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C reation of discrete solitons and observation of the P eierlsN abarro barrier in
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W e analyze the generation and m obility of discrete solitons In B oseE instein condensates con ned
In an optical lattice under realistic experim ental conditions. W e discuss rst the creation of 1D
discrete solitons, for both attractive and repulsive Interatom ic interactions. W e then address the
issue of their m obility, focusing our attention on the conditions for the experin ental observability
of the PeierlsN abarro barrier. Finally we report on the generation of selftrapped structures in
two and three din ensions. D iscrete solitons m ay open altemative routes for the m anjpulation and

transport of BoseE instein condensates.

I. NTRODUCTION

The experin ental achievem ent of the BoseE instein
condensate BEC) E] has outbursted an extraordiary
Interest within the last years In the physics of ultracold
atom ic gases. T his interest can be partially explained by
the iInherently nonlinear character ofthe BEC physics in—
duced by the Interatom ic interactions. At su ciently low
tem peratures, the physics of the condensates is govemed
by a nonlinear Schodinger equation w ith cubic nonlnear-
iy, also called G rossP itaevskiiequation (GPE), sim ilar
as that encountered In other physical system s, as eg.
nonlinear optics WLO ) in Kerrm edia. The analysis of
the resam blancesbetween BEC physicsand NLO haslad
to the rapidly-developing eld ofNonlhear Atom O ptics
NNLAOQO) [_2]. Recently several experim ents have high—
lighted various NLAO phenom ena, as dark solitons In
BEC w ith repulsive interatom ic Interactions B,-ll], bright
solitons in 1D BEC s w ith attractive interactions [3 é],
and condensate collapse [_1 1.

During the last few years, the possbility of loading
a BEC In an optical Jattice 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-state devices. In this sense, several rem arkable
experin ents have been recently reported, as the observa—
tion of B loch oscillations of BEC s E, :_d], the realization
of Josephson-jinction arrays of BEC s placed in di erent
lattice sites I_l(_i], or even the achievem ent of the super-

uid to M ott-Insulator transition |:l.-];:] Recently several
nonlinear BEC phenom ena have been analyzed in the
presence of optical ]aters, as the dynam ical super uid
to insulator transition [[4], the BEC transport in the
presence of dispersion m anaging {13 and the generation
ofgap solitons, ie. br_lght solitonsw ith condensatesw ith
repulsive interactions [14,115].

P articular interest has been recently devoted to those
phenom ena occurring when the condensate dim ensions
becom e com parabl to the lattice wavelength. In that
case, the discrete structure introduced by the lattice
potential m ay lead to sim ilar phenom ena as those ob—
served In NLO in perfodic structures. In particular the
analysis of discrete solitons @ S) f_l-Q', ii‘ .’:I-é in the

BEC_context has reoen‘dy attracted a grow ing attention
t_lg',g(j 21,23, 23]. Specially interesting phenom ena ex-—
clusively induced by the discreteness of the system have
been analyzed in the NLO context, such asthe restriction
of the m obility of the D Ss due to the so—called P elerls—
N abarro PN ) barrier [24], or the possibility to generate
tw o-dinm ensionalD Ss R5].

A though severalproperties related wih D Ss in BEC
have been already reported f_l-S_i, E-C_i, ?-]_:], the realization
ofD Ss under realistic experin ental conditions has so far
notbeen analyzed in detail. T herefore, one ofthe ain sof
the present paper is to discuss the creation of these struc—
tures in the fram e of the recent expermm entson BEC in
optical lattices. In particular, we shall discuss the gen-—
eration of 1D DS for both attractive and repulsive in—
teracting condensates. O nce created, the e ects of the
discrete nature of the D Ss in BEC should be analyzed
by means of the observation of the PN barrier for is
mobility. A second ain of the present paper is to dis-
cuss the conditions for the experim ental observability of
thisbarrier. Interestingly, the PN barrier is Jargely over—
estin ated w ithin the usual tightbihding approxin ation
even under conditions for which this approxin ation is
typically assum ed. Finally, in the last part of our pa—
per, we discuss the possbility of achieving 2D and even
3D selftrapped structures, which could o er altemative
routes for the controllable m anijpulation ofBEC s.

T he schem e ofthe paper isas follow s. In Sec. ITwe dis—
cuss the physical system under consideration as well as
the basic equationsto describe it. Sec.:]:_l:tpresents a vari-
ational approach which allow s for an analysis of discrete
structures in atbitrary din ensions. Sec.dV: is devoted to
the analysis of the generation of1D D Ss, for both attrac—
tive and J:epu]swe Interatom ic Interactions. W e address
also in Sec. W- the issue of their m obility and provide
the conditions ©or the observability ofthe P elerls-N abarro
barrier. In Sec. ! we analyze the creation of 2D and 3D
selftrapped structures. W e nalize In Sec. ‘:_/-_f w ith our
conclusions.
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II. PHYSICAL SYSTEM

In the follow ing we consider a trapped BEC in the
presence of an optical lattice. The periodic structure
Jeads to an energy band structure @-g, é]‘, é@‘, :_2-§],_and
strongly m odi es the dynam ics of the condensate [E_B:, -'g,
:_1(_51 13, :;l.j, :_19" :1-51 Bd] In themean eld approxin ation,
the ull BEC dynam ics (at a tem perature m uch sn aller
than the criticalone for the condensation) is govemed by
the tin edependent GPE :
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whereg= 4 ~?a=m ,w ih a the s-wave scattering length
and m the atom icm ass. The condensate wave function
is nom alized to the total num ber of particles N . The
extemal potential is given by:

m
V (®) = Y L2k + !y2y2+ 1,222+
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w hich describesboth them agnetic trap potentialand the
optical Jattice (created by tw o counter propagating laser
beam s of wavelength  along each axis). The angular
frequencies of the m agnetic trap In each direction are
denoted by !;. The optical lattice is characterized by is
depth Vy and by is lattice period d= =2, which de nes
the so—called recoilm om entum k, = 3-In the follow Ing,
and follow ing the standard notation, we refer the depth
of the optical potential In units of the so-called recoil
energy E, = ~*k2=2m .

W hen the optical depth of the lattice is much larger
than the chem icalpotential (Vo >> ), and the system
can be considered as con ned w ithin the lowest energy
band, one can em ploy the tight-binding approxin ation
and rew rite the condensate order param eter as a sum
of wavefunctions localized in each well of the periodic
potential:

X
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where’, (®) = ' ® =,) denotes the on-site wavefiinc—
tion. By Inserting the Ansatz é_ﬂ) into Eq.@), one obtains
that the GPE reduces to a discrete nonlinear Schrodinger
equation ONLSE):

n
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J(n1+ n+1)+ n"'anj2 n: (4)

T he dynam ics of the system depends m ostly on the in—

terplay between the tunneling rate (J) and the two body

Interactions (non linear energy, U). T he tunneling rate
can be expressed as:
Z 2
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the nonlinear tem acquires the fomm :
Z
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and the on-site energies are given by:
Z 2
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In order to calculate the value of the nonlinear energy
Eqg. ('_é), we use a G aussian Ansatz for the wavefunction
on-site, wherle the w idth is obtained by m inin ization of
the energy ﬁ_3]_1'] In the pure one-din ensionalcase, we use
the interaction constant cbtained by averaging the 3D

coupling constant over the radialdensity pro le t_Bg;] To
calculate the tunneling rate, the sam e G aussian Ansatz
can be emplbyed In Eq. (;'5) or, n the Iimit Vyg >> E,,
it can be obtained from the exact result for the width of
the Iowest band in the 1D M athieu-equation [3].

ITII. VARIATIONAL CALCULATION

D iscrete solitons are characterized by being stable so—
utions of the H am iltonian which propagate w ithout dis—
tortion. They correspond to m inin a of the energy of
the system which in the tightdbinding approxin ation ac—
quires the form :

®
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Let us consider rst the 1D case. To nd them inina of
the energy, an exponentialA nsatz forthe soliton envelope
given by , = Cexp( T can be enployed, where C

isa nom alization constant and isa variationalparam —
eter which accounts for the inverse w idth of the soliton.
Introducing this Ansatz In Eq.é'_é) the expression for the
energy, In the negative scattering length case, becom es:
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Bym Inin izing E w ith respect to the nversew idth  one
obtains the energy of the discrete structure centered In
onem ninum ofthe optical lattice Figid @)).

N otice that in order to ensure that the discrete struc—
ture corresponding to thism inimum is indeed a soliton,
one has to address the issue of its m obility. In contrast
w ith the case of continuous solitons w here applying an
externalm om entum results in a linear response of the
soliton, In discrete system s a sim ilar e ect occurs only
for broad soliton distrlbutions (ie. those that occupy
m any sites). Conversely if the din ensions of the soliton
are ofthe order ofthe lattice wavelength, , the discrete-
ness of the system begins to play a fuindam ental role. In



FIG.1l: Density pro ke of a discrete soliton (solid line) with
(@) the center ofm ass centered In onem Inim um ofthe optical
Jattice and (o) the center of m ass displaced by half lattice
period.

particular, the discreteness generates an e ective peri-
odic potential energy, whose am plitude is the m inin um

barrier which m ust be overcom e to translate the center
of m ass of the system half a lattice period, ie. from

one m nimum of the lattice CE‘jg:_]: (@)) to a neighboring
lattice m axin um CFJg.f ©)). This is the previously m en—
tioned PN barrier 24 T he energy of the state depicted
in FJgih(b can be also calculated within a variational

approach using , = C exp T %j as an Ansatz:
E 2J I+ shh()) 1 ¢
—_— = — - : (10)
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A gain by m inim ization one obtains the energy ofthe dis-
placed discrete structure. The di erence between both
energies m nin a oqu.@) and Eq.d_l-(_]‘)) corresponds to
the PN barrier.

N otice that the barrier becom es relevant w hen the soli-
ton structure occupies few sites ofthe lattice. By Increas—
Ing the num ber of occupied states the above two m odes
approach in energy and the barrier decreases approach—
Ing zero as the num ber of sites grow s. In this sense, the
PN barrier is a distinctive discrete phenom ena.

T he above analysis can be straightforwardly general-
ized to higher dim ensions. A ssum Ing the m ost general
case, In which the w idth ofthe exponential A nsatz along
the direction ofthe m ovem ent is di erent from the other
directions, it can be shown that localized structures are
also possbl In two and three din ensions under an ap-—
propriate ratio between tunneling and nonlinear energy
(see Sec.:g'.) . A variational calculation using a G aussian
Ansatz instead of the exponential one has also been per-
form ed obtaining equivalent resuls.

IV. GENERATION AND MOVEMENT OF
ONEDIM ENSIONAL DISCRETE SOLITONS

In this section we analyze the issue of the generation
and mobility of DSs in 1D BEC under realistic exper—
In ental conditions. Let us st discuss the generation
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FIG .2: (@)Energy ofthe rstband in unitsofthe recoilenergy
and (o)velocity pro e In units of vy = r;—d as a function of
the quasin om entum in the rst Brillouin zone for an optical
potential depth of 8E

of DSs In condensates with positive scattering length.
In particular, we consider a ®’Rb condensate hod 1 a
m agnetic trap and In the presence of an optical lattice.
A s discussed in [_l-gi,-'_2-g] i ispossble to generate D Ss In
pure 1D repulsive condensates when the tunneling rate
balances the nonlinear energy of the system . For pos-
itive scattering lengths, the com pensation of these two
e ects is not possble unlss the system has a negative

e ectivemassm (- = & %kEZ where E is the energy
ofthe rstband and k its quasin om entum (see F1ig. Z))

At least two possble m echanisn s can easily place the
system in such a region, Jnvertmg thus the sign of the
tunneling. O ne possibility tl3] consists on providing the
condensate wih an extemalmom entum to place it at
the edge of the st Brillouin zone where the e ective
m ass is negative (see F1ig. :_2 @)). This can be done for
Instance, by Introducing {in the absence of the m agnetic
trap { a tilt In the optical Jattice. A second m echanisn

to reach the negative e ective m ass region relies on the
variation of the relative phase of the condensate in the
lattice. Concretely, a repulsive condensate in a periodic
potentialw ith a phasedi erence of between consecutive
wells gJyes rise to the so-called staggered discrete soliton
type B4] Such a phase structure can be achieved us—
Ing the well established m ethod of phase In printing [_3-51
which allow s to m odify the phase of a condensate w ith—
outm odifying itsdensiy pro l. To thisain wepropose
to use a second optical lattice w ith double spatialperiod
than the rst one acting for a tim e m uch shorter than
the characteristic tin es of the system , ie. the correla—
tion (. = ~) and the tunneling (. = 3) time. The
phase In printed In this way depends sokly on the am —
plitude of this second standing wave and on the tine in
which i acts. In the follow ing we descridbe in detail how
the phase In printing m ethod is in plem ented. F irstly
we calculate the ground state of the system in the pres—
ence of an optical lattice. This can be done either by
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FIG. 3: (@) Density pro ke of the ground state of a ®Rb
condensate In the combined M agnetic and optical) trap for
N = 2000,!x =50 2 Hgz!y,=1!,=92 2 Hz,a= 58nm,
Vo= 1lEr and d= 08 m .(p) Density pro J of the staggered
soliton 100m s after the im printing of a phase di erence of

between consecutive wells and after the m agnetic trap is
sw itched o .(c) Phase pro le of the staggered soliton shown
n ()

calculating directly (using GPE in in agihary tin e) the
ground state of the system in the presence of both the
m agnetic trap and the optical lattice or by calculating
the ground state of the system in the presence of the
m agnetic trap only and afterw ards grow ing adiabatically
the optical lattice and letting the system to evolve to the
new ground state. A s expected both m ethods yield the
sam e ground state. O nce the ground state is found, a
second optical lattice with an am plitude of 72:5E . act—
Ing ort= 0#4Am sperform sthe phase In printing w hile the
m agnetic trap is suddenly switched o . Our resuls are
sum m arized in Fjg.-'_Z%. Fjg.-'_?. (@) show sthe density pro e
of the ground state of the com bined trap (m agnetic and
Iattice) whilke Fig.d () displays the density pro ke of the
Jocalized structure 100m s after tuming o the m agnetic
trap. The system evolves from the ground state shown
in Fig.d (@) to the localized structure shown i Fig.d ®)
which rem ains unaltered for tin es m uch longer than the
tunneling tin e of the system . This structure contains
40% of the initial number of atoms. Th Fig d(c), we
display the phase pro ke corresponding to Fig. ::q"(b) n
where clear phase jymps of between consecutive sites
of the optical lattice In the spatial region occupied by
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FIG .4: M om entum associated w ith the PN barrier calculated
w ith the variationalm ethod (open dots), w ith the in aghhary
tin e evolution of the GPE (squares) and wih the DNLSE
(stars). The necessary m om entum to m ove the soliton (cal-
culated w ith the realtin e evolution ofthe GPE) is displayed
by the dotted line.

the localized structure are present. Finally by applying
an extermalm om entum to the localized structure we ob-—
serve that i m oves w thout distortion, evidencing thus
that such structures correspond indeed to discrete bright
solitons. N otice that the applied m om entum m ust keep
the structulrfe in the negative e ective m ass region of the
band Fig.d(@)) in order not to destroy the soliton.

W e tum now to the case ofnegative scattering length.
In continuous systam s, the attractive nature ofthe inter—
actions com pensates the e ect ofthe kinetic energy and,
therefore, the ground state of a one din ensional hom o—
geneous condensate w ith negative scattering length isal-
ready a bright soliton. T he presence of an optical lattice
In such system s pem is the creation of a discrete bright
soliton. Thus, ora xed num ber of atom s, N , one can
straightforw ardly vary the num ber of occupied sites by
varying only the depth ofthe opticalpotential, Vo . Since
the interactionsarenow attractive the num berofsitesoc—
cupied by the discrete solitons is typically much an aller
than in the case ofpositive scattering length. Bearing all
this features In m Ind, it becom es clear that such system s
are unique to study how the m ovem ent of a discrete soli-
ton depends on the degree ofdiscreteness ofthe structure,
ie. toobservethe PN barrier P4]. W ehave analyzed the
case of a condensate of "Liicon ned I a m agnetic trap
with!,=1!,=20 2 kHzand !, =75 2 Hz.We

x aN = 14nm I_B-é] A gain, to analyze the generation
and the propagation of discrete structures we start by
calculating the ground state of the system in the com —
bined (lattice + m agnetic trap) potential. W e proceed
as In the case of Rubidiim , either grow Ing adiabatically
the optical lattice after the ground state of the conden—
sate in the trap hasbeen found orby nding directly the



ground state in the presence of both potentials. A fter
the m agnetic trap is sw tch o we observe that the local-
ized structure rem ainsw ithout dispersion for tin esm uch
larger than the tunneling tim e of the system . To study
the e ect of the discreteness we vary the values of the
depth of the optical potential between 6  Vy=E . 10
fora xed lattice spacing ofd= 08 m . The number of
sites signi cantly occupied by the discrete structure vary
then between 11 and 3.

W e calculate for these sets of param eters the PN bar-
rier, ie., the di erence In energy between the localized
structure centered in a m Ininum of the periodic poten—
tial Fig.i @) and the structure corresponding to a Jat-
tice displaced by half Jattice period (Fjg.:]:(b)) . To test
the validiy of the variationalm ethod and the validity
of the tight binding approxin ation, we calculate the PN
barrier using the expressions developed in Sec. @:I::t and
solving num erically in im aginary tine the DNLSE (us—
ing a RungeK utta method). Then, we com pare these
results w ith the barrier obtained by soking directly the
ful1GPE in in agihary tim e. The resuls of those calcu-
lations are summ arized in Fig. :fJ:, where we display the
m om entum associated with the PN barrier (in units of
ky) as a function of the depth Vo of the optical lattice.

W e observe that for large optical potential depths
Vo 8E.) theresultsobtained w ith the D NLSE and the
variationalm ethod using the exponential Ansatz m atch
each other perfectly and agree wellw ith those obtained
by solving directly the GPE . For low optical potential
depths (Vo < 8E,) the DNLSE and the variational start
to disagree because the exponential A nsatz becom es less
appropriate as the num ber of sites increases. M oreover,
In this region a clear disagreem ent between the GPE and
the m ethods that assum e tight binding appears, evidenc—
Ing thus the napplicability of the tight binding approxi-
m ation. N ote that, surprisingly, the tight-binding resuls
for the PN barrier 2il to m atch w ith the GPE solution
even for values of the lattice potential that are typically
assum ed as being well Into the tightbinding regine. In
this sense our calculations reveal that the PN barrier
is certainly very sensitive to slight deviations from the
tightbinding condiions. The latter can be explained
taking into acoount that if the on-site dynam ics inside
each potentialwell is not com pltely frozen, as assum ed
nEqg. ('_3’), the energy associated to the on-sitem ovem ent
can an ear out the PN barrier.

Let us recall that physically the presence of the PN
potential im plies that the soliton w illonly m ove ifam o—
mentum above the critical one, determ ined by the PN
barrier, is provided. T herefore, we perform a dynam ical
study by solving the GPE in real tim e after providing
an instantaneous transfer ofm om entum to the structure.
T he Jatter can be achieved either via phase in printing or
by applying a linear potentialduring a tin e shorter than
any other tim e scale. W e m onitor for every value of Vg
the m inin um applied m om entum to m ove the localized
structure. The results are digplayed in Fig. 4 as a dot—
ted line. W e ocbserve that the barrier calculated w ith the

static GPE and the dynam ical results only agree for low
optical potential depths (Vg < 7E.). For such cases the
soliton is spread considerably in real space being, there—
fore, well Iocalized in m om entum space. T his is the nec—
essary condition to m ove the structure as a whole in the
linear region ofthe velocity pro e Fig. :gj(a)) w here the
velocity is proportional to the given mom entum . The
m ovem ent for the case of Vg = 6E, after a transfer of
mom entum of 0:dk, is depicted in Fjg.:_S @) . Conversely,
a clear deviation from all the previous calculations of
the PN barrier appears as the lattice potential depth
Increases. Our results show that there exist regions in
w hich it isnot possble to reach dynam ically the con gu-—
ration corresponding to Fjg.-:I: (). This iswhat happens
for large optical potentials (Vo > 8E ) where the soliton
ishighly localized in space and, therefore, spread in m o—
mentum . W e observe that or 10E ,), no m otion
is und no m atter how large is the initial m om entum
given to the soliton. In this case, the width in m om en—
tum space ofthe localized structure is of the order ofthe
m om entum of the lattice, ie., the rst Brillouin zone is
saturated and the m ovem ent is prevented. For interm e—
diate opticalpotentials (8 9E.), we observe that m ove—
m ent ofthese structures is not possibl in the linear part
of the veloctty pro e Fi. 'g:) even if one overcom es the
PN barrier. N evertheless, ifthe given m om entum is lJarge
enough, we observe In our sim ulations a reorganization
ofthe structure which allow s it to m ove by losing rst a
fraction ofthe atom s and spreading afterwards in space,
being later on enough localized in m om entum space to
m ove as a whole CE‘jg.'{q'(b)) . The rearranged structure
exhibits a com plex dynam ics as a result of the interplay
betw een nonlneariy and band structure.

V. CREATION OF TW O-AND
THREE-DIM ENSIONAL SELF-TRAPPED
STRUCTURES

In this section, webrie y addressthe experim entalpos—
sbilities for the generation of discrete solitons in higher
spatial din ensions in attractive condensates [_Z_i, 225]
From the variational Ansatz discussed I Sec. I, i is
possbl to obtain that two, and three-din ensional self-
trapped structuresm ay be stabl provided that the ratio
PJ=U j is Iow enough. The threshold valie for the 2D
case is0:175(02) and forthe 3D case 0:13(0:15) usihg an
exponential G aussian) Ansatz. The Iim ftation to such
low tunneling rates in poses a restriction in them axin al
num ber of sites occupied by the localized structure.

W e consider the full 3D case wih an spherical m ag—
netic trap and we address the creation of 3D localized
structures In the presence ofa 2D or 3D optical lattice.
N otice that due to the attractive interactions, the possi-
bility of collapse in poses som e restrictions in the num ber
ofatom sand in the featuresofthe optical lattice. Tn som e
situations, even ifthe collapse in them agnetic trap ispre—
vented, the adiabatic grow ing of the lattice leads to the
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FIG .5: (@)D ensity pro le of a discrete soliton created in the
presence of an optical potentialofdepth 6E » before and 21m s
after a transfer of m om entum of 0:1k, is applied to the struc-
ture. (b) D ensity pro ke of the localized structure generated
w ith a lattice of am plitude 8E, (dotted line) and the corre—
soonding density pro ke 10m s after a kick of 03k, is given
(solid line). 77% of the atom s rem ain In the recon gurated
structure.

on-site collapse. Thise ectm ust be taken into account if
the 3D localized structures are to be created. A conden-—
sate of 'Liwith aN = 70nm and hitially ;n a spherical
m agnetic trap of frequencies !, = !, = !, =375 2 Hz
has been considered. This situation corresponds for in—
stance to N = 500 'Li atoms and a modi ed swave
scattering length a = 0:d4nm available with Feshbach
resonances [’_5, E]. Fjg.:_é displays the spatial structure of
a m atter discrete localized structure created in the pres—
ence of a 3D optical Jattice w ith period d= 1:6 m, and
Vo = 6E re

T herefore, the discreteness of the lattice potential al-
Jow s for the interesting possibility of a controllable gen—
eration of a selftrapped reqular 3D BEC structure. Un-—
fortunately, the restriction in the num ber of sites occu-—
pied In the localized structures created in the two and
three din ensional cases, In poses a severe lim itation for
theirm obility. A s already discussed for the 1D case, the
soread In m om entum space of these structure prevents
their m otion, at least In the linear region of the band
structure.

FIG . 6: Spatial structure of a m atter discrete localized struc—
ture created In the presence of a 3D optical lattice with a
depth Vo = 6E,, and a period d = 1:6 m, as a function of
two spatial coordenates, (x,y), for a xed value of the third
coordinate, z= 0.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have analyzed the conditions to generate discrete
solitons in 1D BoseE instein condensates, either with
positive or negative scattering length. In particular, in
repulsive interacting condensates, the phase im printing
m ethod has been proposed to controllably create bright
staggered type solitons. Once generated, we have ad-
dressed the m obility of these structures. This m obility
is characterized by two di erent e ects: (i) the presence
of the PN barrier, a purely discrete e ect which sets a
m inin alkinetic energy to m ove halfa lattice period, and
(i) the spreading of the atom ic wavefunction in m om en—
tum space due to the spatial localization In few lattice
sites. The m obility is only possble if the PN barrier is
overcom €, but even if this is the case a clear soliton m o—
tion is only possble if the system is placed In a region
of linear dispersion. Our analysis show s that the esti-
m ation of the PN barrier is crucially sensitive to slight
deviations from the tightbinding conditions. In partic—
ular, the tightbinding approxin ation has been shown
to il signi cantly for large lattice potentials which are
typically assum ed to guarantee the validity of such an
approxin ation.

T hem obility of discrete solitons generated in thisway
o er Interesting possibilities in the context of BEC guid—
ng. In this sense sim ilar ideas as those analyzed In the
case ofopticalD S L3-2:] could be em ployed to generate D S



netw orks, which could consitute a novel (non dispersive)
approach to the issue of integrated atom optics.

F inally, we have show n that the discreteness ofthe lat-
tice also allow s for selftrapped structures in 2D and 3D .
D ue to the strong localization required, their m obility
is prevented to a large extent. T hese higherdin ensional
structures could open altermative routes to opticaltw eez—-
ers E%@‘] and m agnetic conveyor belts E%f:s], for the storing,
m anjpulation and transport of atom ic condensates.
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