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Statics, D ynam ics and M anipulations of B right M atterW ave Solitons in O ptical
Lattices

P G .Kevrekidis', D J. Frantzeskakis, R . C arretero-G onzalkz>, B A .M alom ed?, G . Herring' and A R . B ishop®

1

D epartm ent of M athem atics and Statistics, University of M assachusetts, Am herst M A 010034515, USA

Zp epartm ent of P hysics, University of Athens, P anepistim iopolis, Zografos, Athens 15784, G reece

3

4
5

D epartm ent of Interdisciplinary Studies, Faculy ofEnaneerJng, TelAv1v Unmersmty TelAvm 69978, Israel
Center for Nonlinear Studies and T heoretical D ivision,

Los A lam os N ational Laboratory, Los Alamos, NM 87545, USA
D ated: In Press Phys.Rev.A, 2005)

M otivated by recent experim ental achievem ent in the work with BoseE instein condensates
BECs), we consider bright m atterwave solitons, In the presence of a parabolic m agnetic trap
and a spatially periodic optical lattice (O L), in the attractive BEC . W e exam ine pinned states of
the soliton and their stability by m eans of perturbation theory. T he analytical predictions are found
to be In good agreem ent w ith num erical sin ulations. W e then explore possibilities to use a tin e-
m odulated O L asam eans of stopping and trapping a m oving soliton, and of transferring an initially
stationary soliton to a prescribed position by am oving O L. W e also study the em ission of radiation
from the soliton m oving across the com bined m agnetic trap and O L .W e nd that the soliton m oves
freely (W ithout radiation) across a weak lattice, but su ers strong loss for stronger O Ls.

I. NTRODUCTION

The recent progress In experin ental and theoretical
studies of B ose-E instein condensates BECs) [i] has kd
to an increase of nterest in m atterwave M W ) solitons.
Onedinensional (ID) dark @] and bright @] solitons
have been observed In experin entsw ith repulsive and at—
tractive BE C s, respectively. Very recently, bright so]ji:olrlls
of the gap type, predicted in repulsive condensates W],
have been created in the experin ent i_E;]. T heoreticalpre—
dictions conceming a possibility ofthe existence of stable
m ulidin ensional solitons supported by a full [4 -6] or
low din ensional 57] optical lattice (O L) have also been
reported. The OL is created as a standing-wave inter—
ference pattem between mutually coherent laser beam s
B, 4,100, 11, 14, 13

The study ofthe M W solitons, apart from being a fin-
dam entally interesting topic, m ay have im portant appli-
cations. In particular, a soliton m ay be transferred and
m anipulated sin ilarly to what hasbeen recently dem on-—
strated, experim entally_and theoretically, for BECs in
m agnetic waveguides {14] and atom chips [I5]. M ore
generally, the sin ilarity between bosonicM W s and light
waves suggests that num erous results known for opti-
cal solitons [_l-é], along w ith the possbility of m anipu-
lation of atom ic states (py m eans of resonant electro-—
m agnetic waves goveming transitions between di erent
states), m ay have In pact on the rapidly evolving eld of
quantum atom optics (see, eg., Ref. I_l-:/l])

A ocontext where the dynam ics of M W solitons is par-
ticularly interesting is that of BEC s trapped in a peri
odic potential nduced by the above-m entioned O Ls. The
possbility to control the OL has ld to the realization
ofm any interesting phenom ena, including B loch oscilla—
tions [_l-(j,:_ig],Landau—Zenertunne]jng [g] (in the presence
of an additional linear extemal potential), and classical

f_l-S_i] and quantum t_l-gx'] super uid-insulator transiions. A
large am ount of theoretical work has been already done
fornonlinearM W s trapped In O Ls (see Refs. {_2-9',:_51‘1] for
recent review s) .

T he ob fctive of this work is to system atically study
the statics and dynam ics of one-dim ensional (1D ) bright
MW solitonscon ned In the com bination ofthe parabolic
m agnetic trap M T) and O L. Additionally, we exam ine
the possbility to control the m otion of the soliton by
m eans of a tim edependent O L potential (the latter is
available forthe experim ent) . In particular, we w ill show
that, in the casewhen the O L period is com parable to the
characteristic spatial w idth of the soliton, it is possble
to: (@) snare and imm obilize an originally m oving soli-
ton in a ocalpotential well, by adiabatically sw itching
the OL on,and () grasp and drag an nitially stationary
soliton by a slow Iy m oving O L, delivering it to a desired
location. Note that bright M W solitonsm ay travel long
distances In the real experim ent, up to severalm illim e-
ters Ej], and are truly robust ob gcts, being them selves
coherent condensates. T hus, the m anjpulation of bright
MW solitons is a very relevant issue for the physics of
BECs.

T he paper is organized as ollow s. In Sec. II, we Intro-
duce them odeland present analyticalresults. In Sec.:}]j,
we num erically investigate static and dynam ical proper—
ties of the solitons, and study possibilities to m anipulate
them asoutlined above. T he results ofthe work are sum -
m arized In Sec. -;[\{:

II. THE MODELAND ITSANALYTICAL

CONSIDERATION

The G rossP ttaevskii equation (GPE), which govems
the evolution of the singlkatom wave function In the
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m ean— eld approxin ation, takes its fuindam ental form in
the 3D case. A number of works analyze its reduction
to an e ective 1D equation in the case of strongly elon—
gated cigarshaped BEC s ﬂ22 23 .24] In particular, the
derivation in Ref. l_2§ assum ed that the potential energy
ismuch larger than the transverse kinetic energy. A gen—
eral conclusion is that the e ective equation reduces to
the straightforward 1D version of the GPE . In the nor-
m alized om , i reads R0]

1 .
S ghfu+ v ®)u; @)

where u (x;t) is the 1D mean- eld wave function @
though a di erent version of the 1D GPE, wih a non—
polynom ialnonlinearity, is known too [_2-4]) . The combi-
nation ofthe M T and O L potential corresponds to

iut=

1
V &)= > 2x% + V, sin? kx): @)

), x is measured in units of the wuid heal-
=" NgQgip M , where ng is the peak den—
sity and gip gsp =@ 12) is the e ective 1D interac—
tion strength, obtained upon integrating the 3D interac—
tion strength gsp = 4 ~%a=m i the transverse direc—
tions (a is the scattering length, m the atom ic m ass,
and 1 = ~=m !, is the transverse hamm onic oscil
lator length, wih !; beihg the transverse-con nem ent
frequency) . Agdjrjonaﬂy, t ismeasured In units of =c
Where ¢ = nogip =m is the Bogoliibov speed of
sound), the atom ic density is rescaled by the peak den-
sity np, and energy ism easured in units of the chem ical
potential of the system = gip Ng. Accordingly, the
din ensionless param eter ~! «=gip ng (! isthe con—
ning frequency In the axial direction) detem ines the
m agnetic trap strength, Vo isthe O L strength, whik k is
the wavenum ber of the O L; the latter, can be controlled
by varying the angle between the oounter—propagatmg
laser beam s, so that 2 =k = ( pwr=2) =2) l25
Finally,g= 1 isthe renom alized non]jnear coe clent,
which is positive (hegative) for a repulsive (attractive)
condensate. A s we are interested In the ordinary bright
MW solitons, which exist iIn case of attraction, we w ill

xg= 1.
W ithout the extemalpotential ( = Vo = 0),Eq. 6:!:)
supports bright soliton solutions of the form
1
Usx  Xo)= sech[ (x xg)lexp Eizt PN C)

where isthe soliton’s am plitude, and x( is the coordi-
nate of its center. M oving solitons can be generated from
the zero-velocity one by a G alilean boost.

In the presence ofthe extemalpotential, the rst issue
is to identify stationary positions for the soliton. This
issue can be addressed, using an e ective potential for
the soliton’s central coordinate (see, eg., Refs. {_Zé] and
7)), which is de ned by the integral

Z +1

Ve (o) = V ®) s & xo)Fdx: @)

Stationary positions of the so]jton' corresoond to local
extram a of the e ective potential (ﬂ:) . This welkknown
heuristic result can be rigorously substantiated by m eans
of the Lyapunov-Schm idt theory applied to the underly—
Ing nonlinear Schrodinger equation 12§] Thee ectivepo—
tential corresponding to the extemalpotential (2) , acting
on the stationary soliton (_3), can be easily evaluated:

k
Ve (0)= ‘x5 Viokcos@kxg)esch — : (5

N otice that, depending on values of the param eters, this
potentialm ay have a sihgle extremum at xo = 0, ormul-
tiple ones.

T he stability of the soliton resting at a stationary po—
sition can also be analyzed in temm s of the e ective po-
tential 54) : the position is stabl if i corresponds to a
potentialm nimum . This wellkknown resu]t can be rig—
orously derived us:|ng the theory of Ref. [29] and refor-
multed in Ref. 0] (se also Refs. Bl] and B4). In
particular, the curvature of the potential at the station—
ary position detem ines the key linearization eigenvalue

, that m ay cause an Instability, bifurcating through the
origin ofthe corresponding spect_talp]ane (this feature is
revealed by the heuristic 126 and rigorous BO ]analysis).
T he eigenvalue is easily found to be

? = v 2 x0); ®6)

con m ing that m inin a and m axin a of the e ective po—
tential {4) give rise, respectively, to stable ( 2 < 0) and
unstable ( 2 > 0) equilbria.

W e note In passing (this will be in portant in what
ollow s) that the m inin a of the e ective potential (:ff)
di er from the m inim a of the extemal poterf)tjalv (%)
trapping the atom s. For instance, or = 5, Vo =
025and = 01, the rstthreem inina ofV (x) (@part
from the one at x = 0) are located at the points x =
3:0789;6:1587;92356,while them Inin a 0ofV, are ound
at xg = 3:0166;6:0247;9:0089.

W e now tum to num erical resuls, ain ing to exam ine
the validity of the theoretical predictions, as well as to
perform dynam ical experim ents using the O L to guide
the soliton m otion.

IIT. NUM ERICAL RESULTS
A . Stability of the solitons

W e begin the num erical part by exam ining the steady-
state soliton solutions and their stability In the context
of Eq. (r_]:). Such solutions are sought for n the fom
uX;t) = exp @ tw x), which results in the stationary
equation,

V x)w: (7)

w = (1=2)w 4x + w3



To exam Ine the linear stability of the solitons, we take a
perturbed solution as

h i
ak)e "+ bt v ; ®)

u)=e " w+
where and ! arean in niesin alam plitude and (gener—
ally speaking, com p]ex) e:genftequency of the perturba—
tion, and linearize Eq. 6],)

E quations @. and G_Z wih g= 1 and arbitrary co—
e cientsV y3; and k, possess a scalin jg.var:ianoe,whjch
allowsusto x = 1 (hence = 2). It should be
noted that, in the absence ofthe M T ( = 0), the soli-
ton’s frequency should be chosen so that i belongs to a
bandgap in the spectrum of the lnearized Eg. (.:I.
the periodic potential d) to avoid resonance w ith ]Jnear
Bloch waves. However, the M T potentialwith nite
m akes this condiion irrelevant. In principle, it m ight be
Interesting to investigate how the increase of from zero
gradually lifts the condition of the resonance avoidance,
but thism ore form alissue is left beyond the scope ofthe
present work.

T o estin ate actualphysicalquantities corresponding to
the above nom alized values of the param eters, we con—
sider a cigarshaped "L1icondensate containing N ’ 103
atomsih atrapwih !y = 2 25Hzand !, = 70!,
Then, or a 1D peak density ng = 108 m !, the param -
eter i Eq. (é_} assum es the value = 0:, while the
tin e and space units correspond to 03 msand 164 m,
regpectively. T hese units rem ain valid for other values of

,asonemay vary ! , and change !, accordingly; in
this case, other quantities, such asN , also change.

F Jgu]:e-]. sum m arizesournum erical ndings forthe sta—
bility problem . A s expected, the (zeroth-well) solution
for the soliton pinned at Xy = 0 exists and it is stabl for
all values of the potential’s param eters. W e have typi-
cally chosento x = 0l andk=1 (e, = 2 ) and
vary Vy; however, i has been checked that the results
presented below adequately represent the phenom enol-
ogy for other values of ( ;k) aswell.

Thenext ( rstwell) solution, corresponding to the po—
tentialm inin um closest to Xy = 0, exists orvalues ofthe
M T strength Vo su allerthan a criticalone V,” . W ithin
the accuracy 0£0:0025, we have found its num ericalvalie
tobe V™ §um = 0:045, in very good agreem ent w ith the
prediction ©llow ng from the analytical approxin ation
6'5) for the e ective potential, which show s that the cor-
resoonding potentialm nim um disappears, m erging w ith

a maxinum, at Vo(cr) Fnal 0:048. The corresponding
pinned-soliton solution is indeed stable prior to its dis—
appearance, In_agreem ent w ith the analytical prediction
based on Eqg. {4).

Sin flarly, the subsequent (second-well) solution, as—
sociated with the next potential m nimmum @G it ex—
ists), is found to disappear (for the sam e param eters)
at Vi 4un = 04 020025, whil the analytical ap-
proxin ation G‘_j‘) yields Vo(cr) hnal 0412. Fially, a
sim ilar result was obtained for the third-well solution:
V' Jun = 01425 0:0025,and V," 4., 0:176.
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FIG.1l: For each of the three sets of the pictures, the lkft
panel show s the continuation of the soliton branch to val-
ues near Vo(m , at which it disappears (for soliton solutions
trapped at di erent wells). The right panel show s the solu-
tion at the niialand nalpointsofthe continuation (and the
corresponding potentials). T he lft panels show the nomm of
the soliton solution (pﬁoponjonalto the num ber of atom s in
the condensate), P = ' #1(x)¥dx, and is squared w ith,
w=p ! +1l xzju (x)jzdx,asa function of the O L strength
Vo . The top set of the panels pertains to the zeroth-well solu—
tion (the soliton pinned in the centralpotentialwell); the solu—
tion In the right panel is shown by the solid line forv, = 025,
and by the dash-dotted line for Vo = 0. The corresponding
potential is shown by the dotted line for Vo = 025, and by
the dashed line for Vo = 0. Sim ilarly, in the m iddle set, the
solid line (and the dashed one for the potential) correspond
to Vo = 025, and the dashed-dotted line, together w ith the
dotted one for the potential, correspond to Vo = 006 for
the rst-well solution hotice that this branch temm inates at
Vo 0:045]. Finally, in the bottom set of the panels, the
solid line (and the dashed one for the potential) again cor—
respond to Vo = 025, while the dashed-dotted line (and the
dotted one for the potential) correspond to Vo = 0:15 for the
third-well solution [this branch tem inates at Vg 0:1425].

Tt is quite natural that the discrepancy between the
theoretical and the num erical results increases for the
higherwell solutions, given that the num erically exact
pro le of the pinned soliton gets m ore distorted under
the action ofthe M T .N otice, for exam ple, the di erence
in the am plitude betw een the soliton in the top paneland
in the one in the bottom panel in Fig.'l, which clearly
iustrates this e ect.



B . Soliton dynam ics and m anipulations

H aving addressed the existence and stability ofthe soli-
tons, we now prooeed to study their possible dynam ical
m anjpulation by m eans ofthe O L. F irst, we exam ine the
possbility to trap a soliton using the secondary m Inin a
In the O L potential. In particular, i iswellknown that,
In the absence of the OL, the soliton in the m agnetic
trap, when displaced from the center, xg = 0, executes
ham onic oscillations w ith the frequency , as a conse—
quence of the Ehrenfest theorem (alias the K ohn’s the-
orem [_3-1_1!], which states that the m otion of the center of
m ass ofa cloud ofparticles trapped in a parabolic poten—
tialdecouples from the intemalexcitations). T his result
can also be obtained using the variationalapproxin ation
{_B-Z_L'] and, m ore generally, is one of the resuls obtained
from the m om ent equations for the condensate In the
parabolic potential 35].
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FIG.2: (colr online) An exam pl of snaring the originally
m oving soliton using the optical lJattice. T he left panel show s
the m otion of the soliton’s center of m ass. T he dashed line
show sthe situation w ithout the O L. (out in the presence ofthe
m agnetic trap) . Ifwe tum on the O L potential, as the soliton
arrives at the tuming point of its tra fctory, it gets captured
by the secondary m inimum of the fill potential, created in
a viciniy of this point. The right panel shows the sam e,
but thr;;ugh the space-tin e contour plots of the localdensity,
1 (x;t)

A new issue is whether one can capture the soliton
perform Ing such oscillations by tuming on the OL. Fo—
cusing, as previously, on them ost relevant case when the
w idth ofthe soliton is com parable to the O L wavelength,
we disgplay an exam pl of the capture in Fjg.:g. The
dashed and solid lines show , respectively, the ham onic
oscillations in the absence ofthe O L, and a num erical ex—
perin ent, w here, at them om ent when the soliton arrives
at the tuming point (it isx = 3 for this case, ie., the
third potentialm Ininum ), we abruptly tum on the OL,
so that

1 1
V x;t) = > 2x2 + EVO 1+ tanh —to sin® kx):
9)
Here ty and are constants controlling, respectively, the

sw itch-on tin e and duration of the process; in the sin u—
lations,weusety = 31:7and = 0:1.W e clarly cbserve
that, contrary to the largeam plitude oscillations of the
soliton taking place when the O L is absent, the soliton is

[ 100 200 300 4001500 600 700

0 100 200 300 AOOtSOO 600 700

400 t 500 600

\ W

L ’
. m iy
= VM“\ 1\/ ' '

[ - 100 200 300 400t 500 600 700 800 100 200 300 400 t50'3 600 700 800
FIG. 3 (color online) Panels have the sam e m eaning as in
Fig. |2 but now for the case of a moving O L. The lkft panel
show s the soliton’s center of m ass by the solid line and the
m otion of the O L’s center by the dashed line. T he potential
V x;t= 0) is sketched by the dash-dotted line to illustrate
the structure and location of the potential wells. The right
panel again show s the space-tim e contour plot of Ju (x;t)j2 .
The top, lset ofthe panels isgenerated with tp = 50and = 5
n Eq. (9). The second set pertains to tp = 100 and = 10
(both have Vo = 025). The situation for a shallower well,
wih Vo = 0:17, is shown in the third and fourth panels. In
allcases, Xini= 0and x , = 3 .

now fully captured (for very long tin es) by the potential
m Inimnum new ly generated by the optical trap.

Instead ofbeing a m eans to snare for m oving soliton,
the O L m ay also be used asam eans ofm oving the soliton
in a prescribed way, ie., as a \robotic am " depositing
the soliton at a desired location (see,eg., (_36]) Thispos—
sibility is dem onstrated W ith varying levels of success)
n FJgf:I The top two sets of gures are perform ed for
astrongOL (Vo = 025), while the bottom two are used

for a weaker OL potential wih Vo = 0:17). In all the
cases the potential used is
1 2. .2
V x)= > x“+ Vosn®™ k& y®)); (10)



w here the position of the O L is translated according to

to

1 t
v = Xpi+ E(X n  Xipny) 1+ tanh —— . 11

Here xy; and x , are, regoectively, the initial and nal
(target) positions ofthe soliton. In the case under consid—
eration, X3 = 0and x , = 3 , ie,, the ain is to trans—
port the MW soliton from the centralwell to the third
one, on the right of the center. In the top set ofthe pan—
elswih tp = 50 and = 5, we observe what happens if
the m otion ofthe potential center isnot su ciently slow
to adiabatically transport the soliton to its nalposition.
In particular, the soliton gets trapped in the second well,
w ithout being able to reach its destination. H owever, we
observe that this di culty can be overcom g, if the trans-
port is applied with a su cient degree of adiabaticity;
e, eg., the m ddle panelwih tp = 100 and = 10,
which succeeds in delivering the soliton at the desired
position. Notice that the nalposition of the center of
the OL isaty = 3 , which is di erent from the center
of the third well of the e ective potential, around w hich
the soliton w ill oscillate, upon arrival. The theoretical
prediction that was presented above (for Vo = 025) for
thiswellisxy = 9:0089, whik in the sin ulations the soli-
ton oscillates around 9:04 in very good agreem ent w ith
the theory. The two Iower sets of the panels are m eant
to illustrate that adiabaticity is not the single condition
guaranteeing the e cient transport. T he num erical ex—
perin ents are perform ed for a shallow er potential where
the relevant well (to which the soliton is to be delivered)
is near the threshold of its existence. A s a result, neither
In the casewih = 5 (the third set of panels), nor in
theonewih = 10,istheOL successfulin transporting
the soliton at the desired position.

A sin ilar num erical experin ent In the absence of the
m agnetic trap is shown in Fig. -4 T he top panels display
the successful transfer of the soliton by the O L ofa form
sin flar to that n Eq. (d), with = 0andV, = 025, for
to = 100and = 10. N otice that, In the present case, the

nalpositions of the O L’s center and of the soliton coin—
cide fas the atom ic potential and the e ective potential
for the soliton have the sam e set ofm Inim a In this case,
cf. Eqg. {5)]. H owever, once agaln, the sam e experin ent,
if not perform ed wih a su cient degree of adiabatic—
iy (as in the bottom panelofFig.d, with t; = 50 and

= 5), is not successfiill in depositing the soliton at the
prescribed location. Instead, In this case the soliton con—
tinues to m ove along the O L, em iting radiation waves
and decreasing its am plitude.

To better illustrate the em ission of radiation and its
dependence on the depth ofthe O L (since it isknow n that
the em ission is absent in the parabolic potentialw ithout
the O L ingredient), we have also perform ed the follow ing
num ericalexperim ent. W e took the potentialofthe form

V x) = 2% + Vo sin? kx) +  ©)x; 12)

1
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FIG.4: (color online) The sam e as the previous gure, but
wih = 0 (ie. In the absence of the m agnetic trap). For
to = 100 and = 10 (top panels) the soliton is delivered to

its nal location ofx , = 3 . However, the sam e is not true
fortg = 50 and = 5 in the bottom panel, where the soliton
fails to stop but rather continues its m otion, losing m ore and
m ore of its pow er through em ission of radiation.
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FIG .5: M otion of the soliton induced by the linear ramp In
Eqg. Q3_) wih 5 = 100 and t; = 120. The top panel show s
the case w ith strong radiation loss n a deep OL (Vo = 025);
notice apparent friction in them otion ofthe soliton’s center of
m ass in the top right panel, and the corresponding loss of the
soliton’s nom in the panelbelow it. On the contrary, in the
case of the shallow OL, with Vo = 0:07 (the bottom panel),
them oving soliton does not generate any visble radiation. In
both cases, = 1 wasused.

w ih

t t t
2 tanh Z

1
= 01 > tanh : (13)

TEq. {I3),ty and t; are, respectively, the nitialand nal
m om ent oftin e, betw een w hich the linear ram p isapplied
to accelerate the soliton toa nite propagation speed. W e
display two such num erical sin ulations in Fig. B. The



rst is performed n a deep OL, wih Vo = 025, taking
nitially the soliton in the third well (g = 100 and t, =
120 were used) . T he second sin ulation was perform ed in
a shallow OL, wih Vo = 007, the soliton being initially
taken in the rstwell (the only one existing at such values
ofthe param eters) . T he top panels clearly show that the
em ission of radiation leads to the gradual decay of the
soliton’s am plitude. On the contrary, when the OL is
weaker (In the bottom panels), the soliton m oves through
it practically w ithout radiation loss.

Iv. CONCLUSION

W e have exam Ined a num ber of static and dynam ic fea-
tures of bright m atterwave M W ) solitons in the pres—
ence of the m agnetic trap and optical lattice OL).W e
used the perturbation theory to predict the existence and
stability of the MW solitons trapped In the combined
potential. A sequence of saddlenode bifurcations of the
e ective potential, which lead to consecutive disappear—
ance of the higherwell solitonic bound states w ith the
decrease of the O L strength was predicted, through the
disappearance of the potential wells in the e ective po—
tential.

Having identi ed the stability characteristics ofthe dif-

ferent wells analytically, and veri ed it num erically, we
then explored a possibility to use the OL as a tool to
m anipulate the soliton. W e were able to stop the soliton
at a prescribed location by tuming on the OL, in an ap—
propriate fashion. W e have also found the adiabaticiy
condition necessary to secure the transfer of the soliton
by amoving OL (wih and w ithout the m agnetic trap).
F inally, we have shown the absence of any visble em is—
sion of radiation from the soliton m oving across a weak
O L ;however, the soliton losesa large fraction ofitsnom ,
m oving through a stronger lattice.

G ven the recent prediction of solitons and vortices in
mulidin ensional O L potentials ifi] (for recent experi-
mentalwork on a sin ilar topic In nonlinear optics, see
Refs. 37,138] and references therein), i would be of par-
ticular interest to in plem ent sim ilar dragging and m a—
nipulation of solitons in higher dim ensions. T he consid—
eration of this case is currently in progress.
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