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W e investigate the generation of fractionalperiod states in continuum periodic system s. As an
exam ple, we consider a BoseE instein condensate con ned in an optical-lattice potential. W e show
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I. NTRODUCTION

In thepast few years, therehasbeen considerable inter—
est in both genuinely discrete and continuum but periodic
system s [ll]. These arise in diverse physical contexts 2],
Including coupled waveguide arrays and photorefractive
crystals in nonlinearoptics [3], B oseE Instein condensates
BECs) In optical lJattices (O Ls) In atom ic physics 4],
and DNA double-strand dynam ics in biophysics [E]. O ne
of the m ost interesting them es that em erges In this con—
text is the conoept of \e ective discreteness" induced by
continuum periodic dynam ics. T here have been m any
e orts both to derive discrete system s that em ulate the
dynam ics of continuum periodic ones €] and to obtain
continuum system sthatm in ic properties ofdiscrete ones
[1]. Additionally, the connection between discrete and
continuum system s In various settings is one ofthem ain
research thrusts that has em erged from studies of the
Fem iPasta-Ulam problem [Z].

T his paper exam ines a type of excitation, not previ-
ously analyzed (to the best of our know ledge), w ith the
Intriguing characteristic that i can be observed in con—
tinuum periodic system s but cannot be captured using a
genuinely discrete description ofthe sam e problm . The
reason for this is that these states bear the unusual fea—
ture that their length scale isa fraction ofthat ofthe con—
tihuum periodic potential. T hus, the \fractionalperiod"
states reported in this paper are not stationary states of
the latter problem , but rather transient excitations that
persist for nite, observable tin es.

To illustrate these fractional states, we consider the
exam ple of a trapped BEC in which an OL potential is
tumed on (as a non-adiabatic perturbation) [4]. O ur re—
sults can also be applied in the context of optics by con—
sidering, for exam ple, the e ect of abruptly tuming on
an ordinary polarization beam in a photorefractive crys—
tal [@]. Our particular interest in BEC s is m otivated by
recent experin ents [d], where after Joading the conden—
sate In an O L, the am plitude of the pertinent standing

wave was m odulated and the resulting excitations were
probed. These ndings were subsequently analyzed In
the fram ework of the G rossP ftaevskii equation in [©],
w here it was argued that a param etric resonance occurs
due to the O L am plitude m odulation. T hese resultswere
further enforoed by the analysis of [L0], which included a
com putation ofthe relevant stability diagram and grow th
rates of param etrically unstablem odes. T he results of [{]
were also exam ined In [L1] by treating the Bose gasas a
Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid.

A sin ilar experim ent, illustrating the controllability of
such O Ls, was recently reported In [12], where instead of
m odulating the am plitude of the lattice, its location was
translated (shaken) periodically. T his resulted in m ixing
betw een vibrational levels and the observation of period—
doubled states. Such statesw ere predicted earlier [13,114]
In both lattice (discrete nonlinear Schrodinger) and con—
tinuum (G rossP taevskii) fram eworks In connection to
a m odulational instability [L4,116] and were also exam —
ned recently In [L7]. Period-m ultiplied statesm ay exist
as stationary (often unstable) solutions of such nonlin-—
ear problem s and can usually be captured in the relevant
lattice m odels.

To obtain fractionalperiod states, which cannot be
constructed using B loch’s theorem [18], we w ill consider
a setting sin ilar to that of [B], akin to the experin ents
of []. However, contrary to the aforem entioned earlier
works (ut still wthin the realn of the experim entally
available possibilities of, eg., Ref. []), we propose ap—
plying a strong non-adiabatic perturbation to the sys—
tem @Which originally consists ofa m agnetically con ned
BEC) by abruptly swiching on an OL potential. As
a result, the BEC is far from its desired ground state.
Because of these nonequilbriuim conditions, the system
\wanders" in con guration space while trying to achieve
itsenergetically desired state. In thisprocess, wem onior
the fractionalperiod states as observable transient exci-
tations and report their signature in Fourder space. A fter
presenting the relevant setup, we give an analysis ofhalf-
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period and quarterperiod states n a sin pli ed setting.
W e illustrate how these states em erge, respectively, as
ham onic and 12 superham onic resonances of a para—
m etrically foroced D u ng oscillator describing the spatial
dynam ics of BEC standing waves (see Appendices A and
B for details). W e subsequently m onitor these states in
approprately crafted num erical experin ents and exam —
Ine their dependence on system param eters. Finally, we
also suggest possble m eans for ocbserving the relevant
states experin entally.

T he rest of this paper is organized as follow s. In Sec—
tion IT, we present the m odel and the analytical results.
(T he details of the derivation of these results are pre—
sented in appendices; Appendix A discusses halfperiod
states and Appendix B discusses quarter-period states.)
W e present our num erical results in Section ITT and sum —
m arize our ndings and present our conclisions in Sec—
tion IV .

II. MODEL AND ANALYSIS
A . Setup

A quasilD BEC is described by the din ensionless
G rossP ttaevskii (GP ) equation [4,19],

@ 1e?
- = =
@t 2 @x?
where (x;t) isthem ean—- eld wavefunction W ith atom ic
density 7 F rescaled by the peak density ng), x ism ea-
sured In units of the healing length = ~= ngogpm
wWhere m is the a‘%)mjc mass), t is measured in units
of =c Where c = nggip =M is the Bogoliubov speed
of sound), gip = 2~!, a is the e ective 1D interaction
strength, !, is the transverse con nem ent frequency, a
is the scattering length, and energy ism easured In units
of the chem icalpotential = gip ng. The nonlnearity
strength g (oroportionalto a) is taken to be positive in
connection to the ®’Rb experin ents of [d]. T he potential,
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consists of a hamm onic (m agnetic) trap of strength
~!y=gip ng Where !, isthe Iongitudinalcon nem ent fre—
quency) and an O L ofwavenum ber g, which is tumed on
abruptly at t= 0 [via the Heaviside function H (t)]. The
lattice depth, given by Vo [L + A sin (! t)], is periodically
m odulated w ith frequency ! .

Before the OL istumed on (ie. fort< 0), the m ag-
netically trapped condensate is equilbrated in its ground
state, which can be approxin ated sonably wellby the
Thom asFem i (TF) cloud urg = maxf0; ¢ V x)g,
where  is the nom alized chem ical potential [4]. The
OL is then abruptly tumed on and can be m odulated
weakly or strongly by varying A ) and slow Iy or rapidly
by varying !).

To estim ate the physical values of the param eters in—
volved In this setting, we assum e (or xed values of the
trap strength and nom alized chem ical potential, given
by = 001 and ¢ = 1, regpectively) a m agnetic trap
with !, = 2 1000Hz. Then, fra ®’Rb #’Na) con—
densate w ith 1D peak density 5 10’ m ! and longiudi
nalcon nem ent frequency ! = 2 6Hz (2 28Hz)),
the space and tine unitsare 04 m (125 m ) and 027
m s (0:57 m s), resgpectively, and the num ber of atom s (for
g= 1) isN 4200 (12000).

B . AnalyticalR esults

To provide an analytical description of fractional-
period states, we Initially consider the case of a hom oge—
neous, untrapped condensate in a tin e-independent lat—
tice e, = A = 0). W e then apply a standing wave
ansatz to Eq. [l) to obtain a param etrically orced Du —
Ing oscillator (ie. a cubic nonlinear M athieu equation)
descrbing the wavefiinction’s spatial dynam ics. A s ex—
am ples, we analyze both halfperiod and quarterperiod
states. W e discuss their construction brie y In the
present section and provide further details in A ppendices
A and B, regpectively.

W e insert the standing wave ansatz

;0= R X)exp ( 1 ot exp [ 1(Vo=2)t] @3)
into Eq. [l) to obtain
RP+ R+ R34+ "WyR cos(x)= 0; @)

w here prin es denote di erentiation w ith respect to x,
=2 0r ~= 29’, "Vo= Vp,and = 2C_[.
W e construct fractionalperiod statesusing a m ultiple—
scale perturbation expansion R(], de ning "x and
x= 1+ "b]_+ "2b2+
by. W e then expand the wavefunction am plitude R 1n a
pow er series,

R=Ro+ "Ry + "Ro+ ™R3+ 0 ("): 5)

Note that although and both depend on the vari-
ablk x, the prefactor " n  indicates that it variesm uch
m ore slow Iy than so that the tw o variables describe phe-
nom ena on di erent spatial scales. In proceeding w ith a
perturbative analysis, we treat and as if they were
Independent variables (@sdiscussed In detail n Ref. 24])
In order to isolate the dynam ics arising at di erent scales
R26]. W e also Incorporate a detuning into the proce-
dure (inh anticipation of our construction of resonant so—
Jutions) by also stretching the spatial dependence in the
OL,which givesW ()= "Vycos( ) forthe last tetm in
Eq. @) R24]. W e insert Eq. [@) into Eq. @), expand the
resulting ordinary di erentialequation ODE) in apower
series in ", and equate the coe cents of like powersof".

Ateach O (M), thisyieldsa linearODE -n  thatR; =
Ry (; ) must satisfy:

Q%R
@ 2

L R;l + Ry=hj(;Rx;D'Ry);  (6)

)x for stretching param eters



where hy depends explicitly on and on Ry and is
derivatives (w ith respect to both and ) forallk < j.
W e use the notation D 'Ry i the right hand side of
Eq. [@ to indicate its fiinctional dependence on deriva—
tives of Ry . In particular, because of the second deriva—
tive term in Eq. @), these term s are of the om e’R,

@ 2
@@ZRQ" , and %221‘ . Bee, orexam ple, Eq. M) in A ppendix

A ]

W e scale ~ (see the discussion below ) to include at Jeast
one power of " in the nonlinearity coe clent in order
to obtain an unforoced ham onic oscillator when j = 0
(so that hy vanishes identically) R1]. At each order, we
expand hy in temm s of its constituent hamm onics, equate
the coe cients of the independent secular term s to zero,
and solve the resulting equations to obtain expressions
for each of the Ry In tum. (The forcing term s hy and
the solutionsR § are given in Appendix A for halfperiod
states and Appendix B for quarterperiod states.) Each
R depends on the variable through the integration
constants obtained by integrating Eq. [@) w ith respect to

. The resul of this analysis is an initial wavefunction,

;0) = R x), given by Eq. [3).

W e ocbtain halfperiod states of Eq. ) (and hence of
the GP equation) by constructing splutions in harmm onic
(1:1) resonance with the OL (ie., = = 2q) [23].
To perform the (second-order) m ultiple-scale analysis for
this construction (see Appendix A), i is necessary to

scale the nonlhearity to be of size O (") (ie., ~= "),
where " isa form alan allparam eter. The OL is also of
sizeO (").] W e show below that fullnum ericalsim ulations

of the GP equation wih a stationary OL usihg initial
conditions obtained from them ultiple-scal analysisyield
stable halfperiod solutions even for large nonlinearities.
T he oscillations In tim e about this state are jist larger
because of the O (1) nonlnearity.

W e also obtain quarterperiod states of Eq. M) (@nd
hence of the GP equation) by constructing so]utj%n_s n
12 superham onic resonance wih the OL (ie., =
2 = 4qg). Because the 12 superham onic resonant so—
lutions of the linearization of M) that is, of the linear
M athieu equation] are 4th-order M athieu functions 24],
wemust use a fourth-orderm ultiple-scale expansion (see
Appendix B) to obtain such solutions in the nonlinear
problem when starting from trigonom etric finctions at
O (1). Accordingly, it is necessary to scale the nonlin—
eartty to be of size 0 (") (e, ~ = The OL
is still of size O (").] Neverthelss, as w ith halfperiod
states, we show below that fiill num erical sin ulations of
the GP equation w ith a stationary O L using initial con—
ditions obtained from the multiple-scale analysis yield
stable quarterperiod solutions even for large nonlinear—
ities. The oscillations In tin e about this state are again
larger because ofthe O (1) nonlinearity.

wi )

FIG .1: (Colronline) Evolution ofthe halfperiod state found
by num erically integrating Eq. [l). (Left) Spacetin e plot.
R ight) Snapshots of the density j :?I' att= 0, t= 100,
t= 200, and t= 300. The param eter valuesare = A = 0
(ie., a tin e—:indepenge_nt OL and no m agnetic trap), g = 1,
Vo= 1,g= =8 (0 = =4),"= 005,andb; = b= 1.
T he dashed curve show s the O L potential.

ITII. NUM ERICAL RESULTS

H aving show n the origin of fractionalperiod states an—
alytically, we now use num erical sin ulations to illustrate
their dynam ical relevance.

F irst, we consider the case w ith a stationary OL @A =
0) in the absence of them agnetic trap ( = 0). W e ex—
am Ine the tin eevolution ofhalfperiod states by num er-
ically integrating Eq. [) w ith the initial condition given
by Egs. @) and [@). W e show an exam ple in F ig.[, where
g=1,Vp=1,g= =8,and " = 005. The halfperiod
state persists for long tim es peyond t = 300). The pa—
ram eter values correspond to a 8’Rb ¢3Na) BEC wih a
1D peak density of 5 10’ m ! con ned in a trap with
frequencies !, = 2 1000Hz, !« = 0, and number
of atom s N 4000 (12500). In realunits, t = 300 is
about 80m s (170m s). W e sin ilarly exam ine the tin e~
evolution of quarterperiod states by num erically inte—
grating Eq. [) with the mitial condition again given by
Egs. [@) and [@), but now for the case of the superhar-
monic 12 resonance. In Fig.[J, we show an exampk fora
sin ilar choice of param eters as for halfperiod states 25].

W e subsequently exam ine the generation of such states
through direct num erical experin ents using Eq. [) in
the presence of m agnetic trapping. Initially, we include
the parabolic and periodic com ponents of the potential
but leave the potential tin e d_ependent, setting A = O,

o= 1,Vy = 1, and g = 2=2. First, we consider
the case of a weak parabolic trap wih = 0:001. Us-
Ing the nonlnearity coe cient g = 1, we perform the
num erical experin ent as follow s: W e integrate the GP
equation In in aghary tine to nd the \exact" ground
state (In the absence of the O L) and then we sw itch on
the OL at t= 0. W e monitor the density j x;t)F, its
Fouriertransfom J (k;t)j?, and the spectralcom ponents
at k = 2g (the OL wavenumber) and k = 4qg half the
wavenum ber). Note that the soectrum also contains a
\D C " com ponent @tk = 0, corresponding to the ground
state) aswellas (very weak) higher hamm onics.

In general, the spectral com ponent at k = 2qg is sig—
ni cantly stronger than that at k = 4qg (see the bottom
panel of Fig.[d), im plying that the preferable scale (pe—
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FIG.2: (Color online) Evolution of the quarterperiod state
fund by num erically integrating Eq. ). @ s in Fig.[, the
Jattice is tim e-independent and the m agnetic trap is not in—
cluded.) W e show snapshots of the density j j2 att= 0,
t = 100, t = 200, and t = 300. The param eter values are

=A=0,g=1,Vo=1,g= =8 (0 = =2),"= 0:05,
andb; = Ip = s = Iy = 1. Thedashed curve showstheOL

potential.
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FIG.3: (Color online) Top panels: Snapshots of j (x;t)f

(left) and its Fourder transform j (k;t)j2 (right) for the case
ofa tim e-independent lattice and am agnetic trap at tin est=
12,t= 73,and t= 73._Theparam etervaluesare = 0:001,

0o=1,Vo=1,g= 2=2,and A = 0. The dashed curves
(iIn the left panels) show the O L.Bottom panel: Evolition of
J (4q)3% (thin curve) and § 2q)j*> (ol curve). Fort= 12,
the density has the sam e period as the OL (ie., k = 29).
Fort= 73 (t= 7:7), we observe the form ation of a quasi-
ham onic (non-ham onic) halfperiod state w ith wavenum ber
k = 4q.

riod) ofthe system issetby theOL.T hisbehaviorism ost
prom nent at certain tines g, at t = 12), where the
spectral com ponent at k = 2g ism uch stronger than the
other ham onics. N evertheless, there are speci ctin e in—
tervals (of length denoted by ) with § @q)3° > j @) j?,
where we observe the form ation of what we w ill hence—
forth call a \quastham onic" halfperiod state. For ex—
am ple, one can see such a stateatt= 7:3. Thepurposeof
the term \quasitham onic" is to characterize halfperiod

states whose second ham onic @t k = 4qg, In this case)
is stronger than their rst hamonic (@t k = 2q). As
m entioned above, such states have an aln ost sinusoidal
shape, lke the w aveflinctionsw e constructed analytically.

One can use the tim eevolution of the spectral com —
ponents as a quantitative m ethod to identify the for-
m ation of halfperiod states. This diagnostic tool also
reveals a \revival" of the state, which disappears and
then reappears a num ber of tin es before vanishing com —
pltely. Furthem ore, we observe that other states that
can also be characterized as halfperiod ones (which tend
to have longer lifetim es than quasiham onic states) are
also form ed during the tin eevolution, as shown in Fig.
3att= 7:{. These states, which we w ill hereafter call
\non-ham onic" halfperiod states, have a shape which
is de nititvely non-sinusoidal (In contrast to the quasi-
ham onic states); they are nevertheless periodic struc—
tures ofperiod k = 4qg. In fact, the prim ary Fourder peak
of the non-ham onic halfperiod states is always greater
than the secondary one. Such states can be observed for
tin es t such that the em pirically selected condition of
J e i® 33 Ugit)j® is satis ed.

W e next consider a stronger parabolic trap, setting

= 001. Because the system is generally less hom o—
geneous In this case, we expect that the analytical pre—
diction (valid for = 0)m ay no longerbe valid and that
halfperiod statesm ay cease to exist. W e con m ed this
num erically for the quasi-ham onic halfperiod states.
H ow ever, non-ham onichalfperiod statesdo stillappear.
T he tim eevolution ofthe spectralcom ponentsatk = 2gq
and k = 4gismuch m ore com plicated and lsse cient as
a diagnostic tool, as j (@q;t)3° < J QRq;t)j° Prallt. In-
terestingly, the non-ham onic halfperiod states seem to
persi'gt_as is Increased, even w hen the resonance condi-
tion = = 2qgisviclated. Forexam ple, we found that
for tim e-independent lattices (ie., A = 0), the ]I@U% e of
a halfperiod state in the resonant case with g = 2=2
(recallthat o= 1) is 1:{72, whereas org= 1=2 it is

0:84. M oreover, the sim ulations show that the life-
tin esbecom e longer forperiodically m odulated O Ls (us—
ng,eg., A = 1; also see the discussion below ) . In partic—
ular, in the aforem entioned resonant (hon-resonant) case
wih g= 2=2 (= 1=2), the lifetin e of the halfperiod
states has a maxinum value, at ! = 159 (! = 0:75),
of 824,0or4Tms ( 5:72,0or 33 ms) ra *3>Na
condensate. W e show the form ation ofthese states in the
top panels of F ig.[4.

W e also considered other fractional states. For exam —
B]g, using the sam e pagam eter values as before except for

= 2 (sothatg=  2=4),we observed quarterperiod
transient states w ith lifetin e 29. These states oc—
curred even in the non—resonant casew ith g= 1=4 (yield-
ng 1). W e show these cases (for a tem porally m od—
ulated lattice w ith m odulation am plitude A = 1) In the
bottom panels of Fig.[. In Fig.[H, we show the lifetin e
for the halfperiod and quarterperiod states asa func—
tion of A . Observe that the lifetim e becom es m axim al
(forvalues ofA 1:5) around thevalueA = 1 considered
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FIG .4: Halfperiod (top panels) and quarterperiod (poottom
panels) states for the case of a tem porally m odula OL.
The state in the top left panel has wavenum ber q = 2=2
(resonant), and that in the top right panel has wavenum ber
g= 1=2 (non-resonant). Sim ilarly, the states in the bottom
panels have wavenum bers g = 2=4 (left, resonant) and g =
1=4 (right, non-resonant).
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FIG. 5: The lifetime of the halfperiod (upper curve)
and quarterperiod (lower curve) states as a function of the
Jatticem odulation am plitude A . Forthe halfperiod (quf)rEer—
period) state, we show the case with wavenumberg= = 2=2

= 2=4). In both examples, we used ( = 1 and lattice-
m odulation frequency ! = 1:59.

above. Understanding the shape of these curves and the
optin allifetin e dependence on A in greater detailm ight
be an interesting topic for further study.

Finally, we also exam ined non-integer exciations, for
which the system oscillates between the closest integer
ham onics. For,exam ple, in Fig.[d, we show g state cor-
responding to = (5=4) , sothat g = 2 2=5 Wih

o = 1). The system oscillates between the k = 4qg
halfperiod) and k = 6g (third-period) states. Recall
that the case presented in the top right panel of Fig.[d
with g = 1=2) was identi ed as a \non—reson half-
period state" (the resonant state satis es g = 2=2).
Here it is worth rem arking that this value, g = 1=2, is

FIG g_ (C olor online) D ensity prB _Jes for a fractional state
w ith = (5=4) ,sothatg= 2 2=5 (br o = 1, lattice—
m odulation am plitude A = 1, and latticem odulation fre—
quency ! = 159). The system oscillates in tin e betw een half-
period (top panel) and third-period (pottom panel) states.

cosertog= © 2=3 (characterizing the third-period state)
than to = 2=2. N evertheless, no m atter which charac—
terization one uses, the salient feature is that the value
g= 1=2 isnonresonant and lies betw een the third-period
and halfperiod wavenum bers. A ccordingly, the respec—
tive state oscillates betw een third-period and halfperiod
states. Thus, in the case shown In the top right panelof
Fig.[, the third-period state also occurs (though we do
not show i In the gure) and hasa lifctine of = 42
@4 ms), while orq= 2 2=5 its lifttine is = 2:92
(1:67 m s). This indicates that states w ith wavenum bers
closer to the value ofthe resonant third-period state have
larger lifetin es. T his altemating oscillation between the
nearest resonant period states isa typical feature thatwe
have observed for the non-resonant cases.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

In summ ary, we have investigated the form ation and
tin eevolution of fractionalperiod states in continuum
periodic system s. A though our analysis wasbased on a
G rossP itaevskii equation describing B oseE instein con—
densates con ned in optical lattices, it can also be ap—
plied to severalother system s (such as photonic crystals
In nonlinear optics). W e have shown analytically and
dem onstrated num erically the form ation of fractional-
period states and found that they m ay persist for su —
ciently long tim es to be observed in experin ents. The
m ost natural signature of the presence of such states
should be available by m onioring the Fourier transfom
of the wavepacket through the existence of appropriate
ham onics corresponding to the fractionalperiod states
eg. k = 4g for halfperiod states, k = 8qg for quarter-
period states, etc.).

& would be interesting to expand the study of the
param etric excitation of such states in order to better
understand how to optin ally select the relevant driving
am plitude. Sim ilarly, it would be valuable to exam ine
m ore quantitatively the features of the ensuing states as
a function of the frequency of the param etric drive and
the parabolic potential.



A cknow ledgem ents: W e thank R ichard Rand for use-
fl discussions and an anonym ous referee for insight-
fal suggestions. W e also gratefiillly acknow ledge support
from the G ordon and Betty M oore Foundation M A P.)
and NSF-DM S-0204585, NSF-DM S-0505663 and N SF -
CAREER PG K.

V. APPENDIX A:ANALYTICAL
CONSTRUCTION OF HALF-PERIOD STATES

To copsty ct halfperiod states, we use the resonance
relation = and the scaling ~= " , so that Eq. (@)
is w ritten

RP+ 2R+ "R 34+ "JR cos(x)= 0 @)
and Eq. [d) is w ritten
Q%R
LRyl 57+ ’Rj=h;(iRx;D'Rx);  ®)
where we recallthat = "x, =lx= 1+ "b + b, +

)x, andR). signi es the presence of derivatives of
Ry in the right hand side ofthe equation. B ecause of the
scaling in Eq. [@), ho 0, so that the O (1) tem is an
unforced ham onic oscillator. Tts solution is

Ro=2Ap()oos( )+ Bo()sin( ); ©)

where Ay and By will be determ ined by the solvability
condition at O (").

TheO (") (j 1) equationsarising from [A) are forced
ham onic oscillators, w ith forcing term s depending on the
previously cbtained Ry (; ) k < Jj) and their deriva-
tives. T heir solutions take the form

Ry=A5()oos( )+ By()sin( )+ R g5 (10)

w here each R 4, contains contributions from various har-
m onics. A s shusoidaltem s giving a 1:1 resonance w ith
the OL arise at O ("?), we can stop at that order.

At O ("), there is a contribution from both the O L and
the nonlinearity, giving
@Ry b, Q%R
@ @ @ ?
where we recall that the OL depends on the stretched
spatial vardiable because we are detuning from a reso—
nant state 24]. W ith Eq. [@), we obtain

h;= VpRocos( ) R 2 i 1)

2 0 3 2 2
h]_: 2b1 Ao ZBO ZAO(AO+BO) OOS( )
2 0 3 2 2 .
+ 2b °Bo+ 2R, ZBO(AO+B0) sin( )
A
+ 40 A2+ 3B? cos@ )
B VoA
+ —2 324 B2 sn@ )+ =0
4 2

VoA o VoBo
+ ?OOS(Z ) + ?SJI’I(Z ) : 12)

ForR; ( ; ) to bebounded, the coe cients of the sec—
ular termm s n Eq. [[) must vanish R4, 24]. The only
secular ham onics are cos( ) and sin( ), and equating
their coe cients to zero yields the follow Ing equations of
m otion describing the slow dynam ics:

3
A) = blBO+8—BO(A§+B§);
0 3 2 2
BO: b]_ AO 8—A0(AO+ BO)Z (13)

We convert [[J) to polar coordinates with Ay () =
Cocoslg()]land Bo() = Cosinlo()] and see mme-
diately that each circle of constant C( is invariant. The
dynam ics on each circle is given by

3 2
“0()="0O+ b =Cq (14)

W e exam ne the special circle ofequilbria, corresponding

to periodic orbits of [@), which satis es

8o
3 :

15)

In choosing an initialcon guration for num erical sim ula—
tions ofthe GP equation [), we set By = 0 w ithout loss
of generality.

E quating coe cients of (@) at 0 ("?) yields

@%R,
@ 2

2R2 = h2 H (16)

w here the forcing term again contains contributions from
both the O L and the nonlinearity:

@°R, @°R, @%R,
h, = $ 4+ 2 2
2 (on ) a7z a bl@ e
°R °R
3R 2R, 2bl@@ — 22 @1 R1Vocos( ) :

a7

Here, one inserts the expressions for Ry, R1, and their
derivatives into the function h,.
To nd the seculartem s in Eq. [[), we com pute

Ri(;)=A1()oos( )+ B1()sin( )+ Ryp(; )
Rip(; )=crcos@ )+ cpsh@ )
+ 3+ ycos@ )+ cssn@ ); 18)
w here
C1=WA0(A3 3B{); CZZFBOGA% BZ);
VoA VoA VoBo
S= g 4T g &= 5 (12)

A fter it is expanded, the fiinction h, containsham on-
ics of the form cos(0 ) = 1, cos( ) (the secular tem s),
ws@2 ), cos@ ), cos@ ), and cos(b ) (@as well as



sine functions w ith the sam e argum ents). E quating the
secular co cients to zeros gives the follow ing equations
descrbing the slow dynam ics:

W e use the notation f,,, to indicate the portions of the
quantities fgs and fg. that arise from non-resonant temm s.
T he other term s in these quantities, w hich depend on the
lattice am plitude Vi, arise from resonant tem s.

14

14

A= les £1(; B §+ £2(; A5+ £5(; jb1) By
+£4(; )A oBoA1+ £5(; )B
+f6(; A SBo+ £7(; )A gBo+ fas(; ib2)Bo ;
By = I s S+ (i )B + f5(; ib1) Ay
3072 °
+£5(; )A oBoB1+ f5(; )A
+E6(; )A JBo+ £7(; )A oBg+ fac(; A o
@0)
w here
f1(;)=3f2(;);
£(;)= 1152 *;
£3(; ib1) = 3072 °b ;
fa(;)=2E2(;);
f5(; )=180 * %;
fe(;)=2f5(;);
f2(7;)=1£5(;);
fas (7 ib2) = faon (; ) 128V§ %5
foe (7 )= foon (7 )+ 640VF 25
faon (7 )= 3072 by : @1 Equilbrium solutions of B0) satisfy
_ (E1Bf + £A3+ £3) (FsAg+ £sAZBE + £7A0B + fecho)  (E2A0Bo) (FsBj + £sAZBJ + £7A(Bo + £35Bo) .
b f2A2B2 (F,B2+ £,A2+ £3) (A2 + £,B2 + £3)
B, - (f1AJ + £,B + f3) (fsBg + feAFB + £A Bo + f5sBo)  (FaBoBo) (FsAg + feAJBS + f7A0Bg + facho)

29 2 2
f4AOBO

w here one uses an equilbrium valie of Ay and By from
Eq. [[@). Inserting equilibrium valiesofA,,Bgo, A1, and
B; into Egs. @ and [8), we obtain the spatialpro ke
R = Rog+ "R; + O (") used as the nitial wavefiinction
in the num erical sin ulations of the f1llG P equation [I)
w ih a stationary OL.

VI. APPENDIX B:ANALYTICAL
CONSTRUCTION OF QUARTER-PERIOD
STATES

To oonst.tuc?i)c_{uarter-perjod states, we use the reso—
nance relation = 2 and the scaling ~= " % , so that

(E1B2 + £33+ £3) (A2 + £,B2 + £3)

(22)
Eq. @) isw ritten
RP%+ 42R+ "™ R34+ "WyR cos(x)=0 @3)
and Eq. [@) is w ritten
2
R.
L Rjl @@ =+ 4 °Ry=hy(;RD'Ry);  (24)
where = "xand =Ilx= 1+ "b + b, + )%, as
before.

Because ofthe scaling in 23),hy 0 (asin the case of
halfperiod states), so that the O (1) tem is an unforced
ham onic oscillator. It has the solution

Ro=2Ap()oos@ )+ Bo()sin@ ); @5)



where A2 + BZ = C? is an arbitrary constant (in the
num erical sin ulations, we take By = 0 without loss of
generality). W ith the di erent scaling ofthe nonlinearity
coe cient, the value C g is not constrained as it was in
the case ofhalfperiod states (see Appendix A).

The 0 () (§ 1) equations arisihg from [P4) are
forced hamm onic oscillators, w ith forcing tem s depend-—
Ing on the previously obtained Ry ( ; ) k < Jj) and their
derivatives. T heir solutions take the form

Rj=A;j()cos@ )+ B;()sh@ )+ R yp; (26)

whereR 5, contain contributions from variousham onics.
A s shusoidal term s giving a 12 resonance wih the O L
arise at O ("), we can stop at that order.

T he equation at O (") has a solution of the form

Ri=A;()cos@ )+ Bi1()sn@ )+ R yp: 27)

The coe cients A ; and B; are detem ined using a solv—
ability condition obtained at O ("?) by requiring that the
secular tem s ofh, vanish. This yields

Vo b
A= —— @1+ c —Ag;
1T Tep 5 (€11 + ci2) By 0
Vo b
Bi1= —— (@3t c —By: 28
1T Tep 5 (@13 + Ciq) B 20 @8)
T he particular solution is
Rip = ¢ioos( )tcipcos@ )tcizsin(@ )tcigsin( );
(29)
w here
o= VoA — VoA .
11 gz 92T o2
VoBo VoBo
C3= ——; Cug= : 30
13= 7072 14 c 2 30)
T he solution at O ("?) has the form
Ry=Az()cos )+ B2()sh@ )+ Rz (;): (31)

The coe cients A , and B, are determ ned using a solv—
ability condition obtained at O ("*) by requiring that the
secular term s ofh; vanish. This yields

A Y0 ot @) - (et o)
= —( c — c
2 6o, 2 21 22 35 2 G 12
\AIN
B, Pa, YoAo,
o o 480 ¢
By — o+ o) O i3+ cia)
2 16p, 2 23 24 3 2 Qs 14
V2B
D, g, YiBo, 32)
o o} 480 ¢
T he particular solution is
Rop = @1cos( )+ cppcos(3 )+ ca3sin(@ )
+ oasih( )+ cyscos@ )
+ Ot @rsn@ ); (33)

w here
_ VoA;  biVoAg
<1 = 6 2 92 '/
_ VoA 3biVoAo
2= 702z 52 !
_ VoB:  30VeBo
T 702z 52 !
_ VoB:1  DbiVpBog
Cq = 6 2 92 !/
VR VER VZBo
o5 = i Q= ——; O = : 34
25 = 240 4 26 28 ¢ 21= 240 4 (34)

N ote that the hamm onicscos(0 ) and sin (0 ) occurin [E3)
and are reduced appropriately. (T he argum ents of this
sine and cosine arise because of our particular resonance
relation.)
AtO ("), we cbtain solutions of the form

R3=A3()oos@ )+ B3()sn@ )+ Rz (;): (35)
The coe cients A 3 and B3 are determ ned using a solv—
ability condition obtained at O (") by requiring that the
seculartem s ofhy vanish. B ecause ofthe scaling in 23),
the e ects ofthe nonlinearity m anifest in this solvability
condition. The resulting coe cients are

ViAo b ViAo
A, = —2 - Z=p, 2=
3375p & by 1800b, 4
ViA, 19 VFA, 3 A3
1800 4 54000 4 32b 2
b V2A 3 A B2
2p, D, Yok 2% (36)
by b 240p, 4 32, 2
3A2B b V2B
Bs= EB2 4 2070 HAp s 072
b 32 2 b 240p, 4
VB b . 119V,'B
1800 4 b, 864000k, @
VilBo  190V@Bo 3B &)
1800k, 4 54000 4 32y 2
T he particular solution is
R3p = C31CIOS( ) + C32C}OS(3 ) + c33s:in(3 )
+ cgsin( )+ cascos@ )+ c3p
+ 7sin@ )+ cigcos(B )+ czgcos( )
+ c10snG )+ czisin( ); (38)
where
VoA, VoA,  11V7A,
C =
3t 54 2 9 2 4320 ©
VoA VoA
N b VoA 0Bz 39)

9 2 6?2



3IEVoA,  3bVoA,  17V7A,
G2 = 2 2 6
250 25 12000
3o VoA, VoA,
; 40
25 2 10 2 o)
17V7By  3bVoB;  31EVB,
C33 = +
12000 6 25 2 250 2
3b2VOB0 VOBZ
; 41
25 2 10 2 @h)
_ bVBy  TEVB, VoB:
ST T 54 2 6 2
VoB 11V°B
b1 VB 1 5Bo ; 42)
9 2 4320 ©
19 VEA,  VZA, ViR  biVFA,
C = H C = H
32 1800 4 240 * TN 72 4
19 VFiBy  VEB, ViR
C = H C = —
37 1800 ¢ 240 * %7 10080 ©
VO3A0 VO3B0 VO3BO
Gg= ——; C39g= ————; G311 = :
39 288 © 197 70080 © LT 0gg 6
43)

Sin ilar to what occurs at O ("?), the coe cient c 3¢ is
the prefactor for cos(0 ) and a sin (0 ) term  (not shown)
occurs in [38) as well. The extra term s (from the reso—
nance relation) that go into the slow evolution equations
and the resuling expressions for the periodic orbits (ie.,
the equilbria ofthe slow ow) arise from the term sw ith
prefactors cz9 and c311 . (The ham onics corresponding
to the coe cients c3; and o34 are always secular, but
those corresponding to cz9 and c311 are secular only for
12 superham onic resonances.)

One inserts equilbrium values of Ay and By (J 2
£0;1;2;3g) into Egs. 239), 29), ), and [BH) to obtain
the spatialpro BR = Rg+ "R; + "R, + ™R3+ 0 (™)
used as the inidalwavefunction In num erical sim ulations
ofthe GP equation [) with a stationary OL.
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