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M otivated by recent experim ental achievem ent in the work with Bose-Einstein condensates

(BECs), we consider bright m atter-wave solitons, in the presence of a parabolic m agnetic trap

and a spatially periodic opticallattice (O L),in the attractive BEC.W e exam ine pinned states of

thesoliton and theirstability by m eansofperturbation theory.Theanalyticalpredictionsarefound

to be in good agreem ent with num ericalsim ulations. W e then explore possibilities to use a tim e-

m odulated O L asa m eansofstopping and trapping a m oving soliton,and oftransferring an initially

stationary soliton to a prescribed position by a m oving O L.W ealso study theem ission ofradiation

from thesoliton m oving acrossthecom bined m agnetictrap and O L.W e�nd thatthesoliton m oves

freely (withoutradiation)acrossa weak lattice,butsu�ersstrong lossforstrongerO Ls.

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

The recent progress in experim entaland theoretical

studiesofBose-Einstein condensates(BECs)[1]hasled

to an increaseofinterestin m atter-wave(M W )solitons.

O ne-dim ensional (1D) dark [2] and bright [3] solitons

havebeen observed in experim entswith repulsiveand at-

tractiveBECs,respectively.Veryrecently,brightsolitons

ofthe gap type,predicted in repulsive condensates [4],

havebeen created in theexperim ent[5].Theoreticalpre-

dictionsconcerningapossibility oftheexistenceofstable

m ulti-dim ensionalsolitons supported by a full[4,6]or

low-dim ensional[7]opticallattice (O L) have also been

reported. The O L is created as a standing-wave inter-

ference pattern between m utually coherent laser beam s

[8,9,10,11,12,13].

Thestudy oftheM W solitons,apartfrom being afun-

dam entally interesting topic,m ay haveim portantappli-

cations. In particular,a soliton m ay be transferred and

m anipulated sim ilarly to whathasbeen recently dem on-

strated, experim entally and theoretically, for BECs in

m agnetic waveguides [14] and atom chips [15]. M ore

generally,thesim ilarity between bosonicM W sand light

waves suggests that num erous results known for opti-

calsolitons [16],along with the possibility ofm anipu-

lation of atom ic states (by m eans of resonant electro-

m agnetic waves governing transitions between di�erent

states),m ay haveim pacton therapidly evolving �eld of

quantum atom optics(see,e.g.,Ref.[17]).

A contextwhere the dynam icsofM W solitonsispar-

ticularly interesting is that ofBECs trapped in a peri-

odicpotentialinduced by theabove-m entioned O Ls.The

possibility to controlthe O L has led to the realization

ofm any interesting phenom ena,including Bloch oscilla-

tions[10,18],Landau-Zenertunneling[8](in thepresence

ofan additionallinearexternalpotential),and classical

[19]and quantum [13]superuid-insulatortransitions.A

large am ountoftheoreticalwork hasbeen already done

fornonlinearM W strapped in O Ls(seeRefs.[20,21]for

recentreviews).

The objective ofthis work is to system atically study

thestaticsand dynam icsofone-dim ensional(1D)bright

M W solitonscon�ned in thecom bination oftheparabolic

m agnetic trap (M T) and O L.Additionally,we exam ine

the possibility to controlthe m otion ofthe soliton by

m eans ofa tim e-dependent O L potential(the latter is

availablefortheexperim ent).In particular,wewillshow

that,in thecasewhen theO L period iscom parabletothe

characteristic spatialwidth ofthe soliton,it is possible

to: (a) snare and im m obilize an originally m oving soli-

ton in a localpotentialwell,by adiabatically switching

theO L on,and (b)grasp and dragan initially stationary

soliton by a slowly m oving O L,delivering itto a desired

location.Note thatbrightM W solitonsm ay travellong

distances in the realexperim ent,up to severalm illim e-

ters [3],and are truly robust objects,being them selves

coherentcondensates. Thus,the m anipulation ofbright

M W solitons is a very relevant issue for the physics of

BECs.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.II,weintro-

ducethem odeland presentanalyticalresults.In Sec.III,

we num erically investigatestatic and dynam icalproper-

tiesofthesolitons,and study possibilitiesto m anipulate

them asoutlined above.Theresultsoftheworkaresum -

m arized in Sec.IV.

II. T H E M O D EL A N D IT S A N A LY T IC A L

C O N SID ER A T IO N

The G ross-Pitaevskiiequation (G PE),which governs

the evolution of the single-atom wave function in the

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0501031v1
http://nlds.sdsu.edu/


2

m ean-�eld approxim ation,takesitsfundam entalform in

the 3D case. A num ber ofworks analyze its reduction

to an e�ective 1D equation in the case ofstrongly elon-

gated cigar-shaped BECs[22,23,24]. In particular,the

derivation in Ref.[23]assum ed thatthepotentialenergy

ism uch largerthan thetransversekineticenergy.A gen-

eralconclusion is that the e�ective equation reduces to

the straightforward 1D version ofthe G PE.In the nor-

m alized form ,itreads[20]

iut = �
1

2
uxx + gjuj

2
u + V (x)u; (1)

where u(x;t) is the 1D m ean-�eld wave function (al-

though a di�erent version ofthe 1D G PE,with a non-

polynom ialnonlinearity,isknown too [24]).The com bi-

nation ofthe M T and O L potentialcorrespondsto

V (x)=
1

2

2
x
2 + V0 sin

2(kx): (2)

In Eq. (1), x is m easured in units of the uid heal-

ing length � = ~=
p
n0g1D m ,where n0 is the peak den-

sity and g1D � g3D =(2�l
2
?
) is the e�ective 1D interac-

tion strength,obtained upon integrating the 3D interac-

tion strength g3D = 4�~2a=m in the transverse direc-

tions (a is the scattering length, m the atom ic m ass,

and l? =
p
~=m !? is the transverse harm onic oscil-

lator length,with !? being the transverse-con�nem ent

frequency). Additionally,t is m easured in units of�=c

(where c =
p
n0g1D =m is the Bogoliubov speed of

sound),the atom ic density isrescaled by the peak den-

sity n0,and energy ism easured in unitsofthe chem ical

potentialof the system � = g1D n0. Accordingly, the

dim ensionlessparam eter
 � ~! x=g1D n0 (!x isthecon-

�ning frequency in the axialdirection) determ ines the

m agnetictrap strength,V0 istheO L strength,whilek is

the wavenum berofthe O L;the latter,can be controlled

by varying the angle � between the counter-propagating

laserbeam s,so that�� 2�=k = (� laser=2)sin(�=2)[25].

Finally,g = � 1 istherenorm alized nonlinearcoe�cient,

which is positive (negative) for a repulsive (attractive)

condensate. Aswe are interested in the ordinary bright

M W solitons,which exist in case ofattraction,we will

�x g = � 1.

W ithoutthe externalpotential(
 = V 0 = 0),Eq.(1)

supportsbrightsoliton solutionsofthe form

us(x � x0)= � sech[�(x � x0)]exp

�
1

2
i�

2
t

�

; (3)

where � isthe soliton’sam plitude,and x0 isthe coordi-

nateofitscenter.M ovingsolitonscan begenerated from

the zero-velocity oneby a G alilean boost.

In thepresenceoftheexternalpotential,the�rstissue

is to identify stationary positions for the soliton. This

issue can be addressed,using an e�ective potentialfor

the soliton’scentralcoordinate (see,e.g.,Refs.[26]and

[27]),which isde�ned by the integral

Ve�(x0)=

Z + 1

� 1

V (x)jus(x � x0)j
2
dx: (4)

Stationary positions of the soliton correspond to local

extrem a ofthe e�ective potential(4). This well-known

heuristicresultcan berigorouslysubstantiated by m eans

ofthe Lyapunov-Schm idttheory applied to the underly-

ingnonlinearSchr�odingerequation[28].Thee�ectivepo-

tentialcorrespondingtotheexternalpotential(2),acting

on the stationary soliton (3),can be easily evaluated:

Ve�(x0)= �
 2
x
2

0 � �V0kcos(2kx0)csch

�
k�

�

�

: (5)

Noticethat,depending on valuesoftheparam eters,this

potentialm ay havea singleextrem um atx0 = 0,orm ul-

tiple ones.

The stability ofthe soliton resting ata stationary po-

sition can also be analyzed in term softhe e�ective po-

tential(4): the position is stable ifit corresponds to a

potentialm inim um . This well-known result can be rig-

orously derived using the theory ofRef.[29]and refor-

m ulated in Ref.[30](see also Refs.[31]and [32]). In

particular,the curvature ofthe potentialatthe station-

ary position determ ines the key linearization eigenvalue

�,thatm ay causean instability,bifurcating through the

origin ofthecorrespondingspectralplane(thisfeatureis

revealed by theheuristic[26]and rigorous[30]analysis).

Theeigenvalueiseasily found to be

�
2 = � �

� 1=2
V
00

e�(x0); (6)

con�rm ing thatm inim a and m axim a ofthe e�ective po-

tential(4)give rise,respectively,to stable (�2 < 0)and

unstable(�2 > 0)equilibria.

W e note in passing (this willbe im portant in what

follows) that the m inim a of the e�ective potential(4)

di�er from the m inim a ofthe externalpotentialV (x)

trapping the atom s. For instance, for � =
p
2, V0 =

0:25 and 
 = 0:1,the �rstthree m inim a ofV (x)(apart

from the one at x = 0) are located at the points x =

3:0789;6:1587;9:2356,whilethem inim a ofVe� arefound

atx0 = 3:0166;6:0247;9:0089.

W e now turn to num ericalresults,aim ing to exam ine

the validity ofthe theoreticalpredictions,as wellas to

perform dynam icalexperim ents using the O L to guide

the soliton m otion.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

A . Stability ofthe solitons

W ebegin thenum ericalpartby exam ining thesteady-

state soliton solutionsand their stability in the context

ofEq.(1). Such solutions are sought for in the form

u(x;t) = exp(i�t)w(x),which results in the stationary

equation,

�w = (1=2)w xx + w
3
� V (x)w: (7)
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To exam inethelinearstability ofthesolitons,wetakea

perturbed solution as

u(x)= e
i�t

h

w + �

�

a(x)e� i!t+ b(x)ei!
�
t

�i

; (8)

where�and ! arean in�nitesim alam plitudeand (gener-

ally speaking,com plex)eigenfrequency ofthe perturba-

tion,and linearizeEq.(1).

Equations(1)and (2),with g = � 1 and arbitrary co-

e�cientsV 0;
 and k,possessa scaling invariance,which

allows us to �x � = 1 (hence � =
p
2). It should be

noted that,in the absence ofthe M T (
 = 0),the soli-

ton’sfrequency should be chosen so thatitbelongsto a

bandgap in the spectrum ofthe linearized Eq.(1) with

theperiodicpotential(2),to avoid resonancewith linear

Bloch waves. However,the M T potentialwith �nite 


m akesthiscondition irrelevant.In principle,itm ightbe

interesting to investigatehow theincreaseof
 from zero

gradually liftsthe condition ofthe resonanceavoidance,

butthism oreform alissueisleftbeyond thescopeofthe

presentwork.

Toestim ateactualphysicalquantitiescorrespondingto

the above norm alized valuesofthe param eters,we con-

sidera cigar-shaped 7Licondensate containing N ’ 103

atom sin a trap with !x = 2�� 25 Hz and ! ? = 70!x.

Then,fora 1D peak density n0 = 108 m � 1,the param -

eter 
 in Eq.(2) assum es the value 
 = 0:1,while the

tim e and space unitscorrespond to 0:3 m sand 1:64�m ,

respectively.Theseunitsrem ain valid forothervaluesof


,as one m ay vary ! ? and change !x accordingly;in

thiscase,otherquantities,such asN ,also change.

Figure1sum m arizesournum erical�ndingsforthesta-

bility problem . As expected,the (zeroth-well) solution

forthesoliton pinned atx0 = 0 existsand itisstablefor

allvalues ofthe potential’s param eters. W e have typi-

cally chosen to �x 
 = 0:1 and k = 1 (i.e.,�= 2�)and

vary V0;however,it has been checked that the results

presented below adequately represent the phenom enol-

ogy forothervaluesof(
;k)aswell.

Thenext(�rst-well)solution,correspondingtothepo-

tentialm inim um closesttox0 = 0,existsforvaluesofthe

M T strength V0 sm allerthan a criticaloneV
(cr)

0
.W ithin

theaccuracyof0:0025,wehavefound itsnum ericalvalue

tobeV
(cr)

0
jnum = 0:045,in very good agreem entwith the

prediction following from the analyticalapproxim ation

(5)forthe e�ective potential,which showsthatthe cor-

responding potentialm inim um disappears,m erging with

a m axim um ,at V
(cr)

0
janal � 0:048. The corresponding

pinned-soliton solution is indeed stable prior to its dis-

appearance,in agreem entwith the analyticalprediction

based on Eq.(6).

Sim ilarly, the subsequent (second-well) solution, as-

sociated with the next potential m inim um (if it ex-

ists), is found to disappear (for the sam e param eters)

at V
(cr)

0
jnum = 0:1 � 0:0025, while the analytical ap-

proxim ation (5) yields V
(cr)

0
janal � 0:112. Finally, a

sim ilar result was obtained for the third-wellsolution:

V
(cr)

0
jnum = 0:1425� 0:0025,and V

(cr)

0
janal� 0:176.
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FIG .1: For each ofthe three sets ofthe pictures,the left

panelshows the continuation of the soliton branch to val-

ues near V
(cr)

0
,at which it disappears (for soliton solutions

trapped at di�erent wells). The right panelshows the solu-

tion attheinitialand �nalpointsofthecontinuation (and the

corresponding potentials). The leftpanelsshow the norm of

the soliton solution (proportionalto the num berofatom sin

the condensate),P =
R
+ 1

� 1
ju(x)j2dx,and its squared width,

W = P
� 1

R
+ 1

� 1
x
2
ju(x)j

2
dx,asa function ofthe O L strength

V0.Thetop setofthepanelspertainsto thezeroth-wellsolu-

tion (thesoliton pinned in thecentralpotentialwell);thesolu-

tion in therightpanelisshown by thesolid lineforV0 = 0:25,

and by the dash-dotted line for V0 = 0. The corresponding

potentialis shown by the dotted line for V0 = 0:25,and by

the dashed line for V0 = 0. Sim ilarly,in the m iddle set,the

solid line (and the dashed one for the potential) correspond

to V0 = 0:25,and the dashed-dotted line,together with the

dotted one for the potential, correspond to V0 = 0:06 for

the �rst-wellsolution [notice that this branch term inates at

V0 � 0:045]. Finally, in the bottom set of the panels, the

solid line (and the dashed one for the potential) again cor-

respond to V0 = 0:25,while the dashed-dotted line (and the

dotted one forthe potential)correspond to V0 = 0:15 forthe

third-wellsolution [thisbranch term inatesatV0 � 0:1425].

It is quite naturalthat the discrepancy between the

theoreticaland the num ericalresults increases for the

higher-wellsolutions, given that the num erically exact

pro�le ofthe pinned soliton gets m ore distorted under

theaction oftheM T.Notice,forexam ple,thedi�erence

in theam plitudebetween thesoliton in thetop paneland

in the one in the bottom panelin Fig.1,which clearly

illustratesthise�ect.
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B . Soliton dynam ics and m anipulations

Havingaddressedtheexistenceand stabilityofthesoli-

tons,we now proceed to study theirpossible dynam ical

m anipulation by m eansoftheO L.First,weexam inethe

possibility to trap a soliton using the secondary m inim a

in theO L potential.In particular,itiswellknown that,

in the absence ofthe O L,the soliton in the m agnetic

trap,when displaced from the center,x0 = 0,executes

harm onic oscillationswith the frequency 
,asa conse-

quence ofthe Ehrenfesttheorem (alias the K ohn’s the-

orem [33],which statesthatthe m otion ofthe centerof

m assofa cloud ofparticlestrapped in a parabolicpoten-

tialdecouplesfrom the internalexcitations).Thisresult

can alsobeobtained using thevariationalapproxim ation

[34]and,m ore generally,is one ofthe results obtained

from the m om ent equations for the condensate in the

parabolicpotential[35].
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FIG .2: (color online) An exam ple ofsnaring the originally

m oving soliton using theopticallattice.Theleftpanelshows

the m otion ofthe soliton’s center ofm ass. The dashed line

showsthesituation withouttheO L (butin thepresenceofthe

m agnetictrap).Ifweturn on theO L potential,asthesoliton

arrivesatthe turning pointofitstrajectory,itgetscaptured

by the secondary m inim um ofthe fullpotential,created in

a vicinity of this point. The right panel shows the sam e,

butthrough thespace-tim econtourplotsofthelocaldensity,

ju(x;t)j
2
.

A new issue is whether one can capture the soliton

perform ing such oscillations by turning on the O L.Fo-

cusing,aspreviously,on them ostrelevantcasewhen the

width ofthesoliton iscom parableto theO L wavelength,

we display an exam ple of the capture in Fig.2. The

dashed and solid lines show,respectively,the harm onic

oscillationsin theabsenceoftheO L,and anum ericalex-

perim ent,where,atthem om entwhen thesoliton arrives

atthe turning point(itisx = 3� forthiscase,i.e.,the

third potentialm inim um ),we abruptly turn on the O L,

so that

V (x;t)=
1

2

2
x
2 +

1

2
V0

�

1+ tanh

�
t� t0

�

��

sin2(kx):

(9)

Heret0 and � areconstantscontrolling,respectively,the

switch-on tim e and duration ofthe process;in the sim u-

lations,weuset0 = 31:7and � = 0:1.W eclearly observe

that,contrary to the large-am plitude oscillationsofthe

soliton taking placewhen theO L isabsent,thesoliton is
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FIG .3: (color online) Panels have the sam e m eaning as in

Fig.2,butnow for the case ofa m oving O L.The left panel

shows the soliton’s center ofm ass by the solid line and the

m otion ofthe O L’scenterby the dashed line. The potential

V (x;t= 0) is sketched by the dash-dotted line to illustrate

the structure and location ofthe potentialwells. The right

panelagain shows the space-tim e contour plot ofju(x;t)j
2
.

Thetop setofthepanelsisgenerated with t0 = 50 and � = 5

in Eq.(9). The second set pertains to t0 = 100 and � = 10

(both have V0 = 0:25). The situation for a shallower well,

with V0 = 0:17,is shown in the third and fourth panels. In

allcases,xini= 0 and x�n = 3�.

now fully captured (forvery long tim es)by thepotential

m inim um newly generated by the opticaltrap.

Instead ofbeing a m eansto snare form oving soliton,

theO L m ayalsobeused asam eansofm ovingthesoliton

in a prescribed way,i.e.,as a \robotic arm " depositing

thesoliton atadesired location (see,e.g.,[36]).Thispos-

sibility is dem onstrated (with varying levels ofsuccess)

in Fig.3. The top two setsof�guresare perform ed for

a strong O L (V0 = 0:25),while the bottom two areused

for a weakerO L potential(with V0 = 0:17). In allthe

casesthe potentialused is

V (x)=
1

2

2
x
2 + V0 sin

2 (k(x � y(t))); (10)



5

wherethe position ofthe O L istranslated according to

y(t)= xini+
1

2
(x�n � xini)

�

1+ tanh

�
t� t0

�

��

: (11)

Here xini and x�n are,respectively,the initialand �nal

(target)positionsofthesoliton.In thecaseunderconsid-

eration,xini= 0 and x�n = 3�,i.e.,the aim isto trans-

port the M W soliton from the centralwellto the third

one,on therightofthecenter.In thetop setofthepan-

elswith t0 = 50 and � = 5,we observe whathappensif

them otion ofthepotentialcenterisnotsu�ciently slow

toadiabatically transportthesoliton toits�nalposition.

In particular,thesoliton getstrapped in thesecond well,

withoutbeing ableto reach itsdestination.However,we

observethatthisdi�culty can beovercom e,ifthetrans-

port is applied with a su�cient degree ofadiabaticity;

see,e.g.,the m iddle panelwith t0 = 100 and � = 10,

which succeeds in delivering the soliton at the desired

position. Notice that the �nalposition ofthe center of

the O L is at y = 3�,which is di�erent from the center

ofthe third wellofthe e�ective potential,around which

the soliton willoscillate,upon arrival. The theoretical

prediction thatwaspresented above (forV0 = 0:25)for

thiswellisx0 = 9:0089,whilein thesim ulationsthesoli-

ton oscillates around 9:04 in very good agreem entwith

the theory. The two lowersets ofthe panels are m eant

to illustrate thatadiabaticity isnotthe single condition

guaranteeing the e�cient transport. The num ericalex-

perim entsareperform ed fora shallowerpotentialwhere

therelevantwell(to which thesoliton isto bedelivered)

isnearthethreshold ofitsexistence.Asa result,neither

in the case with � = 5 (the third set ofpanels),nor in

theonewith � = 10,istheO L successfulin transporting

the soliton atthe desired position.

A sim ilarnum ericalexperim entin the absence ofthe

m agnetictrap isshown in Fig.4.Thetop panelsdisplay

thesuccessfultransferofthesoliton by theO L ofa form

sim ilarto thatin Eq.(9),with 
 = 0 and V 0 = 0:25,for

t0 = 100and � = 10.Noticethat,in thepresentcase,the

�nalpositionsoftheO L’scenterand ofthesoliton coin-

cide [asthe atom ic potentialand the e�ective potential

forthe soliton havethe sam e setofm inim a in thiscase,

cf.Eq.(5)].However,once again,the sam eexperim ent,

if not perform ed with a su�cient degree of adiabatic-

ity (asin the bottom panelofFig.4,with t0 = 50 and

� = 5),isnotsuccessfulin depositing the soliton atthe

prescribed location.Instead,in thiscasethesoliton con-

tinues to m ove along the O L,em itting radiation waves

and decreasing itsam plitude.

To better illustrate the em ission ofradiation and its

dependenceon thedepth oftheO L (sinceitisknownthat

theem ission isabsentin theparabolicpotentialwithout

theO L ingredient),wehavealsoperform ed thefollowing

num ericalexperim ent.W etook thepotentialoftheform

V (x)=
1

2

2
x
2 + V0 sin

2(kx)+ �(t)x; (12)
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FIG .4: (color online) The sam e as the previous �gure,but

with 
 = 0 (i.e.,in the absence ofthe m agnetic trap). For

t0 = 100 and � = 10 (top panels) the soliton is delivered to

its�nallocation ofx�n = 3�. However,the sam e isnottrue

fort0 = 50 and � = 5 in the bottom panel,where the soliton

failsto stop butrathercontinuesitsm otion,losing m ore and

m ore ofitspowerthrough em ission ofradiation.
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FIG .5: M otion ofthe soliton induced by the linearram p in

Eq.(13) with t1 = 100 and t2 = 120. The top panelshows

the case with strong radiation lossin a deep O L (V0 = 0:25);

noticeapparentfriction in them otion ofthesoliton’scenterof

m assin thetop rightpanel,and thecorresponding lossofthe

soliton’snorm in the panelbelow it.O n the contrary,in the

case ofthe shallow O L,with V0 = 0:07 (the bottom panel),

them oving soliton doesnotgenerateany visibleradiation.In

both cases,� = 1 wasused.

with

�(t)= 0:1�
1

2

�

tanh

�
t� t1

�

�

� tanh

�
t� t2

�

��

: (13)

In Eq.(13),t1 andt2 are,respectively,theinitialand�nal

m om entoftim e,betweenwhichthelinearram pisapplied

toacceleratethesolitontoa�nitepropagationspeed.W e

display two such num ericalsim ulations in Fig.5. The
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�rstis perform ed in a deep O L,with V0 = 0:25,taking

initially the soliton in the third well(t1 = 100 and t2 =

120 wereused).Thesecond sim ulation wasperform ed in

a shallow O L,with V0 = 0:07,the soliton being initially

taken in the�rstwell(theonlyoneexistingatsuch values

oftheparam eters).Thetop panelsclearly show thatthe

em ission ofradiation leads to the gradualdecay ofthe

soliton’s am plitude. O n the contrary,when the O L is

weaker(in thebottom panels),thesoliton m ovesthrough

itpractically withoutradiation loss.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

W ehaveexam ined anum berofstaticand dynam icfea-

tures ofbrightm atter-wave (M W ) solitons in the pres-

ence ofthe m agnetic trap and opticallattice (O L).W e

used theperturbation theory topredicttheexistenceand

stability of the M W solitons trapped in the com bined

potential.A sequence ofsaddle-node bifurcationsofthe

e�ective potential,which lead to consecutive disappear-

ance ofthe higher-wellsolitonic bound states with the

decrease ofthe O L strength waspredicted,through the

disappearance ofthe potentialwellsin the e�ective po-

tential.

Havingidenti�ed thestabilitycharacteristicsofthedif-

ferent wells analytically,and veri�ed it num erically,we

then explored a possibility to use the O L as a toolto

m anipulatethesoliton.W ewereableto stop thesoliton

ata prescribed location by turning on the O L,in an ap-

propriate fashion. W e have also found the adiabaticity

condition necessary to secure the transferofthe soliton

by a m oving O L (with and withoutthe m agnetic trap).

Finally,we have shown the absence ofany visible em is-

sion ofradiation from the soliton m oving acrossa weak

O L;however,thesoliton losesalargefraction ofitsnorm ,

m oving through a strongerlattice.

G iven the recentprediction ofsolitonsand vorticesin

m ulti-dim ensionalO L potentials [4](for recent experi-

m entalwork on a sim ilar topic in nonlinear optics,see

Refs.[37,38]and referencestherein),itwould beofpar-

ticular interest to im plem ent sim ilar dragging and m a-

nipulation ofsolitonsin higherdim ensions. The consid-

eration ofthiscaseiscurrently in progress.
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