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In this short topicalreview,we revisit a num ber ofworks on the pattern-form ing dy-

nam icalinstabilitiesofBose-Einstein condensates in one-and two-dim ensionalsettings.

In particular,we illustratethe trapping conditionsthatallow the reduction ofthe three-

dim ensional,m ean �eld description of the condensates (through the G ross-Pitaevskii

equation) to such lower dim ensionalsettings,as wellas to lattice settings.W e then go

on to study the m odulationalinstability in one dim ension and the snaking/transverse

instability in two dim ensionsastypicalexam plesoflong-wavelength perturbationsthat

can destabilize the condensates and lead to the form ation ofpatterns ofcoherent struc-

tures in them .Trains ofsolitons in one-dim ension and vortex arrays in two-dim ensions

are prototypicalexam ples ofthe resulting nonlinear waveform s,upon which we briey

touch atthe end ofthis review.

1. A bbreviations

� BEC:Bose-Einstein Condensate

� FRM :Feshbach ResonanceM anagem ent

� G P:G ross-Pitaevskii(Equation)

� M I:M odulationalInstability

� NLS:NonlinearSchr�odinger(Equation)

� O L:O pticallattice

� RDS:Ring Dark Soliton

� SI:Snaking Instability

� TF:Thom as-Ferm i

� TI:TransverseInstability
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2. O verview

Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC)wasinitially predicted by Boseand Einstein in

1924 1;2;3.It involvesthe m acroscopic occupation ofthe ground state ofa gas of

bosons,below a criticaltransition tem peratureTc,i.e.,a quantum phasetransition.

Ittook,however,over70 yearsforthisprediction to be experim entally veri�ed by

a fascinating seriesofexperim entsin 1995 in vaporsofrubidium 4 and sodium 5.

In the sam e year,�rstsignaturesofthe occurrence ofBEC were also reported in

vaporsoflithium 6 (and were laterm ore system atically con�rm ed).The ability of

theexperim entalgroupsto controllably coolalkaliatom s(currently over35 groups

around theworld can routinely produceBECs)atsu�ciently low tem peraturesand

con�nethem viaacom bination ofm agneticand opticaltechniques(forareview see

e.g.,7;8),hasbeen instrum entalin this m ajorfeatwhose signi�cance hasalready

been recognized through the 2001 Nobelprizein Physics.

Thisdevelopm entisofparticularinterestalso from a theoretical/m athem atical

standpoint.O n the onehand,there isa detailed and \clean" experim entalcontrol

overtheproduced Bosecondensates.O n theotherhand,perhapsm oreim portantly,

forexperim entally relevantconditions,there existsa very good m odelpartialdif-

ferentialequation (PDE)thatcan describe,atthem ean �eld level,thebehaviorof

the condensate.Thism ean-�eld m odel(which,atheart,approxim atesa quantum

m any-body interaction with a classical,but nonlinear self-interaction 9;10) is the

well-known G ross-Pitaevskii(G P)equation 11;12.The latterisa variantofthe fa-

m ousNonlinearSchr�odingerequation (NLS)13,incorporatingan externaltrapping

potential,and reads:

i~	 t = �
~
2

2m
�	+ gj	j 2	+ V ext(r)	; (1)

where 	 is the condensate wavefunction (the atom density is proportional to

j	(x;t)j2),� istheLaplacian,m istheatom icm ass,and theprefactorg,which is

proportionaltotheatom icscatteringlength 7,m ay takeeitherpositive(e.g.,forru-

bidium and sodium )ornegative(e.g.,forlithium )values.Thetwocasescorrespond

respectively to repulsiveand attractiveinteractionsbetween theatom s,orto defo-

cusing and focusing (respectively)K errnonlinearitiesin the languageofnonlinear

optics 13.Notice,however,thatexperim ental\wizardry" can even m anipulate the

scattering length using theso-called Feshbach resonances14 to achieveany positive

or negative value ofthe scattering length (i.e.,nonlinearity strength in Eq.(1)).

M oreover,the externalpotentialcan assum e di�erent form s.For the \standard"

m agnetictrap,thispotentialhasa typicalharm onicform :

Vext =
m

2
(!2xx

2 + !
2

yy
2 + !

2

zz
2); (2)

where,in general,thetrap frequencies!x;!y;!z along thethreedirectionsaredif-

ferent.Asaresult,in recentexperim ents,theshapeofthetrap (and,hence,theform

ofthe condensate itself) can range from isotropic form sto so-called cigarshaped

traps 7,to quasitwo-dim ensional(2D) 15,oreven quasione-dim ensional(1D) 16
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form s.M oreover,linear ram ps of(gravitational) potentialVext = m gz have also

been experim entally applied 17.Anotherprom inentexam ple ofan experim entally

feasible (and controllable) potentialis im posed by a pair oflaser beam s form ing

a standing wave which generatesa periodic potential,the so-called opticallattice

(O L)18;19;20;21,ofthe form :

VO L = V0

�

cos2(
2�x

�x
+ �x)+ cos2(

2�y

�y
+ �y)+ cos2(

2�z

�z
+ �z)

�

; (3)

where �x;y;z = �sin(�x;y;z=2)=2,� is the laser wavelength,� is the (potentially

variable) angle between the laser beam s 22 and �x;y;z are arbitrary phases.Such

potentialshave been realized in one 18;19,two (the so-called egg-carton potential)
23 and threedim ensions15;24.

M oreover,presentexperim entalrealizationsrenderfeasible/controllabletheadi-

abaticorabruptdisplacem entofthem agneticoropticallatticetrap 22;25 (inducing

m otion ofthe condensates),the phase engineering ofthe condensates in orderto

createvortices26;27 ordark m atter-wavesolitonsin them 28;29;30;31 thestirring (or

rotation) ofthe condensates providing angular m om entum and creating vortices
32;33 and vortex-lattices 34;35;36,or the change ofscattering length (from repul-

siveto attractivevia Feshbach resonances)to producebrightm atter-wavesolitons

and soliton trains37;38;39.Both m atter-wavesolitonsand vortices(which can been

thoughtofasthe2D analogofdark solitons)arefundam entalnonlinearexcitations

ofcondensates,and assuch haveattracted m uch attention,ascan beinferred from

therelevantexperim entaland theoreticalwork.In addition,apartfrom beinginher-

ently interestingin theBEC physics,thesenonlinearexcitationsarealsorelevantto

otherfundam entalissuesoflow-tem perature(and softcondensed-m atter)physics:

for exam ple we note the dom inantrole ofvorticesin the breakdown ofsuperow

in Bose uids 40;41;42.Itisalso interesting to m ention in thisconnection thatthe

description ofsuch topologically charged nonlinearwaves(see e.g.,the review 44)

and theirsurprisingly ordered and robustlattices,aswellastheirrolein phenom -

ena asrich and profound assuperconductivity and superuidity werethethem eof

the m ostrecentNobelprizein Physicsin 2003.

W hileitisclearthatthereisan enorm ousvolum eofliteratureon BECs,aswell

ason the nonlinearm atter-wavespresentin thissetting,in thistopicalreview,we

willhaveto narrow ourscopeand lim itourselvesto thestudy of\pattern form ing

dynam icalinstabilities" in BECs,i.e.,those that give rise to the generation of

coherent structures,such as m atter-wave solitons and vortex arrays.As we aim

to focus on the origin ofthese patterns{which have been observed/realized and

studied in m any di�erent physicalcontexts as well{ we willgive a (undoubtedly,

som ewhatsubjective)view oftheexcitem entthatthisnew world of\m atterwaves"

hasbroughttodiversedisciplines,including atom icphysics,nonlinearscience,wave

physics and nonlinear optics,while providing a perspective of the m ultitude of

intriguing connectionsand parallelsbetween these.

To be m ore speci�c,we will�rst exam ine the m odulation instability (M I) of
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plane waves,the activation of which,is perhaps the m ost standard m echanism

through which brightsolitonsand solitary wavestructuresappearin thecontextof

the \traditional" NLS equation (withoutthe externalpotential).In thiscase,the

plane wave solution ofthe NLS equation becom esunstable towardsthe form ation

ofapattern consistingofachain (or\train")ofbrightsolitons.Thedem onstrations

ofM Ispan a diverse setofdisciplines,ranging from uid dynam ics 45 (where itis

usuallyreferred toastheBenjam in-Feirinstability)and nonlinearoptics46 (seealso
47 fora review)to plasm a physics48.In the BEC contextunderconsideration,we

aim to presenthow quasi-1D BECs,trapped in regularm agnetic trapsoroptical

lattice potentials (in both continuous and discrete settings,as wellas in tim e-

dependentcaseswhich arerelevanttotheBEC dynam icsin thepresenceofexternal

tim e-dependent�elds),can bedestabilized givingrisetosuch coherentm atter-wave

structures.W ewillalso derivea relevantinstability threshold (which willbe given

in term sofphysicalBEC param eters,thusbeing quite relevantforexperim ents),

providing in thisway a sim plecriterion foravoiding the M I.

O n the other hand,as far as higher-dim ensionalsettings are concerned,the

m ostfundam entalnonlinearexcitationsofBECsarevortices,which can beexcited

by phase im printing,by stirring orrotating the condensate (asm entioned above),

orby the transversedecay ofdark solitons(see,e.g.,30).The latterm echanism is

directly connected totheonsetofthetransversem odulationalinstability(alsocalled

sim ply \transverseinstability"(TI)or\snakinginstability"(SI))ofrectilineardark

solitons,which hasbeen studied extensively in nonlinearoptics(see,e.g.,49;50 fora

review),aswellasin theBEC context51.Therefore,theTIisofparticularinterest

here,as it is another \pattern form ing instability"{relevant in higher-dim ension

BECs{which givesriseto vortex patterns.Here,itisinteresting to notethatapart

from thevortex latticesm entioned above,very robustvortex arrays,in theform of

vortex necklaces com posed ofvortex-antivortex pairs,can also be form ed through

theonsetofTIofringdark solitons(RDS)in BECs52 (notethatrelevantpatterns,

but com posed by globally linked vortices ofone sign rather than ofthe vortex-

antivortex type,were also predicted to occur in 2D BECs 53).In this work,we

willdiscuss how the TIdestabilizesthe RDS,leading to the form ation ofvortex-

antivortex necklaces.Also,sim ilarly to the case ofthe M Iin 1D settings,we will

derive the TIthreshold (in term s ofphysicalBEC param eters),providing in this

way a criterion foravoiding the instability.

Thestructureofourpresentation willbe asfollows:

� In section 3,we willdiscussreductionsofthe 3D G P equation to lowerdim en-

sionalsettingsincluding 1D and 2D continuum and latticeones.

� In section 4,we willexam ine the m odulationalinstability in continuum 1D set-

tingsand dem onstratehow itgivesriseto solitary waves.

� In section 5 we willfocuson the m odulation instability in discrete settings,and

in particularin BECstrapped in opticallattices.

� In section 6, we will turn our attention to 2D scenaria and show how the
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snaking/transverseinstability givesriseto vortex structures.

� In section 7,afterbriey touching upon som eofthesolitary wavestructuresand

features analyzed in the BEC setting,we sum m arize our �ndings and present

som edirectionsforfuture study.

3. R eductions to Low er D im ensions

The genuinely three-dim ensional(3D) BECs can be considered as approxim ately

1D ifthe nonlinearinter-atom icinteractionsareweak relative to the trapping po-

tentialforcein thetransversedirections;then,thetransversesizeofthecondensates

ism uch sm allerthan theirlength,i.e.,theBEC is\cigar-shaped"and can bee�ec-

tivelydescribed by1D m odels54;55.Sim ilarly,ifthetransversecon�nem entisstrong

alongonedirection and weakalongtheothers,then forthis\pancake-shaped"BEC,

2D m odelequationsarerelevant56.

Closetozerotem perature,itiswell-knownthatthe3D G P equation 7 accurately

captures the dynam ics ofthe condensate.For the cigar-shaped BEC,the m odel

equation ise�ectively 1D and can beexpressed in thefollowingdim ensionlessform :

i
@ 

@t
= �

@2 

@x2
+ gj j

2
 + V (x) : (4)

In this equation, the norm alized m acroscopic wave function  is con-

nected to the original order param eter 	 through the equation  =

(�=
p
2�jaja? )

�1 exp
�
i!? t+ i(y2 + z2)=2a?

�
	,whiletand x arerespectively m ea-

sured in unitsof3=2�2!? and
p
3a? =2�.Here,!? isthecon�ning frequency in the

transverse direction,a? =
p
~=m !? is the transverse harm onic-oscillator length

and � � N jaj=a? is a sm alldim ensionless param eter,N being the totalnum -

ber of atom s and a the scattering length.Finally,g = � 1 is the renorm alized

nonlinear coe�cient,which is positive (negative) for repulsive (attractive) con-

densates, while V (x) = (1=2)
2x2 is the m agnetic trappping potential, where


 = (3=2
p
2�2)� (!x=!? ) with !x being the axialcon�ning frequency.Such a

reduction ofthe3D G P equation to 1D can bedoneself-consistently using a m ulti-

scaleexpansion based perturbation technique 55;57 [with thewavefunction  being

oforderO (1)];fora rigorousderivation,the interested readercan referto 58 and

referencestherein.

In thesam eway,the2D m odelforthepancake-shaped condensateassum esthe

form :

i
@ 

@t
= � � + gj j

2
u + V (r) (5)

wheretherolesoftheaxialfrequency !x and thespatialvariablex arenow played

by the radialfrequency !? and r �
p
x2 + y2 respectively;also,the norm alized

variablesareconnected to the dim ensionalonessim ilarly to the 1D case,butwith

!x (!? )instead of!? (!z).W e note thatthe use ofself-consistentreductionsof

the3D m odelto lower-dim ensionalones,allows(fordi�erentnorm alizationsofthe

wave function) for di�erent choicesofthe values ofcoe�cients ofEqs.(4) or (5)
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(e.g.,thecoe�cientofthekineticenergy term m ay besetequalto 1=2,and/orthe

nonlinearity coe�cientg m ay take valuesdi�erentthan � 1,and so on;see also a

relevantdiscussion in section 6).

Sim ilar reductions can be perform ed in the presence ofthe O L potential:In

particular,considering an opticallatticealong thelongitudinaldirection ofa cigar-

shaped condensate,the G P m odel of Eq.(4) is relevant with a potential 18;19

V (x) = V0 sin
2(kx),where V0 is the norm alized strength of the O L (m easured

in unitsoftherecoilenergy E r � h2=2m �2)and � = 2�=k istheinter-welldistance

in the interference pattern.In the 2D case,the egg-carton potentialofthe form

V (x;y)= V0
�
sin2(kxx)+ sin2(kyy)

�
isthe relevantO L potentialforthe pancake-

shaped condensates.

Anotherusefulreduction 59;60 (see also 20;21)forperiodic (e.g.,opticallattice)

potentials is the one ofthe G P equation to the discrete NLS equation (DNLS)
61;62.Starting from Eq.(4)and assum ing thatthe potentialV (x)isperiodic,i.e.,

V (x + L)= V (x),we considerthe associated eigenvalueproblem

d2’k;�

dx2
+ V (x)’k;� = E �(k)’k;�; (6)

where ’k;� has Bloch (Floquet) functions (BF’s) ’k;� = exp(ikx) k;�(x),with

 k;�(x) periodic with period L (� is an index labeling the energy bands E �(k)).

For our purposes it is m ore convenient to use the W annier functions (W F’s) 63

instead ofthe BF’s:

w�(x � nL)=

r
L

2�

Z �=L

��=L

’k;�(x)e
�inkL

dk: (7)

Dueto com pletenessofW F’s,any solution ofEq.(4)can beexpressed in theform

 (x;t)=
X

n�

cn;�(t)wn;�(x); (8)

which aftersubstitution in (4)gives

i
dcn;�

dt
=
X

n1

cn1;� !̂n�n 1;� + g
X

� 1;� 2;� 3

X

n1;n2;n3

c
�

n1;� 1
cn2;� 2

cn3;� 3
W

nn1n2n3

�� 1� 2� 3
; (9)

where

W
nn1n2n3

�� 1� 2� 3
=

Z
1

�1

wn;�wn1;� 1
wn2;� 2

wn3;� 3
dx (10)

are overlapping m atrix elem ents.Upon suitable decay ofthe Fourier coe�cients

and the W F prefactors (which can be system atically checked for given potential

param eters),the m odelcan then be reduced to

i
dcn;�

dt
= !̂0;�cn;� + !̂1;� (cn�1;� + cn+ 1;�)

+ g
X

� 1;� 2;� 3

W
nnnn
�� 1� 2� 3

c
�

n;� 1
cn;� 2

cn;� 3
: (11)
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The latterequation degeneratesinto the tight-binding m odel20;21

i
dcn;�

dt
= !̂0;�cn;� + !̂1;� (cn�1;� + cn+ 1;�)+ gW

nnnn
���� jcn;�j

2
cn;�; (12)

ifonerestrictsconsideration to the band � only.

W e havenow laid outthe setting:Itcan consistofthe 1D G P equation with a

m agnetic trap oran opticallattice potential(orboth);itcan also be ofthe form

ofa 2D G P equation with a m agnetictrap and/oran opticallattice.Finally,itcan

also consistofgenuinely discrete lattice dynam icalsystem s.In these contexts,we

now proceed to study som eofthe pattern form ing instabilities.

4. M odulationalInstability in quasi-1D B EC s

4.1. T he C ase of the U ntrapped C ondensate

In the case ofthe untrapped condensate,i.e.,for V (x) = 0,the standard m odu-

lationalinstability (M I) analysisconcernsthe investigation ofthe stability ofthe

planewavesolutionsofthem odelequation (4)45;46;47.In particular,in theabsence

ofa potential,Eq.(4)(which isactually the\regular"NLS equation)hassolutions

ofthe form  (x;t) =  0 exp[i(kx � !t)],with  0,k and ! being the am plitude,

wavenum berand frequency ofthe plane waverespectively,which areconnected to

each otherthrough the dispersion relation ! = k2 + g 2
0.

Then,to study the stability ofthe abovem entioned solution,we introduce the

following ansatzinto Eq.(4)

 (x;t)= ( 0 + �b)exp[i((kx � !t)+ �w(x;t))]; (13)

wheretheam plitudeand phaseperturbationsareassum edtohavetheform b(x;t)=

b0 exp(i(Q x� 
t))and w(x;t)= w 0 exp(i(Q x� 
t))respectively (Q and 
 arethe

perturbation wavenum ber and frequency,while b0 and w0 are constants).Then,

assum ing thattheparam eter� issm all,wecan derive[to orderO (�)]thefollowing

dispersion relation,

(
� 2kQ )2 = Q
2(Q 2 + 2g 2

0); (14)

which signi�esthat,forg = � 1,wavenum bersQ < Q cr �  0
p
� 2g willbe m odu-

lationally unstable,hence the system isunstable to long-wavelength perturbations

ofthisform .Im portantly,the m odulationalinstability in the absenceofpotentials

can only occurin the case ofattractive inter-particle interactions(g = � 1),while

itisnotfeasible forrepulsiveinteractions(g = + 1).

The m anifestationsofthe M Iin num ericalexperim entsare shown in Fig.1.It

can beclearly observed thatM Istablewavenum bers,when perturbed,only sustain

sm alloscillations (no sidebands are generated in Fourier space),while unstable

wavenum berslead to thegeneration ofsoliton trainsi.e.,arraysoflargeam plitude

excitationsand the creation ofsidebandsin m om entum space.
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Fig.1.The top panelshows the m axim um of the solution as a function oftim e (top left) and

the Fourier space picture atthe end ofthe num ericalexperim ent (top right)in a m odulationally

unstablecase(Q = 1).In contrast,thebottom panelsshow thesam efeaturesfora m odulationally

stablecase(Q = 2).In both cases,theperturbation 0:05sin(Q x)wasadded to theuniform solution

 0 = 1.

Noticethatonecan takean alternativerouteto establishing M I,recently intro-

duced in 64.Particularly,letusconsiderthe ansatz,

 = [ 0+ a(t)exp(i�a(t))exp(iQ x)+ b(t)exp(i�b(t))exp(� iQ x)]exp(i(kx � !t))(15)

presenting,as previously,a m odulation ofthe plane wave,with a(t),b(t) being

tim e-dependentfunctions.Then,Eq.(15)isintroduced notin Eq.(4),butinstead

in the�eld-theoreticLagrangian (from which theequation can bederived),nam ely,

L =

Z
1

�1

�
i

2
( �

 t�   
?
t)� j xj

2
�
1

2
gj j

4

�

dx: (16)

Deriving theEuler-Lagrangeequationsand keeping theterm sto leading order[i.e.,

to O (a)],weobtain a = b,� = �a + �b,and

_a = C2asin(�) (17)

_� = (C1 + C3)+ 2C2 cos(�); (18)

whereC1 = � g 2
0� Q

2� 2Q k,C2 = � g 2
0,and C3 = � g 2

0� Q
2+ 2Q k areconstant

prefactors.Then,onecan solvetheensuing ordinary di�erentialequationsfora to

obtain:

� W hen Q2 + 2g 2
0 > 0,the solution ofEq.(17)is

a(t)�

s

1+
2g 2

0

Q 2
sin

�q

(Q 2 + 2g 2
0
)Q 2t

� 2

: (19)

� W hen Q2 + 2g 2
0 < 0,the solution ofEq.(17)is

a(t)�

s

1�
2g 2

0

Q 2
sinh

�q

(� 2g 2
0
� Q 2)Q 2t

� 2

; (20)
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and henceinstability willarisein thelattercase(forg = � 1and Q < Q cr �  0
p
2),

while it willbe absent in the form er one (for Q > Q cr).It is interesting to note

thatthe degenerate criticalcase ofQ = Q cr isalso unstable,howeverthe growth

in thelatterispolynom ialratherthan exponential;in particular,in thelattercase

a(t)�
p
1+ 4g2 2

0
t2.W eshould rem ark herethatthistechniquecan beapplied to

any system exhibiting a Lagrangian structure.

4.2. T he E�ect of Linear or Q uadratic P otentials

W hile the standard analysisofthe M Iis instructive,in the m ore realistic case of

trapped BECs,the interesting variation from the regularNLS equation liesin the

existenceofexternalpotentialsin the presentcontext.

Thesim plestsuch exam ple(also onethatcan befully analyzed)isthepresence

ofa linear (e.g.,gravitational17) potentialV (x) = Ex in Eq.(4) 65;66.In this

setting,the NLS is well-known to m aintain its integrable character 67.Hence,in

som esense,weexpectthatthem odulationalinstability results/conditionswillnot

be m odi�ed in thiscase.

Thesim plestway to illustratethatisby m eansoftheso-called \Tapperttrans-

form ation" 67

 (x;t)= v(�;t)exp

�

� iExt�
1

3
iE

2
t
3

�

; (21)

where � = x + Et2.This transform ation brings Eq.(4)back into the form ofthe

regular NLS equation,without the externalpotential,in which the M Icondition

given in the previoussubsection applies.

Thephysically m oreinterestingcaseistheoneconcerningaquadraticpotential,

say V (x)= Kx2,with K being in generala function oftim e.Thiscase,however,is

lessm athem aticallytractable.O netrickthatcan beused in thiscaseistheso-called

lens-typetransform ation 13 ofthe form :

 (x;t)= ‘
�1 exp

�
if(t)x2

�
v(�;�); (22)

where f(t) is a realfunction oftim e,� = x=‘(t) and � = �(t).To preserve the

scaling wechoose 13

�t = 1=‘2: (23)

To satisfy theresulting equations,we then dem and that:

� ft = 4f2 + K(t) (24)

� ‘�=‘+ 4f‘2 = 0: (25)

Taking into accountEq.(23),the lastequation can be solved:

‘(t)= ‘(0)exp

�

4

Z t

0

f(s)ds

�

: (26)
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Upon the aboveconditions,the equation forv(�;�)becom es(forg = � 1)

iv� + v�� + jvj
2
v� 2iv = 0; (27)

where f‘2 = ;and generically  isrealand dependson tim e.Thuswe retrieve a

NLS equation with an additionalterm ,which representseither growth (if > 0)

ordissipation (if < 0).

Eq.(27)leadsto an explicit,spatially hom ogeneoussolution ofthe form :

 =
A 0

‘(t)
exp

�

if(t)x2 + i
kx

‘(t)
� ik

2
�(t)

�

�

exp

�

�(�)+ iA
2

0

Z �

0

exp(2�(s))ds+ i�0

�

; (28)

where�(�)= 4
R�
0
(s)ds,and A0 and �0 arearbitrary realconstants.

A particularly interesting case is that of constant.Then,from the system

ofequations (23)-(25)and (27),it follows that K m ust have a speci�c form and,

thus,the functionsf,‘ and � can be determ ined accordingly.In fact,the system

(23)-(25) and (27) with  constant has as its solution K(t) = (1=16)(t+ t�)�2

(t� is an arbitrary constant),f(t) = (1=8)(t+ t�)�1 ,‘(t) = 2
p
2
p
t+ t� and

�(t) = (1=8)ln(t+ t
�

t�
).This case can be analyzed com pletely and for details the

interested reader is referred to 47;68.Im portantly,relevant num ericalsim ulations

corresponding to this case,revealthe form ation ofsolitonic patterns,and in par-

ticulartrainsofm atter-wave brightsolitons,such asthe one ofFig.2 in the case

ofthistim e decaying potential.
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)|
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Fig.2.The resultofa num ericalsim ulation in a regular(top panel)and sem i-log (bottom panel)

plotforthe wavefunction in a potentialdecaying � (t+ t�)�2 .A soliton train isclearly form ed.

In thegeneralcase,� m ustbetim edependent(i.e.,� � �(t)).Hereonecannot

directly perform theM Ianalysisand isessentially lim ited totherealm ofnum erical

sim ulations.Figure3 showssuch an exam plein thepresenceofthem agnetictrap.

Itcan be seen thatm odulationally unstable wavenum bersresultin the form ation
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ofsoliton wavetrainsm odulated by the harm onicpotential.Thisisa picture qual-

itatively rem iniscentofthe experim entaloutcom e ofthe m odulationalinstability

in attractive condensatesillustrated in 37.O n the other hand,ifwe initialize the

system with a m odulationally stablecon�guration,then wenotethat,interestingly,

the instability m anifestsitselfin the lattercase aswell.The reason forthe occur-

renceofM Iin both casesisthatthedynam icsofthepotentialin Eq.(4)m ixesthe

wavenum bersofthe originalperturbation and eventually resultsin the excitation

ofm odulationally unstable ones.However,thisonly happenslater(because �rstly

the m odulationally unstableQ ’sneed to be excited)and with a sm alleram plitude

in thiscase.
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Fig.3.The top panelshows the tim e evolution ofthe wavefunction m axim um in a (previously)

m odulationally unstable (left) and stable (right) case. The m iddle panel shows the respective

spatial pro�les at t = 3 and the bottom the corresponding Fourier pictures. N oticeably, the

instability starts to develop even in the previously m odulationally stable case.

W e should note here that the experim entalresults of37 have signi�cantly in-

creased theinterestin them odulationalinstabilityofNLS equationswith potentials

and variousadditionalterm s em ulating the experim entalconditions (see also be-

low).Such exam plescan be found e.g.,in the worksof69;70;71;72.

4.3. T im e-D ependent Settings: Feshbach R esonance M anagem ent

Feshbach resonances14;73;74 haverecently becom ea populartoolform anipulating

the dynam icalevolution ofBECs.They have been used to induce orpreventcol-

lapse type phenom ena 73;75,to study shock waves 76,and to create condensates

with tunableinteractions(e.g.,attractiveBECsstarting from repulsiveones)m ore

generally 77.Theresonanceallowsoneto adjustand essentially tunethescattering

length [g in the contextofEq.(4)]atwill{and even change its sign{ by using a

resonantly tuned acm agnetic�eld.

To generatebreathing solitonsin one spatialdim ension (in the presence ofthe

m agnetic trap 55;78;79,orin the quasi-discretesetting created by an optical-lattice

potential80),as wellto avoid their collapse in two dim ensions 75,an experim en-
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tally realizable protocolhas been recently proposed,in the form ofthe so-called

\Feshbach ResonanceM anagem ent" (FRM ).

The FRM schem e can be m odelled (in the m ean-�eld approxim ation) in the

fram ework ofthe G P equation with the coe�cientin frontofthe nonlinearterm

being a periodic function oftim e.In Ref.78,the periodic function was taken to

be a piece-wise constantone,periodically jum ping between positive and negative

values.Thesam em odelm ay also berealized in term sofnonlinearoptics,whereit

appliesto a m edium com posed ofalternating layerswith oppositesignsoftheK err

nonlinearity 81.FRM resem bles the dispersion-m anagem ent (DM ) schem e,well-

known in �beroptics(see,e.g.,82 and 83 forrelevantreviews),which assum esthat

long�berlinksareform ed byaconcatenation ofnonlinear�berswith oppositesigns

ofthegroup-velocitydispersionperiodicallyalternating,thusrealizingasystem that

supportsrobustbreathing solitonsasinform ation carriers.

This context m otivates the study of the M I in a setting where Eq.(4) has

tim e-dependentcoe�cients.In particular,the m ostgeneralsuch setting would be:

i t = � D (t) xx + g(t)j j2 + V (x) : (29)

Assum ing forsim plicity theabsence(orweak spatialdependence)ofthepotential,

the plane-wavesolution to Eq.(29)is

 o = A 0 exp

�

i

�

kx � k
2

Z t

0

D (s)ds� A
2

0

Z t

0

g(s)ds

��

: (30)

Notethatthearbitrary am plitudeA 0 in Eq.(30)can berescaled to A 0 � 1.Then,

we seek,as in the previously studied cases,solutions ofEq.(29) incorporating a

m odulation thatperturbsthe abovem entioned planewave,having now the form

 =  o [1+ �w(t)cos(Q x)];

where � and Q are the am plitude and wavenum berofthe perturbation.Thisway,

we derive the following (linearized)equation forthe realpart,wr � Re(w),ofthe

perturbation,

�wr = _D D �1 _wr � Q
2
D (t)

�
Q
2
D (t)+ 2g(t)

�
wr; (32)

where the overdotstandsford=dt.There areseveralspecialcasesofthisequation

that were previously studied.In the case ofDM (i.e.,for D = D (t) and a(t) �

const:),the M I analysis was perform ed in 84.O n the other hand,in the FRM

context,forD � 1=2 and tim e-periodic g(t),Eq.(32)isa Hillequation thatwas

considered in 78,while the m ore specialized case ofg(t)= 1+ 2�cos(!t)leadsto

the M athieu equation thatwasstudied,in thiscontext,in 85.

M otivated by theFRM schem eproposed in 78,Ref.86 discussesthespecialcase

ofa piecewise-constanttim e-dependent g alternating between g1 (for 0 < t� �)

and � g2 (for � < t� T) as m entioned above.In this case,�rst,we de�ne s21 =

Q 2(Q 2=4+ g1)and s22 = Q 2(g2 � Q 2=4),which assum esQ 2 < 4g2.Then,seeking

fora solution in accordance with Bloch’stheorem 87 within one period and using
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theappropriatecontinuity conditionsfortheintegration constants,onecan obtain

a stability condition.This procedure (sim ilar to the one used for identifying the

allowed/forbidden bandsfor the K ronig-Penney m odelin quantum m echanics 87)

leadsto thedeterm inantcondition fortheeigenfrequency (Floquetm ultiplier)
 of

the solution:

cos(
T)= �
s21 � s22

2s1s2
sin(s1�)sinh[s2(T � �)]+ cos(s1�)cosh[s2(T � �)]� F (Q ):(33)

Ifthe abovecondition Q 2 < 4g2 doesnothold,we rede�ne ~s2 =
p
Q 2(Q 2=4� g2),

and obtain,instead ofEq.(33),

cos(
T)= �
s21 + ~s22

2s1~s2
sin(s1�)sin[~s2(T � �)]+ cos(s1�)cos[~s2(T � �)]� eF (Q ):(34)

By exam ining thefunction jF (Q )jor

�
�
�eF (Q )

�
�
�,de�ned in Eqs.(33)and (34),and

com paring it to 1,we can �nd whether there is a realeigenfrequency for a given

perturbation wavenum berQ ,oritbelongsto a \forbidden zone",which im pliesthe

M I.

A typicalexam ple ofresults produced by this analysisis shown in Fig.4,for

g1 = g2 = 0:3 and � = T=4 = 1.In general,we have found that the num ber

and widths of the instability windows increase as long as the m ean value �g �

[g1� � g2(T � �)]=T ofthescattering length getslargeand negative,i.e.,when the

BEC is\very attractive" on the average.

−3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3
−1.5

−1

−0.5

0

0.5

1

1.5

F
(Q

)

Q

Fig. 4. The plot of the function F (Q ) de�ned by Eqs. (33) and (34) for g1 = g2 = 0:3 and

� = T=4 = 1. W hen the function satis�es jF (Q )j � 1, the perturbation of wavenum ber Q is

m odulationally stable,while forjF (Q )j> 1,itism odulationally unstable.

In 86,the results ofthe theoreticalpredictions forthe M Iwere tested against

directnum ericalsim ulationsoftheoriginalPDE and theagreem entbetween thetwo

wasfound to begeneric.Furtherm ore,thecaseofthepresenceofa weak m agnetic

trap wasalso exam ined.
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4.4. A voiding the M odulationalInstability

In alloftheabovesettings,weexam ined theconditionsforinducingam odulational

instability,in order to form solitary wave patterns due to its presence.However,

in othercontexts,itm ay be desirable to avoid such dynam icalm anifestationsand

haverobuststructuresthatarenotsubjectto M I.In such cases,a sim plecriterion,

involving physicalparam etersofa trapped condensate,forthe suppression (orthe

onset)ofthe M Iwould be useful,especially forrelevantexperim ents.Asproposed

recently in 88,onecan derivesuch acriterion in term softhem agnetictrap strength

(which controlsthe sizeand the num berofatom softhe condensate).

In particular,asdiscussed in section 4:1,them odulationalinstability setsin for

perturbation wavenum bersbelow a criticalone Q < Q cr �
p
2 0 [we setg = � 1

in thefram ework ofEq.(4)].Thiscan beequivalently interpreted asfollows:when

length scales

� > �cr �

p
2�

 0
(35)

becom e \available" to the system ,then the m odulation overthese scalesleadsthe

plane wavesolution to instability.

However,in the presence ofthe m agnetic trap,there is a characteristic scale

set by the trap,nam ely the BEC axialsize,�B E C ,which depends on the trap-

ping frequency 
.W hen � B E C < �cr,suppression ofthe m odulationalinstability

is expected.To estim ate �B E C in a speci�c setup,one can exam ine e.g.,a pro-

tocolrelevantto the recentexperim entsreported in 37 (to which we referred ear-

lier).In particular,the initialcon�guration consistsofa 1D repulsive condensate,

whoseground statewavefunction can bederived in thefram ework oftheso-called

Thom as-Ferm i(TF)approxim ation 7;subsequently theinteraction ism adeattrac-

tive,by taking advantage ofthe Feshbach resonance.Therefore,in this situation

the length scale ofthe condensate can be calculated in the TF approxim ation as

�B E C � 2
p
2�=
,where � isthe chem icalpotential.Therefore,if


 > 
 cr =
12

�3
� 0:387 (36)

(wherewetook intoregard that� = (3=2)1=3
2=3,resultingfrom thenorm alization

condition ofthewavefunction  ),then thetrapping conditionsare\engineered"in

such a way thatthe m odulationalinstability cannotm anifestitself.Such stringent

trapping conditionswereindeed found to precludethe occurrenceofthe M Iin the

num ericalexperim entsof88.

5. M odulationalInstability in B EC s trapped in O pticalLattices

5.1. D iscrete M odulationalInstability{T heory and Experim ent

Anotherinteresting m anifestation ofthem odulationalinstability hasrecently been

theoretically predicted and experim entally veri�ed in thecontextofBECstrapped
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in an opticallattice.Thelattersetting,asdiscussed in thesection 3,can bestudied

(underappropriateconditions)in the fram ework ofthetightbinding m odelofEq.

(12).Hence,wewillexam inetheinstability in thegenuinely discretecontexttoalso

illustratehow the relevantconditionsarem odi�ed by discreteness.

Therelevantdiscretereduction oftheequation can bere-written in thegeneral

form :

i~
@ n

@t
= � D ( n�1 +  n+ 1)+ (Vn + g j n j

2) n; (37)

where  n is the norm alized wavefunction of the condensate in the n-th site of

the array,while the constantD describesthe m acroscopic tunneling rate between

adjacentsites.In the contextofEq.(37),forweak harm onic potentials(such that

wecan considerVn = 0forthefraction ofthelatticeconsidered)theM Ianalysiscan

be carried out89 sim ilarly to the continuum case.In particular,taking into regard

thattheplanewavesolution ofEq.(37)hastheform  n =  0 exp[i(kn� !t)](with

! = � 2D cos(k)+ gj 0j
2) and perform ing the stability analysis along the lines

ofsection 4:1 with a perturbation � exp(iQ n),the following condition is readily

derived:

(
� 2D sin(k)sin(Q ))
2
= 8D cos(k)sin2(

Q

2
)

�

2D cos(k)sin2(
Q

2
)+ gj 0j

2

�

: (38)

The crucialdi�erence ofthis equation from its continuum analog (cf.Eq.(14)),

identi�ed in 89 and in thecontextofBECslaterin 90,wastheexistenceofunstable

wavenum bers,even forthe case ofg > 0 i.e.,forrepulsive condensates.In partic-

ular,it wasappreciated that should wavenum bers�=2 < k < 3�=2 be excited in

the repulsive system ,it willthen have the potentialfor instability provided that

gj 0j
2 > � 2D cos(k)sin2(q=2) (i.e.,for a su�ciently large am plitude excitation).

Hencethekey to theinstability isto excitethem odulationally unstablewavenum -

bers larger than �=2.Since the experim ents are conducted in the presence ofa

m agnetictrap,an indirectway to excitesuch wavenum berswassuggested in 90 and

subsequently experim entally im plem ented in 91.In particular,ifthem agnetictrap

isinstantaneously displaced,then theBEC willhaveto m ovetowardsthenew cen-

terofthe m agnetic trap.Thiswillexcite a quasi-m om entum (i.e.,a wavenum ber)

which issm allifthedisplacem entofthecenterofthetrap issm all,butcan becom e

largerthan �=2,forsu�ciently largeinitialdisplacem ents.By using theJosephson

equations

~

d

dt
�(t)= 2D sin��(t) (39)

~

d

dt
��(t)= � 2 
 �(t); (40)

forthecollectivecoordinatesof� =
P

j
jnj (centerofm ass)and �j+ 1(t)� �j(t)=

��(t) (quasi-m om entum ),where 
 = (1=2)m ! 2
x(�=k)

2 is the relevant trap fre-

quency,onecan analyzethe BEC m otion.In particular,itcan beobtained 90 that
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in orderfor�� to becom e �=2,a displacem entof

� > �cr =

r
2D



: (41)

should beapplied tothecenterofthetrap.Thistheoreticalprediction wastested in

thenum ericalexperim entsof90,both in thediscreteequation and in thecontinuum

one with the periodic potential,yielding very good agreem entwith the num erical

�ndings(fordetailsseeFig.5).Thetheoreticalresultsof90 werealsotested directly
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Fig.5.Left panel:the density j n j
2 at di�erent tim es 0;20;40 m s (from the right to the left of

the �gure) for initialdisplacem ents of(a) 80 and (b) 100 sites,respectively below and above the

criticaldisplacem ent;R ightpanel:plotofthe quasi-m om entum < k > vs.tim e forthree di�erent

initialdisplacem ents:40,80 and 90 sites.The criticaldisplacem ent is �cr � 84 sites.It is clearly

seen that when < k > reaches �=2 (i.e.,for an initialdisplacem ent greater than �cr),the M Iis

activated.

in experim ents ofthe Florence group,published in 91.The com parison and good

agreem entbetween theexperim entalresultsand thetheoreticalpredictionscan be

sum m arized in Fig.6.

W eshould also notethata di�erentapproach to them odulationalinstability in

opticallatticeswasrecently proposed in 92,whereitwasobserved thatthem erging

oftheregularplanewavebranch with an unstable,period-doubled branch ofstates

is responsible for the onset ofthe instability.It would be interesting to exam ine

whetherthistypeofscenario can carry overto di�erentsettings.

5.2. M odulationalInstability in a T im e-D ependent O pticalLattice

The contextofthe opticallattice lendsitselfto an interesting variantofthe FRM

schem ediscussed above.In particular,forexam ple,theheightsoftheinterwellbar-

riersoftheopticallatticeareproportionalto theintensity ofthelasersand can be

easily m odulated periodically in tim e.Thisinducesan oscillating tunneling am pli-

tudeofthecondensatesbetween adjacentwells,aswellasan oscillating interaction
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Fig.6.Com parison ofexperim entalresults with Eq.(41).Filled circles represent coherent oscil-

lations,em pty circles denote pinned m otions;continuous line results illustrate the criticalline of

Eq.(41).

energy ofthecondensatestrapped in each well.Thispossibility alongwith them ore

conventionalFRM schem epresented abovem otivated therecentstudy of93 where

the coe�cientsofEq.(37)wereallowed to vary in tim e according to the form :

i_ n = � D (t)( n+ 1 +  n�1 )+ g(t)j nj
2
 n; (42)

Since oneofthe two tim e dependencescan be absorbed in a rescaling oftim e,Eq.

(42)wasexam ined in 93 with D (t)� 1;additionally,in the sam e work,a periodic

variation ofthe form g(t) = 1 + �sin(!t) was assum ed for the tim e-dependent

nonlinearity coe�cientg(t).

To exam ineM Iin thiscontext,we�rstnotethattheplanewavesolution ofEq.

(42)reads:

vn(t)= e
i(kn+ 2cos(k)t�

R
t

0
g(s)ds)

: (43)

Then,weconsidera perturbation ansatzofthe following form :

�n(t)= vn(t)
�
1+ ~�

�
�(t)eiQ n + �(t)e�iQ n

��
; (44)

where Q isthe perturbation wavenum berand �(t),�(t)arecom plex,tim e depen-

dent�elds.Theresulting equation for� isthen ofthe form :

�� + (2iB � �! cos(!t))_�

+
�
A 2 � B 2 + 2A + �(2A sin(!t)� i!(A + B )cos(!t)

�
� = 0 : (45)

whereA = 2cosk(1� cosQ )and B = 2sinksinQ areconstantsdepending only on

the wavenum berk and the perturbation wavenum berQ .To exam ine thisperiodic

coe�cientequation (forpossibleparam etricresonances),am ultiplescalestechnique
94 wasim plem ented in 93,using k = k0 + �k1 + O (�2).Itwasthusfound that

k1 = �
� 1+

q

1+ 1

4
!2

4

q

1+ 1

4
!2(1� cosQ )sink0

: (46)
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Therefore,the boundaries for param etric instabilities on the (k;�) plane can be

identi�ed as:

� � =
4

q

1+ 1

4
!2(1� cosQ )sink0

� 1+

q

1+ 1

4
!2

(k� k0); (47)

and theresultisdem onstrated in diagram m aticrepresentation ofFig.7.Thepoints

in the�gurerepresentexam plesofwavenum bersin thedi�erentregionsofparam e-

terspace.In 93 thenum ericalresultsindicated good agreem entwith thetheoretical

prediction except for the region between the param etrically and m odulationally

unstable intervals(where higher-orderparam etric resonancesm ay setin).Finally,

the di�erence between the m anifestations ofthe M Iand ofthe param etric insta-

bility which can occurin thissetting,isthatthe form erhasa considerably larger

growth rate and hence develops m uch earlier (as was analytically calculated and

num erically veri�ed).

0.48 0.485 0.49 0.495 0.5 0.505
−0.08

−0.06

−0.04

−0.02

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

k/π

ε

0.48110.48120.48130.4814
−0.02

−0.01

0

0.01

0.02

PU 

PU 

PS PS MU 

Fig.7.The plane of(�;k)where the region ofthe param etric instability represented by Eq.(47)is

shown by two straight lines.W avenum bers between the two \stability lim its" willbe (to leading

order)param etrically unstable.

6. Transverse (Snaking) Instability in quasi-2D B EC s

6.1. Transverse Instability of D ark Solitons

W e now turn our attention to higher-dim ensionalsettings and discuss a sim ilar,

long-wavelength,instability in the2D setting,relevantto repulsivepancake-shaped

BECs.In particular,wewillconsiderthetransversem odulationalinstabilityofdark

solitons,which resultsto a transversesnake deform ation ofthe soliton (hence the

nam e\snaking instability" (SI))49;50,causing thenodalplaneto decay into vortex

pairs.

Beforeproceedingtodem onstratehow theSIofdarksolitonsm aylead torobust

vortex patterns(vortex necklaces)in BECs,itisrelevantto recallsom equalitative
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resultsconcerning theSI.First,itisconvenientto renorm alizeEq.(5)(forg = + 1)

to putitinto the form 52,

i
@ 

@t
= �

1

2
� + j j

2
u + V (r) (48)

In thecaseoftheuntrapped condensate,and particularly on a hom ogeneousback-

ground density  2
0,an exactanalyticalsolution ofEq.(48)in the form ofa recti-

lineardark soliton along the x-direction reads49,

 (x;t)=  0 (cos’ tanh� + isin’)exp(� i�t); (49)

where� �  2
0 isthe chem icalpotential,’ isthe phaseshift(j’j< �=2)acrossthe

dark soliton,� �  0 (cos’)[x �  0(sin’)t],whiletheam plitudeand velocity ofthe

soliton are given by cos’ and sin’ respectively;note that the lim it case ’ = 0

correspondsto a stationary dark soliton,u =  0 tanh( 0x)exp(� i�t),often called

\blacksoliton".In thesam ecase(i.e.,in theabsenceofthepotential),thetransverse

m odulationalinstability ofthe dark soliton in Eq.(48) occurs for perturbation

wavenum bers

Q < Q cr �

�

2

q

sin2 � +  
�2

0
sin� +  

�4

0
�
�
2sin� +  

�2

0

�
�1=2

: (50)

Equation (50)showsthatthe instability band m ay be suppressed ifa dark stripe

isbentso asto form a ring oflength L < 2�Q .Thisargum entled to the concept

ofring dark solitons(RDS)95,which (undercertain conditions)arenotsubjectto

the SI.The RDSs were �rstintroduced in the contextofoptics,where they have

been studied both theoretically 96 and experim entally 97,while,later,they were

also predicted to occurin BECs52.Im portantly,in thelattercontext,thepresence

ofthem agnetictrapping potentialisresponsiblefortheform ation ofrobustvortex

necklaces,when the RDS aresubjectto the snaking instability.

6.2. V ortex N ecklaces form ed due to the Snaking Instability

A ring dark soliton solution ofEq.(48)can be soughtin the form  =  T F �
52,

where

 T F =
p
� � (1=2)
 2r2 exp(� i�t); (51)

isthe approxim ateground stateofthe system (Thom as-Ferm icloud)and � isthe

chem icalpotential;also,consistently with the form ofthe rectilineardark soliton

in Eq.(49)),� isthe wavefunction ofthe RDS,given by

�(r;t)= cos’(t)� tanh� + isin’(t); (52)

where � � cos’(t)[r� R(t)],while ’(t) and R(t) are the tim e-dependent phase

and radiusofthe RDS.Then,the adiabatic perturbation theory fordark solitons
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49;52 can be used to obtain (for � = 1 and alm ostblack solitonswith cos’ � 1),

the following equation ofm otion forthe tim e-dependentring radius,

d2R

dt2
= �

1

2

dW (R)

dR
+

1

3R
: (53)

This equation im plies that the RDS m oves in a com bined e�ective potential 52

�(R) = (1=2)(
R) 2 � (1=3)lnR. Furtherm ore,there is a critical radius R c =
p
2=(3
),for which the RDS in the BEC is stationary (unlike its opticalcoun-

terpart which expands inde�nitely 95);this radius can also be obtained through

solvability conditions98.Forany R 6= R c,thering willexecuteoscillationsbetween

a m inim um and a m axim um radiusin thepotential�(R) 52,with thefrequency of

sm alloscillationsaround the m inim um being 
.

However,while for shallow rings (initially placed near the BEC center) the

dynam ics follows the above e�ective description (cf.left panelofFig.8),for suf-

�ciently deep rings,the RDS dynam ics is m uch m ore com plex.In particular,the

ringsbecom eunstableto azim uthalperturbationsand,thus,subjectto theSIthat

resultsin theirbreakup.This,in turn,leadsto the form ation ofvortex-antivortex

pairs.How m any such pairs willbe form ed originally is a function ofthe soliton

depth.In 52,it was found that 8,16,24 or32 vorticescould initially be form ed,

from theRDS breakup,buteventually only 8 vortex patternswould beselected by

thelong-tim easym ptoticsofthesystem (cf.rightpanelofFig.8).Thelatterwere

found to dynam ically alternatebetween elaboratex-and cross-shaped patterns52.

Fig.8.Leftpanel:Evolution ofa m oving (shallow)ring dark soliton.The top leftsubplotshowsa

cross-section ofthe radialdependence ofthe wavefunction (TF+ R D S).The top right,bottom left

and bottom right subplots show the evolution ofa ring,as it shrinks and subsequently expands.

R ightPanel:Evolution ofa deep,originally stationary ring soliton,breaking up dueto thesnaking

instability into (eventually) 4 vortex pairs.
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6.3. A voiding the Transverse Instability

Sim ilarly to the case ofthe m odulationalinstability in quasi-1D condensates (cf.

section 4.4),in this subsection,we aim to illustrate the criterion for suppressing

the transverse instability ofdark solitonsin quasi-2D BECs(see relevantwork in
99 and from that perspective also in 88).Furtherm ore,we willtest this criterion

againstdirectnum ericalsim ulations,exposingthepossibledynam icalscenariosand

quantifying theirdependence on the trapping param eters.

Toproceed in thisdirection,wecon�neourselvestothecaseofstationary(black)

solitons with sin� = 0,for which Eq.(50) leads to Q cr =  
�1

0
(recallthat  2

0 is

the density ofan untrapped BEC).O n the otherhand,in the case ofa harm onic

trapping potentialV (r)= (1=2)
2r2,a sim ilarcalculation asforthe 1D problem

yieldsthecharacteristiclength scaleoftheBEC (i.e.,thediam eteroftheTF cloud)

as �B E C � 2
p
2�=
.Then,the criterion for the suppression of the transverse

instability is that the scale ofthe BEC is shorter than the m inim alone for the

instability.Thecorresponding condition reads


 >

p
2�

� 0
: (54)

To obtain the m inim um value of
 we need to know how the chem icalpotential�

isconnected with  0.Asa �rstguess,in the absence ofthe dark soliton,one can

assum e  2
0 � � (close to the centerofthe BEC),which yields
 >

p
2=� = 0:45.

Hence,stronger trapping should \drown" the transverse instability and preserve

dark soliton stripes on top ofthe Thom as-Ferm icloud (i.e.,stable \dipole" solu-

tions).Notethatin term sofrealphysicalunits,theabovem entioned criticalvalue

of
 m ay correspond,e.g.,to a weakly interacting 87Rb pancake condensate,con-

taining � 103 atom s,con�ned in a trap with !r = 2� � 5Hz and !z = 2� � 50Hz.

Thiscondition wasnum erically tested in 88 and wasfound to bean overestim ateof

the criticaltrapping frequency forthe transverse instability,of
cr � 0:31.Itwas

also found in 88 thatfor0:18 . 
 . 0:31,while the stripe wasdynam ically unsta-

ble,thereisnotsu�cientspacefortheinstability-induced vorticesto fully develop;

asa result,aftertheirform ation,they subsequently recom bine and disappear(cf.

bottom panelsofFig.9).O n the contrary,for
 . 0:18,the vorticeswillsurvive

in the asym ptoticevolution ofthe system ,and,naturally,the weakerthe trapping

the largerthe num berof\engulfed" vorticesgenerated due to the stripe breakup

(cf.top rightpanelofFig.9).A question thatnaturally arisesin theresultsabove

concernsthedisparity between thecriticalpointtheoreticalestim ateforthetrans-

verseinstability and the corresponding num erical�nding.In 88,thisdisparity was

attributed to the factthatthe theoreticalstability analysisof49 isperform ed for

the in�nite hom ogeneousm edium ,in the absence ofa m agnetic trap.In the pres-

ence ofthe trap on the onehand,the background isinhom ogeneous,while,on the

otherhand,fortighttrapsresulting in sm allcondensate sizes,the presence ofthe

dark soliton attheBEC center,signi�cantly m odi�esthem axim um density.Thus,

one should expectthatthe relation  2
0 = � should be m odi�ed as� 20 = �,where
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the \rescaling" factor� < 1.The num ericalsim ulationsindicated thatem bedding

the dark soliton in the BEC centerreducesthe m axim um density ofthe TF cloud

to halfofits initialvalue.This suggeststhat � = 1=2,which,in turn,leads to a

new m inim um value of
,nam ely 
 = 1=� � 0:318.This m odi�ed criterion for

the suppression ofthe transverse instability isin a very good agreem entwith the

num erically obtained condition of
 > 0:31.
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Fig.9.Top:the panels show the contour plots ofthe density j j2 for 
 = 0:35 at t= 1000 (left)

and 
 = 0:15 at t= 200 (right).In the �rst case the transverse instability is clearly suppressed,

while in the second it sets in,giving rise to a form ation ofa vortex pair.Bottom :Snapshots of

a vortex-pair evolution in a case where snaking instability has set in (
 = 0:2).In the left panel

(t= 190)theform ed vortex pairisshown,whiletherightpanel(t= 210)showstherecom bination

ofthe two vortices,resulting in the re-creation ofa dark stripe structure.The latter is unstable

and decays atlonger tim es (t� 400).

7. O utlook

In this shortreview,we have tried to touch upon a num ber ofaspects ofcertain

(\pattern form ing")dynam icalinstabilitiesthatBose-Einstein condensatescan sus-

tain.Them ain m essagethatwehavetried to convey isthatthem ean �eld m odels
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ofBECsresultinto nonlinearpartialdi�erentialequationsoftheNLS type,about

which a wealth offeaturesisinherited from earlierstudiesin nonlinearopticsand

nonlinearwavetheory.However,thisnew exciting world ofm atter-wavesalsoo�ers

a num ber ofinteresting twists (such as the default inclusion oftrapping poten-

tials,orthe externalcontrolvia m agnetic �elds)thatcan be interwoven and m ay

considerably m odify the previously developed body ofknowledge.

A particularly exciting featurethatwechiey tried to explorein thisnovelcon-

textofBECsin thepresentwork,isthepotentialofdynam icaltransitionsthat,in

turn,lead to theform ation ofpatterns.Such patternsm ay rangefrom m atter-wave

brightsoliton trainsand bound statesin quasi-one dim ensionalsystem sto vortex

com pounds and vortex lattices in higher-dim ensionalsettings.The experim ental

realization ofsuch structures 34;35;36;37;39;91 has really m otivated and intensi�ed

the detailed exam ination ofnonlinearwavesin these contexts.M atter-wavebright
37 and dark 100;101 solitons,twisted solitons 102;103,gap solitons 104;105,Feshbach

solitons78;79,propellerdom ain-wallsolitons106,shock waves107;108;109,vorticesin

thepresence 110;111 ortheabsence 112;113 ofopticallattices,interactionsofsolitons

with sound 114 orwith othersolitons 115;116 are only a few exam plesofstructures

that have been studied in this context.A usefulresource letter containing m any

relevantreferences(especially forvorticesand variousexcitation m odesofBECs)

can be found in 117.

In conclusion,nonlinearwavesand patternshave really found a new paradigm

in the contextofBose-Einstein condensates.Yet,num erousaspectsofthisgeneral

direction stillneed to be clari�ed.Such exam plesinclude (am ong m any others):

� aspectsoftheinteraction ofthecondensatewith thegasfornonzerotem peratures
118;119;120;

� features ofthe collapse type phenom ena that can occur in higher dim ensional

settings(whereexperim entalresultsstillchallengethetheoreticalinterpretations
73);

� m ulti-com ponentcondensateswhere num erousnovelstructuresstillawaitto be

discovered/observed 121;122;123,

� as wellas fundam entalinstabilities such as the Landau instability,that have

sparked a long standing controversy thatstillwaitsto be undisputably resolved

(see e.g.,the recentdiscusion of124 and referencestherein).

Thisexciting journey hasjustbegun :::
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