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Thenonlinearaspectsoflongitudinalm otion ofinteracting pointm assesin a latticearerevisited,

with em phasis on the paradigm ofcharged dust grains in a dusty plasm a (D P) crystal. D i�erent

types oflocalized excitations,predicted by nonlinear wave theories,are reviewed and conditions

for their occurrence (and characteristics) in D P crystals are discussed. M aking use ofa general

form ulation,allowing foran arbitrary (e.g. the D ebye electrostatic orelse)analytic potentialform

�(r) and arbitrarily long site-to-site range ofinteractions,it is shown that dust-crystals support

nonlinear kink-shaped localized excitations propagating at velocities above the characteristic D P

lattice sound speed v0. Both com pressive and rarefactive kink-type excitations are predicted,de-

pending on the physicalparam eter values,which represent pulse-(shock-)like coherent structures

forthedustgrain relativedisplacem ent.Furtherm ore,theexistenceofbreather-typelocalized oscil-

lations,envelope-m odulated wavepacketsand shocksisestablished.Therelation to previousresults

on atom ic chainsaswellasto experim entalresultson strongly-coupled dustlayersin gasdischarge

plasm asisdiscussed.

PACS num bers:52.27.Lw,52.35.Fp,52.25.V y

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

A wide variety oflinearelectrostaticwavesareknown
to propagatein plasm as[1,2].Itisnow established that
the inherent nonlinearity ofelectrostatic dispersive m e-
dia gives birth to rem arkable new phenom ena,in par-
ticular related to the form ation and stable propagation
of long-lived nonlinear structures, when a balance be-
tween nonlinearity and dispersion ispossible[3,4].Since
abouta decade ago,plasm a wave theorieshave received
a new boost after the prediction (and subsequent ex-
perim entalcon�rm ation) ofthe existence ofnew oscil-
latory m odes, associated with charged dust-grain m o-
tion in dust-contam inated plasm as,as wellas the pos-
sibility foran im portantm odi�cation ofexisting m odes
due to the presence of charged dust grains [5, 6]. A
unique new feature associated to these dusty (or com -
plex) plasm as (DP) is the existence of new strongly-
coupled charged m attercon�gurations,held responsible
fora plethora ofnew phenom ena e.g.phase transitions,
crystallization,m elting etc., and possibly even leading
to the form ation ofdust-layers (DP crystals) when the
inter-grain potentialenergy farexceedstheaveragedust
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kinetic energy;a link hasthusbeen established between
plasm a physics and solid state physics [7]. These dust
Bravais-typequasi-lattices,which aretypically form ed in
the sheath region in low{tem perature dusty plasm a dis-
charges,and rem ain suspended above the negative elec-
trode due to a balance between the electric and grav-
ity forces[8,9,10,11],are known to supportharm onic
excitations (acoustic m odes) in both longitudinal and
transverse-shear(horizontal-plane)directions,aswellas
optical-m ode-like oscillations in the vertical(o�-plane)
direction [12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19].

The longitudinaldust-lattice waves(LDLW )are rem -
iniscent of waves (‘phonons’) propagating 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 icinteraction m echanism sand/oron-sitesub-
strate potentials [20,21,22,23,24]. These phenom ena
have been associated with a wealth ofphenom ena,e.g.
dislocations in crystals,energy localization,charge and
inform ation transportin bio-m oleculesand DNA strands,
coherentsignaltransm issionin electriclines,opticalpulse
propagation and m any m ore [25,26,27,28,29]. Even
though certain well-known nonlinear m echanism s, e.g.
shock form ation,electrostatic pulse propagation and in-
stabilities,havebeen thoroughly investigated in weakly-
coupled (gas-like)dusty plasm as[6,30,32],thetheoreti-
calinvestigation oftherelevanceofsuch phenom enawith
wavesin DP crystalsisstillin a pre-m aturestage;apart
from thepioneering worksofM elands�[12],who �rstde-
rived a K orteweg-DeVries (K dV) equation [31] associ-
ated with longitudinal dust-lattice oscillations, Shukla
[19],who predicted the form ation ofdust cavitons due
to lattice dynam icalcoupling to surrounding ions,and

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0402259v1
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theinvestigation ofrelated nonlinearam plitudem odula-
tion e�ects by Am in etal. [33]a little later,not m uch
hasbeen donein thedirection ofasystem aticelucidation
ofthe relevanceofdust-latticewavesbeing described by
the known m odelnonlinear wave equations. It should,
however,be stressed thatsom e recentattem ptsto trace
the signature ofnonlinearity in experim ents[34,35,36]
havetriggered an e�orttointerprettheseresultsin term s
ofcoherentstructure propagation [35,36,37,38],essen-
tially along the physicalideassuggested in Ref.[12].
In thispaper,we aim atreviewing the procedure em -

ployed in thederivation ofanonlinearevolution equation
forlongitudinaldustgrainm otion in DP lattices,and dis-
cussing the characteristicsofthe solutions. Em phasisis
m adeon them ethodology,in a quiteexhaustivem anner,
in close relation with previousresultson atom ic chains,
yetalwaysfocusingon theparticularfeaturesofDP crys-
tals;we willdiscuss,in particular:
-the physicalassum ptions underlying the continuum

approxim ation;
-thechoiseoftruncation schem e,when departingfrom

the discretelattice picture;
- the long-range electrostatic interactions, di�erenti-

ating DP crystalsfrom ordinary classicalatom ic chains
(spring m odels);
-the physicalrelation between di�erentsolutionsob-

tained.
Som e ofthe resultspresented here are closely related to
well-known previousresults,yetenriched with a new an-
alyticalsetofcoe�cientsallowingforany assum ed range
ofsite-to-siteinteractionsand any analyticalform ofthe
interaction potential. The present study is, therefore,
valid in both shortand long-Debyelength DP cases,and
alsoaim satprovidingageneral‘recipe’which allowsone,
forinstance,to assum e a m odi�ed (possibly non-Debye-
type) potentialform and obtain the corresponding set
ofform ulae in a straightforward m anner.In speci�c,we
havein m ind the m odi�cation ofthe inter-grain interac-
tions due to ion 
ow in the sheath region surrounding
the dustlayer,which m ay even lead to the crystalbeing
destabilized,according to recentstudiesfrom �rstprin-
ciples[39,40].
M ostoftheresultspresented herearegeneraland ap-

ply,in principle,to a su�ciently generalclassofchains
ofclassicalagents (point m asses) coupled via arbitrary
(and possibly long-range) interaction laws. Neverthe-
less,ourspeci�c aim is to establish a �rstlink between
existing nonlinear theories and the description of lon-
gitudinaldust-lattice oscillatory grain m otion in a DP
crystal. Ata �rststep,ourdescription cannothelp be-
ing ‘academ ic’,and som ewhat abstract: an idealone{
dim ensionalDP crystalisconsidered,i.e.a single,unidi-
m ensional,in�nite-sized,dust-layerofidentical(in size,
charge and m ass)dustgrainssituated atspatially peri-
odic sites(atequilibrium ).E�ectsassociated with crys-
talasym m etries,defects,dust charging,ion-drag,dust
m assvariation and m ultiple dust-layercoupling,are left
forfurtherconsideration [41].Transverse(o�-plane)m o-

tion,in particular,willbe addressed in a future work.

II. T H E M O D EL

A . Equation ofm otion

Letusconsideralayerofcharged dustgrains(m assM ,
chargeQ ,both assum ed constantforsim plicity)form ing
aBravaislattice,oflatticeconstantr0.TheHam iltonian
ofsuch a chain reads

H =
X

n

1

2
M

�
drn

dt

� 2

+
X

m 6= n

U (rnm );

where rn is the position vector of the n� th grain;
Unm (rnm ) � Q �(x) is a binary interaction potential
function relatedtotheelectrostaticpotential�(x)around
the m � th grain,and rnm = jrn � rm jis the distance
between the n� th and m � th grains.W e shalllim itour-
selvestoconsideringthelongitudinal(� x̂)m otion ofthe
n� th dustgrain,which obeys

M

�
d2xn

dt2
+ �

dxn

dt

�

= �
X

n

@Unm (rnm )

@xn
� Q E (xn);

(1)
where E (x)= � @�(x)=@x isthe electric �eld;the usual
ad hoc dam ping term isintroduced in the left-hand-side
(lhs),involving the dam ping rate �,to account for the
dust grain collisions with neutrals. Note that a one-
dim ensional(1D) DP layer is considered here,but the
generalization to atwo-dim ensional(2D)grid isstraight-
forward. At a �rst step,we have om itted the external
force term Fext,often introduced to accountforthe ini-
tial laser excitation and/or the parabolic con�nem ent
which ensures horizontallattice equilibrium in experi-
m ents[35].Theanalogousform ulaefornon-electrostatic,
e.g.spring{likecouplinginteractionsarereadilyobtained
upon som etrivialm odi�cationsin the notation.
Theadditivestructureofthe contribution ofeach site

to the potentialinteraction force in the right-hand-side
(rhs)ofEq. (1)allowsusto expressthe electric �eld in
(1)as:

E (x) = �
@

@xn

X

m

�(xn � xm )

= +
X

l

�
�
0(xn+ l� xn)� �

0(xn � xn� l)
�

=
NX

l= 1

1X

l0= 1

1

l0!

dl
0
+ 1�(r)

drl
0+ 1

�
�
�
�
r= lr0

�

�
(�xn+ l� �xn)

l
0

� (�xn � �xn� l)
l
0�

(2)

where l denotes the degree of vicinity, i.e. l = 1 ac-
countsforthe nearest-neighbourinteractions(NNI)and
l� 2 accountsfordistant-(second orfarther)neighbour
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interactions(DNI).The sum m ation upper lim it N nat-
urally dependson the m odeland the interaction m echa-
nism ;even though N ‘traditionally’equalseither1or2in
m oststudiesofatom icchains,oneshould considerhigher
values for long-range-interactions e.g. Coulom b or De-
bye (screened)electrostatic interactions(the latter case
isaddressed below,in detail). In the laststep,we have
Taylor-developed the interaction potential�(r) around
the equilibrium inter-grain distancelr0 = jn � m jr0 (be-
tween l� th orderneighbours),viz.

�(rnm )=
1X

l0= 0

1

l0!

dl
0

�(r)

drl
0

�
�
�
�
r= jn� m jr0

(xn � xm )
l
0

;

where l0 denotes the degree (power) ofnonlinearity in-
volved in each contribution: l0 = 1 isthe linearinterac-
tion term ,l0 = 2 stands for the quadratic nonlinearity,
and so forth. O bviously,�xn = xn � x

(0)
n denotes the

displacem entofthe n� th grain from equilibrium ,which
now obeys

M

�
d2(�xn)

dt2
+ �

d(�xn)

dt

�

=

Q

�

�
00(r0)(�xn+ 1 + �xn� 1 � 2�xn)

+
NX

l= 2

�
00(lr0)(�xn+ l+ �xn� l� 2�xn)

+
1X

l0= 2

1

l0!

d�l
0
+ 1(r)

drl
0+ 1

�
�
�
�
r= r0

�

�
(�xn+ 1 � �xn)

l
0

� (�xn � �xn� 1)
l
0�

+
NX

l= 2

1X

l0= 2

1

l0!

d�l
0
+ 1(r)

drl
0+ 1

�
�
�
�
r= lr0

�

�

(�xn+ l� �xn)
l
0

� (�xn � �xn� l)
l
0

��

:

(3)

W ehavedistinguished thelinear/nonlinearcontributions
ofthe�rstneighbors(1st/3rd lines)from thecorrespond-
ing longerneighborterm s(2nd/4th lines,respectively).
K eepingalluppersum m ation lim itsatin�nity,thelast

discrete di�erence equation (3) is exactly equivalent to
thecom pleteequation (1).However,theform erneedsto
betruncated to a speci�corderin l;l0,depending on the
desired levelofsophistication,forreasonsoftractability.

B . C ontinuum approxim ation.

W e shallnow adoptthe standard continuum approxi-
m ation often em ployed in solid state physics [7],trying
to bevery system aticand keeping track ofany inevitable
term truncation. W e willassum e that only sm alldis-

placem entvariationsoccurbetween neighboringsites,i.e.

�xn� l = �xn � lr0
@u

@x
+

1

2
(lr0)

2
@2u

@x2

�
1

3!
(lr0)

3@
3u

@x3
+

1

4!
(lr0)

4@
4u

@x4
+ :::;

i.e.

�xn+ l� �xn = lr0
@u

@x
+
1

2
(lr0)

2
@2u

@x2

+
1

3!
(lr0)

3@
3u

@x3
+

1

4!
(lr0)

4@
4u

@x4
+ :::

=
1X

m = 1

(lr0)m

m !

@m u

@xm
; (4)

and

�xn � �xn� 1 = lr0
@u

@x
�
1

2
(lr0)

2
@2u

@x2

+
1

3!
(lr0)

3
@3u

@x3
�

1

4!
(lr0)

4
@4u

@x4
+ :::

= �

1X

m = 1

(� 1)m
(lr0)m

m !

@m u

@xm
; (5)

wherethe displacem ent�x(t)isnow expressed asa con-
tinuousfunction u = u(x;t).
Accordingly,thelinearcontributions(i.e.the�rsttwo

lines)in (3)now give

Q

NX

l= 1

�
00(lr0)(�xn+ l+ �xn� l� 2�xn)

= Q

1X

m = 1

NX

l= 1

�
00(lr0)(lr0)

2m 2

(2m )!

@2m u

@x2m

= Q

1X

m = 1

2

(2m )!

� NX

l= 1

�
00(lr0)(lr0)

2m

�
@2m u

@x2m

� M

1X

m = 1

c2m
@2m u

@x2m

= M

�

c2 uxx + c4 uxxxx + c6 uxxxxxx + :::

�

(6)

where the subscript in ux denotes di�erentiation with
respect to x, i.e. uxx = @2u=@x2 and so on. W e see
thatonly even orderderivativescontribute to the linear
part;this is rather expected,since the m odel(for � =
0) is conservative,whereas odd-order derivatives m ight
introduce a dissipative e�ect,e.g. via a Burgers-like (�
uxx)additionalterm in the K dV Eq.below [42,43,44].
The de�nition of the coe�cients c 2m (m = 1;2;:::) is
obvious;the �rstterm reads

c2 =
Q

M
r
2

0

NX

l= 1

�
00(lr0)l

2
� v

2

0 � !
2

0;L r
2

0 ; (7)
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which de�nes the characteristic second-orderdispersion
(‘sound’) velocity v0 [cf. vp in (6)ofRef. [38]],related
to the longitudinaloscillation eigenfrequency !0;L;also

c4 =
1

12

Q

M
r
4

0

NX

l= 1

�
00(lr0)l

4
� v

2

1 r
2

0;

c6 =
2

6!

Q

M
r
6

0

NX

l= 1

�
00(lr0)l

6
; (8)

and so on. Notice thatv21 = v20=12 forNNI,i.e. if(and
only if) one stops the sum m ation at lm ax = N = 1,
like Eq. (26) in Ref. [12][and unlike Eq. (5) in Ref.
[38],whose2nd term in the rhsisrathernotcorrect,for
l6= 1i.e.DNI].Seethatthe‘relativeweight’ofany given
2m � th contribution ascom pared to the previousone is
roughly (2m � 2)!=(2m )!,e.g. 4!=6!= 1=30 for m = 3,
which som ehow justi�eshigher(than,say,m = 2)order
contributions often neglected in the past; nevertheless,
thisargum entshould rigorouslynotbetaken forgranted,
as a given function u(x;t) and/or potential�(x), m ay
present higher num ericalvalues ofhigher-order deriva-
tives,balancing this num ericale�ect;clearly,any trun-
cation in an in�nite series inevitably im plies loss ofin-
form ation.
W e m ay now treat the quadratic nonlinearity contri-

bution in (3)(the lasttwo lines forl0 = 2)in the sam e
m anner.M aking useofEqs.(4)and (5),and also ofthe
identity a2 � b2 = (a+ b)(a� b),oneobtains

Q
1

2!

NX

l= 1

�
000(lr0)

�

(�xn+ l� �xn)
2
� (�xn� �xn� 1)

2

�

= Q

1X

m = 1

1X

m 0= 1

2

(2m � 1)!(2m0)!
�

� NX

l= 1

�
000(lr0)(lr0)

2(m + m
0
)� 1

�
@2m � 1u

@x2m � 1

@2m
0

u

@x2m
0

� M

1X

m = 1

1X

m 0= 1

cm ;m 0

@2m � 1u

@x2m � 1

@2m
0

u

@x2m
0

= M

�

c1;1 ux uxx + c1;2 ux uxxxx

+ c2;1 uxx uxxx + :::

�

: (9)

The de�nition ofthe coe�cientsc m ;m 0 (m ;m 0= 1;2;:::)
isobvious;the �rstfew term sread

c1;1 =
Q

M
r
3

0

NX

l= 1

�
000(lr0)l

3
; (10)

which de�nes the �rstnonlinear contribution [eg. B in
Eqs. (5)and (7)in Ref. [38];we note thata factor1=2

and 1=M ism issing therein,respectively],

c1;2 =
2

1!4!

Q

M
r
5

0

NX

l= 1

�
000(lr0)l

5
;

c2;1 =
2

3!2!

Q

M
r
5

0

NX

l= 1

�
000(lr0)l

5
;

and so on.
The cubic nonlinearities in (3) (the last two lines for

l0= 3)m ay now betreated in thesam em anner.M aking
useofEqs.(4)and (5),aswellasoftheidentity:a3� b3 =
(a� b)(a2 + ab+ b2),oneobtains

Q
1

3!

NX

l= 1

�
000(lr0)

�

(�xn+ l� �xn)
3
� (�xn� �xn� 1)

3

�

= Q
1

3

1X

m = 1

1X

m 0= 1

1X

m 00= 1

1� (� 1)m
0

+ (� 1)m
0
+ m

00

(2m )!m 0!m 00!
�

� NX

l= 1

�
0000(lr0)(lr0)

2m + m
0
+ m

00

�
@2m u

@x2m

@m
0

u

@xm
0

@m
00

u

@xm
00

� M

1X

m = 1

cm ;m 0;m 00

@2m u

@x2m

@m
0

u

@xm
0

@m
00

u

@xm
00

= M

�

c1;1;1 (ux)
2
uxx + (c1;1;2 + c1;2;1)ux (uxx)

2

+ c1;2;2 (uxx)
3 + :::

�

: (11)

The de�nition ofthe coe�cientsc m ;m 0;m 00 (m ;m 0;m 00 =
1;2;:::) is obvious; their form is im m ediately deduced
upon inspection,e.g.

c1;1;1 =
1

2

Q

M
r
4

0

NX

l= 1

�
0000(lr0)l

4
;

c1;1;2 = � c1;2;1 =
1

12

Q

M
r
5

0

NX

l= 1

�
0000(lr0)l

5
; (12)

and so forth.W e note thatthe second term in Eq.(11)
cancels.
Higher order nonlinearities in Eq. (3) (the last two

linestherein forl0� 4),related to�fth-(orhigher-)order
derivativesoftheinteractionpotential�,willdeliberately
be neglected in the following,since they are rather not
likelytoa�ectthedynam icsofsm allgrain displacem ents.
Itshould bepointed outthat,rigorously speaking,there
isno a prioricriterion ofwhethersom etruncation ofthe
abovein�nitesum sispreferableto another;som ead hoc
truncation schem es,proposed in the past,should only
be judged upon by carefulnum ericalcom parison ofthe
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relevantcontributions{ e.g.in Eqs.(6),(9),(11)above
{ and/or,�nally,a com parison ofthe analyticalresults
derived to experim entalones.
K eeping the�rstfew contributionsin theabovesum s,

oneobtainsthecontinuum analogofthediscreteequation
ofm otion

�u+ � _u� v
2

0 uxx = v
2

1 r
2

0 uxxxx � p0 ux uxx + q0 (ux)
2
uxx ;

(13)
which is the �nal result of this section. Notice that
ux uxx = (u2x)x=2;also,(ux)

2 uxx = (u3x)x=3. The co-
e�cients

v
2

0 � c2 ; v
2

1 r
2

0 � c4 ; p0 � � c1;1 ; q0 � c1;1;1 ;

de�ned by Eqs. (7), (8), (10) and (12), respectively,
should be evaluated for a given potential function �,
by truncating,ifinevitable,allsum m ationstherein to a
given orderlm ax. Note that,quite surprisingly,the in�-
niteneighbourcontributionsm ay beexactly sum m ed up,
in thecaseofDebye(screened)electrostaticinteractions,
aswe shallshow below. LetuspointoutthatEq. (13)
is general;the only assum ption m ade is the continuum
approxim ation. Also,should one prefer to im prove the
abovetruncation schem e,e.g.by including m orenonlin-
earterm s,onem ay readily goback totheaboveform ulae
and sim ply keep one orm oreextra term (s);in any case,
one can �nd the exact form ofall(retained and trun-
cated) coe�cients above. O n the other hand,Eq. (13)
generalizes the previous known results for m onoatom ic
latticesin thatitholdsforan arbitrary degree ofinter-
site vicinity (rangeofinteractions).
Letus pointoutthatthe above de�nitionsofthe co-

e�cients in Eq. (13)are inspired by the Debye{H�uckel
(Yukawa)potentialform (whoseodd/even derivativesare
negative/positive;seebelow),in which casethey arede-
�ned in such a way that allofv20,v

2
1,p0 and q0 take

positive values.Nevertheless,keep in m ind thatthe sign
ofthese coe�cients for a di�erent potentialfunction �

is, in principle, not prescribed; indeed, analyticaland
num ericalstudies ofthe nature ofthe inter-grain inter-
actionsfrom �rstprinciplessuggestthatthe presenceof
ion 
ow,forinstance,m ay resultin a structuralchange
in the form of�,leading to lattice oscillation instabil-
ity and presum ably crystalm elting [45];see e.g. Refs.
[39,40]. However,ourphysicalproblem losesits m ean-
ing once this happens; therefore,we willassum e,as a
working hypothesisin the following,thatc2 and c4 bear
positivevalues(sothatv0,v1 arereal)-asarequirem ent
forthestability ofthelattice-and that,in principle(yet
notnecessarily),the sam eholdsforp0 and q0.
W e observe that,upon setting � = 0,q0 = 0,r0 = a

and l= 1 (NNI),which im ply that v21 = v20a
2=12 and

p0 = � Q a3�000(a)=M � 
(a)a3=M in Eq. (13),one re-
coversexactlyEq.(26)in Ref.[12][alsoseethede�nition
in Eq. (16)therein];also cf. Ref. [33]. Equations(5){
(7)in Ref.[38]arealso recovered.
In thefollowing,wewilldropthedam pingterm [second

term in the right-hand-sideofEq.(13)],which ispurely

phenom enological;the dam ping e�ect m ay then be re-
inserted in the analysis at any step further,by plainly
adding a sim ilarad hoc term to the equation(s)m odel-
ing the grain dynam ics. Itm ay be noted thatdam ping
com esoutto beweak,in experim ents[35],so onem ay in
pinciple proceed by including dissipation e�ectsa poste-
riori,and then com paringtheoreticalornum ericalresults
to experim entalones.

C . A n exactly com putable case - the D ebye

ordering

M ostinterestingly,thesum m ations(in l)in theabove
de�nitions of coe�cients c m ;m 0;::: above, converge and
m ay exactly becom puted in theDebye-H�uckel(Yukawa)
potentialcase:�D (r)= Q e� r=�D =r,forany given num -
berN ofneighboring site vicinity: N = 1 forthe near-
est neighbor interactions (NNI),N = 2 for the second-
neighborinteractions(SNI)and even N equalto in�nity,
for an in�nite chain. The details ofthe calculation are
given in the Appendix,so only the �nalresult willbe
given here,forlateruse in thistext.Note the de�nition
ofthe lattice param eter � = r0=�D , to be extensively
used in thefollowing;in fact,� isroughly oftheorderof
(orslightly above)unity in laboratory experim ents.
Truncating thesum m ationsatN = 1 (NNI),relations

(7),(8),(10)and (12)give

(!(N N I)

L ;0
)2 =

2Q 2

M �3
D

e
� � 1+ � + �2=2

�3

= (v(N N I)

0
)2=(�2�2D )= 12(v(N N I)

1
)2=(�2�2D ); (14)

p
(N N I)

0
=

6Q 2

M �D
e
� �

�
1

�
+ 1+

�

2
+
�2

6

�

; (15)

q
(N N I)

0
=

12Q 2

M �D
e
� �

�
1

�
+ 1+

�

2
+
�2

6
+
�3

24

�

: (16)

Theserelationscoincidewith theonesin previousstudies
forNNI[12,33].
Truncating the sum m ationsatN = 2 (SNI),relations

(7),(8),(10)and (12)give

(!(SN I)

L ;0
)2 =

2Q 2

M �3
D

�

e
� � 1+ � + �2=2

�3
+ e� 2�

1

2
+ � + �2

�3

�

= v
(SN I)

0

2

=(�2�2D ); (17)

accom panied by an extended set of expressions for

v
(SN I)

1

2

(6= (v(SN I)

0
)2=12,now,unlike in the NNI case

above),p(SN I)

0
and q

(SN I)

0
(see in the Appendix forde-

tails).
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Forhigherlm ax = N ,even though thee�ectofadding
m ore neighbors is cum ulative,since allextra contribu-
tions are positive,these dim inish fastand converge,for
in�nite N ,to a �nite set ofexpressions,which can be
calculated via the identities:

P 1

l= 1
al = a=(1� a) and

P 1

l= 1
al=l = � ln(1 � a) (for 0 < a < 1); details can

be found in the Appendix. Thisprocedure issim ilarto
the oneproposed in Ref.[18]and lateradopted in Refs.
[35,38].O neobtains

!
2

L ;0 =
2Q 2

M �3
D

1

�3
�

�

e
� �=2 �

2
csch

�
�

2

�

+
�2

8
csch

2

�
�

2

�

� ln(1� e
� �)

�

;

(18)
for the characteristic oscillation frequency !L ;0 =
v0=(��D );the resultforv0 isobvious;cschx = 1=sinhx.
A num ericalinvestigation showsthatthenum ericalvalue
ofthe frequency in the region nearr0 � �D (i.e.� � 1)
is thus increased by a factor of1:5 or higher,roughly,
com pared to theNNIexpression above(see Fig.1),and
so doesthe characteristic second-orderdispersion veloc-
ity v20 = !L ;0 r0 = !L ;0 �D � (seeFig.2).A sim ilare�ect
iswitnessed forthe characteristic velocity v1,related to
the fourth-orderdispersion

v
2

1 =
Q 2

M �D

1

96�
csch

4

�
�

2

�

�

�

(�2 + 2)cosh� + 2(�2 � 1 + �sinh�)

�

;(19)

(see Fig.3)and forthe nonlinearity coe�cients

p0 =
Q 2

M �D

�
1

(e� � 1)3

�

6 + e
�(�2 � 3� � 12)

+ e
2� (�2 + 3� + 6)

�

�
6

�
ln
�
1+ sinh� � cosh�

�
�

;(20)

and

q0 =
Q 2

M �D

�
1

(e� � 1)4

�

� 12

+ e
2�[(�3 + 12� + 48)cosh�

+ 2(�3 � 6� � 18)+ 2(�2 � 6)sinh�]

�

�
12

�
ln
�
1+ sinh� � cosh�

�
�

: (21)

Upon sim pleinspection ofFigs.4and 5,onededucesthat
q0 takes practically double the value ofp0 everywhere,
and thusdrawsthe conclusion thatq0 should rathernot
be om itted in Eq. (13)(cf. e.g. Refs. [12,30,35,38]),
forthe caseofthe Debye potential.

III. LIN EA R O SC ILLA T IO N S

Letus �rstconsider the linear regim e in longitudinal
grain oscillations.Forthesakeofrigor,onem ayrevertto
the discrete form ula (3)and consideritslinearized form
by sim ply neglecting thetwo last(double)sum stherein.
Inserting the ansatz �xn � expi(nkr0 � !t),where ! is
the phonon frequency and k = 2�=� (respectively,�)is
the wavenum ber(wavelength),one im m ediately obtains
the generaldispersion relation

! (! + i�) =
4Q

M

NX

l= 1

�
00(lr0)sin

2 lkr0

2

=
4Q

M

NX

l= 1

�
00(l��D )sin

2 l�(k�D )

2
: (22)

O ne m ay readily verify that the standard 1D acoustic
wavedispersion relation ! � v0 k isobtained in thesm all
k (longwavelength)lim it:checkbysettingsin(lkr0=2)�
lkr0=2 (and recalling thegeneralde�nition ofv0 above).
O fcourse,takingthislim itsim ply am ountstolinearizing
the continuum equation of m otion derived above (and
keeping the lowest contribution in k). As pointed out
before (see e.g. Ref. [18]),one thus recoversthe dust-
acousticwavedispersion relation obtained in thestrong-
coupling dusty plasm a regim e(upon de�ning thedensity
nd as � r

� 3
0
,which m ay nevertheless appear som ehow

heuristicin this1D m odel).

Noticethattheform ofthedispersion relation,in prin-
ciple,depends on the value ofN . However,in the case
of the Debye interactions, i.e. explicitly substituting
d2�D (x)=dx2 into (22),oneobtains

! (! + i�) =
4Q 2

M �3
D

NX

l= 1

e
� l� 2+ 2� + (l�)2

(l�)3
sin2

lkr0

2
:

(23)
A num ericalinvestigation,e.g. for � = 1 (see Fig. 6),
suggeststhatthe dispersion curve quickly sum sup to a
lim itcurve,even fornotso high valuesofN (practically
forN = 2 already). The valuesofthe frequency reduce
with increasing �,assuggested by theexponentialterm .
W e see that the dispersion curve possessesa m axim um
atk = �=r0 = �=(��D )forany value of� and N .

The dispersion curvesofdust-lattice waveshave been
investigated by both experim ents(seee.g.Refs.[46,47])
and abinitio num ericalsim ulations[48].In should never-
thelessbe acknowledged thattheresultsofthesestudies
do notabsolutely con�rm thedispersion curvesobtained
above,which suggests,as poined out in Ref. [46],that
one-dim ensionalcrystalm odelsm ay beinappropriatefor
realdustcrystals.
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IV . T H E K O R T EW EG { D E V R IES (K D V )

EQ U A T IO N

In order to take into account weak nonlinearities, a
procedure which isoften adopted ata �rststep consists
in keeping only the �rst nonlinear contribution in Eq.
(13)(by cancelling the lastterm in the rhs,i.e. setting
q0 = 0) and then considering excitations m oving at a
velocityclosetothecharacteristicvelocityv0.A G alilean
variabletransform ation,viz.

x ! � = x � v0 t; t! � = t; w = u� ; (24)

then providestheK ortew eg { D e V ries(K dV)Equa-
tion

w� � saw w� + bw��� = 0; (25)

where a term u�� wasassum ed ofhigher-orderand thus
neglected.Thecoe�cientsare

a =
jp0j

2v0
; b =

v21r
2
0

2v0
; s= sgnp0 = p0=jp0j:

(26)
W ehaveintroduced theparam eters(= + 1=� 1),denot-
ingthesign ofp0,which m aychangetheform ofthesolu-
tions(seebelow);asdiscussedabove,itisequaltos= + 1
forthe Debye-typeinteractions.Itshould be noted that
this procedure is identicalto the one initially adapted
for dust-lattice-waves in [12]and then followed in Ref.
[30,35,38](fors = + 1)asm ay readily be checked,yet
the new aspecthere liesin the generalized de�nitionsof
thephysicalparam etersabove.Alsonoticethatpositive-
oriented (� x̂)propagation wasconsidered;adopting the
aboveprocedurein backward (� � x̂)propagation istriv-
ial,yetitshould be carried outby re-iterating the ana-
lyticalprocedureand notby plainly consideringv ! � v:
the K dV equation isnotsym m etric with respectto this
transform ation (also see thatthe velocity v appearsun-
dera squarerootin the form ulae).
Asa m athem aticalentity,theK dV Equation hasbeen

extensively studied [3, 27, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55],
so only necessary details willbe sum m arized here. It
is known to possess a rich variety ofsolutions,includ-
ing periodic(non-harm onic)solutions(cnoidalwaves,in-
volving elliptic integrals) [54]. For vanishing boundary
conditions, Eq. (25) can be shown (see e.g. in Refs.
[27,55])to possessone-orm ore (N � )soliton localized
solutions wN (�;�) which bear allthe well-known soli-
ton properties: nam ely, they propagate at a constant
pro�le, thanks to an exact balance between dispersive
and nonlineare�ects,and survivecollisionsbetween one
another. The sim plest (one-) soliton solution has the
pulsed-shaped form

w1(�;�) = � sw1;m sech
2

�

(� � v� � �0)=L0

�

; (27)

where x0 is an arbitrary constant,denoting the initial
soliton position,and v isthe velocity ofpropagation;in

principle,vm aytakeanyrealvalueeven though itsrange
m ay be physically lim ited,as in our case,where v has
been assum ed closeto v0;thisconstraintwillbe relaxed
below.A qualitativeresulttoberetainedfrom thesoliton
solution in (27)isthevelocity dependenceofboth soliton
am plitude w1;m and width L0,viz.

w1;m = 3v=a = 6vv0=jp0j;

L0 = (4b=v)1=2 = [2v21r
2

0=(vv0)]
1=2

:

W e see that w1;m L
2
0 = constant, im plying that nar-

rower/wider solitons are taller/shorter and propagate
faster/slower. These qualitative aspects ofdust-lattice
solitonshaverecently been con�rm ed by dust-crystalex-
perim ents[35]. Notice thatthe solutionsof(25)satisfy
an in�nite set ofconservation laws [3,55]; in particu-
lar,the solitonswN carry a constant‘m ass’M �

R
wd�

(which is negative for a negative pulse), ‘m om entum ’
P �

R
w 2d�, ‘energy’P �

R
(w 2

x=2 + u3)d�, and so
forth (integration isunderstood overtheentirex� axis)
[52, 55]. See that the forem entioned am plitude{width
dependence ofthe 1-soliton solution (27)isheuristically
deduced from the soliton ‘m ass’conservation law (im -
plying conservation ofthe surface underthe bell-shaped
curved in Fig. 7): taller excitations have to be thinner
and vice versa.
Inverting back to our initialreference fram e,one ob-

tains,for the spatialdisplacem ent variable u(x;t),the
kink/antikink (fors= � 1=+ 1)solitary waveform

u1(x;t) = � su1;m tanh

�

(x � vt� x0)=L1

�

; (28)

which represents a localized region of com pres-
sion/rarefaction (for s = + 1=� 1),propagating to the
positive direction ofthe x� axis (see Fig. 7). The am -
plitude u1;m and the width L1 ofthis shock excitation
are

u1;m =
6v1r0
jp0j

�
2v0 (v� v0)

�1=2
;

L1 = r0

�
2v21

v0 (v� v0)

�1=2

=
12v21r

2
0

jp0j

1

A m

;

im posing ‘supersonic’propagation (v > v0)forstability,
in agreem entwith experim entalresults in dust crystals
[35].Noticethatfastersolitonswillbenarrower,andthus
m ore probable to ‘feel’the lattice discreteness,contrary
to the continuum assum ption above;therefore,one m ay
im posethephenom enologicalcriterion:L � r0,am ount-
ing to the condition v=v0 � 1+ 2v21=v

2
0 [� 1:17 forthe

Debye NNIcase;see (14)above],in orderforthe above
(continuum ) solution to be sustained in the (discrete)
chain.Nevertheless,supersonic wavestable propagation
hasbeen num erically veri�ed ata widerangeofvelocity
valuesin atom icchains[23,57],whereEqs.(13)and (25)
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arise via a procedure sim ilarto the one outlined above;
also see Ref. [58]for a recentexperim ent in crystalline
solids. Finally,note that v0 in realDP crystals bears
valuesaslow asa few tensofm m /sec[34,35].
Rem arkably,Eq.(25)isexactly solved via theInverse

Scattering Transform [53,55,56],for any given initial
condition u(�;0),which isgenerallyseen tobreak-up into
a num ber of(say N ,depending on u(�;0)[56])solitons
plus a tailofbackground oscillations. These considera-
tions,including,in particular,thetwo-solitonsolution w2

ofEq.(25),which representstwo distincthum psm oving
at di�erent velocities and colliding during propagation
without changing shape,have been postulated to be of
relevance in the interpretation of recent dusty plasm a
dischargeexperim ents[35,38].
The wide reputation of the K dV Equation (25) is

m ostly due to the exhaustive knowledge ofits analyti-
calproperties [3,27,51,52,53,54,55],in addition to
its om ni-presence in a variety ofphysicalcontexts,not
excluding the physics ofordinary (ideal,i.e. electron{
ion) plasm as [3, 4]and, m ore recently, dusty plasm as
[6,30].However,in theabovedusty-plasm a-crystalcon-
text,ithasbeen derived underspeci�cassum ptions(low
discreteness and low nonlinearity e�ects;also,a propa-
gation velocity v � v0)which m ay be questionable,in a
realDP crystal.Even ifthe �rstone isvirtually im pos-
sible to cope with,analytically,the latter ones m ay be
som ehow relaxed via a di�erentapproach,to beoutlined
below.

V . H IG H ER -O R D ER K O R T EW EG {D EV R IES

(EK D V ) EQ U A T IO N S

In orderto derivea K dV equation from thecontinuum
equation ofm otion (13),we have neglected the coe�-
cientq,which isrelated to the cubic nonlinearity ofthe
interaction potential. Nevertheless,a sim ple num erical
investigation showsthatthisterm isnotsm all,and m ay,
in certaincases,even dom inateoverthequadraticterm p,
asin theDebyepotentialcase(seethediscussion above).
Therefore,one istem pted to �nd outhow the dynam ics
ism odi�ed ifthisterm istaken into account.

A . T he Extended K ortew eg { de V ries (EK dV )

Equation

Repeating the procedure which led to Eq. (25), in
the previous section,yet now keeping the fourth order
derivative coe�cientq 6= 0 in Eq. (13),one obtainsthe
EK dV Equation

w� � saw w� + âw
2
w� + bw��� = 0; (29)

where all coe�cients are given in (26) except â =
q0=(2v0);recallthat a,b are positive by de�nition. W e
shallseebelow thatp0;q0 > 0forDebyeinteractions(yet

notnecessarily,in general),so thatthe nonlinearity co-
e�cients,i.e. � sa (for s = + 1) and â,bear negative
and positive (respectively) values in this (Yukawa crys-
tal)case.
TheEK dV Eq.(29)wasthoroughly studied in a clas-

sicalseriesofpapersby W adati[21],who derived itfor
nonlinearlattices,then obtained itstravelling-waveand,
separately,periodic(cnoidalwave)solutionsand,�nally,
exhaustively studied its m athem aticalproperties. Both
com pressionaland rarefactive solitons (say,w2;� ,to be
distinguished from the K dV solution w1)were found to
solve Eq. (29) (for either signs of s); adapted to our
notation here[59],they areofthe form

w
(1)

2
(�;�)= � sv=

�
C cosh2[(� � v� � �0)=L0]

+ D sinh2[(� � v� � �0)=L0]
	
; (30)

and

w
(2)

2
(�;�)= + sv=

�
D cosh2[(� � v� � �0)=L0]

+ C sinh2[(� � v� � �0)=L0]
	
; (31)

where

C =
a

6

�r

1+
6âv

a2
+ 1

�

=
1

12v0

�q

p2
0
+ 12q0v0v+ jp0j

�

;

D =
a

6

�r

1+
6âv

a2
� 1

�

=
1

12v0

�q

p2
0
+ 12q0v0v� jp0j

�

; (32)

thewidth L0 wasde�ned above,and v > 0 isthe propa-
gation velocity.Fors= + 1=� 1,the�rstexpression rep-
resentsa propagating localized com pression/rarefaction,
while the second denotesa (larger,see com m entbelow;
cf.Fig.8)rarefaction/com pression,respectively.Notice
that,for q0 � â = 0,the �rst expression recovers the
K dV resultobtained previously (sincev=C then recovers
theK dV soliton width w1;m ),whilethesecond resultsin
a divergent(physically unacceptable)solution [21]. Fol-
lowing W adati,wem ay re-arrange(30)and (31)as

w
(j)

2
(�;�)= � s�j

2
p
6b

p
â

�

@

@�

�

tan� 1
�

~W (j)

2
tanh

�
� � v� � �0

L0

���

;(33)

provided that â � q0 6= 0.Here

~W (j)

2
=

�
q

1+ 6âv

a2
� �j

q

1+ 6âv

a2
+ �j

� 1=2

: (34)

Furtherm ore,v > 0 is the propagation velocity in the
fram ef�;�g and j= 1 (2)recoversw(1)

2
(w (2)

2
)above,so
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that�1 (�2)isequalto + 1 (� 1),representing rarefactive
(com pressive)solutions,fors= + 1 {e.g.theDebyecase
{ and vice versa for s = � 1 (which recovers W adati’s
notation). The pulse width now depends on both L0

(de�ned as previously) and ~W (j)

2
. The pulse value for

s= � 1 [21]satis�es:

w� � � (
p

a2 + 6âv+ a) < w
(1)

2
< 0 < w

(2)

2

< (
p

a2 + 6âv� a) � w+ ;

(fors = + 1,one should perm ute the superscripts1 and
2);since jw� j> jw+ j,one expects,fors = � 1,a sm all
rarefactive and a large com pressive pulse;the opposite
holdsfors = + 1,e.g. in a Debye crystalcase: see Fig.
8.
Inverting to the lattice displacem ent coordinate u �R
wd�, expressed in the originalcoordinates fx;tg,we

obtain

u
(j)

2
(x;t)= � s�j2

s

6v2
1

q0
r0 �

tan� 1
�

W
(j)

2
tanh

�
x � vt� x0

L1

��

; (35)

where

W
(j)

2
=

� p
p2
0
+ 12q0 v0 (v� v0)� �jjp0j

p
p2
0
+ 12q0 v0 (v� v0)+ �jjp0j

� 1=2

; (36)

and j = 1;2. As expected,forany given s (= � 1),the
two di�erentkink/antikink solutionsobtained fordi�er-
ent j (= 1 or 2) are not sym m etric;cf. Figure 8. No-

tice thatthe m axim um value now also dependson W
(j)

2

(j= 1;2).
In conclusion,the Extended K dV equation providesa

m ore com plete description ofthe nonlineardynam icsof
the lattice,com pared to the K dV equation. In partic-
ular,the EK dV com pressive (rarefactive) pulse soliton
obtained for s = + 1 (s = � 1),i.e. p0 > 0 (p0 < 0) is
slightly sm aller than its K dV counterpart(see Fig. 8),
butthe EK dV also predictsthe possibility fora rarefac-
tive (com pressive) soliton, in either case, to form and
propagate in the sam e lattice. In the particular case
ofDebye crystals,the net new result to be retained is
the prediction ofthe existence ofa rarefactive new ex-
citation,in addition to the rarefactive one,observed in
experim ents.Nevertheless,theoreticalstudieson m olec-
ularchainsseem tosuggestthattheadditionalshock-like
localized m odepredicted by theEK dV equation willnot
be asstableasits(K dV{related)counterpart.Thispre-
diction should,therefore,becon�rm ed num erically (and
experim entally)before being taken forgranted.

B . T he M odi�ed K ortew eg { de V ries (M K dV )

Equation

Note,forthesakeofrigor,thatuponsettingp0 � a = 0
in Eq.(29)above,one obtainsa m odi�ed K dV (M K dV)

equation (with only a cubic nonlinearity term ). The
M K dV equation shares allthe qualitative properties of
the K DV Eq. and is,in fact,related to it via a M iura
transform ation [55]. Ithastwo (both negative and pos-
itive,for each value ofs) pulse soliton solutions which
follow im m ediately from theprecedingsolutions(30)and
(31) ofthe EK dV equation,upon setting p0 = 0. The
rem arkable additionalaspect ofthe M K dV equation is
that it also bears slowly oscillating solutions, nam ed
breathers,obtained justasrigorouslyviatheinversescat-
tering m ethod [22, 60]. These solutions (whose wave-
length iscom parable to theirlocalized width,hence the
‘breathing’im pression and the nam e)share the rem ark-
able properties ofsolitons;in particular,they are seen
to survive collisionsbetween them selves and with pulse
solitons [22]. Their analytic form can be readily found
in Refs. [22](see x4.1 therein) and [60]and willnot
be reproduced here, since their condition ofexistence,
nam ely p0 � q0 (cf. Ref. [22])israthernotsatis�ed in
the caseofDebye-interacting dustgrains.Note however
thatbreather-likeexcitationsm ay existin a DP crystal,
asone m ay see via a di�erent(perturbative)analysisof
the nonlinearm odulation ofthe am plitude oflongitudi-
nallattice waves. This is considered in separate work
[61].

V I. T H E B O U SSIN ESQ (B Q ) A N D

G EN ER A LIZED B O U SSIN ESQ (G B Q )

EQ U A T IO N S

Rem em berthattheK dV{typeequationsin thepreced-
ing Section were obtained from the equation ofm otion
(13) in an approxim ative m anner,assum ing near{sonic
propagation and neglecting high{ordertim e derivatives.
Those results are therefore expected to hold for veloc-
ity valuesonly slightly above v0. W e shallnow see how
these assum ptionscan be relaxed by directly relying on
the initial(nonlinear)equation .
Let us consider Eq. (13) again (for � = 0). Upon

setting p0 = � 2p,q0 = 3q,v21r
2
0 = h > 0,and integrating

once,with respectto x,oneexactly obtains,forw = ux,
the generalized Boussinesq (G Bq)Equation

�w � v
2

0 wxx = hwxxxx + p(w 2)xx + q(w 3)xx (37)

which,neglectingthecubicnonlinearity coe�cientq[viz.
q0 = 0 in (13)],reduces to the well-known Boussinesq
(Bq)equation,widely studied e.g.in solid chains;seee.g.
[22,23,57]. Itpossesseswell-known localized solutions,
whose derivation isstraightforward and need notbe re-
produced here.Theexactexpressionsobtained from (37)
fortherelativedisplacem entw(x;t)and thelongitudinal
displacem entu(x;t)are exhaustively presented and dis-
cussed in Refs.[22,23].Theanalytickink/antikink-type
localized solutionsforu(x;t)read

u3(x;t) = � 2sgn(h)

�
6h

q0

� 1=2

�
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tan� 1
�

W 3 tanh
x � vt� x0

L3

�

: (38)

Here the soliton velocity is v, while the soliton width
dependson both W 3 and L3,which are

W 3 =

�
[p20 + 6q0(v2 � v20)]

1
=2 � jp0j

[p2
0
+ 6q0(v2 � v2

0
)]1=2 � jp0j

� 1=2

;

L3 = 2

�
h

v2 � v2
0

� 1=2

: (39)

Recall that, for Debye interactions, h;q > 0 and
p = � p0 < 0 (see above),prescribing the ‘supersonic’
(v > v0)propagation ofthesolutions;thesam ewastrue
ofthe K dV solitons obtained above. Notice,however,
that the expressions obtained here for the longitudinal
displacem entu representboth rarefactive and com pres-
sivelatticeexcitationseven forp0 > 0(seeTableIin [23],
forp = � p0 < 0);rem em berthatthisfeaturewasabsent
in the K dV equation (25),where p0 > 0 i.e. s = + 1 al-
waysled to a com pressivesolution in (28).In fact,thisis
alsotrueoftheBqequation,which isobtained forq0 = 0,
i.e. neglecting the lastterm in the continuum equation
ofm otion (13).The exactsolution then reads

uB q(x;t) = � sgn(h)sgn(p0)
6[h(v2 � v20)]

1=2

jp0j
�

tanh
x � vt� x0

L1

; (40)

which,forpositiveh and p0,prescribesonly com pressive
supersonickinks,prettym uch likethesolution u1 derived
from theK dV theory above(cf.TableIin [23],forh0 >
0,p < 0 and q= 0).
Closing this section, one m ay wish to com pare the

G Bq and Bq solutions(38)and (40),to the hom ologous
EK dV{and K dV{related solutions(35)and (28),respec-
tively,obtained previously: one m ay readily check that
the form erones tend to the latter two as v tends to v0
[to see this,one m ay set v2 � v20 = (v+ v0)(v2 � v0)�
2v0(v2 � v0);recallthat h = v21r

2
0]. Nevertheless,this

velocity range restriction is relaxed in the Boussinesq{
related description.

V II. EX C ITA T IO N S IN R EA L D P C R Y STA LS

It is now quite tem pting to observe and com pare the
predictions furnished by the above nonlinear m odels in
a DP crystalin term sofexcitation features,e.g.dim en-
sions and form . For instance,one m ay substitute the
expressionsforthe m odel’sphysicalparam eters(i.e.!0,
v0,v1,p0 and q0)derived in xIIC into the de�nitionsin
the latter three sections,in orderto derive a �nalform
forlocalized excitationsin a realDP crystal,in term sof
the propagation velocity v,the lattice param eter� and,
generally,the sign s (= + 1 forDebye interactions).The
interestin thisprocedure isevident,since one m ay seek

feedback (e.g. param eter values,excitation behaviour)
from experim entsand then investigatethevalidity ofthe
above m odelsby adjusting them to realDP crystalval-
ues.

The �nalexpressionsforuj(x;t)[j = 1;2;3,cf. (28),
(35) and (38),respectively]are som ewhat lengthy and
need not be reported here (since they are straightfor-
ward to derive). W e m ay neverthelesssum m arize som e
interesting num ericalresults.

Thesoliton width L1,asde�ned in (28),now becom es
L1 = v20=p0u1;m :weseethattheproductofthedisplace-
m ent u kink’s width and m axim um value rem ains con-
stant(regulated by the cubic interaction potentialnon-
linearity),viz. u1;m L1 = 1=p0,unlike the K dV pulse
soliton for the relative displacem ent w = ux which is
characterized by w1;m L2

1 = cst:. Both the kink m axi-
m um valueu1;m and width L1 depend on thevelocity v;
asa m atteroffact,fasterkink excitationswillbe taller
and narrower-seeFig.9 -sincenow

u1;m

r0
=

v20

p
6

p0

p
M � 1;

L1

r0
=

1
p
6(M � 1)

: (41)

RecallthattheM ach num berM = v=v0 isalwayslarger
than unity.Furtherm ore,them agnitudeoftheexcitation
seem sto decrease with �;see Fig.9a: nevertheless,very
high values(nearu=r0 = 1)observed forlow � and high
v are rathernotto be trusted,since they contradictthe
continuum approxim ation u � r0.

Finally,onem ay com parethesolutionsobtained from
the above theories, for a typicalvalue of �, say 1:25,
according with real experim ental values. The K dV{,
EK dV{ and Boussinesq{related kink excitations,i.e.u1,
u2 and u3,aredepicted in Figs.10 { 12,forthreedi�er-
entvaluesofM ,1:1,1:25 and 2.W e seethatthe EK dV
and Bq m odels allow for both com pressive and rarefac-
tive structures,while the K dV description predictsa lo-
calized com pression,which is quite sensitive to velocity
changes. As expected (cf. the discussion above),both
the EK dV{ and Bq{related com pressive excitations are
sim ilar in m agnitude to the K dV{related anti-kink for
near{sonic velocity (i.e. nearM � 1). Nevertheless,we
see that the K dV{related antikink becom es taller and
narrower as velocity increases,and substantially di�er-
entiates itselffrom its EK dV{ and Bq{analogues. O ne
m ay wonderwhether or not the K dV picture (m ore fa-
m iliarsincewidely studied)isadequateforthem odeling
ofa realDP crystal,and also whethertherarefactiveex-
citationspredicted by othertheoriescan indeed be sus-
tained in the crystal. These questionsm ay be answered
by appropriate experim entsand,possibly,also be inves-
tigated by num ericalsim ulations. From a purely theo-
reticalpoint ofview,the Boussinesq{based description
appears to be m ore rigorous (recallthat the K dV was
derived in som e approxim ation)and valid in a m ore ex-
tended region than both the K dV and Extended-K dV
theories.
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V III. D ISC R ET EN ESS EFFEC T S

The above analyticalsolutions have been derived in
the continuum lim it,i.e. for L > > r0,where L is the
typicalspatialdim ension (width) ofthe solitary excita-
tion.O ne m ay thereforede�ne the discretenessparam e-
terg = r0=L,and requirea posteriorithatg � 1.From
the expressions derived for the Bq equation above,one
easily seesthatg � (v2 � v20)

1=2=v1,so thisrequirem ent
isindeed ful�lled forpropagation velocitiesv � v0.How-
ever,for higher values ofv,the (narrower) soliton will
be subject to a variety ofe�ects e.g. shape distortion,
wave radiation etc.,due to the intrinsic lattice discrete-
ness. These e�ectshave been investigated in solid state
physics [62,63]and m ay be considered with respect to
DP crystalsata laterstage.Letusbrie
y pointoutthat
narrow kink-shaped latticeexcitationshavebeen num er-
ically shown to propagate with no considerable loss of
energy,in a quitegeneralm onoatom iclatticem odel[62].
Alsoworth m entioningistheworkofRosenau [65]who

derived an im proved version ofthe Boussinesq equation
(the I-Bq Eq.) in a quasi-continuum lim it. The I-Bq
equation,which bearsthegeneralstructureof(37)upon
replacinghuxxxx therein byhuxxtt(yetwith di�erentco-
e�cientde�nitions),isnotintegrable and bearssolitary
wavesolutionswhich do notcollideelastically;neverthe-
less,itwasnum erically shown to bem orestablethan the
Bqequation,and wasargued tom odeldiscretelatticedy-
nam ics m ore e�ciently,upon com parison oftheoretical
predictionstoexactnum ericalresults[63].Furtherexam -
ination ofsuch e�ectsm ay becarried outin dust-lattices,
once ourfeedback from experim ents has su�ciently de-
term ined the relevance ofthe issue in realDP crystals,
i.e.typicalexcitation width,dynam icsetc.
Itshould beunderlined thatthepossibilityfortheexis-

tence ofbreathersolitons,anticipated above,establishes
alink between com plexplasm a‘solid state’m odelingand
the fram ework of discreteness-related localized excita-
tions (discrete breathers [66], intrinsic localized m odes
[67]), which have recently received increasing interest
am ongresearchersin thenonlineardynam icscom m unity.
Theselocalized m odes,which aredueto coupling anhar-
m onicity and are stabilized by lattice discreteness,have
been shown to existin frequency regionsforbidden to or-
dinary lattice wavesand accountforenergy localization
in highly discreterealcrystals,wherecontinuum theories
fail.Therelevanceofthisfram ework to dustcrystalsap-
pearsto be an interesting open area forinvestigation.

IX . EN V ELO P E EX C ITA T IO N S A N D SH O C K S {

O P EN ISSU ES

As a �nalinteresting issue involved in the nonlinear
dynam icsoflongitudinallattice oscillations,letusm en-
tion the nonlinearm odulation ofthe am plitude ofdust-
lattice waves,a well-known m echanism related to har-
m onic generation and,possibly,the m odulationalinsta-

bility ofwaves propagating in lattices,eventually lead-
ing to m odulated wave packet energy localization via
the form ation ofenvelope solitons[29].Thisfram ework,
which wasrecently also investigated with respectto low-
frequency (dust-acoustic,dust-ion acoustic)electrostatic
waves in dusty plasm as [32],has been partly analyzed,
on thebasisoftheM elands�[12]m odelin Ref.[33].The
authors relied on a truncated Boussinesq equation, in
the form of(37) for q = 0, and succeeded in predict-
ing the occurrence of m odulationalinstability in LDL
wavesin DP crystalsand theform ation ofenvelopestruc-
tures.Nevertheless,thenonlinearitycoe�cientqom itted
therein seem sto com pete with p in (37)(notice the dif-
ferentsigns)and isratherexpected to a�ectsigni�cantly
the wave’s stability pro�le. It should be stressed that
these localized envelope excitations result from a phys-
icalm echanism which is intrinsically di�erent from the
onerelated to thesm all{am plitudeexcitationsdescribed
in this paper; see the discussion in Ref. [68]. An ex-
tended study ofthism odulation nonlinearm echanism is
in row and willbe reported elsewhere,for clarity and
conciseness.
As a �nalcom m ent,we m ay speculate on the role of

dam ping, herewith ignored, on the dynam ics of dust-
lattice waves. Itisknown thatweak dam ping m ay bal-
ancenonlinearity,leadingto theform ation ofshock wave
fronts,as predicted in Refs. [30,43]and con�rm ed by
num ericalsim ulations[44].Furtherm ore,itwasrecently
shown that the sam e m echanism m ay result in the for-
m ation of large-am plitude wide-shaped solitary waves,
which m ay later break into a (gradually dam ped) train
ofsolitons or a wavepacket depending on physicalpa-
ram eters[42]. W e see thatfriction,yetweak,m ay play
a predom inantrole in the life and death oflocalized ex-
citations;this e�ect de�nitely deserves paying close at-
tention with respectto wavespropagating in dustcrys-
tals.Again,onewould expectphenom enologicaltheories
followed by appropriately designed experim ents to elu-
cidate the friction m echanism s inherent in longitudinal
dust-lattice wave propagation,in view ofa m ore com -
pletedescription than theoneprovided by theconserva-
tivem odeladopted here.

X . C O N C LU SIO N S

Thiswork wasdevoted to an investigation ofthe rel-
evance ofexisting m odelnonlinear theories to the dy-
nam icsoflongitudinaloscillationsin anharm onicchains,
with em phasis on dust-lattice excitations in (strongly-
coupled)com plex plasm a crystals. Taking into account
an arbitrary interaction potentialand long-range inter-
actions, we have rigorously shown that both com pres-
sive and rarefactive kink-shaped (shock-like)excitations
m ay form and propagate in the lattice,depending basi-
cally on them echanism ofinteraction between grainslo-
cated ateach site.Theseexcitationsaree�ectively m od-
eled by eitherK dV-orBoussinesq-typeequations,whose
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analytic form was presented and whose qualitative and
quantitative di�erenceswere discussed.In any case,the
theory predictscoherentwavepropagation abovethelat-
tice’s‘sound’speed,in agreem entwith previoustheoreti-
calworksand experim entalobservations(in both atom ic
and dust-lattices). It m ay be appropriate to m ention
thatsubsonic soliton propagation in m onoatom ic chains
wasalsonum erically considered and shown to befeasible
in the past [62]. Let us point out that the m odelused
hereto passfrom adiscretedescription tothecontinuum
(long-wavelength)lim itisquitegeneric,sopossiblem od-
i�cation via re�ned nonlinear equations m ay readily be
obtained from it,forfuture consideration.
Furtherm ore,we have discussed the possibility ofthe

form ation ofbreatherm odesand envelopeexcitations,as
a consequenceofm odulated wave packetinstability,an-
ticipating their link to discrete nonlineartheories oflo-
calized m odes,leftforfutureconsideration;despitetheir
analyticalcom plexity,thesem odelsm ay,in principle,be
ofrelevancein dustcrystalsdueto the�nite dim ensions
of the chain and its intrinsic spatialdiscreteness. Fi-
nally,thepossibleroleplayed by dissipation m echanism s

hasbeen brie
y discussed.
The present study relies on,and aim s at extending,

previoustheorieson both anharm onicatom icchainsand
dusty plasm a crystals.W ehopeto havesucceeded in re-
viewing the form er(extending them to the case oflong-
rangeelectrostaticinteractions)and generalizing thelat-
ter(which arestillin an early stage).Hopefully,ourpre-
dictionsm aybecon�rm ed by appropriatelyset-up exper-
im ents,with the am bition ofthrowing som e lightin the
relatively new and challenging �eld ofstrongly-coupled
com plex plasm asand dust-lattice dynam ics.
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A P P EN D IX A :C O M P U TA T IO N O F T H E

C O EFFIC IEN T S FO R D EB Y E (Y U K AW A )

IN T ER A C T IO N S

Consider the Debye potential �D (r) = Q e� r=�D =r.
De�ning the(positivereal)latticeparam eter� = r0=�D ,
itisstraightforward to evaluatethe quantities

�
0
D (lr0)= �

Q

�2
D

e
� l� 1+ l�

(l�)2
;

�
00
D (lr0)= +

2Q

�3
D

e
� l�

1+ l� + (l�)
2

2

(l�)3
;

�
000
D (lr0)= �

6Q

�4
D

e
� l�

1+ l� + (l�)
2

2
+ (l�)

3

6

(l�)4
;

�
0000
D (lr0)= +

24Q

�5
D

e
� l�

1+ l� + (l�)
2

2
+ (l�)

3

6
+ (l�)

4

24

(l�)5
;

wheretheprim edenotesdi�erentiation and l= 1;2;3;:::
isapositiveinteger.Now,weshallcom binetheseexpres-
sionswith Eqs. (7),(8),(10)and (12),de�ning v20,v

2
1,

p0 and q0,respectively.
Letusde�ne the general(fam iliesof)sum (s)

Sn(a) =
1X

l= 1

a
l
l
n

Ŝ
(N )

n (a) =
NX

l= 1

a
l
l
n

(0 < a < 1); (A1)

(thinkingofa = e� �,in particular);notethatŜ(N )
n (a)!

Sn(a)forN ! 1 ;also,Ŝ(1)n (a)= a. M aking use ofthe
well-known geom etricalseriesproperties:

S0(a) =
1X

l= 1

a
l =

a

1� a
Ŝ
(N )

0
=

NX

l= 1

a
l =

a(1� aN )

1� a

(0< a < 1); (A2)

it is straightforward to derive Sn, Ŝ
(N )
n for l � 1, by

di�erentiating with respectto a.O neobtains

S1(a) =
1X

l= 1

a
l
l= a

1X

l= 1

la
l� 1 = a

1X

l= 1

@(al)

@a

= a
@

@a

1X

l= 1

a
l = a

@S0

@a
=

a

(1� a)2
:

In a sim ilarm anner,iterating from

@
2(al)=@a2 = l(l� 1)al� 2 = a

� 2 (l2al� la
l);

one�nds

S2(a) =

�

a
2
@2

@a2
+ a

@

@a

�

S0 = :::=
a(1+ a)

(1� a)3
;

then

S3(a) =

�

a
3
@3

@a3
+ 3a2

@2

@a2
+ a

@

@a

�

S0

= :::=
a(a2 + 4a+ 1)

(1� a)4
;

and so forth.Also note the identity

S� 1(a) =
1X

l= 1

al

l
= � ln(1� a) (0 < a < 1):

(A3)
The corresponding setofform ulae m ay be obtained for

Ŝ
(N )
n in a sim ilarm anner.
Now,substituting a = e� � and usingthederivativesof

�D above,onem ay im m ediately evaluatetheexpressions
(7),(8),(10)and (12).Setting r0 = ��D everywhere,it
isstraightforward to show that

c2 � v
2

0 � !
2

0;L r
2

0 =
Q

M
�
2
�
2

D

1X

l= 1

l
2
�
00(lr0) = :::

=
2Q 2

M �D

�

�
� 1

S� 1(e
� �)+ �

0
S0(e

� �) +
1

2
�
1
S1(e

� �)

�

:

(A4)

In the sam em anner

c4

r2
0

� v
2

1 =
Q

12M
�
2
�
2

D

1X

l= 1

l
4
�
00(lr0)= :::

=
Q 2

6M �D

�

�
� 1

S1(e
� �)+ �

0
S2(e

� �)

+
1

2
�
1
S3(e

� �)

�

: (A5)

Also

p0 � � c11 = �
Q

M
�
3
�
3

D

1X

l= 1

l
3
�
000(lr0)

= :::=
6Q 2

M �D
�

�

�
� 1

S� 1(e
� �)+ �

0
S0(e

� �)+
1

2
�
1
S1(e

� �) +
1

6
�
2
S2(e

� �)

�

: (A6)

Finally,from (12)wehave

q0 � c111 =
Q

2M
�
4
�
4

D

1X

l= 1

l
4
�
0000(lr0) = :::

=
12Q 2

M �D

�

�
� 1

S� 1(e
� �) + �

0
S0(e

� �)

+
1

2
�
1
S1(e

� �)+
1

6
�
2
S2(e

� �) +
1

24
�
3
S3(e

� �)

�

: (A7)
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Thecorrespondingexpressionsfora valueofN aregiven
by substituting Sn(� )witĥS(N )

n (� )everywhere.O ne im -
m ediately seesthatp0=v20 > 2,q0=v20 > 6;also,v21=v

2
0 =

12 forN = 1 (only),i.e.forthe NNIcase.
Finally, com bining the above exact expressions for

S� 1(a),...,S3(a),we obtain exactly expressions(18)to
(21)in the text.

Figure C aptions

Figure1.

(a) The linear oscillation frequency squared !2 (nor-
m alized overQ 2=(M �3D ))isdepicted againstthe lattice
constant �,for N = 1 (�rst-neighbor interactions: |
),N = 2 (second-neighbor interactions: ---),N = 1

(in�nite-neighbors:{ { {),from bottom to top. (b)De-
tailnear� � 1.

Figure2.

(a) The characteristic 2nd order dispersion velocity
squared v20 (norm alized over Q 2=(M �D )) is depicted
againstthe lattice constant�,forN = 1 (�rst-neighbor
interactions:| ),N = 2 (second-neighborinteractions:-
--),N = 1 (in�nite-neighbors:{ { {),from bottom to
top.(b)Detailnear� � 1.

Figure3.

(a) The characteristic 4th order dispersion velocity
squared v21 (norm alized over Q 2=(M �D )) is depicted
againstthe lattice constant�,forN = 1 (�rst-neighbor
interactions:| ),N = 2 (second-neighborinteractions:-
--),N = 1 (in�nite-neighbors:{ { {),from bottom to
top.(b)Detailnear� � 1.

Figure4.

(a) The nonlinearity coe�cient p 0 (norm alized over
Q 2=(M �D ))isdepicted againstthelatticeconstant� for
N = 1 (�rst-neighborinteractions:| ),N = 2 (second-
neighborinteractions:---),N = 1 (in�nite-neighbors:
{ { {),from bottom to top.(b)Detailnear� � 1.

Figure5.

(a) The nonlinearity coe�cient q 0 (norm alized over
Q 2=(M �D ))isdepicted againstthelatticeconstant� for
N = 1 (�rst-neighborinteractions:| ),N = 2 (second-
neighborinteractions:---),N = 1 (in�nite-neighbors:
{ { {),from bottom to top.(b)Detailnear� � 1.

Figure6.

Dispersion relation fortheDebyeinteractions,neglect-
ing dam ping;cf. (23) for � = 0: the square frequency
!2,norm alized over Q 2=(M �3D ),is depicted versus the
norm alized wavenum berkr0=� forN = 1 (�rst-neighbor
interactions: | ),N = 2 (second-neighborinteractions:
---),N = 7 (up to 7th nearest-neighbors: { { {),i.e.
from bottom to top.

Figure7.

Localized antikink/kink (negative/positive pulse)
functions, related to the K dV Eq. (25), for the
displacem ent u(x;t) (relative displacem ent w(x;t) �

@u(x;t)=@x),forpositive/negativep0 coe�cienti.e.s=
+ 1=� 1,are depicted in �gures (a)/(b);recallthat (a)
holdsforDebyeinteractions;arbitrary param etervalues:
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v = 1 (solid curve),v = 2 (long dashed curve),v = 3
(shortdashed curve).

Figure8.

(a)Thetwo localized pulsesolutionsoftheEK dV Eq.
(29)for the relative displacem entw(x;t) � @u(x;t)=@x
are depicted for som e set of (positive) values of the
p0 and q0 coe�cients (i.e. s = + 1): the �rst
(dashed curve)/second (short{dashed)solution,asgiven
by (30)/(31),representsthesm allernegative/largerpos-
itive pulses. The largernegative pulse (solid curve)de-
notes the solution of the K dV Eq. (25) for the sam e
param eter set. (b) The corresponding solutions for the
particledisplacem entu(x;t).

Figure9.

(a) The (norm alized) m axim um value of the kink{
shaped localized displacem ent u1(x;t)=r0, as obtained
from the K dV Equation,is depicted versus the lattice
param eter� and thenorm alized velocity (M ach num ber)
M = v=v0.(b)The(norm alized)width L1=r0 ofu1(x;t)
isdepicted againstM = v=v0.

Figure10.

The antikink excitation predicted by the K dV theory
(solid curve)iscom pared to the(two)solutionsobtained
from (a) the EkDV Equation; (b) the Bq Equation{
related m odel(dashed curves). Values: lattice param -
eter � = 1:1,norm alized velocity (M ach num ber) M =
v=v0 = 1:25.

Figure11.

Sim ilarto Fig.10,forM = v=v0 = 1:25.

Figure12.

Sim ilarto Figs.11 and 12,forM = v=v0 = 2.
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