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Abstract

W einvestigatethedynam icsofm atter-wavesolitonsin thepresenceofaspatially varyingatom ic

scattering length and nonlinearity. The dynam ics ofbright and dark solitary waves is studied

using thecorresponding G ross-Pitaevskiiequation.Thenum ericalresultsareshown to bein very

good agreem ent with the predictions ofthe e� ective equations ofm otion derived by adiabatic

perturbation theory. The spatially dependentnonlinearity leadsto a gravitationalpotentialthat

allowsto in uencethem otion ofboth fundam entalaswellashigherordersolitons.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recent years have seen enorm ous progress with respect to our understanding and the

controlled processing ofatom ic Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs)[1]both fortheory and

experim ent.In caseofnonlinearexcitations,speci�cally solitons,theexperim entalobserva-

tion ofdark [2],bright[3,4]and gap [5]solitonshasinspired m any studieson m atter-wave

solitons in general. Apart from a fundam entalinterest in their behavior and properties,

solitonsare potentialcandidatesforapplicationssince there are possibilitiesto coherently

m anipulatethem in m atter-wavedevices,such asatom chips[6].M oreover,theform alsim -

ilaritiesbetween m atter-wave and opticalsolitonsindicate thatthe form erm ay be used in

futureapplicationssim ilarly to theiropticalsiblings,which have a tim e-honored history in

optical�bersand waveguides(see,e.g.,therecentreviews[7,8]).

Typically dark (bright)m atter-wave solitonsare form ed in atom ic condensateswith re-

pulsive(attractive)interatom icinteractions,i.e.foratom icspecieswith positive(negative)

scattering length a.Oneofthevery interesting aspectsfortailoringand designing theprop-

ertiesof(atom ic orm olecular)BECsisthe possibility to controlthe interaction ofground

statespeciesby changing thethreshold collision dynam icsand consequently changing either

the sign orthe m agnitude ofthe scattering length. A prom inentway to achieve thisisto

apply an externalm agnetic �eld which providescontroloverthe scattering length because

oftherapid variation in collision propertiesassociated with athreshold scatteringresonance

being a Feshbach resonance (see refs. [9,10]and referencestherein). Forlow-dim ensional

setups a com plem entary way oftuning the scattering length orthe nonlinear coupling at

willistochangethetransversalcon�nem entin ordertoachievean e�ectivenonlinearity pa-

ram eterforthedynam icsin e.g.theaxialdirection.In thelim itofvery strong transversal

con�nem entthisleadstotheso-called con�nem entinduced resonanceatwhich them odi�ed

scattering length diverges[11]. A third alternative approach usesthe possibility oftuning

the scattering length with an optically induced Feshbach resonance [12]. Varying the in-

teractionsand collisionalpropertiesofthe atom swascrucialfora variety ofexperim ental

discoveriessuch astheform ation ofm olecularBECs[13]ortherevelation oftheBEC-BCS

crossover[14].Recenttheoreticalstudieshavepredicted thata tim e-dependentm odulation

ofthe scattering length can be used to prevent collapse in higher-dim ensionalattractive

BECs[15],orto createrobustm atter-wavesolitons[16].
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Reecting the increasing degree ofcontrolwith respect to the processing ofBECs it

is nowadays \not only" possible to change the scattering length in the sam e way for the

com pleteultracold atom icensem blei.e.itcan betuned globally,butitispossibleto obtain

a locally varying scattering length thereby providing a variation ofthecollisionaldynam ics

acrossthecondensate.Accordingtotheabovethiscan beim plem ented bya(longitudinally)

changing transversalcon�nem entoran inhom ogeneity oftheexternalm agnetic�eld in the

vicinity ofa Feshbach resonance.Thereexistonly very few investigationson condensatesin

such an inhom ogeneousenvironm ent[17,18].

To substantiate theabove,letusspecify in som e m ore detailthe case ofa m agnetically

tuned scattering length. The behavior ofthe scattering length near a Feshbach resonant

m agnetic�eld B 0 istypically oftheform a(B )= ~a[1� �=(B � B0)],where~a isthevalueof

the scattering length farfrom resonance and � representsthe width ofthe resonance (see,

e.g.,[19]). Letusconsidera quasi-1D condensate along the x-direction exposed to a bias

�eld B 1 su�ciently farfrom theresonantvalueB 0 in thepresenceofan additionalgradient

� ofthe �eld i.e. we have B = B1 + �x such thatB1 > B 0 + � (withoutlossofgenerality

wetake� > 0).Assum ing �x=(B1 � B0)� 1 forallvaluesofx in theinterval(� L=2;L=2),

where L isthe characteristic spatialscale on which the evolution ofthe condensate takes

place,itisreadily seen thatthescattering length can bewellapproxim ated by thespatially

dependentform a(x)= a0 + a1x,wherea0 = ~a[1� �=(B 1 � B0)]and a1 = ��~a=(B 1 � B0)
2.

In thefollowing wewillassum ethata0 and a1 areofthesam esign.

Thisopenstheperspective ofstudying collisionally inhom ogeneouscondensates.In this

work,we provide a �rst step in this direction by investigating the behavior ofnonlinear

excitations, speci�cally bright and dark m atter-wave solitons in attractive and repulsive

quasione-dim ensional(1D)BECs,in thepresenceofaspatially-dependentscatteringlength

and nonlinearity. W e investigate the soliton dynam ics in di�erent setups and analyze the

im pactofthespatially varying nonlinearity by num erically integrating theGross-Pitaevskii

(GP) equation as wellas in the fram ework ofadiabatic perturbation theory for solitons

[20,21].

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. IIthe e�ective perturbed NLS equation is

derived. In Sec. III,fundam entaland higher-order soliton dynam ics are considered and

Bloch oscillations in the additionalpresence ofan opticallattice are studied. Sec. IV is

devoted to the study ofdark m atter-wave solitons,and in Sec.V the m ain �ndingsofthis
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work aresum m arized.

II. T H E P ERT U R B ED N LS EQ U AT IO N

Atsu�ciently low tem peratures,the dynam icsofa quasi-one-dim ensionalBEC aligned

along the x{axis,isdescribed by an e�ective one-dim ensional(1D)GP equation (see,e.g.,

[23])oftheform :

i~
@ 

@t
= �

~
2

2m

@2 

@x2
+ V (x) + gj j

2
 ; (1)

where  (x;t) is the order param eter, m is the atom ic m ass, and V (x) is the exter-

nalpotential. Here we assum e that the condensate is con�ned in a harm onic trap i.e.,

V (x)= (1=2)m !2

xx
2 where !x isthe con�ning frequency in the axialdirection. The non-

linearity coe�cientg,accounting fortheinteratom icinteractions,hasan e�ective1D form ,

nam ely g = 2~a!? ,where !? isthe transverse-con�nem ent frequency and a isthe atom ic

s-wavescattering length.Thelatterispositive(negative)forrepulsive (attractive)conden-

satesconsisting ofe.g.87Rb (7Li)atom s.

Asdiscussed in theintroduction weassum eacollisionally inhom ogeneouscondensatei.e.,

a spatially varying scattering length according to a(x)= a0 + a1x wherea0 and a1 areboth

positive (negative) for repulsive (attractive) condensates. M oreover,ifthe characteristic

length L fortheevolution ofthecondensate im pliesja1Lj� ja0j,itisreadily seen thatthe

function a(x) can be expressed as a(x) = sA(x),where A(x) � ja0j+ ja1jx is a positive

de�nite function (for� L=2 < x < L=2)and s= sign(a0)= � 1 forrepulsive and attractive

condensates respectively. W e can then reduce the originalGP Eq. (1)to a dim ensionless

form asfollows:x isscaled in unitsofthe healing length � = ~=
p
n0g0m ,tin unitsof�=c

(where c =
p
n0g0=m is the Bogoliubov speed ofsound),the atom ic density n � j j2 is

rescaled by the peak density n0,and energy ism easured in unitsofthe chem icalpotential

ofthe system � = g0n0;in the above expressionsg0 � 2~a0!? correspondsto theconstant

(dc)value a0 ofthe scattering length. Thisway,the following norm alized GP equation is

readily obtained,

i
@ 

@t
= �

1

2

@2 

@x2
+ V (x) + sg(x)j j2 ; (2)

whereV (x)= (1=2)
2x2 and theparam eter
� (2a0n0)
�1 (!x=!? )determ inesthem agnetic
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trap strength.Additionally,g(x)= 1+ �x isa positive de�nite function and � � ��(B1 �

B 0)
�1 [1� �(B 1 � B0)]

�1
isthegradient.

Letusassum etypicalexperim entalparam etersforaquasi-1D condensatecontainingN �

103 atom sand with apeak atom icdensity n0 � 108 m �1 .Then,takingthescatteringlength

a to be ofthe orderofa nanom eterwe assum e thatthe ratio ofthe con�ning frequencies

!x=!? varies between 0.01 and 0.1. Therefore,the trap strength 
 is typically O(10�2 )-

O(10�1 ). Furtherm ore,we willassum e thatthe �eld gradient� isalso sm alland accounts

forthe leading ordercorrectionsofthe gradient� in whatfollows. Thus,
 and � are the

naturalsm allparam etersoftheproblem .

W enow introducethetransform ation  = u=
p
g torewriteEq.(2)in thefollowing form :

i
@u

@t
+
1

2

@2u

@x2
� sjuj

2
u = R(u): (3)

Apparently,Eq.(3)hastheform ofaperturbed NLS equation (ofthefocusingordefocusing

type,fors= � 1 and s= +1 respectively),with theperturbation R(u)being given by

R(u) � V (x)u +
d

dx
ln(
p
g)
@u

@x

+
1

2

"

d2

dx2
ln(
p
g)�

�
d

dx
ln(
p
g)

�
2
#

u: (4)

The last two term s on the righthand side ofEq. (4)are ofhigher order with respect

to theperturbation param eter� than thesecond term and willhenceforth beignored (this

willbe discussed in m ore detailbelow). W e therefore exam ine the soliton dynam icsin the

presence oftheperturbation including the�rsttwo term sofEq.(4).

III. B R IG H T M AT T ER -W AV E SO LIT O N S

A . Fundam entalsolitons

In the case s = � 1 and in the absence ofthe perturbation,Eq. (3)represents the tra-

ditionalfocusing NLS equation,which possessesa com m only known fam ily offundam ental

brightsoliton solutionsofthefollowing form [24],

u(x;t)= �sech[�(x� x0)]exp[i(kx � �(t)] (5)

where � isthe am plitude and inverse spatialwidth ofthe soliton,x0 isthe soliton center,

the param eter k = dx0=dtde�nes both the soliton wavenum ber and velocity,and �nally
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�(t)= (1=2)(k2� �2)t+�0 isthesolitonphase(�0 beinganarbitraryconstant).Letusassum e

now thatthesoliton width ��1 ism uch sm allerthan 
�1=2 and ��1 [nam elythecharacteristic

spatialscalesofthe trapping potentialand the function g(x)]or,physically speaking,the

potentialV (x)and the function g(x)vary little on the soliton scale. In thiscase,we m ay

em ploy theadiabaticperturbation theory forsolitons[20]to treatanalytically thee�ectof

theperturbation R(u)on thesoliton (5).Accordingtothisapproach,thesoliton param eters

�,k and x0 becom eunknown,slowly-varying functionsoftim et,butthefunctionalform of

thesoliton (seeEq.(5))rem ainsunchanged.Then,from Eq.(3),itisfound thatthenum ber

ofatom sN =
R
+ 1

�1
juj2dx and the m om entum P = (i=2)

R
+ 1

�1
[u(@u?=@x)� u?(@u=@x)]dx

which are integrals ofm otion ofthe unperturbed system ,evolve,in the presence ofthe

perturbation,according to thefollowing equations,

dN

dt
= � 2Im

�Z
+ 1

�1

Ru
?
dx

�

; (6)

dP

dt
= 2Re

�Z
+ 1

�1

R
@u?

@x
dx

�

: (7)

W e rem ark thatthe num berofatom sN isconserved forEq. (2)butthe transform ation,

leading to Eq.(3)no longerpreservesthatconservation law,leading,in turn,to Eq.(6).

W e now substitute the ansatz (5) (but with the soliton param eters being functions of

tim e)into Eqs. (6)-(7);furtherm ore we use a Taylorexpansion ofthe second term ofEq.

(4),around x = x0 (keeping the two leading term s). The latterexpansion iswarranted by

the exponentionallocalization ofthe wave around x = x0. W e then obtain the evolution

equationsfor�(t)and k(t),

d�

dt
= k�

@

@x0
ln(g); (8)

dk

dt
= �

@V

@x0
+
�2

3

@

@x0
ln(g): (9)

To thisend,recalling thatdx0=dt= k,wem ay com bineEqs.(8)-(9)to derivethefollowing

equation ofm otion forthesoliton center:

d2x0

dt2
= �

@V

@x0
+

�2(0)

6g2(0)

�
@g2

@x0

�

; (10)

where �(0) and g(0)� g(x0(0)) are the initialvalues ofthe am plitude and function g(x)

respectively. Notice that the above result indicates that the m ain contribution from the

spatially dependentscattering length com esto order�2 (while the contribution ofthe last
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two term s in Eq. (4) would have been O(�3) and is neglected). It is clear that in the

particularcase where g(x)= 1+ �x,Eq.(10)describesthe m otion ofa unitm assparticle

in thepresence ofthee�ectivepotential

Ve�(x0)=
1

2
!
2

bsx
2

0
� �x0; (11)

wheretheparam eter� isde�ned as

� =
�2(0)�

3[1+ �x0(0)]
2
; (12)

and

!bs =
p

2 � ��; (13)

isthe oscillation frequency ofthe brightsoliton. In the absence ofthe spatialvariation of

the scattering length (� = 0),Eq. (10)actually expressesthe Ehrenfesttheorem ,im plying

thatthe brightsoliton oscillateswith a frequency !bs = 
 in the presence ofthe harm onic

potentialwith strength 
.Nevertheless,the presence ofthe gradientm odi�essigni�cantly

the brightsoliton dynam icsasfollows:First,asseen by the second term in theright-hand

side ofEq. (11),apart from the harm onic trapping potential,an e�ective gravitational

potentialisalso present,which inducesan acceleration ofthe initialsoliton towardslarger

values ofx0 (for � > 0) i.e. it shifts the center ofthe harm onic potentialfrom x0 = 0

to x0 =
�

!2
bs

. Second,the oscillation frequency ofthe brightsoliton ism odi�ed for� 6= 0,

according to Eq.(13).M oreover,depending on theinitialvaluesoftheparam eters,nam ely

for�� � 
2 an interesting situation m ay occur,in which the e�ective harm onic potential,

instead ofbeing purely attractive,itcan e�ectively disappear,orbeexpulsive.

Thesolution to Eq.(10)in thevariablesy0 = x0 � �=!2
bs
is,ofcourse,a sim pleclassical

oscillator

y0(t)= y0(0)cos(!bst)+
_y0(0)

!bs
sin(!bst) (14)

which isvalid for!2

bs
> 0. For!2

bs
< 0 the trigonom etric functionshave to be replaced by

hyperbolic ones. In the case !2

bs
= 0,the resulting m otion (to the orderexam ined) isthe

onedueto a uniform acceleration with x0(t)= x0(0)+ _x0(0)t+ �t2=2.

The above analyticalpredictions have been con�rm ed by direct num ericalsim ulations.

In particular,we have system atically com pared the results obtained from Eq. (10) with

7
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FIG .1:Top panels:Thee� ective potentialV (x0)asa function ofthesoliton centerx0 fora trap

strength 
 = 0:05 fora fundam entalbrightsoliton ofam plitude �(0)= 1,initially placed atthe

trap center (x0(0) = 0). Di� erent values ofthe gradient m odify the character ofthe potential:

in panel(a)itispurely attractive (� = 0;
 =2;
p
2
 ),while in (b)itiseitherpurely gravitational

(� =
p
3
 )orexpulsive(� = 2
 ).Bottom panels:Evolution ofthecenterofthebrightsoliton for

the above cases: (c)forattractive e� ective potentialsand (d)forgravitationalorexpulsive ones.

The agreem entbetween num ericalresults(solid and dashed lines)and the theoreticalpredictions

(triangles,dots)isexcellent.

the resultsofthe directnum ericalintegration ofthe GP Eq. (2). In the following,we use

the trap strength 
 = 0:05,initialsoliton am plitude �(0) = 1 and initiallocation ofthe

soliton x0(0)= 0,and di�erentvaluesforthenorm alized gradient�.Theabovevaluesofthe

param eters,m ay correspond to a 7Licondensate containing N � 4000 atom s,con�ned in a

quasi-1D trap with frequencies!x = 2� � 14 Hz and !? = 100!x. Note thatthese values

correspond to a scattering length a = � 0:21 nm (pertaining to a m agnetic�eld 425 Gauss),

a valueforwhich a brightm atter-wavesoliton hasbeen observed experim entally [4].

In Fig. 1(a), the originalharm onic trapping potentialV (x) (dotted line, � = 0) is
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com pared to thee�ectivepotentialm odi�ed by thepresenceofthegradientfor� = (1=2)


(dashed line)and � =
p
2
 (solid line). In these cases,the e�ective harm onic potentialis

attractiveand thegradientdisplacestheequilibrium pointto theright.Fig.1(b)showsthe

case� =
p
3
 (dashed line)forwhich thee�ective harm onicpotentialiscanceled resulting

in a purely gravitationalpotential. Also,upon suitably choosing the value of�,e.g.,for

� = 2
 (solid line)the e�ective potentialbecom es expulsive. The dynam ics ofthe bright

m atter-wave soliton pertaining to the above cases are shown in Figs. 1(c) (for attractive

e�ectivepotential)and 1(d)(forgravitationalorexpulsivee�ectivepotential).In particular,

in Fig. 1(c),it is clearly seen that the evolution ofthe soliton center x0 is periodic,but

with a largeram plitudeand sm allerfrequency ofoscillations,ascom pared to therespective

case with � = 0. The analyticalpredictions ofEq. (10)-(14)(trianglesfor� =
p
2
 and

dotsfor� = (1=2)
)arein perfectagreem entwith therespectiveresultsobtained by direct

num ericalintegration oftheGP Eq.(2).On theotherhand,asshown in Fig.1(d),in the

case ofa gravitationalorexpulsive e�ective potential,the function x0(t)ism onotonically

increasing,with theanalyticalpredictionsbeing in excellentagreem entwith thenum erical

sim ulations. Fora purely gravitationalorexpulsive e�ective potential,Eq. (8)showsthat

the am plitude (width) of the soliton increases (decreases) m onotonically as well, which

recoversthepredictionsofRef.[17].Thistypeofevolution suggeststhatthebrightsoliton

iscom pressed adiabatically in thepresence ofthegradient.

Let us consider another setup which com bines the \e�ective" linear potentialwith an

externalharm onicand a periodictrap:

V (x)=
1

2

2
x
2 + V0sin

2(�x) (15)

The periodic potentialin Eq. (15)can be obtained experim entally by superim posing two

counter-propagating laserbeam s.Itiswell-known thatthedynam icsin thecom bined pres-

enceofa(n e�ective)linearand aperiodicpotentialresultsin theso-called Bloch oscillations

(forarecentdiscussion oftherelevantphenom enology and bibliography seee.g.[22]).These

oscillationsoccurdueto interplay ofthelinearand periodicpotentialwith a de�niteperiod

T = 2�=� [22].W ehave exam ined num erically thisanalyticalprediction in thepresence of

an opticallattice potentialwith V0 = 0:25 and k = 0:5. The num ericalevaluation ofthe

period ofthe soliton m otion in the com bined potentialis T � 22:15 less than 4% o� the

corresponding theoreticalprediction.Thetim e-periodicevolution ofthesoliton isshown in
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FIG .2:Spatio-tem poralcontourplot(ofthe wavefunction squarem odulus)ofa solitary wave for


 = 0:075,� =
p
3
 and an opticallattice with V0 = 0:25 and � = 0:5. O ne can clearly discern

the presence ofBloch oscillations in the evolution ofthe density,whose period is in very good

agreem entwith the corresponding theoreticalprediction.

thespatio-tem poralcontourplotofFig.2.

B . H igher-order solitons

Apartfrom the fundam entalbrightsoliton in Eq.(5),itiswellknown [25]thatspeci�c

N -soliton exact solutions in the unperturbed NLS equation (Eq. (3) with s = � 1 and

R = 0)aregenerated by theinitialcondition u(x;0)= Asech(x)(for� = 1),and thesoliton

am plitudeA issuch thatA � 1=2< N � A + 1=2 to excitea soliton oforderN .Theexact

form oftheN -soliton iscum bersom eand willnotbeprovided here;nevertheless,itisworth

noticing som e featuresofthese solutions: First,the num ber ofatom softhe N -th soliton

is N 2 larger than the one ofthe fundam entalsoliton and second,for any N ,the soliton

solution isperiodic with the intrinsic frequency ofthe shape oscillationsbeing !intr = 4�2.

W e now exam ine the dynam ics ofthe N -soliton solution in the presence ofthe spatially

varying nonlinearity.

W e have perform ed num ericalsim ulations in the case ofthe so-called double (N = 2)

brightsoliton solution with initialsoliton am plitudeA = 2:5.In theabsenceofthegradient
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(� = 0),ifthe soliton is placed at the trap center (x0 = 0,with x0 being the soliton

center),itonly executesitsintrinsic oscillationswith the above m entioned frequency !intr.

On the otherhand,ifthe soliton isdisplaced (x0 6= 0),apartfrom itsinternalvibrations,

itperform s oscillations governed by the sim ple equation �x0 + 
2x0 = 0,in accordance to

theKohn theorem (see[26]and [27]foran application in thecontextofbrightm atter-wave

solitons). Nevertheless,for� 6= 0,the double soliton (initially placed atthe trap center),

contrary to the previouscase,splitsinto two single solitons,with di�erentam plitudesdue

to thee�ectivegravity discussed in thecaseofthefundam entalsoliton.Dueto thee�ective

gravitationalforce,the soliton m oving to the right (see,e.g.,Fig. 3) is the one with the

largeram plitude(and velocity)and ism orem obile than the onem oving to theleft(which

hasthesm alleram plitude).

Aseach ofthese two solitonsisclose to a fundam entalone,theirsubsequent dynam ics

(aftersplitting)m ay be understood by m eansofthe e�ective equationsofm otion derived

in the previoussection. In particular,depending on the valuesofthe relevantparam eters

involved in Eq. (11)[�(0)isnow the am plitude ofeach soliton aftersplitting]the solitons

m ay both betrapped,orm ay escape(eitheroneorboth ofthem ),ifthee�ective potential

isexpulsive. In the form ercase,both solitonsperform oscillations(in the presence ofthe

e�ective attractive potential)and an exam ple isshown in Fig. 3 (for
 = 0:1,� = 0:01).

Note that the center ofm ass ofthe ensem ble oscillates with a period T = 2�=
 = 62:8

(which is in accordance with Kohn’s theorem ). During the evolution,as each ofthe two

solitonsoscillatein thetrap with di�erentfrequencies,they m ay undergoahead-on collision

(see,e.g.,bottom panelofFig.3 att� 55).Itisclearthatsuch a collision isnearly elastic,

with theinteraction between thetwo solitonsbeing repulsive.

Im portantly,forsm allervaluesofthetrap strength 
,wehavefound thatitispossibleto

releaseeitheroneorboth solitonsfrom thetrap:In particular,for
= 0:05 and � = 0:025,

wehavefound thatthelargeam plitudesoliton escapesthetrap,whilethesm all-am plitude

one perform soscillations. On the otherhand,forthe sam e value ofthe trap strength but

for� = 0:05 both solitonsexperience an expulsive e�ective potentialand thusboth escape

from the trap.Itistherefore in principle possible to use the spatially varying nonlinearity

notonly to splita higher-orderbrightsoliton to a chain offundam entalones,butalso to

controlthetrapping orescapeoftheresulting individualfundam entalsolitons.
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FIG .3: Evolution ofa double soliton with initialam plitude A = 2:5 initially placed atthe trap

center(x = 0)with a strength 
 = 0:1 in the presence ofa gradient� = 0:01.Top panel:Spatio-

tem poralcontourplotofthedensity.Bottom panels:Snapshotsoftheevolution ofthedensity are

shown fort= 0 (top leftpanel),t= 10 (top rightpanel),t= 30 (bottom leftpanel),and t= 60

(bottom rightpanel),covering alm ostoneperiod oftheoscillation.Dashed linescorrespond to the

trapping potential.

IV . D A R K M AT T ER -W AV E SO LIT O N S

W enow turn to thedynam icsofdark m atter-wave solitonsin the fram ework ofEq.(2)

fors= +1 (i.e.,thedefocusing caseofcondensateswith repulsive interactions).Firstly we

exam ine the equation governing the background wavefunction. The latter is taken in the

form  = �(x)exp(� i�t) (� being the chem icalpotential) and the unknown background
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wavefunction �(x)satis�esthefollowing realequation,

��+
1

2

d2�

dx2
� g(x)�3 = V (x)�: (16)

To describe the dynam icsofa dark soliton on top oftheinhom ogeneousbackground satis-

fying Eq.(16),weintroducetheansatz(see,e.g.,[28])

 = �(x)exp(� i�t)�(x;t); (17)

into Eq.(2),where the unknown wavefunction �(x;t)representsa dark soliton.Thisway,

em ploying Eq. (16),the following evolution equation forthe dark soliton wave function is

readily obtained:

i
@�

@t
+
1

2

@2�

@x2
� g�2(j�j2 � 1)� = �

d

dx
ln(�)

@�

@x
: (18)

Taking into accountthatin thefram ework oftheThom as-Ferm iapproxim ation [1]a sim ple

solution ofEq.(16)isexpressed as

�(x)=

s

m axf
� � V (x)

g(x)
;0g; (19)

equation (18)can besim pli�ed to thefollowing defocusing perturbed NLS equation,

i
@�

@t
+
1

2

@2�

@x2
� �(j�j2 � 1)� = Q(�); (20)

wheretheperturbation Q(�)hastheform ,

Q(�) =
�
1� j�j

2
�
�V +

1

2(� � V )

dV

dx

@�

@x

+
d

dx
[ln(

p
g)]

@�

@x
; (21)

and higherorderperturbation term shaveonceagain been neglected.In theabsence ofthe

perturbation,Eq.(20)representsthecom pletely integrabledefocusingNLS equation,which

hasa dark soliton solution oftheform [29](for� = 1),

�(x;t)= cos’ tanh� + isin’; (22)

where � � cos’ [x � (sin’)t],while cos’ and sin’ are the soliton am plitude and velocity

respectively,’ being theso-called soliton phaseangle(j�j� �=2).To treatanalytically the

e�ect ofthe perturbation (21)on the dark soliton,we em ploy the adiabatic perturbation

13



theory devised in Ref.[21].Asin thecaseofbrightsolitons,according tothisapproach,the

dark soliton param etersbecom e slowly-varying unknown functionsoft,butthe functional

form ofthe soliton rem ains unchanged. Thus,the soliton phase angle becom es ’ ! ’(t)

and,asa result,thesoliton coordinatebecom es� ! � = cos’(t)[x � x0(t)],where

x0(t)=

Z
t

0

sin’(t0)dt0; (23)

isthesoliton center.Then,theevolution oftheparam eter’ governed by theequation [21],

d’

dt
=

1

2cos2’ sin’
Re

�Z
+ 1

�1

Q(�)
@��

@t
dx

�

; (24)

leads (through sim ilar calculations and Taylor expansions as for the bright case) to the

following result:

d�

dt
= � cos’

�
1

2

@V

@x0
+
1

3

@

@x0
ln(g)

�

: (25)

To thisend,com bining Eqs.(23)and (25),weobtain thecorresponding equation ofm otion

forthesoliton center,

d2x0

dt2
= �

1

2

@V

@x0
�
1

3

@

@x0
ln(g); (26)

in which we have additionally assum ed nearly stationary dark solitonswith cos’ � 1. As

in the case ofbrightsolitons,the validity ofEq. (26)doesnotrely on the speci�c form of

g(x),aslong asthisfunction (and the trapping potential)are slowly-varying on the dark

soliton scale (i.e.,the healing length). In the particularcase with g(x)= 1+ �x,Eq. (26)

describesthem otion ofa unitm assparticlein thepresence ofthee�ective potential

W e�(x0)=
1

4

2
x
2

0
+
1

3
ln(1+ �x0): (27)

For� = 0 Eq. (26)im plies thatthe dark soliton oscillates with a frequency 
=
p
2 in the

harm onicpotentialwith strength 
 [28,30].However,in thepresence ofthegradient,and

forsu�ciently sm all�,Eq.(27)im pliesthefollowing:First,theoscillation frequency ! ds of

thedarksoliton isdownshifted in thepresenceofthelinearspatialvariation ofthescattering

length,according to

!ds =

r
1

2

2 �

1

3
�2: (28)
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FIG .4: (a) Two snapshots ofthe density ofthe dark soliton (at t = 0 and t = 90) on top

ofa Thom as-Ferm icloud. The chem icalpotentialis � = 1,the trap strength is 
 = 0:05 and

the gradient is � = 0:01. (b): The m otion ofthe center ofa dark soliton. Solid line and dots

respectively correspond to thenum ericalintegration oftheG P equation and analyticalpredictions

[see Eq.(26)],respectively.

Additionally to thee�ectiveharm onicpotential,thedark soliton dynam icsisalso m odi�ed

byan e�ectivegravitationalpotential(� �x0=3),which inducesan acceleration ofthesoliton

towardslargervaluesofx0 (for� > 0).Itshould be noted thatasdark solitonsbehave as

e�ective particles with negative m ass,the e�ective gravitationalforce possesses a positive

sign,whilein thecaseofbrightsolitons(which havepositivee�ectivem ass)ithastheusual

negativesign [seeEqs.(11)and (27)].

Direct num ericalsim ulations con�rm the above analytical�ndings. In particular,we

consideran initially stationary dark soliton (with cos’(0)= 0),placed atx0 = 0,on top

ofa Thom as-Ferm icloud [see Eq. (19)]characterized by a chem icalpotential� = 1 (the

trapping frequency ishere 
 = 0:05). In the absence ofthe gradientsuch an initialdark

soliton should bepurelystationary.However,consideringagradientwith � = 0:01,itisclear

thattheTF cloud willbecom easym m etric,asshown in Fig.4(a)and thesoliton willstart

perform ing oscillations. The latter are shown in Fig. 4,where the analyticalpredictions

(points) are directly com pared to the results obtained by direct num ericalintegration of

the GP equation (solid line). As it is seen,the agreem ent between the two is very good;

additionally,we note thatthe oscillation frequency found num erically is2�=177,while the

respective theoreticalprediction is2�=180:7,with theerrorbeing � 3% .

15



V . SU M M A RY

W e have analyzed the dynam ics ofbright and dark m atter-wave solitons in quasi-1D

BECscharacterized by a spatially varying nonlinearity. The form ulation ofthe problem is

based on a Gross-Pitaevskiiequation with a spatially dependentscattering length induced

e.g.by a biasm agnetic�eld neara Feshbach resonanceaugm ented by a �eld gradient.The

GP equation hasbeen reduced toaperturbed nonlinearSchr�odingerequation,which isthen

analyzed in the fram ework ofthe adiabatic approxim ation in the perturbation theory for

solitons,treating them as quasi-particles. This way,e�ective equations ofm otion forthe

solitoncenters(togetherwith evolution equationsfortheirothercharacteristics)werederived

analytically.Theanalyticalresultswerecorroborated by directnum ericalsim ulationsofthe

underlying GP equations.

In the case ofbrightm atter-wave solitonsinitially con�ned in a parabolic trapping po-

tential,it is found that (depending on the values ofthe gradient and the initialsoliton

param eters),there is a possibility to switch the character ofthe e�ective potentialfrom

attractiveto purely gravitationalorexpulsive.Ithasbeen thusdem onstrated thata bright

soliton can escapethetrap and beadiabatically com pressed.On theotherhand,considering

the additionalpresence ofan opticallattice potential,ithasbeen shown thatin the case

wherethee�ectivepotentialispurely gravitational,Bloch oscillationsofthebrightsolitons

are possible. Higher-order bright solitons have been shown to typically split in the pres-

ence ofa spatially varying nonlinearity to fundam entalones,whose subsequent dynam ics

isdeterm ined by the propertiesoftheresulting single-soliton splinters.In the case ofdark

m atter-wavesolitons,therelevantbackground,i.e.,theThom as-Ferm icloud ism odi�ed by

the inhom ogeneous nonlinearity. The dynam ics ofthe dark solitons follows a Newtonian

equation ofm otion foraparticlewith anegativee�ectivem assand theoscillation frequency

ofthedark solitonshasbeen derived analytically.Thelatterisalwaysdown-shifted ascom -

pared totheoscillation frequency pertainingtoaspatially constantscatteringlength.Thus,

generally speaking,thepresented resultsshow thata spatialinhom ogenity ofthescattering

length induced e.g.by properly chosen externalm agnetic�eldsisan e�ectiveway tocontrol

thedynam icsofm atter-wave solitons.

A cknow ledgem ents. This work was supported by the \A.S.Onasis" Public Bene�t

Foundation (GT),the SpecialResearch AccountofAthens University (GT,DJF),aswell

16



asNSF-DM S-0204585,NSF-CAREER,and theEppley Foundation forResearch (PGK).

[1] F.Dalfovo,S.G iorgini,L.P.Pitaevskii,and S.Stringari,Rev.M od.Phys.71,463 (1999).

[2] S.Burger,K .Bongs,S.Dettm er,W .Ertm er,K .Sengstock,A.Sanpera,G .V.Shlyapnikov,

and M .Lewenstein,Phys.Rev.Lett.83,5198 (1999); J.Denschlag, J.E.Sim sarian,D.L.

Feder,C.W .Clark,L.A.Collins,J.Cubizolles,L.Deng,E.W .Hagley,K .Helm erson,W .P.

Reinhardt, S.L.Rolston, B.I.Schneider, and W .D.Phillips, Science 287, 97 (2000); B.P.

Anderson,P.C.Haljan,C.A.Regal,D.L.Feder,L.A.Collins,C.W .Clark,and E.A.Cornell,

Phys.Rev.Lett.86,2926 (2001);Z.Dutton,M .Budde,Ch.Slowe,and L.V.Hau,Science

293,663 (2001).

[3] K .E.Strecker,G .B.Partridge,A.G .Truscott,and R.G .Hulet,Nature 417,150 (2002).

[4] L.K haykovich,F.Schreck,G .Ferrari,T.Bourdel,J.Cubizolles,L.D.Carr,Y.Castin,and

C.Salom on,Science 296,1290 (2002).

[5] B.Eierm ann,Th.Anker,M .Albiez,M .Taglieber,P.Treutlein,K .-P.M arzlin,and M .K .

O berthaler,Phys.Rev.Lett.92,230401 (2004).

[6] R.Folm an,P.K rueger,J.Schm iedm ayer,J.Denschlag and C.Henkel,Adv.Atom .M ol.O pt.

Phys.48,263(2002);J.Reichel,Appl.Phys.B 75,469(2002);J.Fortgh and C.Zim m erm ann,

Science 307 860 (2005).

[7] B.A.M alom ed Prog.O pt.43,71 (2002);A.V.Buryak,P.DiTrapani,D.V.Skryabin,and

S.Trillo,Phys.Rep.370,63 (2002).

[8] Yu.S.K ivsharand B.Luther-Davies,Phys.Rep.298,81 (1998);P.G .K evrekidis,K .� .Ras-

m ussen and A.R.Bishop,Int.J.M od.Phys.B 15,2833 (2001).

[9] J. W einer,Cold and Ultracold Collisions in Quantum M icroscopic and M esoscopic System s,

Cam bridge University Press2003.

[10] S.Inouye M .R.Andrews,J.Stenger,H.J.M iesner,D.M .Stam per-K urn and W .K etterle,

Nature392,151 (1998);J.Stenger,S.Inouye,M .R.Andrews,H.-J.M iesner,D.M .Stam per-

K urn,and W .K etterle,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,2422 (1999);J.L.Roberts,N.R.Claussen,J.P.

Burke,Jr.,C.H.G reene,E.A.Cornell,and C.E.W iem an ,Phys.Rev.Lett.81,5109 (1998);

S.L.Cornish,N.R.Claussen,J.L.Roberts,E.A.Cornell,and C.E.W iem an,Phys.Rev.

Lett.85,1795 (2000).

17



[11] M . O lshanii,Phys.Rev.Lett.81,938 (1998);T.Bergem an,M .G .M oore and M .O lshanii,

Phys.Rev.Lett.91,163201 (2003).

[12] M .Theis,G .Thalham m er,K .W inkler,M .Hellwig,G .Ru� ,R.G rim m ,and J.H.Denschlag,

Phys.Rev.Lett.93,123001 (2004).

[13] J.Herbig,T.K raem er,M .M ark,T.W eber,C.Chin,H.C.Nagerl,and R.G rim m ,Science

301,1510 (2003).

[14] M .Bartenstein,A.Altm eyer,S.Riedl,S.Jochim ,C.Chin,J.Hecker Denschlang,and R.

G rim m Phys.Rev.Lett.92,203201 (2004).

[15] F.K h.Abdullaev,J.G .Caputo,R.A.K raenkel,and B.A.M alom ed Phys.Rev.A 67,013605

(2003);H.Saito and M .Ueda,Phys.Rev.Lett.90,040403 (2003);G .D.M ontesinos,V.M .

P�erez-G arc�� a,P.J.Torres,Physica D 191 193 (2004).

[16] P.G .K evrekidis, G .Theocharis, D.J.Frantzeskakis, and B.A.M alom ed, Phys.Rev.Lett.

90, 230401 (2003); D.E.Pelinovsky, P.G .K evrekidis, and D.J.Frantzeskakis, Phys.Rev.

Lett.91,240201 (2003);F.K h.Abdullaev,A.M .K am chatnov,V.V.K onotop,and V.A.

BrazhnyiPhys.Rev.Lett.90,230402 (2003);Z.Rapti,G .Theocharis,P.G .K evrekidis,D.J.

Frantzeskakis and B.A.M alom ed,Physica Scripta T 107,27 (2004);D.E.Pelinovsky,P.G .

K evrekidis, D.J.Frantzeskakis, and V.Zharnitsky,Phys.Rev.E 70, 047604 (2004); Z.X.

Liang,Z.D.Zhang,and W .M .Liu,Phys.Rev.Lett.94,050402 (2005).

[17] F.K h.Abdullaev and M .Salerno,J.Phys.B 36,2851 (2003).

[18] H.Xiong,S.Liu,M .Zhan,and W .Zhang,preprintcond-m at/0411212.

[19] A.J.M oerdijk,B.J.Verhaar,and A.Axelsson,Phys.Rev.A 51,4852 (1995).

[20] Yu.S.K ivsharand B.A.M alom ed,Rev.M od.Phys.61,763 (1989).

[21] Yu.S.K ivsharand X.Yang,Phys.Rev.E 49,1657 (1994).

[22] T.Hartm ann,F.K eck,H.J.K orsch and S.M ossm ann,New J.Phys.6,2 (2004).

[23] V.M .P�erez-G arc�� a,H.M ichinel,and H.Herrero,Phys.Rev.A 57,3837(1998);Yu.S.K ivshar,

T.J.Alexander,and S.K .Turitsyn,Phys.Lett.A 278,225 (2001).

[24] V.E.Zakharov and A.B.Shabat,Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz.61,118 (1971)[Sov.Phys.JETP 34,

62 (1971)].

[25] J.Satsum a and N.Yajim a,Prog.Theor.Phys.Suppl.55,284 (1974).

[26] W .K ohn,Phys.Rev.123,1242 (1961).

[27] U.AlK hawaja,H.T.C.Stoof,R.G .Hulet,K .E.Strecker,and G .B.Partridge,Phys.Rev.

18

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0411212


Lett.89,200404 (2002).

[28] D.J.Frantzeskakis,G .Theocharis,F.K .Diakonos,P.Schm elcher,and Yu.S.K ivshar,Phys.

Rev.A 66,053608 (2002).

[29] V.E.Zakharov and A.B.Shabat,Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz.64,1627 (1973)[Sov.Phys.JETP 37,

823 (1973)].

[30] Th.Busch and J.R.Anglin,Phys.Rev.Lett.84,2298 (2000);G .Huang,J.Szeftel,and S.

Zhu, Phys.Rev.A 65,053605 (2002);V.A.Brazhnyiand V.V.K onotop, Phys.Rev.A 68,

043613 (2003);V.V.K onotop and L.Pitaevskii,Phys.Rev.Lett.93,240403 (2004).

19


