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W e considera system oftwo discrete nonlinearSchr�odingerequations,coupled by nonlinearand

linearterm s.Forvariousphysically relevantcases,wederivea m odulationalinstability criterion for

plane-wavesolutions.W ealso �nd and exam ine dom ain-wallsolutionsin the m odelwith the linear

coupling.

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

M odulationalinstabilities(M Is)havea tim e-honored history in nonlinearwaveequations.Theiroccurrencesspan

areasrangingfrom uid dynam ics[1](wheretheyareusuallyreferredtoastheBenjam in-Feirinstability)and nonlinear

optics[2,3]to plasm a physics[4].

W hile earlierm anifestationsofsuch instabilities were studied in continuum system s[3,5],in the lastdecade the

roleoftheM Iin the dynam icsofdiscretesystem shasem erged.In particular,theM Iwasanalyzed in the contextof

thediscretenonlinearSchr�odingerequation [6],a ubiquitousnonlinear-latticedynam icalm odel[7,8].M orerecently,

itwasstudied in the contextofweakly interacting trapped Bose-Einstein condensates(BECs),where the analytical

predictionsbased on thediscretem odel[9]werefound tobein agreem entwith theexperim ent[10](seealsotherecent

works[11,12,13],and recentreviewsin [14,15]).Additionally,thedevelopm entof\discretenonlinearoptics" (based

on nonlinearwaveguidearrays)hasrecently provided the �rstexperim entalobservation ofthe M Iin the latterclass

ofsystem s[16].

An extension ofthese recentworks,which isrelevantto both BECsin the presence ofan optical-lattice potential

[17,18,19,21]and nonlinear optics in photorefractive crystals [22],is the case ofm ulti-com ponent discrete �elds.

Thesecan correspond to a m ixtureoftwo di�erentatom icspecies,ordi�erentspin statesofthesam eatom ,in BECs

[23],orto lightwavescarried by di�erentpolarizationsordi�erentwavelengthsin opticalsystem s[24].

Thecorrespondingtwo-com ponentm odelisbased on twocoupled discretenonlinearSchr�odinger(DNLS)equations,

i
@u1n

@t
= � d1(u1;n+ 1 + u1;n� 1 � 2u1;n)+ (s11ju1;nj

2 + s12ju2;nj
2)u1;n + cu2;n;

i
@u2;n

@t
= � d2(u2;n+ 1 + u2;n� 1 � 2u2;n)+ (s12ju1;nj

2 + s22ju2;nj
2)u2;n + cu1;n: (1)

This is a discrete analog ofthe well-known m odeldescribing nonlinear interactions ofthe above-m entioned light

wavesthrough self-phase-m odulation and cross-phase-m odulation (XPM )[3,5].In optics,Eqs.(1)describean array

ofopticalwaveguides,the evolution variable being the propagation distance z (rather than tim e t). The choice of

the nonlinear coe�cients in the opticalm odels is lim ited to the com binations s 11 = s22 = 3s12=2 for orthogonal

linear polarizations,and s11 = s22 = s12=2 for circular polarizations or di�erent carrier wavelengths. In BECs,

the coe�cientss jk in Eqs.(1),are related to the three scattering lengths �jk which accountfor collisionsbetween

atom s belonging to the sam e (�jj) or di�erent (�jk,j 6= k) species;in that case,�ij > 0 (�ij < 0) corresponds

to the repulsive (attractive)interaction between the atom s. The linearcoupling between the com ponents,which is

accounted forby the coe�cientc in Eqs. (1),isrelevantin opticsfora case ofcircularpolarizationsin an array of

optical�berswith deform ed (non-circular)cores,orforlinearpolarizationsin an array oftwisted �bers[24].O n the

otherhand,in the BECscontext,c representsthe Rabifrequency oftransitionsbetween two di�erentspin statesin

a resonantm icrowave�eld [20,21].

Stim ulated by the experim entalrelevance ofthe M Iin discrete coupled system s,the aim ofthe present work is

to develop a system atic study ofthe instability in the two-com ponent dynam icallattices. W e give an analytical

derivation ofthe M Icriteria for the case ofboth the nonlinearand linearcoupling between the com ponents. As a

resultofthe analysis,we also �nd a noveldom ain-wall(DW ) stationary pattern in the case ofthe linear coupling.

The presentation isstructured asfollows:In the following sectionswe derive plane-wavesolutionsand analyze their

stability,corroboratingitwith a num ericalanalysisofthestability intervals.W edo thisforthem odelwith thelinear
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coupling in section IIand fortheonewith thepurely nonlinearcoupling in section III.In section IV,weexam ineDW

statesin the linearly coupled lattices.Finally,the resultsand �ndingsaresum m arized in section V.

II. T H E M O D EL W IT H T H E LIN EA R C O U P LIN G

W e look forplane-wavesolutionsin the form

ujn = A j exp[i(qjn � !jt)]; j= 1;2: (2)

The linearcoupling im posesthe restrictionsq1 = q2 � q and !1 = !2 � !.Inserting Eq.(2)into Eqs.(1)yields

!A 1 = � 2d1(cosq� 1)A 1 + (s11A
2

1 + s12A
2

2)A 1 + cA 2;

!A 2 = � 2d2(cosq� 1)A 2 + (s12A
2

1 + s22A
2

2)A 2 + cA 1: (3)

In the particular,butphysically relevant,sym m etric case,with d1 = d2 and s11 = s22,itfollowsfrom here thatthe

am plitudes A 1;2 obey an equation [(s11 � s12)A 1A 2 � c]
�
A 2
1 � A 2

2

�
= 0,hence either ofthe following two relations

m ustthen be satis�ed:

A 1 = � A 2; (4)

A 1A 2 =
c

s11 � s12
: (5)

In the case of Eq. (4), a nonzero solution has A 1 = �
p
(2d1(cosq� 1)+ ! � c)=(s11 + s22). It exists with

s11 + s12 > 0,provided 2d1(cosq� 1)+ ! � c > 0,and with s11 + s12 < 0,if2d1(cosq� 1)+ ! � c < 0. W hen

s11 = � s12,oneobtainssolutionsofthe form (A 1;A 2)= (� A;A)with arbitrary A and � 2d1(cosq� 1)= ! � c.

O n the otherhand,from Eq.(5),one �ndsthat

A
2

1 =
! + 2d1(cosq� 1)

2s11

�
1

2

s
�
! + 2d1(cosq� 1)

s11

� 2

�
4c2

(s11 � s12)
2

(6)

under the restriction that this expression m ust be positive. W hen c 6= 0,solutions ofthis type exist as long as

[! + 2d1(cosq� 1)]s11 > 0 (astheterm underthesquarerootissm allerin m agnitudethan theoneoutside)and the

argum entofthe squarerootin (6)isnon-negative.The �rstcondition im plies! > � 2d1(cosq� 1),fors11 > 0,and

! < � 2d1(cosq� 1),fors11 < 0.In the cases12 = 0,Eq.(6)takesthe sim plerform

A
2

1 = (2s11)
� 1

h

! + 2d1(cosq� 1)�
p
(! + 2d1(cosq� 1))2 � 4c2

i

: (7)

Forboth s12 = 0 and s12 = 2s11,itisnecessary to im posethecondition j! + 2d1(cosq� 1)j � 2cforthesolutionsto

bereal.W enotethattheserelationsaresim ilarto thosederived in Ref.[21],wherelinearly and nonlinearly coupled

system sofcontinuum NLS equation wereconsidered.

Itisalsoworth noting thattheexistenceoftwo distinctuniform stateswith a�xed productfrom Eq.(5)suggestsa

possibility ofadom ain-wall(DW )solution in them odelwith thelinearcoupling.DW solutionsin nonlinearly coupled

discrete nonlinearSchr�odingerequationswere exam ined in Ref. [25](following an analogy with the continuum ones

ofRef. [26]). However,the presentcase isdi�erent,asboth uniform stateshave non-vanishing am plitudesin both

com ponents,and,asseen from Eq.(5),the DW sm ay existonly ifc6= 0.Thispossibility isexam ined in m oredetail

in section IV.

To exam inethe stability ofthe plane waves,we substitute

ujn(x;t)= [A j + B jn(x;t)]exp[i(qn � !t)] (8)

into Eqs. (1),to obtain a system oftwo coupled linearized equations for the perturbations B j(x;t). Furtherm ore,

assum ing a generalsolution ofthe above-m entioned system ofthe form

B jn = �jcos(Q n � 
t)+ i� jsin(Q n � 
t); (9)
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whereQ and 
 arethewavenum berand frequency ofperturbation,wearriveata setoffourhom ogeneousequations

for�1,�1,�2 and �2.Thelatterhavea nontrivialsolution ifQ and 
 satisfy the dispersion relation
�

(
� 2d 1 sinQ sinq)2 �

�

2d1 cosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 2

A 1

��

2d1 cosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 2

A 1

� 2s11A
2

1

��

�

�

(
� 2d 2 sinQ sinq)2 �

�

2d2 cosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 1

A 2

��

2d2 cosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 1

A 2

� 2s22A
2

2

��

� 2c(2s12A 1A 2 + c)(
� 2d 1 sinQ sinq)(
� 2d 2 sinQ sinq)� c
2

�

2d1 cosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 2

A 1

� 2s11A
2

1

�

�

�

2d2 cosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 1

A 2

� 2s22A
2

2

�

� (2s12A 1A 2 + c)2

�

��

2d1 cosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 2

A 1

��

2d2 cosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 1

A 2

�

� c
2

�

= 0: (10)

Note thatin the absenceofcoupling,i.e.,c= s12 = 0,weobtain a known relation [6]

(
� 2d jsinQ sinqj)
2 = 2djcosqj(cosQ � 1)

�
2djcosqj(cosQ � 1)� 2sjjA

2

j

�
; (11)

which givesthe M Icondition ifthe right-hand sidebecom esnegative,i.e.,

djcosqj(2djcosqjsin
2 (Q =2)+ sjjA

2

j)< 0: (12)

W ewillnow considertheparticularcased1 = d2 � d,thegeneralcasebeing technically tractablebuttoo involved.

Then,the dispersion relation (10)takesthe from

(
� 2dsinQ sinq)4 � (K 1 + K 2 + K 3)(
� 2dsinQ sinq)2 + K 1K 2 � K 4 = 0; (13)

where

K 1 =

�

2dcosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 2

A 1

��

2dcosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 2

A 1

� 2s11A
2

1

�

;

K 2 =

�

2dcosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 1

A 2

��

2dcosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 1

A 2

� 2s22A
2

2

�

;

K 3 = 2c(2s12A 1A 2 + c);

K 4 = c
2

�

2dcosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 2

A 1

� 2s11A
2

1

��

2dcosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 1

A 2

� 2s22A
2

2

�

+ (2s12A 1A 2 + c)2
��

2dcosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 2

A 1

��

2dcosq(cosQ � 1)+ c
A 1

A 2

�

� c
2

�

:

Itim m ediately followsfrom Eq.(13)that,to avoid theM I,both solutionsfor(
� 2dsinQ sinq)21;2 should bepositive.

Taking into accountthe binom ialnature ofthe equation,itisconcluded thatthe spatially hom ogeneoussolution is

unstable ifeitherthe sum � = K 1 + K 2 + K 3 orthe product� = K 1K 2 � K 4 ofthe solutionsisnegative:

K 1 + K 2 + K 3 < 0; (14)

K 1K 2 � K 4 < 0: (15)

To proceed further, we m ay �x the value of the perturbation wavenum ber, to investigate in what param eter

region it would give rise to the M I.W e illustrate this approach in Figs. 1 and 2, in which we �x Q = � and

s11 = s22 = A 1 = A 2 = d1 = d2 = 1 and vary cand s12 (thecoe�cientsofthelinearand XPM coupling),to exam ine

theire�ecton the stability interval.From Eq. (12)we see thatforthese valuesofthe param etersthe m odulational

unstable region is�=2 < q< 2�=3= 2:0945.Itcan be inferred from the �guresthatcm ay widen the M Iintervalby

decreasing its loweredge. O n the other hand,s12 has a m ore com plex e�ect: while m aking the instability interval

largerby increasing itsupperedge(untilitreaches�),itm ay also open M Ibandswithin theinitially m odulationally

stableregion (see,e.g.,the lowerpanelofFig.2).

Forreasonsofcom pleteness,wealso illustratenonlineardevelopm entoftheM Iin thecoupled nonlinearlatticesin

som e typicalexam ples.In particular,the role ofthe M Iin generating large-am plitudeexcitationsin the presence of

thelinearcoupling only (s12 = 0)isillustrated in theleftpanelofFig.3,forc= 0:5.In therightpanelofthe�gure,

theM Iin thepresenceofboth linearand nonlinearcoupling (c= 0:5,s12 = 2=3)isshown.Itisreadily observed that

the nonlinearcoupling enhancesthe instability growth rateand,hence,theM Isetsin earlier.
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FIG .1: The �gure shows,for s12 = 0,the cases ofc= 0 (top panel;unstable for�=2 < q < 2:0945),c= 0:25 (m iddle panel;

unstable for1:4455 < q < 2:0945)and c= 0:5 (bottom panel;unstable for1:318 < q < 2:0945). The solid line showsthe sum

� and the dashed line the product� ofthe solutionsofEq.( 13).The instability takesplace in intervalsofthe wavenum berq

ofthe unperturbed plane-wave solution where either� or� (orboth)are negative.
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FIG .2: Sam e as Fig. 1 but �xing c = 0:25 and varying s12. The �gure shows the cases ofs12 = 2=3 (top panel;unstable

for 1:4455 < q < 2:556), s12 = 1 (m iddle panel; unstable for �=2 < q < �), and s12 = 2 (bottom panel; unstable for

0:8955 < q< 1:4455 and �=2 < q< �).

III. T H E C A SE O F T H E P U R ELY N O N LIN EA R C O U P LIN G

A physically relevantcase thatwe also wish to considerhere isthe one with only the nonlinearcoupling present,

i.e.,c= 0.The corresponding dispersion relationsread

!j = � 2dj(cosqj � 1)+ sj1A
2

1 + sj2A
2

2;j= 1;2: (16)

To study thestability oftheplanewavesin thiscase,weuseEq.(8)asbefore,and obtain thefollowing dispersion



5

1

2

3

4

5

6

t

n

50 100 150 200 250

20

40

60

80

100

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

t

M
a

x
n
(|

u
|2

)

1

2

3

4

5

t

n

50 100 150 200 250

20

40

60

80

100

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
1

2

3

4

5

6

7

t

M
a

x
n
(|

u
|2

)

FIG .3: Left panels: Spatio-tem poral(n;t) contour plots ofthe squared absolute value ofone ofthe two com ponents ofthe

solution (top) and tem poralevolution ofthe m axim um ofthe solution’s am plitude (bottom ),c = 0:5,s12 = 0 and q = �=2.

Rightpanels:Sam e asthe leftonesbutforc= 0:5,s12 = 2=3 and q = �=2.

relation forthe perturbation wavenum berand frequency

�
(
� 2d 1 sinQ sinq1)

2
� 2d1 cosq1(cosQ � 1)

�
2d1 cosq1(cosQ � 1)� 2s11A

2

1

��

�
�
(
� 2d 2 sinQ sinq2)

2
� 2d2 cosq2(cosQ � 1)

�
2d2 cosq2(cosQ � 1)� 2s22A

2

2

��

� 4(2s12A 1A 2)
2
d1d2 cosq1 cosq2(cosQ � 1)2 = 0: (17)

W hen s12 = 0,the known result (12) for the one-com ponent case is easily retrieved. Ifwe let d1 = d2 � d and

q1 = q2 � q,then Eq.(17)issim pli�ed asfollows:

(
� 2dsinQ sinq)4 � 2K 5(
� 2dsinQ sinq)2 + K 6 = 0; (18)

where

K 5 = 2dcosq(cosQ � 1)
�
2dcosq(cosQ � 1)� (s11A

2

1 + s22A
2

2)
�
;

K 6 = (2dcosq(cosQ � 1))2
�
(2dcosq(cosQ � 1))2 � 2(s11A

2

1 + s22A
2

2)2dcosq(cosQ � 1)+ 4A 2

1A
2

2(s11s22 � s
2

12)
�

(19)

W e willfollow the linesofthe analysisoutlined above forthe case ofthe linearcoupling. Exam ining the product

and the sum ofthe rootsofEq.(18)for(
� 2dsinQ sinq)2,which now read � = K 5 and � = K 6,we arriveatthe

following M Iconditions:

K 5 < 0;orK 6 < 0:

The lattercan be rewritten,respectively,as:

�
1

2
(s11A

2

1 + s22A
2

2) < 2dcos(q)sin2
�
Q

2

�

< 0; (20)

K � < � 4dcos(q)sin2
�
Q

2

�

< K + ; (21)

with K � � s11A
2
1 + s22A

2
2 �

p
(s11A

2
1
+ s22A

2
2
)2 � 4A 2

1
A 2
2
(s11s22 � s2

12
). Itis readily observed,in this case aswell,

thatthecoupling between thetwo com ponentstendsto expand theband oftheM Iwavenum berswith respectto the

single-com ponentcase. The e�ectofthe variation ofs12 in thiscase,for�xed s11 = s22 = A 1 = A 2 = d1 = d2 = 1
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�=2 < q< 2:5550),s12 = 1 (m iddlepanel;unstablefor�=2 < q< �),and s12 = 2 (bottom panel;unstablefor1:0472 < q< �).

and Q = �,isshown in Fig. 4. Notice also thatEqs. (20)and (21)suggestm ulti-com ponentgeneralizationsofthe

M Icriteria.

W hen s11 = s22 � s,A 1 = A 2 � A and s;s12 > 0,the M Iconditionsgiven by Eqs. (20)-(21)can be written in a

com pactform ,

� sA
2
< 2dcos(q)sin2 (Q =2)< 0; (22)

(s� s12)A
2
< � 2dcos(q)sin2 (Q =2)< (s+ s12)A

2
: (23)

From Eq.(22),weobtain that(forQ = �)

�

2
< q< � � arccos

�
sA 2

2d

�

; (24)

while sim ilarly from Eq.(23),itfollowsthat

� � arccos

�
(s� s12)A

2

2d

�

< q< � � arccos

�
(s+ s12)A

2

2d

�

: (25)

Exam ining the latterrelationsin m ore detail,we conclude that,fors > s12,the region ofunstable wavenum bersis

�=2 < q< � � arccos

�
(s+ s12)A

2

2d

�

,while,fors< s12,Eq.(25)containsthe intervalofunstable q.Thisisillustrated

forthe casewith A = d = s= 1 asa function ofs12 in Fig.5.

A typicalexam pleofthesim ulated developm entoftheM Iin thecaseofpurely nonlinearcoupling isshown in Fig.

6 fors12 = 2=3 and q= �=2.

IV . D O M A IN W A LLS IN T H E SY ST EM W IT H T H E LIN EA R C O U P LIN G

The expressions (6) for the am plitudes ofthe plane-wave solutions suggest a novelpossibility: Focusing m ore

speci�cally on the so-called anti-continuum lim it ofd = 0 (we use d1 = d2 � d)and following the path of[25],we

can constructdom ain-wall(DW )solutionsthatconnectthehom ogeneousstategiven by Eq.(6)with its\conjugate"

state ofA 2 = c=(A 1(s11 � s12)). Such a solution can then be continued for �nite coupling,to exam ine its spatial

pro�leand dynam icalstability.

An exam pleofsuch a solution,forthecasewherethenonlinearcoupling isabsent,isgiven in Fig.7.Itisobserved

thatthesolution isstableford < 0:033,and itbecom esunstabledueto a cascadeofoscillatory instabilities(through

the corresponding eigenvaluequartets)forlargervaluesofd.
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W ehavealso exam ined theevolution oftheDW swhen they areunstable.A typicalresultisdisplayed in Fig.8.It

isseen from the bottom panel,which showsthetim e evolution ofthesolution’sm axim um am plitude,thatgrowth of

theoscillatory instability eventually destroysthecon�guration,through \latticeturbulence".Thisapparently chaotic

evolution can beattributed to them ixing ofa largenum berofunstableeigenm odes.Thedynam icsrem ain extrem ely

com plex despite the eventualsaturation ofthe instability.

The increase ofthe nonlinearcoupling constants12 reducesthe stability window ofthese solutions.In particular,

the caseofs12 = 0:3 isshown in Fig.9 in which,the stability window hasshrunk to d < 0:012.

O necan alsoconsideram odi�ed DW ,wherean extrasitebetween thetwodom ainshasequaloroppositeam plitudes

ofthe two �elds. W e have checked that such solutions are alwaysunstable (due to the presence ofrealeigenvalue

pairs),forallvaluesofd. Stillm ore unstable (with a largernum berofunstable eigenvalues)are m ore sophisticated

DW patterns,with additionalinterm ediatesitesinserted between the two dom ains.
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FIG .7:The leftpanel(top subplot)showstheevolution ofthenorm ofthe DW solution ujn = exp(� i!t)vjn,asa function of

theinter-sitecoupling constantd using continuation from theanti-continuum lim it,d = 0.Thebottom subplotshowsthem ost

unstable eigenvalue ofsm allperturbations around the solution as a function ofd. The DW becom es unstable for d > 0:033.

The pro�les ofthe solution (top subplots) and the respective linear-stability eigenvalues (bottom subplots) are shown in the

rightpanelford = 0:01 (stable;leftsubplots)and d = 0:04 (unstable;rightsubplots). The param etersare s12 = 0,c= 0:25,

s= ! = 1.
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FIG .8:Thetop panelshowsa grayscaleim ageofthespatio-tem poralevolution oftheintensity ofthe�rst�eld,ju 1n(t)j
2
.The

m iddle panelshowsthe sam e forthe second �eld.The bottom paneldisplaysthe tim e evolution ofthe am plitude (the spatial

m axim um )ofthe �rst�eld.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thiswork,wehaveexam ined the extension ofthem odulationalinstability (M I)conceptto thecaseofm ultiple-

com ponentdiscrete �elds. W e have shown,in a system atic way,how to form ulate the linearM Iequationsand how

to extract the M I criteria. W e have also followed the dynam icalevolution ofthe instability by m eans ofdirect

sim ulations,and have identi�ed the e�ects ofthe linear and nonlinear couplings on the range ofm odulationally

unstable wavenum bers.In particular,we havedem onstrated thatthe jointaction ofthe two couplingsm ay giverise
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FIG .9:Sam e asFig.7,butfors12 = 0:3.The instability setsin ford > 0:012.

to noteworthy features,such asopening ofnew M Ibandson the wavenum berscale.

Additionally,theidenti�cation ofa pairofconjugateuniform solutionsin thetwo-com ponentm odelhasprom pted

usto exam ine dom ain-wall(DW )solutionsbetween such states.W e were able to dem onstrate thatthe DW scan be

linearly stable,provided thattheinter-sitecoupling in the lattice issu�ciently weak.

From our results,it is clear that m ulti-com ponent lattice m odels have a rich phenom enology,which is a natural

addition to thatofsingle-com ponentones.Itwould be interesting to observethe predicted featuresin experim ental

settings,including weakly coupled BECsand photonic-crystalnonlinearm edia.
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