ofthe variationalm ethod and the validity

ofthe tightbinding approxim ation,wecalculatethe PN

barrier using the expressions developed in Sec.III and

solving num erically in im aginary tim e the DNLSE (us-

ing a Runge-K utta m ethod). Then,we com pare these

resultswith the barrierobtained by solving directly the

fullG PE in im aginary tim e. The resultsofthose calcu-

lations are sum m arized in Fig.4,where we display the

m om entum associated with the PN barrier (in units of

kr)asa function ofthe depth V0 ofthe opticallattice.

W e observe that for large optical potential depths

(V0 � 8E r)theresultsobtained with theDNLSE and the

variationalm ethod using the exponentialAnsatz m atch

each otherperfectly and agree wellwith those obtained

by solving directly the G PE.For low opticalpotential

depths(V0 < 8E r)the DNLSE and the variationalstart

to disagreebecausetheexponentialAnsatzbecom esless

appropriate asthe num berofsitesincreases. M oreover,

in thisregion a cleardisagreem entbetween theG PE and

them ethodsthatassum etightbinding appears,evidenc-

ing thusthe inapplicability ofthe tightbinding approxi-

m ation.Notethat,surprisingly,thetight-binding results

forthe PN barrierfailto m atch with the G PE solution

even forvaluesofthe lattice potentialthataretypically

assum ed asbeing wellinto the tight-binding regim e. In

this sense our calculations revealthat the PN barrier

is certainly very sensitive to slight deviations from the

tight-binding conditions. The latter can be explained

taking into account that ifthe on-site dynam ics inside

each potentialwellisnotcom pletely frozen,asassum ed

in Eq.(3),theenergy associated totheon-sitem ovem ent

can sm earoutthe PN barrier.

Let us recallthat physically the presence ofthe PN

potentialim pliesthatthesoliton willonly m oveifa m o-

m entum above the criticalone,determ ined by the PN

barrier,isprovided.Therefore,we perform a dynam ical

study by solving the G PE in realtim e after providing

an instantaneoustransferofm om entum to thestructure.

Thelattercan beachieved eithervia phaseim printing or

by applying a linearpotentialduring a tim eshorterthan

any othertim e scale. W e m onitorfor every value ofV0
the m inim um applied m om entum to m ove the localized

structure. The results are displayed in Fig.4 as a dot-

ted line.W eobservethatthebarriercalculated with the

staticG PE and thedynam icalresultsonly agreeforlow

opticalpotentialdepths(V0 < 7E r). Forsuch casesthe

soliton isspread considerably in realspace being,there-

fore,welllocalized in m om entum space.Thisisthe nec-

essary condition to m ovethestructureasa wholein the

linearregion ofthe velocity pro�le(Fig.2(a))wherethe

velocity is proportionalto the given m om entum . The

m ovem ent for the case ofV0 = 6E r after a transfer of

m om entum of0:1kr isdepicted in Fig.5(a).Conversely,

a clear deviation from allthe previous calculations of

the PN barrier appears as the lattice potential depth

increases. O ur results show that there exist regions in

which itisnotpossibleto reach dynam ically thecon�gu-

ration corresponding to Fig.1(b).Thisiswhathappens

forlargeopticalpotentials(V0 > 8E r)wherethe soliton

ishighly localized in spaceand,therefore,spread in m o-

m entum . W e observe that for (V0 � 10E r),no m otion

is found no m atter how large is the initialm om entum

given to the soliton. In this case,the width in m om en-

tum spaceofthelocalized structureisoftheorderofthe

m om entum ofthe lattice,i.e.,the �rstBrillouin zone is

saturated and the m ovem entisprevented. Forinterm e-

diateopticalpotentials(8� 9E r),weobservethatm ove-

m entofthesestructuresisnotpossiblein thelinearpart

ofthe velocity pro�le (Fig.2)even ifone overcom esthe

PN barrier.Nevertheless,ifthegiven m om entum islarge

enough,we observe in our sim ulations a reorganization

ofthe structurewhich allowsitto m oveby losing �rsta

fraction ofthe atom sand spreading afterwardsin space,

being later on enough localized in m om entum space to

m ove asa whole (Fig.5(b)). The re-arranged structure

exhibitsa com plex dynam icsasa resultofthe interplay

between nonlinearity and band structure.

V . C R EA T IO N O F T W O -A N D

T H R EE-D IM EN SIO N A L SELF-T R A P P ED

ST R U C T U R ES

In thissection,webrie
yaddresstheexperim entalpos-

sibilitiesforthe generation ofdiscrete solitonsin higher

spatial dim ensions in attractive condensates [22, 23].

From the variationalAnsatz discussed in Sec.III,it is

possible to obtain thattwo,and three-dim ensionalself-

trapped structuresm ay bestableprovided thattheratio

jJ=U jis low enough. The threshold value for the 2D

caseis0:175(0:2)and forthe3D case0:13(0:15)usingan

exponential(G aussian) Ansatz. The lim itation to such

low tunneling ratesim posesa restriction in them axim al

num berofsitesoccupied by the localized structure.

W e consider the full3D case with an sphericalm ag-

netic trap and we address the creation of3D localized

structuresin the presence ofa 2D or3D opticallattice.

Noticethatdue to the attractiveinteractions,the possi-

bility ofcollapseim posessom erestrictionsin thenum ber

ofatom sand in thefeaturesoftheopticallattice.In som e

situations,even ifthecollapsein them agnetictrap ispre-

vented,the adiabatic growing ofthe lattice leadsto the
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FIG .5:(a)D ensity pro�le ofa discrete soliton created in the

presenceofan opticalpotentialofdepth 6E r beforeand 21m s

aftera transferofm om entum of0:1kr isapplied to thestruc-

ture. (b)D ensity pro�le ofthe localized structure generated

with a lattice ofam plitude 8E r (dotted line) and the corre-

sponding density pro�le 10m s after a kick of0:3kr is given

(solid line). 77% ofthe atom s rem ain in the recon�gurated

structure.

on-sitecollapse.Thise�ectm ustbetaken into accountif

the3D localized structuresareto becreated.A conden-

sateof7Liwith aN = � 70nm and initially in a spherical

m agnetictrap offrequencies!x = !y = !z = 375� 2�Hz

has been considered. This situation correspondsforin-

stance to N = 500 7Li atom s and a m odi�ed s-wave

scattering length a = � 0:14nm available with Feshbach

resonances [5,6].Fig.6 displaysthespatialstructureof

a m atterdiscretelocalized structurecreated in thepres-

ence ofa 3D opticallattice with period d = 1:6�m ,and

V0 = 6E r.

Therefore,the discretenessofthe lattice potentialal-

lowsforthe interesting possibility ofa controllable gen-

eration ofa self-trapped regular3D BEC structure.Un-

fortunately,the restriction in the num ber ofsites occu-

pied in the localized structures created in the two and

three dim ensionalcases,im posesa severe lim itation for

theirm obility.Asalready discussed forthe1D case,the

spread in m om entum space ofthese structure prevents

their m otion,at least in the linear region ofthe band

structure.

FIG .6:Spatialstructureofa m atterdiscretelocalized struc-

ture created in the presence of a 3D opticallattice with a

depth V0 = 6E r,and a period d = 1:6�m ,as a function of

two spatialcoordenates,(x,y),for a �xed value ofthe third

coordinate,z= 0.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have analyzed the conditionsto generate discrete

solitons in 1D Bose-Einstein condensates, either with

positive or negative scattering length. In particular,in

repulsive interacting condensates,the phase im printing

m ethod hasbeen proposed to controllably create bright

staggered type solitons. O nce generated,we have ad-

dressed the m obility ofthese structures. This m obility

ischaracterized by two di�erente�ects:(i)the presence

ofthe PN barrier,a purely discrete e�ect which sets a

m inim alkineticenergy to m ovehalfa latticeperiod,and

(ii)thespreading oftheatom icwavefunction in m om en-

tum space due to the spatiallocalization in few lattice

sites. The m obility is only possible ifthe PN barrieris

overcom e,buteven ifthisisthe casea clearsoliton m o-

tion is only possible ifthe system is placed in a region

oflinear dispersion. O ur analysis shows that the esti-

m ation ofthe PN barrier is crucially sensitive to slight

deviationsfrom the tight-binding conditions. In partic-

ular, the tight-binding approxim ation has been shown

to failsigni�cantly forlarge lattice potentialswhich are

typically assum ed to guarantee the validity ofsuch an

approxim ation.

Them obility ofdiscretesolitonsgenerated in thisway

o�erinteresting possibilitiesin thecontextofBEC guid-

ing. In thissense sim ilarideasasthose analyzed in the

caseofopticalDS [37]could beem ployed to generateDS
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networks,which could consitutea novel(non dispersive)

approach to the issueofintegrated atom optics.

Finally,wehaveshown thatthediscretenessofthelat-

ticealso allowsforself-trapped structuresin 2D and 3D.

Due to the strong localization required,their m obility

isprevented to a largeextent.Thesehigher-dim ensional

structurescould open alternativeroutesto opticaltweez-

ers[38]and m agneticconveyorbelts[39],forthestoring,

m anipulation and transportofatom iccondensates.
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