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T he nonlinear aspects of longitudinalm otion of Interacting point m asses In a lattice are revisited,
w ith em phasis on the paradigm of charged dust grains in a dusty plasna D P) crystal. D i erent
types of localized excitations, predicted by nonlinear wave theories, are reviewed and conditions
for their occurrence (and characteristics) in DP crystals are discussed. M aking use of a general
form ulation, allow Ing for an arbirary (eg. the D ebye electrostatic or else) analytic potential form

(r) and arbitrarily long site-to-site range of interactions, it is shown that dust—crystals support
nonlhear kink-shaped localized excitations propagating at velocities above the characteristic D P
Jattice sound speed vy . Both com pressive and rarefactive kink-type excitations are predicted, de—
pending on the physical param eter values, which represent pulse- (shock-)like coherent structures
for the dust grain relative displacem ent. Furthem ore, the existence of breathertype localized oscik-
Jations, envelope-m odulated wavepackets and shocks is established. T he relation to previous resuls
on atom ic chains as well as to experim ental results on strongly-coupled dust layers in gas discharge

plasm as is discussed.

PACS numbers: 5227Lw, 5235Fp, 5225Vy
I. INTRODUCTION

A wide variety of linear electrostatic waves are known
to propagate in plasm as E},EZ]. Tt isnow established that
the inherent nonlnearity of electrostatic dispersive m e~
dia gives birth to ram arkable new phenom ena, In par-
ticular related to the form ation and stable propagation
of long-lived nonlinear structures, when a balance be-
tw een nonlineariy and dispersion ispossible ij, :_4]. Since
about a decade ago, plasn a w ave theories have received
a new boost after the prediction (and subsequent ex-—
perin ental con m ation) of the existence of new oscil-
latory m odes, associated with charged dustgrain m o—
tion In dust-contam inated plasm as, as well as the pos—
sbility for an in portant m odi cation of exjstjpg m odes
due to the presence of charged dust grains E:, 6]. A
unique new feature associated to these dusty (or com —
plkx) plasnas OP) is the existence of new strongly-—
coupled charged m atter con gurations, held responsble
for a pkthora of new phenom ena eg. phase transitions,
crystallization, m elting etc., and possbly even lading
to the form ation of dust-ayers O P crystals) when the
Intergrain potential energy far exceeds the average dust

P reprint; to appear in European P hysics JournalB .
YOn leave from : U L B . -Universite Libre de B ruxelles, P hysique
Statistique et Plasm as C . P. 231, Boulevard du T riom phe, B-1050
Brussels, Belgium ; also: Faculte des Sciences Apliquees — C P.
165/81 Physique G enerale, Avenue F. D . Roosevelt 49, B-1050
B russels, B elgium ;
E lectronic address: icannis@tp4.rub.de
“E lectronic address: ps@tp4.rub.de

kinetic energy; a link has thus been established between
plasn a physics and solid state physics [7]. These dust
B ravaistype quasiattices, which are typically form ed in
the sheath region In low {tem perature dusty plasn a dis—
charges, and rem ain sugpended above the negative elec—
trode due to a balance between the electric and grav-
ity forces E, -'_55, :_lC_i, :_11:], are known to support ham onic
excitations (acoustic m odes) in both longitudinal and
transverse-shear (orizontalplane) directions, as well as
opticatm ode-like oscillations in the vertical (0 -plane)
direction 114, 13,114,115, 16, :_1'@' 73,

T he Iongitudinal dust-attice waves (LD LW ) are rem —
niscent of waves (phonons’) propagatmg In atom ic
chains, which are long known to be dom inated by non—
linear phenom ena, due to the intrinsic nonlinearities of
Inter-atom ic interaction m echanisn s and/or on-site sub—
strate potentials [_Z-Q, 2-1:, 2-2:, :_§§', :_Z-Z_i] T hese phenom ena
have been associated w ith a wealth of phenom ena, eg.
dislocations in crystals, energy localization, charge and
Inform ation transport in bio-m oleculesand DNA strands,
coherent signaltranan ission in electric lines, opticalpulse
propagation and m any m ore @-5, 2@‘, 2-]‘, é@‘, 2-9‘] Even
though certain wellknown nonlinear m echanisns, eg.
shock form ation, electrostatic pulse propagation and in—
stabilities, have been thoroughly investigated In weakly—
coupled (gas-like) dusty plasm as [_6, S(_]‘, 'g:%'], the theoreti-
calinvestigation ofthe relevance of such phenom ena w ith
waves In DP crystals is still in a pre-m ature stage; apart
from the pioneering works ofM elands hZ who rstde-
rived a KortewegD eVries (KdV) equation {_3]_1 associ-
ated with longitudinal dust-lattice oscillations, Shukla
{_l-S_i], who predicted the form ation of dust cavions due
to lattice dynam ical coupling to surrounding ions, and
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the investigation of related nonhnear am plitude m odula—
tion e ects by Am in et al. BB- a little later, not much
hasbeen done in the direction ofa system atic elicidation
of the relevance of dust-attice waves being describbed by
the known m odel nonlinear wave equations. It should,
how ever, be stressed that som e recent attem pts to trace
the signature of nonlnearity in experin ents Eﬁi, :_?:5, :_3-§]
have triggered an e ort to interpret these results in tem s
of coherent structure propagation [35‘», .36 '37 '38 essen—
tially along the physical ideas suggested in R ef. 112]

In this paper, we ain at review ing the procedure em —
ployed in the derivation ofa nonlinearevolution equation
for longitudinaldust grain m otion in D P lattices, and dis-
cussing the characteristics of the solutions. Em phasis is
m ade on them ethodology, In a quite exhaustive m anner,
In close relation with previous results on atom ic chains,
yet alw ays focusing on the particular featuresofDP crys—
tals; we w ill discuss, In particular:

— the physical assum ptions underlying the continuum
approxin ation;

—the choise of truncation schem e, w hen departing from
the discrete lattice picture;

— the long-range electrostatic interactions, di erenti-
ating DP crystals from ordinary classical atom ic chains
(spring m odels);

—the physical relation between di erent solutions ob—
tained.

Som e of the results presented here are closely related to
wellknow n previous resuls, yet enriched w ith a new an-—
alyticalset of coe cients allow ing for any assum ed range
of site-to-site interactions and any analytical form ofthe
Interaction potential. The present study is, therefore,
valid in both short and long-D ebye length DP cases, and
also aim sat providing a general recipe’ w hich allow sone,
for instance, to assum e a m odi ed (ossbly non-D ebye—
type) potential form and obtain the corresponding set
of orm ule In a straightforward m anner. In speci c, we
have iIn m Ind the m odi cation of the Intergrain nterac-
tions due to ion ow in the sheath region surrounding
the dust layer, which m ay even lad to the crystalbeing
destabilized, according to recent studies from  rst prin-
ciples 39, 40).

M ost of the resuls presented here are general and ap—
ply, In principle, to a su ciently general class of chains
of classical agents (point m asses) coupled via arbitrary
(and possbly longrange) interaction laws. Neverthe—
Jess, our speci c ain is to establish a rst link between
existing nonlinear theories and the description of lon—
gitudinal dust-attice oscillatory grain motion in a DP
crystal. At a rst step, our description cannot help be—
Ing wcadem ic’, and som ew hat abstract: an ideal one{
din ensionalD P crystalis considered, ie. a sihgle, unidi-
m ensional, in nie-sized, dust-ayer of dentical (in size,
charge and m ass) dust grains situated at spatially peri-
odic sites (at equilbrium ). E ects associated w ith crys—
tal asym m etries, defects, dust charging, ion-drag, dust
m ass variation and m ultiple dust-ayer coupling, are eft
for further consideration [_51:] Transverse (0 plane) m o—

tion, In particular, w illbe addressed in a future work.

II. THE MODEL
A . Equation ofm otion

Let usconsidera layer ofcharged dust grains m assM ,
charge Q , both assum ed constant for sim plicity) form ing
a B ravais lJattice, of Jattice constant ry . T he H am iltonian
of such a chain reads

X 1 dr, 2 X
+ U (tan ) 7

n m$én

where r, is the position vector of the n th grain;
Unm @om ) Q ) is a binary interaction potential
function related to the electrostaticpotential (x) around
them th gran, and x5, = In & Jis the distance
between then thandm th grains. W e shall lim it our—
selves to considering the ongitudinal ( R) m otion ofthe
n th dust grain, which cbeys

M dzxn " dx, _ X QUpm (@am ) 0F ();
a2 dt ) ex, i

1)
whereE x) = @ X)=@x is the electric eld; the usual

ad hoc dam ping tem is Introduced in the left-hand-side
(hs), mvoling the dam ping rate , to account for the
dust grain collisions with neutrals. Note that a one-
din ensional (ID) DP layer is considered here, but the
generalization to a two-din ensional (2D ) grid is straight—
forward. At a st step, we have om itted the extemal
force term Feyt, offen Introduced to acocount for the ini-
tial laser excitation and/or the parabolic con nem ent
which ensures horizontal lattice equilbrium in experi-
m ents [_3-’5] T he analogous form ulae for non-electrostatic,
eg. soring{lke coupling Interactions are readily obtained
upon som e trivialm odi cations in the notation.

T he additive structure of the contribution of each site
to the potential interaction force in the right-hand-side

(r_hs) oqu (r_]:) allow s us to express the electric eld in
('L
d X
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where 1 denotes the degree of vicinity, ie. 1= 1 ac
counts for the nearestneighbour Interactions NN I) and
1 2 accounts for distant- (second or farther) neighbour



Interactions ONI). The summ ation upper 1im it N nat-
urally depends on the m odel and the interaction m echa—
nism ; even though N ‘traditionally’ equalseitherl or2 in
m ost studies ofatom ic chains, one should consider higher
values for long-range-interactions eg. Coulomb or D e-
bye (screened) electrostatic interactions (the latter case
is addressed below , in detail). In the last step, we have

Taylordeveloped the interaction potential (r) around
the equilbriim ntergrain distance Iry, = 1 m J e
tween 1 th order neighbours), viz.
AT oo %)Y
nm - _0 0 n ’
lO=0l! dr = m

where 1° denotes the degree ower) of nonlinearty in-—
volved In each contrbution: P°= 1 is the linear interac—
tion term , I° = 2 stands for the quadratic nonlinearity,
and so Prth. Obviously, x = x, % denotes the
digplacem ent ofthen th grain from equilbrium , which
now obeys
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W e have distinguished the linear/nonlnear contributions
ofthe rstneighbors (1st/3rd lines) from the correspond-
ing longer neighbor tem s (2nd/4th lines, respectively).
K eeping allupper summ ation lim sat in nity, the last
discrete di erence equation (8) is exactly equivaknt to
the com plete equation (:14') . How ever, the form er needs to
be truncated to a speci ¢ order in 1;1% depending on the
desired level of sophistication, for reasons of tractability.

B . Continuum approxim ation.

W e shallnow adopt the standard continuum approxi-
m ation often em ployed In solid state physics U], trying
to be very system atic and keeping track ofany neviable
term truncation. W e will assum e that only sm all dis—

placem ent variations occurbetw een neighboring sites, ie.
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where the displacem ent x (t) is now expressed as a con—
tinuous function u = u X;t).

A coordingly, the linear contributions (ie. the rsttwo
lines) in 6'_3) now give
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where the subscript In uy denotes di erentiation w ith
respect to X, ie. uUyx = Q%u=@x? and so on. W e see
that only even order derivatives contribute to the linear
part; this is rather expected, since the model (br =
0) is conservative, whereas odd-order derivatives m ight
introduce a dissipative e ect, eg. via a Burgers-lke (

1 1

Uyxx) additionaltemm in the KdV Eq. below [44,43, 44].

The de nition of the coe cients c, M = 1;2;:::) is
obvious; the st temm reads
_ grzxq © 2 12 2.
<= % ) ¥ ¢ G.ri: O

=1



which de nes the characteristic second-order ‘djspers:ion
(sound’) velocity v [cf. v, In (6) of Ref. (3811, related
to the longiudinal oscillation elgenfrequency !y, ; also

1 Q 4X\I 0y 4 IZ
= S ) ¥ Frg;
=1
20
G= o T )l ®)

and so on. Notice that v¥ = v3=12 r NN, ie. if (and
only if) one stops the simmation at Lax = N = 1,
ke Eq. (26) n Ref. [4] bnd unlke Eq. (5) in Ref.
t_3-§'], whose 2nd term In the rhs is rather not correct, for
16 1 ie. DN I]. See that the relative weight’ ofany given
2m  th contribution as com pared to the previous one is
roughly (2m 2)E@2m)!, eg. 456!= 1=30 form = 3,
which som ehow jasti es higher (than, say, m = 2) oxder
contrbutions often neglected in the past; nevertheless,
this argum ent should rigorously not be taken for granted,
as a given function u (x;t) and/or potential (x), m ay
present higher num erical values of higherorder deriva—
tives, balancing this num erical e ect; clearly, any trun—
cation In an in nite series nevitably im plies loss of n—
form ation.

W e may now treat the quadratic nonlinearity contri-
bution n () (the kst two lines Hor P = 2) in the same
m anner. M aking use ofEgs. @) and ('_5), and also ofthe

identity a? = @+ b)@@ b),onecbtains
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The de nition ofthe coe cientscp mo (m;m %= 1;2;::2)
is obvious; the rst few tem s read

R
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which de nes the st nonlinear contribution kg. B in
Egs. () and (7) In Ref. {_3@‘]; we note that a factor 1=2

and 1=M ism issing therein, respectively],
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and so on. ,

The cubic nonlnearities In (_IJ.) (the last two lines for
1= 3) m ay now be treated in the sam em anner. M aking
use ofEgs. @) and @),aswe]lasofthe dentity:a® © =
@ b)@&+ ab+ ), one cbtains
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The de nition of the coe cients ¢y m om ® (M ;m %m © =
1;2; ) is obvious; their form is inm ediately deduced

upon inspection, eg.
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and so orth. W e note that the second term in Eq. {_i]_:)
cancels.

H igher order nonlnearities in Eqg. (13) (the last two
linestherein or° 4), related to fth— (orhigher-) order
derivatives ofthe Interaction potential , w illdelberately
be neglected in the ollow Ing, since they are rather not
likely to a ectthe dynam icsofam allgrain digplacem ents.
Tt should be pointed out that, rigorously soeaking, there
isno a priori criterion ofwhether som e truncation ofthe
above In nite sum s is preferable to another; som e ad hoc
truncation scheam es, proposed in the past, should only
be judged upon by carefiil num erical com parison of the



relevant contrbutions { eg. in Egs. ('_é), ('_Si), €_1-]_:) above
{ and/or, nally, a com parison of the analytical results
derived to experin ental ones.

Keeping the st few contrbutions in the above sum s,
one obtainsthe continuum analog ofthe discrete equation
ofm otion

u+  u %uxx = Vfrguxxxx P Ux Uxx Tt O (ux)2 Uxx 7
13)
which is the nal result of this section. Notice that

Ux Uxx = (u)zg)xzz; also, (ux)2 Uxx = (ui)x:3- The co-

e cients
v e; Viry @i  Po

G177 D G170

de ned by Egs. (1), @), (10) and (12), respectively,
should be evaliated for a given potential function ,
by truncating, if nevitable, all sum m ations therein to a
given order 1, 5« . Note that, quite surprisingly, the in —
nite neighbour contributionsm ay be exactly summ ed up,
In the case ofD ebye (screened) electrostatic nteractions,
as we shall show below . Let us point out that Eq. C_l-g)
is general; the only assum ption m ade is the continuum
approxin ation. A Iso, should one prefer to in prove the
above truncation schem g, eg. by including m ore nonlin—
eartem s, onem ay readily go back to the above form ulae
and sin ply keep one orm ore extra tem (s); In any case,
one can nd the exact form of all (retained and trun-—
cated) coe cients above. On the other hand, Eq. (1_-3_;
generalizes the previous known results for m onoatom ic
lattices in that i holds for an arbitrary degree of inter—
site viciniy (range of interactions).

Let us point out that the above de nitions of the co—
e clents n Eq. dl_3_)' are Inspired by the D ebye{H uckel
(Yukaw a) potential form W hose odd/even derivatives are
negative/positive; see below ), in which case they are de—

ned In such a way that all of v, v¥, py and g take
positive values. N evertheless, kesp in m ind that the sign
of these coe cients for a di erent potential function
is, In principle, not prescrbed; indeed, analytical and
num erical studies of the nature of the Intergrain inter-
actions from rst principles suggest that the presence of
on ow, Por instance, m ay resul in a structural change
In the form of , leading to lattice o_schJaU'on instabil-
ity and presum ably crystalm elting [{15]; e eg. Refs.
{_3-§, :_4-g]. H owever, our physical problem loses s m ean—
Ing once this happens; therefore, we will assume, as a
working hypothesis in the follow ing, that ¢, and ¢; bear
positive values (so that vy, vi are real) —as a requirem ent
for the stability of the Jattice —and that, n principle (yet
not necessarily), the sam e holds forpy, and ¢ .

W e observe that, upon setting = 0, = 0, = a
and 1= 1 NNI), which inply that v = via’=12 and
po= 0& PW@=m @& i Eq. ('_1;1), one re—
coversexactly Eg. (26) in Ref. E[g] [aL]so scethede nition
In Eq. (16) therein]; also cf. Ref. _Bj] Equations (5) {
(7) n Ref. E-_g] are also recovered.

In the ollow Ing, we w illdrop the dam ping term  [second
tem in the right-hand-side of Eq. {13)], which is purely

phenom enological; the dam ping e ect m ay then be re—
nserted In the analysis at any step further, by plainly
adding a sin ilar ad hoc temm to the equation (s) m odel
Ing the grain dynam ics. It m ay be noted that dam ping
com es out to be weak, in experin ents ES-@'], soonem ay in
pinciple proceed by including dissipation e ects a poste—
riori, and then com paring theoreticalornum erical results
to experin ental ones.

C. An exactly com putable case —the D ebye
ordering

M ost interestingly, the sum m ations (in 1) in the above
de nitions of coe clents cp p o;::; above, converge and
m ay exactly be com puted in the D ebyeH uckel (Yukawa)
potentialcase: p (r) = Qe ' ° =r, for any given num —
ber N of neighboring site vicinity: N = 1 for the near-
est neighbor interactions WNNI), N = 2 for the second—
neighbor interactions (SN I) and even N equalto In nity,
for an in nite chain. The details of the calculation are
given In the Appendix, so only the nal result will be
given here, for Jater use in this text. N ote the de nition
of the bttice parameter = 1y= p, to be extensively
used In the llow ing; n fact, is roughly ofthe order of
(or slightly above) unity in laboratory experin ents.

Truncatg'ng the summ ationsatN = 1 (NNI), relations
i, @, € and {L2) give

(|(NNI))2_ 2Q2 o 1+ + 2
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L M g 3
_ (véNNI))z_(2 g): 12(V1(NNI))2=(2 g), (14)
6Q 2 1 2
AL °° Sl -+ — (15)
M p
1202 1 2 3
(NNI)=—Qe —+ 1+ =+ —+ — (16)
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T hese relations coincide w ith the ones In previous studies
ryNT ld, 331.

Truncat_ing the sum m ationsat N = 2 (SN I), relations
@, €&, 00 and (3) give

2 2_ 1 2
"L;0 M 3 3 3
D
ENT?_, 2 2
= v, =(“35); 17)

accom panied by an extended set of expressions for

2
vl(SN D ® (V(;SN I))2=12, now , unlke in the NN I case
above), péSN Y and qu D (see In the Appendix for de—
tails).



Forhigher 1, ,x = N , even though the e ect ofadding
m ore neighbors is cum ulative, since all extra contribu-
tions are positive, these din inish fast and converge, for
In nite N, to a nite set of efgpresszlons, which can be
ga]lcu]ated via the identities: =1 al = a=q a) and

L:a=l= In@ a) (Br0 < a < 1); details can
be found in the Appendix. This procedure is sin ilar to
the one proposed In Ref. fl8 and later adopted in Refs.

t_3§ :_3§] O ne cbtains

2
\2 2Q 1
“L;0 3 3
M3

2

e 2 _csch — + —osch? — nd e ) ;
2 2 8 2

18)

for the characteristic oscillation frequency !1;0 =

vo=( p );the result forvy is obvious; cschx = 1l=sihhx.

A num erical investigation show sthat the num ericalvalue
of the frequency in the region near ry p (dle. 1)
is thus increased by a factor of 1:5 or higher, rough]y,
com pared to the NN I expression above (see F ig. -].)

so does the charactensth second-order dispersion veloc—
Jtsz Loro— LO D (seeFJg @')ASInJJareect
is w inessed for the characteristic velocity vy, related to
the fourth-order dispersion

2
1

vf= ° —csch? -

M p 96 2

(2+2)oosh + 2(2 1+ sinh ) ;19)

(see Fig. :_3) and for the nonlinearity coe cients
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+2(3 6 18)+ 2(> 6)sihh ]
12 ,
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U pon sin ple inspection ofF igs. :ff and:fi, onededucesthat
o takes practically double the value of py everyw here,
and thus draw s the conclusion that ¢ should rather not
be om itted in Eq. {13) (f. eg. Refs. [3, 30,35, 38)),
for the case of the D ebye potential.

ITII. LINEAR OSCILLATION S

Let us rst consider the lnear regim e in longiudinal
grain oscillations. For the sake of rigor, onem ay revert to
the discrete form ula (-'_ﬁ) and consider its linearized fomm
by sin ply neglecting the two last (doubl) sum s therein.
Inserting the ansatz  x, exp ilnky 't), where ! is
the phonon frequency and k = 2 = (respectively, ) is
the wavenum ber W avelength), one in m ediately obtains
the general dispersion relation

S 1k
L+ i) = 2 D (1ry) sin? —l
=1
4Q){\] [00) .2 (]{D)
= —= 1 22
» 1 p)sin > (22)

One may readily verify that the standard 1D acoustic
w ave dispersion relation !  k is obtained in the sm all
k (longwavelength) lin it: check by setting sin (lkry=2)
kry=2 (and recalling the generalde nition ofvy above).
O foourse, taking this lim it sin ply am ounts to linearizing
the continuum equation of m otion derived above (and
keeping the Iowest contrbution in k). As pointed out
before (see eg. Ref. fl8 one thus recovers the dust—
acoustic w ave dispersion relation obtained in the strong—
coupling dusty plasn a regin e (upon de ning the density
ng as 5 3, which m ay nevertheless appear som ehow
heuristic in this 1D m odel).

N otice that the form ofthe dispersion relation, in prin—
ciple, depends on the valuie of N . However, In the case
of the D ebye interactions, ie. explicitly substituting
& » (x)=dx? ito {4), one obtains

2 X 2
L +i) = M4Q3 1 2+21+3(l) sin? 1k2r0:
E a)
(23)

A num erical Investigation, eg. or = 1 (see Fig. :_6),
suggests that the dispersion curve quickly sum s up to a
Iim it curve, even fornot so high values ofN (oractically
for N = 2 already). T he values of the frequency reduce
w ith increasing , as suggested by the exponential term .
W e see that the dispersion curve possesses a m axin um
atk= =ry= =( p) Pbranyvalieof andN .

T he dispersion curves of dust-lattice waves have been
nvestigated by both experin ents (sseeg. Refs. I46, :47-
and ab initio num erical sin ulations M8 In should never—
theless be acknow ledged that the results of these studies
do not absolutely con m the dispersion curves obtained
above, which suggests, as poined out in Ref. @é], that
one-dim ensionalcrystalm odelsm ay be nappropriate for
realdust crystals.



Iv. THE KORTEW EG {DE VRIES
EQUATION

KDV)

In order to take into account weak nonlinearities, a
procedure which is often adopted at a rst step consists
n keep:ng only the st nonlinear contribution in Eq.
C13 ) by cancelling the last term in the rhs, ie. setting
o = 0) and then considering excitations m oving at a
velocity close to the characteristic velocity vo . A G alilean
variable transform ation, viz.

t! = t; w = u,; (24

x ! =x vt;

then providestheK orteweg { De Vries KdV) Equa—
tion

w saww + bw = 0; 25)

where a tetm u  was assum ed of higherorder and thus
neglected. T he coe cients are

o3 virg _ .
= — = ; S= sgnpo = Po=FPoJ:
2V0 2V0
(26)
W e have introduced the param eters = + 1= 1), denot—

ing the sign ofpy, which m ay change the form ofthe solu-
tions (seebelow ); asdiscussed above, it isequaltos= +1
for the D ebye-type interactions. It should be noted that
this procedure is identical to the one iniially adapted
for dust-Jatticewaves in lei] and then Pllowed in Ref.
B0, 35, 38] (ors= +1) asmay readily be checked, yet
the new aspect here lies in the generalized de nitions of
the physicalparam eters above. A 1so notice that positive—
oriented ( R) propagation was considered; adopting the
above procedure in backward ( R) propagation is triv—
ial, yet it should be carried out by re-iterating the ana-
Iyticalprocedure and not by plainly considering v ! v
the KdV equation is not symm etric w ith respect to this
transform ation (also see that the velociy v appears un—
der a square root In the form ulae).

A sam athem athalentJty the K dV E quatJon hasbeen
extensively studied @, 27, @9, 50, 51, 53, 53, 54, 55,
s0 only necessary details will be summ arized here. It
is known to possess a rich variety of solutions, includ-
Ing periodic (non-ham onic) solutions (cnoidalw aves, in—
volving elliptic integrals) l54] For vanishing boundary
oond:i:ons, Eqg. C2§ can be shown (see eg. In Refs.
f27| ,55]) to possess one-ormore N ) soliton localized
solutions wy ( ; ) which bear all the wellkknown soli-
ton properties: nam ely, they propagate at a constant
pro lg, thanks to an exact balance between dispersive
and nonlinear e ects, and survive collisions between one
another. The sinplest (one-) soliton solution has the
pulsed-shaped form

wi( ; )= sSWmsech® (v o)=Ly ; @7)

where %y is an arbitrary constant, denoting the initial
soliton position, and v is the velocity of propagation; in

principle, vm ay take any realvalue even though is range
m ay be physically lim ited, as in our case, where v has
been assum ed close to vp; this constraint w ill be relaxed
below . A qualitative result to be retained from the soliton
solution in £7) is the velocity dependence ofboth soliton
am plitude wy,, and width Ly, viz.

Wim = 3v=a= 6vvo=PoJ;

Lo= @b=v)""" = Rviri=(r)]2
We see that wip L(z) = oonstant, Inplying that nar-
row er/w ider solitons are taller/shorter and propagate
faster/slower. These qualitative aspects of dustattice
solitons have recently been con m ed by dust—crystalex—
perin ents [35]. Notice that the solutions of £5) satisfy
an In nie set of conservation law s ﬁ, 55], in pagtjcu
lar, the solitonswy carry a constant hm ass’ M wd
(whichg is negative or a negagive pulse), I om entum ’
P w?d , ®nergy’ P w2=2+ u’)d , and =
forth (integration is understood over the entire x  axis)
[53, 55]. See that the Drem entioned am plimde{w ith
dependence of the 1-soliton solution CZ7 is heurdstically
deduced from the soliton  ass’ conservation law (in -
plying conservation of the surface under the belkshaped
curved in Fig. i1): taller excitations have to be thinner
and vice versa.

Inverting back to our initial reference fram e, one ob—
tains, for the spatial displacem ent variable u x;t), the
kink/antikink (ors= 1=+ 1) solitary wave fom

u X;t) = su, tanh ® vt ¥)=L:i ; (28)

which represents a localized region of oompres-
sion/rarefaction (br s = +1= 1), propagating to the
positive direction of the x axis (see Fig. -_’.7). The am —

plitude u;;n and the width L, of this shock excitation
are
6V I 1=2
Ulm = 2 2v v W) ;
PoJ
2v2 P 12v32 1
Li=n ———— = . 7
Vo (v %) Po] An

In posing supersonic’ propagation (v > vy) for stability,

n agreem ent w ith experim ental results in dust crystals
Bﬁ] N otice that faster solitonsw illbe narrow er, and thus
m ore probable to Yfeel the lattice discreteness, contrary
to the continuum assum ption above; therefore, one m ay
In pose the phenom enologicalcriterion : L Ty, am ount—
ing to the condition v=v, 1+ 2v?=v2 [ 1:7 for the
D ebye NN I case; see (_1-4) above], in order for the above
(continuum ) solution to be sustained in the (discrete)

chain. N evertheless, supersonic wave stable propagation
hasbeen num erically veri ed at a w ide range of velociy
values in atom ic chains f_Z-Z;,:_S-:}], whereEgs. {_1-3) and {_i:'n)



arise via a prooedure sin ilar to the one outlined above;
also see Refl [58] for a recent experim ent in crystalline
solids. Finally, note that vy In realD P crystals bears
values as Iow asa few tens ofmm /sec Béi .35]

Rem arkably, Eq. {25) is exactly solved via the Inverse
Scattering Transom (53, 155, [56], ©r any given il
condition u( ;0),which isgenerally seen to break-up into
a num ber of (say N , depending on u( ;0) :Lé;é]) solitons
plus a tail of background oscillations. T hese considera—
tions, J'nc_:]udjng, In particular, the tw o-soliton solution w,
of Eq. £5), which represents two distinct hum psm oving
at di erent velocities and colliding during propagation
w ithout changing shape, have been postulated to be of
relevance in the interpretation of recent dusty plasma
discharge experin ents 55, :_3-§']

The wide reputation of the KdV Equation 6_2-5) is
mostly due to the exhaustive know ledge of its analyti-
cal properties B, 27, 51, 53, 53, 54, 53], in addition to
its om nipresence in a variety of physical contexts, not
excluding the physics of ordinary (ideal, ie. electron{
ion) plasmn as B, :_4] and, m ore recently, dusty plasm as
f§, :_3-C_i] H owever, in the above dusty-plasn a-crystal con—
text, it hasbeen derived under speci ¢ assum ptions (low
discreteness and low nonlinearity e ects; also, a propa—
gation velocity v ) which m ay be questionable, in a
realDP crystal. Even ifthe rst one isvirtually In pos—
sble to cope with, analytically, the latter ones m ay be
som ehow relaxed via a di erent approach, to be outlined
below .

V. HIGHER-ORDER KORTEW EG{DEVRIES
(EKDV)EQUATIONS

In orderto derive a KdV equation from the continuum
equation of m otion C_l:_’;), we have neglected the coe -
clent g, which is related to the cubic nonlinearity of the
Interaction potential. Nevertheless, a sin ple num erical
Investigation show s that this tem isnot sm all, and m ay,
In certain cases, even dom inate overthe quadratictem p,
as in the D ebye potential case (see the discussion above).
T herefore, one is tem pted to nd out how the dynam ics
ismodi ed if this temm is taken into account.

A . The Extended K orteweg { de Vries (EK V)
E quation

R epeating the procedure which led to Eqg. C_2-§), n
the previous section, yet now keepjl:lg the fourth order
derivative coe cient g6 0 in Eq. (13), one cbtains the
EK dV Equation

w saww + Aw’w + bw = 0; 29)
where all coe cients are given in (2:_-6_5 except & =

= @vp); recall that a, b are positive by de niion. W e
shall seebelow thatpg;qp > 0 forD ebye interactions (yet

not necessarily, in general), so that the nonlinearity co—
e clients, ie. sa (for s = +1) and &, bear negative
and positive (respectively) values in this (Yukawa crys-
tal) case.

The EKAV Eq. {29) was thoroughly studied n a clas-
sical series of papers by W adati BL who derived it for
nonlinear lattices, then ocbtained is travelling-w ave and,
separately, periodic (cnoidalwave) solutions and, nally,
exhaustively studied its m athem atical properties. Both
com pressional and rarefactive solitons (say, wz; , to be
distinguished from the KdV solution w;) were fund to
solve Eq. €_29') (or either signs of s); adapted to our
notation here [_59], they are of the form

wil(, )= sv=Coosh®[( v )=Lo]
+D sihh®[( v o)=Lol ; (0)
and
wil(, )= +sv=D cosh’[( v  o)=Lo]
+ C sih? [( v o)=Lo] ; (1)
where
r
a oav
c = - 1+ —+1
a
;] 94—
= 2 4 1L2qpvov+ o ;
12v, Po
r
a oav
D = = 1+ — 1
6 a?
;] 94—
= — 2+ 12 D3 ; 32
12v, o DoV o] (32)

the width Ly wasde ned above, and v > 0 is the propa—
gation velocity. Fors= +1= 1, the rstexpression rep—
resents a propagating localized com pression/rarefaction,
while the second denotes a (larger, see com m ent below ;

cf. Fig. :g{) rarefaction/com pression, respectively. N otice

that, for g a4 = 0, the rst expression recovers the
K dV resul obtained previously (sihce v=C then recovers
the KdV soliton width Wi, ), while the second resuls in

a divergent (physically unacceptable) solution ﬁZl-] Fol-
low Ing W adati, we m ay rearrange C_BQ) and @11 as

P—
& 2 6b
)= s pg

— tan ! WZ(J) tanh

provided thatd @6 0.Here

q

64 =
G _ I
WZ = S a—————aaaa H (34)
1+ 8+

Furthem ore, v > 0 is the propagation velocity in the

framef ; gand j=1 ) reooverswz(l) (w2(2) ) above, so



that 1 (2) isequalto+1 ( 1), representing rarefactive
(com pressive) solutions, fors= + 1 { eg. theD ebye case
{ and vice versa for s = 1 Wwhich recovers W adati’s
notation). The pulse width now depends on both Lg

(de ned as previcusly) and W,” . The pulse valie for
s= ,Bl] satis es:

(1)

P—- @)
w (a*+ 6av+ a) < w,

<0< w,

< ( a’+ 6av a) W o;

(for s= + 1, one should pem ute the superscripts 1 and
2); shoe W Jj> W, J one expects, for s = l,asnall
rarefactive and a large com pressive pulse; the opposie
EOHS fors= +1,eg. In a Debye crystal case: see Fig.
-R Inverting to the lattice displacam ent coordinate u

wd , expressed in the original coordinates fx;tg, we

obtain
s

3 o 6v}
u, (X,t)— sz —ro
; X vt
tan W, tann %, @)
L,
w here
P 2 . . 1=2
G _ pot L2pvo (v w)  3Po]
W, = p= — ;@6
ot 12pvo v w)+ o]
and j= 1;2. As expected, for any given s & 1), the

two di erent kink/antikink solutions obtained for di er—
ent j & 1 or 2) are not symm etric; cf. Figure @’ No—
tice that the m axinum value now also depends on W 2(3)
0= 1;2).

In conclusion, the Extended K dV equation provides a
m ore com plete description of the nonlinear dynam ics of
the lattice, com pared to the KdV equation. In partic—
ular, the EKdV com pressive (rarefactive) pulse soliton
obtained ors = +1 (s = 1),ie. » > 0 o < 0) is
slightly sm aller than is KdV ocounterpart (see Fig. -Q),
but the EKdV also predicts the possbility for a rarefac-
tive (com pressive) soliton, in either case, to form and
propagate in the sam e lattice. In the particular case
of D ebye crystals, the net new result to be retained is
the prediction of the existence of a rarefactive new ex—
citation, In addition to the rarefactive one, observed in
experim ents. N evertheless, theoretical studies on m olec—
ular chains seem to suggest that the addiional shock-lke
Jocalized m ode predicted by the EK dV equation w illnot
be as stabl as its K dV {related) counterpart. T his pre-
diction should, therefore, be con m ed num erically (and
experin entally) before being taken for granted.

B. TheM odi ed Korteweg { de Vries M KdV)
E quation

N ote, forthe sake ofrigor, that upon setting po a=0
in Eq.C_ZE_i) above, one cbtalnsamodied KdVv M KdV)

equation W ih only a cubic nonlhearity term ). The
M KdV equation shares all the qualitative properties of
the KDV Eqg. arld is, iIn fact, related to it via a M lura
transfom ation [55] Tt has two (poth negative and pos—
itive, for each value of s) pulse soliton solutions which
follow inm ediately from the preceding solutions CBO) and
¢_311 ) of the EKdV equation, upon setting py = 0. The
rem arkable additional agpect of the M KdV equation is
that it also bears slow ly oscillating solutions, nam ed
breathers, obtained just as rigorously via the nverse scat—
tering m ethod f_Z-Z_i, :_6-g]. These solutions (Wwhose wave—
length is com parable to their localized w idth, hence the
breathing’ in pression and the nam e) share the rem ark-
able properties of solitons; in particular, they are seen
to survive collisions between them selves and w ith pulse
solitons !22 T heir analytic ©m can be readily found
in Refs. R3] (see x4.1 therein) and [60] and will not
be reproduced here, since theJr condition of existence,
nam ely pg o (cf. Ref. [22.]) is rather not satis ed In
the case 0f D ebye-interacting dust grains. N ote however
that breather-like excitationsm ay exist in a DP crystal,
asonemay see via a di erent (perturbative) analysis of
the nonlinear m odulation of the am plitude of longiudi-
nal lattice waves. This is considered in separate work
(611.

VI. THE BOUSSINESQ (BQ)AND
GENERALIZED BOUSSINESQ (GBQ)
EQUATIONS

R em em berthat the K dV {type equations in the preced—
Jng Section were obtained from the equation ofm otion
C13 In an approxim ative m anner, assum ing near{sonic
propagation and neglecting high {order tim e derivatives.
Those results are therefore expected to hold for veloc—
iy values only slightly above vp. W e shallnow see how
these assum ptions can be relaxed by directly relying on
the nitial onlinear) equann .

Let us consider Eq. Cl3 agaln (br = 0). Upon
settingpo =  2p, g = 3q,v21:2 = h > 0, and integrating
once, w ith respect to x, one exactly cbtains, orw = uy,
the generalized Boussinesqg GBqg) Equation
37

hwyxxx + p(WZ)xx + q(WB)xx

w xg Wyxyx =
w hich, neglecting the cubic nonlinearity coe cient g fviz.
@ = 0m €1-3') reduces to the welkknown Boussihesqy
CBq) equatJon w idely studied eg. in solid chains; seeeg.
f22 :23 .51 Tt possesses wellknown localized solutions,
w hose derivation is straightforward and need not be re-
produced here. T he exact expressions obtained from {_5:})
for the relative displacem ent w (x;t) and the longiudinal
digplacem ent u (x;t) are exhaustively presented and dis—
cussed in Refs. P4, 23]. The analytic kink/antkink-type
Jocalized solutions foru (x;t) read

1=2

6h
us X;t) =  2sgnh) —
D



1 X vt
tan W 3 tanh — 1. : (38)
3

Here the soliton velocity is v, while the soliton width
depends on both W 3 and L3, which are
PR+ 6w P12 I T
i+ 6t I R3]
h 1=2

v

Recall that, for Debye interactions, h;g > 0 and
p= © < 0 (see above), prescrbing the supersonic’
(v > vp) propagation of the solutions; the sam e was true
of the KdV solitons obtained above. N otice, how ever,
that the expressions obtained here for the longiudinal
displacem ent u represent both rarefactive and com pres—
sive Jattice excitationseven orpy > 0 (see Tablk Iin @5],
forp= © < 0); rem em ber that this feature was absent
In the KdV equation C25 wherepy > 0 ie. s= +1 al-
ways led to a com pressive solition in CZS) In fact, this is
also true ofthe B g equation, which isobtained forqy, = 0,
ie. neglkecting the last term In the continuum equation
ofm otion {13). T he exact solution then reads

6he? )12
o]
X vt ¥

tanh ——;  (40)
L,

W3=

L3 = 2 (39)

ug g &;t) =  sgn () sgn @)

w hich, for positive h and pg, prescribes only com pressive
supersonickinks, pretty m uch like the solution u; derived
from the K dV theory above (cf. Tabl I in 23 forhg >
0,p< Oand g= 0).

C losing this section, one may _wish to compare the
GBg and Bg solutions (38) and #0), to the hom ologous
EK dV { and K dV {related solutions C_3-§) and ('_2-§), respec—
tively, obtained previously: one m ay readily check that
the fom er ones tend to the latter two as v tends to vy
fto see this, onemay set v ¢ = &+ w) &  v)
2vp ¢ vg); recallthat h = viri]. Neverthekss, this
velocity range restriction is relaxed in the Boussinesg{
related description.

VII. EXCITATIONS IN REALDP CRYSTALS

Tt is now quite tem pting to cbserve and com pare the
predictions fimished by the above nonlinear m odels in
aDP crystalin tem s of excitation features, eg. dim en—
sions and form . For Instance, one m ay substitute the
expressions for the m odel’s phySJcalpaJ:am eters (1e. !g,
Vo, Vi, Po and ) deried in x.']:[C- into the de nitions in
the latter three sections, in order to derive a nal fomm
for localized excitations in a realD P crystal, in termm s of
the propagation velocity v, the lattice param eter and,
generally, the sign s = + 1 forD ebye interactions). The
Interest In this procedure is evident, since one m ay seek
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feedback (eg. param eter values, excitation behaviour)
from experim ents and then investigate the validity ofthe
above m odels by adjisting them to realDP crystalval-
ues.

The nalexpressions foruj &;t) [j= 1;2;3, cf. £28),
¢_3-§) and C_B-gl), respectively] are som ew hat lengthy and
need not be reported here (sihce they are straightfor-
ward to derive). W e m ay nevertheless sum m arize som e
Interesting num erical resuls.

T he soliton width L., asde ned in (.'_Z-Ei:), now becom es
L1 = Vi=pyUin : we see that the product of the digplace—
ment u kink’s width and m axin um value rem ains con—
stant (requlated by the cubic interaction potential non-
Inearity), viz. uim L1 = 1=py, unlke the KdV pulse
soliton for the relative displacement w = u, which is
characterized by wi,, L? = cst:. Both the kink m axi
mum valieu;, and width L; depend on the velocity v;
as a m atter of fact, faster kink excitations w ill be taller
and nar:cower—seeFjg.:_Si — since now

P -
vi 6P L, 1
= M 1; — = p———=: (41)
o Po To 6M 1)

ul,m

Recallthat the M ach numberM = v=v; is always larger
than unity. Furthem ore, them agnitude ofthe excitation
seem s to decrease with ; see Fjg:_éa: nevertheless, very
high values (near u=ry = 1) observed for low and high
v are rather not to be trusted, since they contradict the
continuum approxin ation u 1.

F inally, one m ay com pare the solutions obtained from
the above theories, for a typical value of , say 125,
according with real experin ental values. The Kdv {,
EKdV { and Bousshesg{related kink excitations, ie. ui,
u, and us, are depicted in Figs. 10 { {14, for three di er-
ent valuesofM ,1:d,125 and 2. W e see that the EK dV
and Bg m odels allow for both com pressive and rarefac-
tive structures, while the KdV description predicts a lo—
calized com pression, which is quite sensitive to velocity
changes. A s expected (cf. the discussion above), both
the EKdV { and Bg{related com pressive exciations are
sin ilar in m agnitude to the KdV {related antikink for
near{sonic velocity (ie. nearM 1). N evertheless, we
see that the KdV {related antikink becom es taller and
narrow er as velocity Increases, and substantially di er-
entiates itself from is EKdV { and Bg{analogues. One
m ay wonder whether or not the KdV picture (more fa-
m iliar sihce w idely studied) is adequate for the m odeling
ofa realD P crystal, and also w hether the rarefactive ex—
citations predicted by other theories can indeed be sus—
tained In the crystal. T hese questionsm ay be answered
by appropriate experim ents and, possbly, also be inves—
tigated by num erical sin ulations. From a purely theo—
retical point of view, the Boussinesq{based description
appears to be m ore rigorous (recall that the KdV was
derived in som e approxin ation) and valid in a m ore ex—
tended region than both the KdV and E xtendedK dVv
theories.



VIII. DISCRETENESS EFFECTS

T he above analytical solutions have been derived in
the continuum lim it, ie. for L >> 1y, where L is the
typical spatial dim ension (W idth) of the solitary excita—
tion. O ne m ay therefore de ne the discreteness param e-
terg= rpy=L, and require a posteriori thatg 1. From
the expressions derived for the Bg equation above, one
easily ssesthatg ¢  ¥¢)'™?=v;, so this requirem ent
is indeed fi1l lled Porpropagation velocitiesv  w. How—
ever, for higher values of v, the (harrower) soliton will
be sub Ect to a variety of e ects eg. shape distortion,
wave radiation etc., due to the intrinsic lattice discrete—
ness. These e ects have been investigated in solid state
physics 63, 163] and m ay be considered w ith respect to
DP crystalsat a Jater stage. Let usbrie y point out that
narrow kink-shaped lattice excitations have been num er—
ically shown to propagate w ith no considerable loss of
energy, in a quite generalm onoatom ic lattice m odel I62:]

A 1so worth m entioning is the w ork ofR osenau [_6§ lwho
derived an in proved version of the Boussinesy equation
(the ITBg Egq.) In a quastconthuum Im . The IBg
equation, w hich bears the general structure of {_5:}) upon
replacing h Uy xxx therein by h uygyi (vetw ith di erent co—
e cient de nitions), is not integrable and bears solitary
wave solutions which do not collide elastically; neverthe—
Jess, it wasnum erically shown to bem ore stable than the
B g equation, and w as argued tom odeldiscrete lattice dy—
nam ics m ore e ciently, upon com parison of theoretical
predictionsto exact num ericalresults [_é:_i] Furtherexam —
Ination of such e ectsm ay be carried out in dust-attices,
once our feedback from experim ents has su ciently de—
term ined the relevance of the issue In real DP crystals,
ie. typical excitation w idth, dynam ics etc.

Tt should be underlined that the possibility forthe exis—
tence ofbreather solitons, anticipated above, establishes
a link between com plex plagn a solid state’ m odeling and
the fram ework of discretenessrelated localized excita—
tions (discrete breathers [66], intrinsic Iocalized m odes
{_éj]), which have recently received increasing interest
am ong researchers in the nonlinear dynam ics com m unity.
T hese Iocalized m odes, w hich are due to coupling anhar-
m onicity and are stabilized by lattice discreteness, have
been shown to exist in frequency regions forbidden to or-
dinary lattice waves and account for energy localization
In highly discrete realcrystals, w here continuum theories
fail. The relevance ofthis fram ew ork to dust crystals ap—
pears to be an interesting open area for investigation.

IX. ENVELOPE EXCITATIONSAND SHOCKS {
OPEN ISSUES

A s a nal interesting issue involved in the nonlnear
dynam ics of longitudinal lattice oscillations, let usm en—
tion the nonlinear m odulation of the am plitude of dust-
lattice waves, a welkknown m echanism related to har-
m onic generation and, possibly, the m odulational insta—
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bility of waves propagating in lattices, eventually lead-
ing to modulated wave packet energy localization via
the form ation of envelope solitons f_Zgi] T his fram ew ork,
w hich was recently also Investigated w ith respect to low —
frequency (dust-acoustic, dust—ion acoustic) electrostatic
waves in dusty plasm as [32], has been partly analyzed,

on the basis ofthe M elands f_lg] modelin Ref. [_3§ The
authors relied on a truncated Boussinesy equation, in
the om of §74) ©r g = 0, and succeeded in predict—
Ing the occurrence of m odulational Instability in LD L
wavesin DP crystalsand the form ation ofenvelope struc—
tures. N evertheless, the nonlinearity coe cient gom itted

therein seem s to com pete with p in {_3-:}) (hotice the dif-
ferent signs) and is rather expected to a ect signi cantly
the wave's stabiltty pro k. It should be stressed that
these localized envelope excitations result from a phys—
icalm echanisn which is Intrinsically di erent from the
one related to the sm all{am plitude exciations described
In this paper; see the discussion in Ref. [68] An ex—
tended study of thism odulation nonlinear m echanism is
In row and will be reported elsewhere, for clarity and
conciseness.

Asa nalocomment, wemay speculate on the role of
dam ping, herew ith ignored, on the dynam ics of dust—
lattice waves. It is known that weak dam ping m ay bal-
ance nonlinearity, leading to the form ation of shock wave
fronts, as predicted in Refs. Bd, 43] and con m ed by
num erical sin ulations [44] Furthem ore, it was recently
shown that the sam e m echanisn m ay result in the or-
m ation of largeam plitude w ide-shaped solitary waves,
which m ay later break Into a (gradually dam ped) train
of solitons or a wavepacket depending on physical pa-
ram eters Elé] W e see that friction, yet weak, m ay play
a predom inant role In the life and death of localized ex—
citations; this e ect de niely deserves paying close at—
tention w ith respect to waves propagating in dust crys—
tals. A gain, one would expect phenom enological theories
followed by appropriately designed experim ents to elu—
cidate the friction m echanisn s inherent in longiudinal
dust-lattice wave propagation, In view of a m ore com —
plete description than the one provided by the conserva—
tive m odel adopted here.

X. CONCLUSIONS

T his work was devoted to an investigation of the rel-
evance of existing m odel nonlinear theories to the dy-—
nam ics of Iongitudinal oscillations in anham onic chains,
w ith em phasis on dust-attice excitations In (strongly—
coupled) com plex plagn a crystals. Taking into acoount
an arbirary interaction potential and long-range inter-
actions, we have rigorously shown that both com pres-
sive and rarefactive kink-shaped (shock-lke) excitations
may form and propagate in the lattice, depending basi-
cally on the m echanism of interaction between grains lo—
cated at each site. These excitations are e ectively m od—
eled by either K dV —or B oussinesg-type equations, w hose



analytic form was presented and whose qualitative and
quantitative di erences were discussed. In any case, the
theory predicts coherent w ave propagation above the lat—
tice’s sound’ speed, in agreem ent w ith previous theoreti-
calworks and experin ental observations (in both atom ic
and dust-attices). Ik may be appropriate to m ention
that subsonic soliton propagation in m onoatom ic chains
w as also num erically considered and shown to be feasble
In the past t_6-g:]. Let us point out that the m odel used
here to pass from a discrete description to the continuum

(long-w avelength) lin it is quite generic, so possblem od—
i cation via re ned nonlinear equations m ay readily be
obtained from it, for future consideration.

Furthem ore, we have discussed the possbility of the
form ation ofbreatherm odes and envelope excitations, as
a consequence of m odulated w ave packet instability, an—
ticipating their link to discrete nonlinear theories of lo—
calized m odes, keft for fuiture consideration; despite their
analytical com plexiy, these m odelsm ay, in principle, be
of relevance in dust crystals due to the nite din ensions
of the chain and is intrinsic spatial discreteness. Fi-
nally, the possble role played by dissipation m echanisn s
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hasbeen brie y discussed.

The present study relies on, and ain s at extending,
previous theories on both anham onic atom ic chains and
dusty plagsm a crystals. W e hope to have sucoeeded in re—
view Ing the fom er (extending them to the case of long—
range electrostatic interactions) and generalizing the lat-
ter which are still in an early stage). H opefiilly, our pre—
dictionsm ay be con m ed by appropriately set-up exper—
In ents, w ith the am bition of throw ing som e light in the
relatively new and challenging eld of strongly-coupled
com plex plasm as and dust-lattice dynam ics.

A cknow ledgm ents

This work was supported by the European Comm is—
sion @B russels) through the Hum an Potential R esecarch
and Training Network via the profct entitled: \Com -
plex P lasm as: T he Science of Laboratory C olloidalP las-
m as and M esospheric Charged A erosols" (Contract No.
HPRN-CT-2000-00140).

LIN.A.Kralland A .W . Trivelpiece, P rinciples of plasm a
physics, M oG raw —Hill New York, 1973).
R] Th. Stix, W aves in Plasnas, American Institute of
Physics New York, 1992).
Bl1V . I.Karman, Nonlinear W aves in D ispersive M edia
(Pergam on, New York, 1975).
4] L.Debnath (Ed.), Nonlinear W aves (Cam bridge Univ.
Press, Cambridge U SA ., 1983).
B] F. Verheest, W aves in Dusty Space Plasmas K uwer
A cadem ic P ublishers, D ordrecht, 2001).
] P.K .Shukla and A .A .M am un, Introduction to D usty
P lasm a Physics (Institute of P hysics, B ristol, 2002) .
[7]1 C .K ittel, Introduction to Solid State Physics (John W i-
ey and Sons, New York, 1996).
B] J.Chu and L.I, Phys.Rev.Lett. 72, 4009 (1994).
P] Thom as et al,, Phys.Rev. Lett. 73, 652 (1994).
[10] A .M elzer, T. Trottenberg and A . Pil, Phys. Lett. A
191, 301 (199%94).
[11]1Y .Hayashi and K. Tachbara, Jon. J. Appl Phys. 33,
L84 (1994).
[12] F .M elands , Phys.P laan as 3, 3890 (1996).
[13]1 B.Farokhiet al,, Phys. Lett. A 264, 318 (1999); idem,
Phys.Plasmas 7, 814 (2000).
[14] S.V .V ladim irov, P.V . Shevchenko and N . F . C ram er,
Phys. Rev. E 56,R74 (1997).
151G .M or llet al,, in Advances in Dusty P lasm a P hysics,
Eds.P.K.Shukla, D .A.Mendisand T.Desai W orld
Scienti ¢, Shgapore, 1997),p.99; idem ,Phys.Rev.Lett.
83,1598 (1999).
[l6] S. Nunomura, D . Sam sonov and J. G oree, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 84, 5141 (2000).
[L7]1 D . T skhakaya and P.S. Shukla, Phys. Lett. A 286, 277
(2001).
[18] X . W ang and A . Bhattacharge, Phys. P lasn as 6, 4388
(1999); X .W ang, A .Bhattacharpeand S.Hu,Phys.Rev.

Lett. 86, 2569 (2001).

[L9] P.K . Shukla, Phys.Lett. A 300, 282 (2002).

RO] A .Tsurui, Progr. Theor. Phys. 48, 1196 (1972).

R11M .W adati, J. Phys. Soc. Japan 38, 673 (1975); iid J.
Phys. Soc. Japan 38, 681 (1975).

R2] N . F lytzanis, St. Pnevm atikos and M . Rem oissenet, J.
Phys.C : Solid State Phys. 18, 4603 (1985).

R3] St. Pnevm atikos, N . Flytzanis and M . Rem oissenet,
Phys.Rev.B 33,2308 (1986).

R4] J.W attis, J.Phys.A :M ath.Gen.29, 8139 (1996).

R51 A . S.Davydov, Solitons in M okcular System s Reidel
Publ { K uwer, D ordrecht, 1985).

R6]A . C. Newell and J. V. M oloney, Nonlinear O ptics
(A ddison#W esky Publ Co. Redwood C iy Ca. 1992).

R71 M .Rem oissenet, W aves C alled Solitons (SpringerVerlag,
Berlin, 2nd Ed., 1996).

R8]A.C. Scott and D.W .M cLaughlin, P roc.
1443 (1973).

R9] I.D aum ont, T . D auxois and M . Peyrard, , N onlineariy
10, 617 (1997); M .Peyrard, PhysicaD 119, 184 (1998).

BO] P. K. Shukla, Phys. Plasmas 10, 1619 (2003); P. K.
Shukla and A .A .M amun,New J.Phys. 5,17 (2003).

B1l] L. Sten o, N. L. Tsintsadze and T.D . Buadze, Phys.
Lett.A 135, 37 (1989).

B2]M .R.AmIn,G.E.Mor lland P.K . Shukla, Phys.Rev.
E 58, 6517 (1998); I.Kourakis and P.K . Shukla, Phys.
Plasnas 10, 3459 (2003); I.K ourakis and P.K . Shukla,
Physica Scripta 69, In press (2004).

B3I M.R.Amih, G.E.Mor 11 and P.K. Shukla, Phys.
Scripta 58, 628 (1998).

[34] V .N osenko, S.Nunom ura and J.G oree, Phys.Rev.Lett.
88, 215002 (2002).

B5] D .Sam sonov, A .V .Ivlev,R.A .Quinn, G .M or 1l and
S.Zhdanov, Phys.Rev. Lett. 88, 095004 (2002).

B6] S.Nunomura, S.Zhdanov, G .M or lland J.G oree, P hys.

IEEE 61,



Rev.E 68, 026407 (2003).

B7]1 S.K .Zhdanov, D . Sam sonov and G .M or 1], Phys.Rev.
E 66, 026411 (2002).

B8] K .Avinash,P.Zhu,V .Nosenko and J.G oree, Phys.Rev.
E 68, 046402 (2003).

B9]1 A .M . Ignatov, P lasn a Physics R eports 29, 296 (2003).

[40] I. Kourakis and P.K . Shukla, Phys. Lett. A 317, 156
(2003).

411G .Mor 1, A .V .Ivlev and J.R .Jokipii, Phys.Rev.Lett.
83, 971 (2000); A . Ivlev, U. Konopka and G .M or 1,
Phys.Rev.E 62, 2739 (2000); A.Ivlev and G .M or 1,
Phys.Rev.E 63, 016409 (2000).

A2] R .G rin shaw , E . Pelinovsky and T . Talipova, W ave M o—
tion 37, 351 (2003).

A3] P.K .Shuklaand A .A .M amun, IEEE Trans.P lJasn a Sci.
29,221 (2001); ibid, Physics of P Jasm as 8, 3216 (2001).

[44] F .M elands and P .K .Shukla, P lanet. Space.Sci. 43, 635
(1995).

451 A . Ivlev, U.Konopka, G.Mor 1l and G . Joyce, Phys.
Rev.E 68, 026405 (2003).

[A6] A .Hom ann et al,, Phys.Lett. A 242,173 (1998).

A7] S.Nunomura, J. Goree, S. Hu, X . W ang and A . Bhat-
tacharpe, Phys. Rev. E 65, 066402 (2002); S. Nuno-—
mura, J. Goree, S.Hu, X . W ang, A . Bhattacharge and
K .Avinash, Phys.Rev. Lett. 89, 035001 (2002).

48] A .M elzer, Phys. Rev. E 67, 16411 (2003); Y. Li et
al,Phys.Rev.E 67, 066408 (2003); K .Qiaoand T.W .
Hyde, J.Phys.A :M ath.Gen. 36, 6109 (2003).

491 G.B.W hiham , Linear and Nonlinear W aves W iky,
New York, 1974).

BO] K . Lonngren and A . Scott (Eds.), Solitons in Action
(A cadem ic, New York, 1978).

B1l]R.K .Dodd, J.C .Eibeck,J.D .G bbon and H .C .M or-
ris, Solitons and Nonlinear W ave Equations (A cadem ic
P ress, London, 1982). _ ,

B2] See Chapters 8 in Ref. [25].

B3]A. C. Newell, Solitons in M athem atics and P hysics
(SIAM Publ, Philadelphia, 1985).

B4l R .Z.Sagdeev,D .A .Uskov and G .M . Zaslavsky, N on-
linear Physics (H arwood A cadem ic P ublishers, P hiladel-
phia U SA ., 1988); see Ch. 8 and 12, in particular.

B5] P.G .D razin and R .S.Johnson, Solitons: an Introduction
(Cam bridge Univ.P ress, C am bridge, 1989).

B6] M . J.Ablow itz and H arvey Segur, Solitons and Inverse
Scattering Transform (SIAM , Philadelphia, 1981); V.
Eckhaus and A . Van Harten, The Inverse Scattering
Transform and the T heory of Solitons, An Introduction
N orth-H olland, New York, 1981).

B7] St. Pnevm atikos, These d’Etat, Universite de D ipn
(1984).

B8]H.-Y.Hao and H.J.M aris, Phys. Rev.B 64, 064302
(2001). .

B9] In order to see this, transform e variables In Ref. R1]
astu! w,x! =bt! =Db | a=6, ! &a=6,
and then insert a factor ( s), since form ulae therein for
u correspond to s= 1 and, upon u ! u,tos= 1
here.

0] G .L.Lamb Jr., E Jem ents of Soliton Theory W iy, New
Y ork, 1980).

[61] I. K ourakis and P. K . Shukla, subm ited to Physics of
P lagm as, 2003.

[62] M . Peyrard, St. Pnevm atikos and N . F lytzanis, P hysica
D 19 (2),268 (1986); N .F lytzanis, St.P nevm atikos and

13

M .Rem oissenet, Physica D 26 (1{3), 311 (1987).

[63]1 N . F lytzanis, St. Pnevm atikos and M . Rem oissenet, J.
Phys.A:M ath.Gen.22, 783 (1989).

4] M .A .Collins, Chem .Phys.Lett. 77, 342 (1981).

[65] P.Rosenau, Phys.Lett.A 118, 222 (1986); ibid, P hysica
D27,224 (1986); ibid, Phys.Rev.B 36, 5868 (1987).

[66] Thierry D auxois and M ichel Peyrard, Phys. Rev. Lett.
70,3935 (1993); S.Flach,Phys.Rev.E 51, 1503 (1995);
T . Bountis et al.,, Phys. Lett. 268, 50 (2000); also see
several papers in the volime: G. Tsironis and E. N.
E conom ou (Eds.), F luctuations, D isorder and N onlinear—
ity, Physica D 113, North-H olland, Am sterdam (1998).

b7] SA Kislv,A .J.Siversand S.Takeno, Phys.Rev.Lett.
61, 970 (1988); SR Bickham and A JSievers, Comm .
Cond.M at.Phys. 17, 135 (1995).

8] R .Fedele, Phys. Scripta 65 502 (2002); R .Fedelke and H .
Scham el, Eur.Phys. J.B 27 313 (2002).



APPENDIX A:COMPUTATION OF THE
COEFFICIENTS FOR DEBYE (YUKAWA)
INTERACTIONS

= o o=r,

Consider the Debye potential p (r) = Qe
D e ning the (positive real) lattice param eter
1t is straightforw ard to evaluate the quantities
Q e !

2
D

= Y= b

1+1
@)

Y () =

a?
2Q 1 2
-3 e

©
Iry) = _
p (o) =+ E )

2 3
60 , 1+1 + —‘12) + ‘16)

: @) ’

@)’

a)? a)®
24Q 1 1+1 + 2 6 24
5 e

s @) ’

) = +

w here the prim e denotes di erentiation and 1= 1;2;3; :::
isa positive Integer. N ow , we shall com bine these expres—
sions w ith Egs. Grj), {_S), C_l-(_i) and 2_1'2:), de ning v§, v3,
Po and ¢, respectively.

Let us de ne the general (fam ilies of) sum (s)

S W) A 1
n
a @ = al
=1
O< a< 1l);

Sn @) =

Al

(thinkingofa= e ,in particular); note that §n(N ) @) !
o~ (1)
@)

S, @) orN ! 1 ;also, Sy a. M aking use of the
wellknow n geom etrical series properties:

1 a 0 1 a

O<a<l),; @2

i is straight®rward to derive S,, S fr 1

1, by
di erentiating w ith respect to a. O ne obtains

® ® b 1
S @) = all= a lat ' = a e
Qa
=1 =1 =1
@ XL 1 @So a
= g — a = _— = 1 )2 M
Qa . Qa ( a
In a sin ilar m anner, iterating from
?@h=ea’= 10 1d ?=a?@a" 1);
one nds
@2 @ al+ a)
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2 @) a 0 a@a 0 1 ay
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then
Q3 Q2
S = a—+3°"—+a— S
2@ e e %ea °
. a@+d4a+ 1)
@ af
and so forth. A 1so note the identity
R4l
S 1@ = —l= Ind a) O<a<ll):
=1

@A3)
T he corresponding set of form ulae m ay be obtained for
S?IfN ' In a sin flarm anner.
Now, substiutinga = e and using the derivatives of
p above, onem ay inm ediately evaluate the expressions
@, @, li0) and {12). Setting ry = p everywhere, it
is straightforw ard to show that
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F inally, from {_Iz_i)we have
» an-— ° o * I ®arn) =
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2M 1
1207 0
= s + s
VIR 1 ) ole )
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T he corresponding expressions ora valie ofN are given
by substiuting S, () wji:hfn(N ) ( ) everywhere. One in —
m ediately sees that pp=v2 > 2, =v2 > 6; also, V?=v§ =
12 orN = 1 (only), ie. or the NN I case.

Finally, combining the above exact expressions for
S 1@), .. S3@), we obtaln exactly expressions C_l@l) to
£1) i the text.
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1.

@) The linear oscillation frequency squared !? Mmor-
malized over Q?=M 3 )) is depicted against the lattice
constant , or N = 1 ( rstneighbor interactions: |
), N = 2 (second-neighbor interactions: ——-), N = 1
(iIn nieneighbors: { { {), from bottom to top. ) De-
tailnear 1.

Figure 2.

(@) The characteristic 2nd order dispersion velocity
squared v3 (mommalized over Q?=M 1)) is depicted
against the lattice constant , orN = 1 ( rst-neighbor
interactions: | ), N = 2 (second-neighbor interactions: —
--,N =1 (In niteneighbors: { { {), from bottom to
top. () Detailnear 1.

Figure 3.

(@) The characteristic 4th order dispersion velociy
squared v¢ (omm alized over Q?=M 1)) is depicted
against the lattice constant , orN = 1 ( rstneighbor
interactions: | ), N = 2 (second-neighbor interactions: —
-9,N =1 (inh nieneighbors: { { {), from bottom to
top. () Detailnear 1.

Figure 4.

(@) The nonlnearity coe cient p oy (om alized over
0%=M p)) isdepicted against the Jattice constant for
N = 1 ( rstneighbor interactions: | ), N = 2 (second-
neighbor interactions: ——-), N = 1 (In nieneighbors:
{ {{), from bottom to top. () D etailnear 1.

Figure 5.

(@) The nonlinearity coe cient g, (om alized over
0%=M p)) isdepicted against the Jattice constant for
N = 1 ( rstneighbor interactions: | ), N = 2 (second-
neighbor interactions: ——-), N = 1 (In nieneighbors:
{ { {), from bottom to top. () D etailnear 1.

Figure 6.

D ispersion relation for the D ebye interactions, neglect—
Ing dam ping; cf. ('_23) for = 0: the square frequency
12, nom alized over Q=M 7 ), is depicted versus the
nom alized wavenum ber kry= forN = 1 ( rst-neighbor
interactions: | ), N = 2 (second-neighbor interactions:
--,N = 7 (up to 7th nearestneighbors: { { {), ie.
from bottom to top.

Figure 7.

Localized antikink/kink (negative/positive pulse)
finctions, related to the KdV Eq. {23), Dr the
digplacem ent u (x;t) (relative displacem ent w (x;t)

@Qu (x;0)=@x), for positive/negative p, coe cient ie. s =
+1= 1, are depicted In qures @)/ b); recall that @)
holds forD ebye Interactions; arbirary param eter values:



0
o

v 1 (solid curve), v = 2 (long dashed curve), v = 3
(short dashed curve).

N
o

Figure 8.

(@) The two localized pulse solutions ofthe EKdV Eqg.
£9) or the relative displacement w (x;t)  Qu x;)=@x
are depicted for some set of (positive) values of the
Po and ¢y ooe clents (ie. s = +1): the st
(das‘r_led Ct_,u:ve)/ second (short{dashed) solution, as given o~
by (30)/ [31), represents the sm aller negative/ larger pos- 0.250.50.75 1 1.251.51.75 2
itive pulses. T he larger negative pulse (solid curve) de— kappa
notes the solution of the Kdv Eq. Cf:ﬁ) for the same
param eter set. () The corresponding solutions for the
particle displacem ent u (x;1t) .

w
o

onegal square
N
(@]

A
o

Figure 9.

&)

@) The (Mmom alized) maxinum valuie of the kink{
shaped localized displacem ent u; X;t)=rp, as obtained
from the KdV Equation, is depicted versus the lattice
param eter and the nom alized velocity M ach num ber)
M = v=vy. ) The (hom alized) width Li=ry; ofu; X;t)
is depicted against M = v=vp.

w »

onegal square
N

Figure 10.

T he antikink exciation predicted by the KdV theory
(solid curve) is com pared to the (two) solutions obtained 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4
from (@) the EKDV Equation; (o) the Bg Equation{ kappa
related m odel (dashed curves). Values: lattice param -
eter = 1:, nom alized velocity M ach number) M = FIG.1:
v=vp = 125.

A=Y

Figure 11.
Sin ilarto Fig. 14, BrM = v=v, = 125.

Figure 12.
Sim ilar to F igs. :_1-Z_L: and:;L-g:, forM = v=v5 = 2.



sound vel ocity v0"2 vs k

v0 square

0.250.50.75 1 1.251.51.75 2

kappa

sound vel ocity v0"2 vs k

vO square

vl square

vl square

char. velocity v1"2 vs k

|

'
'
'
'
[
'
[
[
[
\
)
)

kappa

char. velocity v172 vs k

N W s

[EEY
T
'

17



5Ononlinearity coeff. pO vs kappa
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FIG.12:
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u s=+1 -> positive Po




