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Instabilities in the B ogoliubov Spectrum ofa condensate in a 1-D periodic potential
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W estudy thestability ofstanding wavesolutionsto a one-

dim ensionalG ross-Pitaevsky equation with a periodic poten-

tial. W e use som e sim ple com plex analysisand the Ham ilto-

nian structure ofthe problem to give a sim ple rigorous cri-

terion which guarantees the existence ofnon-realspectrum ,

which corresponds to exponentialinstability ofthe standing

wave solution. This criterion can be stated sim ply in term s

ofthe spectrum ofone ofthese self-adjointoperators. W hen

the standing wave has sm allam plitude this criterion sim pli-

�esfurther,and agreeswith argum entsbased on thee�ective

m assin the periodic potential.

The possibility ofcreating cold atom condensates in

opticallatticeshasm adeitpossibletoobserveboth linear

phenom ena,such asBloch oscillations[1]aswellasgen-

uinely nonlinear phenom ena such as soliton generation

[2]and an insulating transition [3]. W hile a great deal

ofe�ort has gone into the construction ofexact or ap-

proxim atesolutionsthequestion ofstability isforem ost,

since it dictates what states can actually be observed,

aswellasgoverning the evolution ofsm alldisturbances

to these states. RecentpapersofW u and Niu [4,5]and

Burgeret.al.[6]havehelped elucidatetheroleofthedy-

nam icand Landau instabilities.Thesedynam icinstabil-

itieshave also been realized experim entally [7]. M ostof

the currenttheoreticalstability work iseithernum erical

orrelieson eitherspecialpropertiesofsom e exactsolu-

tion [8{10],orsom eapproxim ation,m ostnotably a two-

levelapproxim ation [5],thetightbinding approxim ation

[5,11,12],weak nonlinearity [13],orlong wavelength [14].

In this paper we give a sim ple,rigorous,easily checked

su�cientcondition fortheexistenceofexponentialinsta-

bilities.In thecaseofa weak nonlinearity thiscondition

reducesto a physically naturalcondition in term softhe

e�ective m assofthe lattice.

O urstartingpointisthe1-D G ross-Pitaevskyequation

with a periodic potential,

i t = �
1

2
 xx � j j

2
 + V (x) V (x + 1)= V (x)

with a standing wave solution of the form  (x;t) =

exp(� i!t)�(x),wherethestanding wavepro�le� isreal

and either periodic �(x + 1) = �(x) or antiperiodic

�(x + 1) = � �(x). The linearized equation governing

sm alldisturbancesis

iut =

�

�
1

2
@xx + V (x)+ j�j

2
(x)� !

�

v = L+ v

ivt =

�

�
1

2
@xx + V (x)+ 3j�j

2
(x)� !

�

u = L� u

where u;v are the realand im aginary partsofthe com -

plex disturbance. Upon taking a Fourier transform in

tim e this takes the form ofthe well-known Bogoliubov

equation

�u = L+ v

�v = L� u:

BecauseoftheHam iltonian structureoftheproblem ,the

aboveeigenvalueproblem can be written in vectorform

~vx = JH (x;�)~v

with ~v = (u;v;ux;vx)
t;the m atrix H = H y is Herm i-

tian,and them atrix J isthecanonicalHam iltonian form

J =

�

0 I

� I 0

�

:The standard resultsofFloquettheory

guaranteethat� isin thespectrum oftheoperatorabove

ifand only ifthe period m ap M (�) has eigenvalues on

theunitcircle,wheretheperiod m ap M (�)isde�ned by

U x = JH (x;�)U U (0;�)= I (1)

M (�)= U (1;�) (2)

In the second order case, which arises in the classical

Floquet-Bloch theory,the location ofthe eigenvaluesof

theperiodm aparedeterm inedentirelybythetraceofthe

(2� 2)m atrix M ,therebeingtwoeigenvalueson theunit

circle if Tr(M )2 (� 2;2)and two eigenvalueso� ofthe

unitcircleifTr(M )=2 [� 2;2].ThecaseoftheBogoliubov

operatorissom ewhatm orecom plicated,sinceitconsists

of coupled second order problem s, but can be treated

in m uch thesam eway due to the Ham iltonian structure

[15].FirstwenotethatU and thusM satisfytherelation

U
t
(x;�)JU (x;�)= J;

a resultknown asthe Poincare-Liouvilletheorem .From

thisitfollowsthatM issim ilarto itsinversetranspose.

Thisim pliesthatthe eigenvaluesareinvariantunderin-

version with respectto theunitcircle,which in turn im -

pliesthatthecharacteristicpolynom ialofM hasthefol-

lowing form :

det(M � �I)= 1+ a� + b�
2
+ a�

3
+ �

4
(3)

a = � Tr(M ) (4)

b=
1

2

�

Tr(M )
2
� Tr(M

2
)
�

: (5)
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Becauseofthespecialform theabove,thequarticadm its

an explicitfactorization into quadratics,

det(M � �I)= (1� K + (�)� + �
2
)(1� K � (�)� + �

2
);

wherethe quantitiesK � aregiven by

K � (�)=
Tr(M )�

q

2TrM
2
(�)� (TrM (�))2 + 8

2
:

It then follows that the period m ap for the Bogoliubov

operatorhastwo eigenvalueson the unitcircle ifK + is

realand K + 2 (� 2;2),and anothertwoon theunitcircle

ifK � is realand K � 2 (� 2;2). It can be shown using

com plex analysis that the spectrum ofthe Bogoliubov

operatorconsistsofa union ofpiecewise sm ooth arcsin

thecom plexplane,wheretheendpointsofthearcsareei-

therband edgesK � (�)= � 2,criticalpointsK 0
� (�)= 0,

or branch points K + (�) = K � (�). It is worth noting

thatagenericquarticdoesnotadm ita factorization into

quadratics ofthe above form . It is only because ofthe

Ham iltonian natureoftheproblem thatthisoccurs.For

a fourth orderproblem withoutthissym m etry itisnec-

essary to use the generalsolution to the quartic,and a

calculationanalogoustothepresentwouldbeexceedingly

di�cult.

W e are prim arily interested in instabilities ofm odu-

lationaltype,where the Bogoliubov operator has spec-

trum o� ofthe realaxisin a neighborhood of� = 0. It

isalso possiblefortheoperatorto exhibitsideband type

instabilities,but these instabilities are m ore di�cult to

detect.W e willconsiderthese in a future paper.To de-

riveacriterion foram odulationalinstability,wenotethe

following facts

� Tr
�

M
2
(�)

�

;Tr(M (�))
2
are even,analytic func-

tionsofa com plex �

� K� (�)are even and analytic in a neighborhood of

� = 0 ifK + (0)6= K � (0).

� L� (considered asaperiodicSchr�odingeroperator)

hasa band edgeat� = 0.

The�rstfollowsfrom thefactthattheBogoliubov op-

eratorisinvariantunderthetransform ationu ! � u;v !

v;� ! � �. This im plies that the m onodrom y m a-

trix M (�) satis�es M (�) = V M (� �)V t with V or-

thogonal,which im pliesthat Tr(M (�))= Tr(M (� �))

and likewise for Tr
�

M
2
(�)

�

: This sym m etry reects

thesym m etry between leftand rightpropagating waves.

This sym m etry is not present ifone considers the lin-

earization about topological-type standing waveswhich

possess a non-trivialquasi-m om entum , and the analy-

sis is m uch m ore di�cult. Standard argum ents from

the theory ofordinary di�erentialequations show that

Tr(M (�)) is an analytic (m atrix-valued) function ofa

com plex �. It follows from the form ula for K � that,

away from thebranch pointswhere(K + (�)� K � (�))
2 =

2TrM
2
(�)� (TrM (�))

2
+ 8 = 0,the Floquetdiscrim i-

nantsK � (�)areanalyticfunctions.The�nalfactfollows

from theU(1)sym m etry oftheG ross-Pitaevskyequation

 !  ei�,which (via Noether’s theorem ) im plies that

L� � = 0. Since � iseitherperiodic orantiperiodic this

im pliesthatzero energy isa band edgeforL� .

Them ain resultofthispaperisthe following:

T heorem 1 Suppose that� is a standing wave solution

to the GP equation for which the L+ operator is in the

interiorofa band.Then thissolution to theGP equation

isexponentially unstable.

Proof: W hen � = 0 the equationsforu and v decou-

ple,and the period m ap for the G P equation is block

diagonal,with one 2� 2 block (denoted by m L +
corre-

sponding to L+ ,and theotherblock (m L � )correspond-

ing to L� .If� = 0 isnota band edge forL+ itfollows

that(K + (0)� K � (0))
2 =

�

Tr(m L � )� Tr(m L +
)
�2

6= 0,

so the Floquetdiscrim inantsare analytic in a neighbor-

hood of� = 0. Since K � are even functions it follows

thatboth arerealon som eintervaloftheim aginary axis.

If� = 0 isin theinteriorofa band forL+ itfollowsthat

K + (0)2 (� 2;2),and so there issom eintervalalong the

im aginary axison which K + isrealand 2 (� 2;2).Thus

theG P equation hasa band ofspectrum along theim ag-

inary axis.

An im portant specialcase ofthis is given by the fol-

lowing:

C orollary 1 Sm allam plitude solutions of the focusing

GP equation corresponding to lowerband edgesare m od-

ulationally unstable,sm allam plitude solutionsofthe de-

focusing GP equation corresponding to upper band edges

are m odulationally unstable.

Proof: The proofisperturbative,considering L+ asa

perturbation ofL� . Since L+ = L� � 2j�j2 the pertur-

bation isstrictly positive (resp. negative)and itfollows

thatthe band edgesofthe L+ and L� operatorssatisfy

�n(L+ )� �n(L� )(resp. �n(L+ )� �n(L� )). Since the

unperturbed operator L� has a band edge at � = 0 it

follows that,for jj�jj1 << 1,� = 0 willbe in the inte-

rior ofa band ofL+ for the focusing case and a lower

band edge,ordefocusing case and an upper band edge.

From theaboveresultthisguaranteestheexistenceofan

instability.

Thisresultprovidesa rigorousjusti�cation ofthe in-

tuition provided by the e�ective m ass theories,such as

those proposed by K onotop and Salerno [13]and Tay-

lor and Zarem ba [14]where the e�ective m ass is given

by the curvature ofthe dispersion relation. Since this

curvature has the sam e sign as the bare m ass at lower

band edges and the opposite sign at upper band edges

thiskind ofargum entleadsto the sam econclusion.An-

other way to look at this result is that in either ofthe

2



abovecases(lowerband edge with a focusing nonlinear-

ity or upper band edge with a defocusing nonlinearity)

the periodic solution is unstable to form ation ofa gap

soliton. The obviousadvantage ofthe m ore generalcri-

terion isthatitappliesforstrong nonlinearity,when the

band-gap structure ofL� can di�er considerably from

the linearproblem ,and e�ective m assargum entsbased

on thelinearproblem can no longerbeexpected to hold.

W e haveconducted som enum ericalexperim entsto il-

lustrate these results. For our basic m odelwe take the

onedim ensionalG ross-Pitaevsky equation with a Jacobi

elliptic function potential:

i t = �
1

2
 xx � j j

2
 + V0sn

2
(x;k) :

Asisshown in previouswork [8]thisequation hasa fam -

ily ofelliptic function solutions. In the �rstexperim ent

wetakethefocusing sign ofthenonlinearity.In thiscase

wehavean exactsolution

 (x;t)=
p

� (V0 + k2)sn(x;k)exp(� i!t) V0 � � k
2

which represents a solution bifurcating from the third

band edge - the lower band edge of the second band.

The corollary im plies that for jV0 + k2j<< 1 there ex-

ists a band ofspectrum along the im aginary axis. Fig-

ure 1 shows a plot ofthe Floquet discrim inants K � (�)

along the real� axisfork2 = :5;V0 = � :6.Note thatat

K � (0)= � 2,viaNoether’stheorem and thefactthatthe

third band edgerepresentsan antiperiodiceigenfunction.

The otherFloquetdiscrim inantsatis�esK + (0)� � 1:4,

and isthusin theinteriorofa band.From the�rsttheo-

rem itfollowsthatthereisa band ofspectrum along the

im aginary � axis.Figure2 showsa plotofK � (�)along

the im aginary axis.Both Floquetdiscrim inantsarereal

and 2 (� 2;2)nearthe origin,im plying thatthe Bogoli-

ubov eigenvalue problem has a band ofspectrum along

the im aginary axis. Thiscorrespondsto an exponential

instability in the evolution ofsm alldisturbancesto this

standing wavesolution.

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

-2

-1

1

2

FIG .1. Plot ofthe Floquet discrim inants K � (�) for �

alongtherealaxisforan sn(x;k)typesolution tothefocus-

ing G P equation with an elliptic function potential. Note

thatK + (0)2 (� 2;2)

-0.05 0.05 Im Μ

-2
-1

1
2

8Re K+, Re K-<

-0.05 0.05 Im Μ

-0.4

0.4

8Im K+, Im K-<

FIG .2. Plot ofthe Floquet discrim inants K � (�) for �

alongtheim aginary axisforan sn(x;k)typesolution tothe

focusing G P equation with an elliptic function potential.

NotethatK � (�)are realin an intervaloftheim aginary �

axiscontaining theorigin.Thearc ofspectrum term inates

ata pairofbranch pointsat� � � :07i

In sum m ary,by using the Ham iltonian structure and

sym m etries ofthe G ross-Pitaevsky equation with a pe-

riodicpotential,wehavepresented a su�cientcondition

for the exponentialinstabilities ofstanding wave solu-

tions.

Itisourhope,thatthiscriterion willbea com plem ent

to thenum erousalready known solutionsin studying the

G ross-Pitaevskyequation,and condensatesin opticallat-

tices.
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