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W e investigate the generation offractional-period states in continuum periodic system s. As an

exam ple,we considera Bose-Einstein condensate con�ned in an optical-lattice potential.W e show

thatwhen the potentialis turned on non-adiabatically,the system explores a num beroftransient

states whose periodicity is a fraction ofthat ofthe lattice. W e illustrate the origin offractional-

period states analytically by treating them as resonant states ofa param etrically forced D u�ng

oscillatorand discusstheirtransientnature and potentialobservability.

PACS num bers:05.45.Y v,03.75.Lm ,05.45.-a

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

In thepastfew years,therehasbeen considerableinter-

estin both genuinelydiscreteand continuum butperiodic

system s[1]. These arise in diverse physicalcontexts[2],

including coupled waveguide arraysand photorefractive

crystalsin nonlinearoptics[3],Bose-Einsteincondensates

(BECs) in opticallattices (O Ls) in atom ic physics [4],

and DNA double-strand dynam icsin biophysics[5].O ne

ofthe m ostinteresting them esthatem ergesin thiscon-

textistheconceptof\e�ectivediscreteness" induced by

continuum periodic dynam ics. There have been m any

e�ortsboth to derive discrete system sthatem ulate the

dynam ics ofcontinuum periodic ones [6]and to obtain

continuum system sthatm im icpropertiesofdiscreteones

[7]. Additionally,the connection between discrete and

continuum system sin varioussettingsisoneofthem ain

research thrusts that has em erged from studies of the

Ferm i-Pasta-Ulam problem [2].

This paper exam ines a type ofexcitation,not previ-

ously analyzed (to the bestofourknowledge),with the

intriguing characteristic thatitcan be observed in con-

tinuum periodicsystem sbutcannotbecaptured using a

genuinely discretedescription ofthe sam eproblem .The

reason forthisisthatthese statesbearthe unusualfea-

turethattheirlength scaleisafraction ofthatofthecon-

tinuum periodicpotential.Thus,the\fractional-period"

statesreported in thispaperarenotstationary statesof

the latterproblem ,butrathertransientexcitationsthat

persistfor�nite,observabletim es.

To illustrate these fractionalstates,we consider the

exam ple ofa trapped BEC in which an O L potentialis

turned on (asa non-adiabaticperturbation)[4].O urre-

sultscan also beapplied in thecontextofopticsby con-

sidering,for exam ple,the e�ect ofabruptly turning on

an ordinary polarization beam in a photorefractivecrys-

tal[3]. O urparticularinterestin BECsism otivated by

recent experim ents [8],where after loading the conden-

sate in an O L,the am plitude ofthe pertinent standing

wave was m odulated and the resulting excitations were

probed. These �ndings were subsequently analyzed in

the fram ework of the G ross-Pitaevskiiequation in [9],

where itwasargued thata param etric resonanceoccurs

duetotheO L am plitudem odulation.Theseresultswere

furtherenforced by theanalysisof[10],which included a

com putation oftherelevantstabilitydiagram and growth

ratesofparam etricallyunstablem odes.Theresultsof[8]

werealso exam ined in [11]by treating the Bosegasasa

Tom onaga-Luttingerliquid.

A sim ilarexperim ent,illustratingthecontrollability of

such O Ls,wasrecently reported in [12],whereinstead of

m odulating theam plitudeofthelattice,itslocation was

translated (shaken)periodically.Thisresulted in m ixing

between vibrationallevelsand theobservation ofperiod-

doubled states.Such stateswerepredicted earlier[13,14]

in both lattice(discretenonlinearSchr�odinger)and con-

tinuum (G ross-Pitaevskii) fram eworks in connection to

a m odulationalinstability [15,16]and were also exam -

ined recently in [17]. Period-m ultiplied statesm ay exist

as stationary (often unstable) solutions ofsuch nonlin-

earproblem sand can usually becaptured in therelevant

latticem odels.

To obtain fractional-period states, which cannot be

constructed using Bloch’stheorem [18],we willconsider

a setting sim ilar to that of[9],akin to the experim ents

of[8]. However,contrary to the aforem entioned earlier

works (but stillwithin the realm ofthe experim entally

available possibilities of,e.g.,Ref.[8]),we propose ap-

plying a strong non-adiabatic perturbation to the sys-

tem (which originally consistsofa m agnetically con�ned

BEC) by abruptly switching on an O L potential. As

a result,the BEC is far from its desired ground state.

Because ofthese nonequilibrium conditions,the system

\wanders" in con�guration spacewhiletrying to achieve

itsenergeticallydesired state.In thisprocess,wem onitor

the fractional-period statesasobservable transientexci-

tationsand reporttheirsignaturein Fourierspace.After

presentingtherelevantsetup,wegivean analysisofhalf-
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period and quarter-period statesin a sim pli�ed setting.

W e illustrate how these states em erge,respectively,as

harm onic and 1:2 superharm onic resonances ofa para-

m etrically forced Du�ng oscillatordescribing thespatial

dynam icsofBEC standing waves(seeAppendicesA and

B fordetails). W e subsequently m onitorthese statesin

appropriately crafted num ericalexperim ents and exam -

ine theirdependence on system param eters. Finally,we

also suggest possible m eans for observing the relevant

statesexperim entally.

The restofthispaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec-

tion II,we presentthe m odeland the analyticalresults.

(The details ofthe derivation ofthese results are pre-

sented in appendices;Appendix A discusses half-period

statesand Appendix B discussesquarter-period states.)

W epresentournum ericalresultsin Section IIIand sum -

m arize our �ndings and presentourconclusions in Sec-

tion IV.

II. M O D EL A N D A N A LY SIS

A . Setup

A quasi-1D BEC is described by the dim ensionless

G ross-Pitaevskii(G P)equation [4,19],

i
@ 

@t
= �

1

2

@2 

@x2
+ gj j

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

where (x;t)isthem ean-�eld wavefunction(with atom ic

density j j2 rescaled by the peak density n0),x ism ea-

sured in units of the healing length � = ~=
p
n0g1D m

(where m is the atom ic m ass), t is m easured in units

of�=c (where c =
p

n0g1D =m is the Bogoliubov speed

ofsound),g1D = 2~!? a is the e�ective 1D interaction

strength,!? is the transverse con�nem entfrequency,a

isthe scattering length,and energy ism easured in units

ofthe chem icalpotential� = g1D n0. The nonlinearity

strength g (proportionalto a)istaken to be positive in

connection tothe87Rb experim entsof[8].Thepotential,

V (x;t)=
1

2

2
x
2 + V0H (t)[1+ A sin(!t)]sin2(qx); (2)

consistsofa harm onic (m agnetic)trap ofstrength 
 �

~!x=g1D n0 (where!x isthelongitudinalcon�nem entfre-

quency)and an O L ofwavenum berq,which isturned on

abruptly att= 0 [via theHeavisidefunction H (t)].The

lattice depth,given by V0 [1+ A sin(!t)],isperiodically

m odulated with frequency !.

Before the O L isturned on (i.e.,fort< 0),the m ag-

netically trapped condensateisequilibrated in itsground

state,which can beapproxim ated reasonably wellby the

Thom as-Ferm i(TF)cloud uT F =
p

m axf0;�0 � V (x)g,

where �0 is the norm alized chem icalpotential[4]. The

O L is then abruptly turned on and can be m odulated

weakly orstrongly (by varying A)and slowly orrapidly

(by varying !).

To estim ate the physicalvaluesofthe param etersin-

volved in thissetting,weassum e (for�xed valuesofthe

trap strength and norm alized chem icalpotential,given

by 
 = 0:01 and � 0 = 1,respectively)a m agnetic trap

with !? = 2�� 1000Hz. Then,fora 87Rb (23Na)con-

densatewith 1D peak density 5� 107 m � 1 and longitudi-

nalcon�nem entfrequency !x = 2�� 6Hz(2�� 2:8Hz),

the space and tim e units are 0:4�m (1:25�m ) and 0:27

m s(0:57 m s),respectively,and thenum berofatom s(for

g = 1)isN � 4200 (12000).

B . A nalyticalR esults

To provide an analytical description of fractional-

period states,weinitially considerthecaseofa hom oge-

neous,untrapped condensate in a tim e-independentlat-

tice (i.e.,
 = A = 0). W e then apply a standing wave

ansatzto Eq.(1)to obtain a param etrically forced Du�-

ing oscillator(i.e.,a cubic nonlinear M athieu equation)

describing the wavefunction’s spatialdynam ics. As ex-

am ples,we analyze both half-period and quarter-period

states. W e discuss their construction briey in the

presentsection and providefurtherdetailsin Appendices

A and B,respectively.

W e insertthe standing waveansatz

 (x;t)= R(x)exp(� i�0t)exp[� i(V0=2)t] (3)

into Eq.(1)to obtain

R
00+ �R + ~�R 3 + "~V0R cos(�x)= 0; (4)

where prim es denote di�erentiation with respect to x,

�= 2�0,~�= � 2g," ~V0 = V0,and �= 2q.

W econstructfractional-period statesusing a m ultiple-

scale perturbation expansion [20],de�ning � � "x and

�� bx = (1+ "b1+ "
2b2+ � � � )x forstretchingparam eters

bj. W e then expand the wavefunction am plitude R in a

powerseries,

R = R 0 + "R 1 + "
2
R 2 + "

3
R 3 + O ("4): (5)

Note that although � and � both depend on the vari-

ablex,the prefactor" in � indicatesthatitvariesm uch

m oreslowlythan �sothatthetwovariablesdescribephe-

nom ena on di�erentspatialscales.In proceeding with a

perturbative analysis,we treat � and � as ifthey were

independentvariables(asdiscussed in detailin Ref.[20])

in orderto isolatethedynam icsarisingatdi�erentscales

[26]. W e also incorporate a detuning into the proce-

dure (in anticipation ofourconstruction ofresonantso-

lutions)by also stretching the spatialdependence in the

O L,which givesW (�)= "~V0 cos(��)forthe lastterm in

Eq.(4)[22]. W e insertEq.(5)into Eq.(4),expand the

resultingordinarydi�erentialequation (O DE)in apower

seriesin ",and equatethecoe�centsoflikepowersof".

Ateach O ("j),thisyieldsa linearO DE in �thatR j =

R j(�;�)m ustsatisfy:

L�[R j]�
@2R j

@�2
+ �R j = hj(�;R k;D

l
R k); (6)
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where hj depends explicitly on � and on R k and its

derivatives(with respectto both � and �)forallk < j.

W e use the notation D lR k in the right hand side of

Eq.(6)to indicate itsfunctionaldependence on deriva-

tivesofR k. In particular,because ofthe second deriva-

tive term in Eq.(4),these term s are ofthe form @
2
R k

@�2
,

@
2
R k

@�2
,and @

2
R k

@�@�
.[See,forexam ple,Eq.(11)in Appendix

A.]

W escale~�(seethediscussionbelow)toincludeatleast

one power of " in the nonlinearity coe�cient in order

to obtain an unforced harm onic oscillator when j = 0

(so thath0 vanishesidentically)[21]. Ateach order,we

expand hj in term sofitsconstituentharm onics,equate

thecoe�cientsoftheindependentsecularterm sto zero,

and solve the resulting equations to obtain expressions

for each ofthe R j in turn. (The forcing term s hj and

thesolutionsR j aregiven in Appendix A forhalf-period

statesand Appendix B forquarter-period states.) Each

R j depends on the variable � through the integration

constantsobtained by integratingEq.(6)with respectto

�. The resultofthisanalysisisan initialwavefunction,

 (x;0)= R(x),given by Eq.(5).

W e obtain half-period statesofEq.(4)(and hence of

the G P equation)by constructing solutionsin harm onic

(1:1) resonance with the O L (i.e.,
p
� = � = 2q) [23].

To perform the(second-order)m ultiple-scaleanalysisfor

this construction (see Appendix A),it is necessary to

scale the nonlinearity to be ofsize O (") (i.e., ~� = "�),

where " isa form alsm allparam eter.[The O L isalso of

sizeO (").]W eshow below thatfullnum ericalsim ulations

ofthe G P equation with a stationary O L using initial

conditionsobtained from them ultiple-scaleanalysisyield

stable half-period solutionseven forlargenonlinearities.

The oscillationsin tim e aboutthis state are just larger

becauseofthe O (1)nonlinearity.

W e also obtain quarter-period states ofEq.(4) (and

hence ofthe G P equation) by constructing solutions in

1:2 superharm onic resonance with the O L (i.e.,
p
� =

2� = 4q). Because the 1:2 superharm onic resonantso-

lutions ofthe linearization of(4) [that is,ofthe linear

M athieu equation]are 4th-orderM athieu functions[24],

wem ustusea fourth-orderm ultiple-scaleexpansion (see

Appendix B) to obtain such solutions in the nonlinear

problem when starting from trigonom etric functions at

O (1). Accordingly,it is necessary to scale the nonlin-

earity to be of size O ("4) (i.e., ~� = "4�). [The O L

is stillofsize O (").] Nevertheless,as with half-period

states,we show below thatfullnum ericalsim ulationsof

the G P equation with a stationary O L using initialcon-

ditions obtained from the m ultiple-scale analysis yield

stable quarter-period solutionseven forlarge nonlinear-

ities. The oscillationsin tim e aboutthisstate are again

largerbecauseofthe O (1)nonlinearity.
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FIG .1:(Coloronline)Evolution ofthehalf-period statefound

by num erically integrating Eq.(1). (Left) Space-tim e plot.

(Right) Snapshots of the density j j
2
at t = 0, t = 100,

t= 200,and t= 300. The param eter values are 
 = A = 0

(i.e.,a tim e-independent O L and no m agnetic trap),g = 1,

~V0 = 1,q = �=8 (so
p
� = �=4)," = 0:05,and b1 = b2 = � 1.

The dashed curve showsthe O L potential.

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

Havingshown theorigin offractional-period statesan-

alytically,wenow usenum ericalsim ulationsto illustrate

theirdynam icalrelevance.

First,weconsiderthecasewith a stationary O L (A =

0)in the absence ofthe m agnetic trap (
 = 0). W e ex-

am inethetim e-evolution ofhalf-period statesby num er-

ically integrating Eq.(1)with theinitialcondition given

byEqs.(3)and (5).W eshow an exam plein Fig.1,where

g = 1, ~V0 = 1,q = �=8,and " = 0:05. The half-period

state persistsforlong tim es (beyond t= 300). The pa-

ram etervaluescorrespond to a 87Rb (23Na)BEC with a

1D peak density of5� 107 m � 1 con�ned in a trap with

frequencies !? = 2� � 1000Hz, ! x = 0, and num ber

ofatom s N � 4000 (12500). In realunits,t = 300 is

about 80m s (170m s). W e sim ilarly exam ine the tim e-

evolution of quarter-period states by num erically inte-

grating Eq.(1)with the initialcondition again given by

Eqs.(3) and (5),but now for the case ofthe superhar-

m onic1:2resonance.In Fig.2,weshow an exam plefora

sim ilarchoiceofparam etersasforhalf-period states[25].

W esubsequently exam inethegeneration ofsuch states

through direct num ericalexperim ents using Eq.(1) in

the presence ofm agnetic trapping. Initially,we include

the parabolic and periodic com ponents ofthe potential

butleavethe potentialtim e-independent,setting A = 0,

�0 = 1, V0 = 1, and q =
p
2=2. First, we consider

the case ofa weak parabolic trap with 
 = 0:001. Us-

ing the nonlinearity coe�cient g = 1,we perform the

num ericalexperim ent as follows: W e integrate the G P

equation in im aginary tim e to �nd the \exact" ground

state (in the absence ofthe O L)and then we switch on

the O L att= 0. W e m onitor the density j (x;t)j2,its

Fouriertransform j	(k;t)j2,and thespectralcom ponents

at k = 2q (the O L wavenum ber) and k = 4q (halfthe

wavenum ber). Note that the spectrum also contains a

\DC"com ponent(atk = 0,correspondingto theground

state)aswellas(very weak)higherharm onics.

In general,the spectralcom ponent at k = 2q is sig-

ni�cantly strongerthan thatatk = 4q (see the bottom

panelofFig.3),im plying thatthe preferable scale (pe-
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FIG .2: (Color online) Evolution ofthe quarter-period state

found by num erically integrating Eq.(1). (Asin Fig.1,the

lattice is tim e-independent and the m agnetic trap is not in-

cluded.) W e show snapshots of the density j j
2
at t = 0,

t = 100,t = 200,and t = 300. The param eter values are


 = A = 0,g = 1, ~V0 = 1,q = �=8 (so
p
� = �=2)," = 0:05,

and b1 = b2 = b3 = b4 = � 1.Thedashed curveshowstheO L

potential.
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FIG .3: (Color online) Top panels: Snapshots ofj (x;t)j
2

(left)and itsFouriertransform j	(k;t)j
2
(right)forthe case

ofatim e-independentlatticeand am agnetictrap attim est=

1:2,t= 7:3,and t= 7:7.Theparam etervaluesare
 = 0:001,

�0 = 1,V0 = 1,q =
p
2=2,and A = 0. The dashed curves

(in theleftpanels)show theO L.Bottom panel:Evolution of

j	(4q)j
2
(thin curve)and j	(2q)j

2
(bold curve). Fort= 1:2,

the density has the sam e period as the O L (i.e., k = 2q).

For t = 7:3 (t = 7:7),we observe the form ation ofa quasi-

harm onic(non-harm onic)half-period statewith wavenum ber

k = 4q.

riod)ofthesystem issetbytheO L.Thisbehaviorism ost

prom inentatcertain tim es (e.g.,att= 1:2),where the

spectralcom ponentatk = 2q ism uch strongerthan the

otherharm onics.Nevertheless,therearespeci�ctim ein-

tervals(oflength denoted by�)with j	(4q)j2 > j	(2q)j2,

where we observe the form ation ofwhat we willhence-

forth calla \quasi-harm onic" half-period state. Forex-

am ple,onecan seesuch astateatt= 7:3.Thepurposeof

the term \quasi-harm onic" isto characterizehalf-period

states whose second harm onic (at k = 4q,in this case)

is stronger than their �rst harm onic (at k = 2q). As

m entioned above,such stateshave an alm ostsinusoidal

shape,likethewavefunctionsweconstructedanalytically.

O ne can use the tim e-evolution ofthe spectralcom -

ponents as a quantitative m ethod to identify the for-

m ation ofhalf-period states. This diagnostic toolalso

reveals a \revival" of the state, which disappears and

then reappearsa num beroftim esbeforevanishing com -

pletely. Furtherm ore,we observe thatother statesthat

can alsobecharacterized ashalf-period ones(which tend

to have longerlifetim esthan quasi-harm onic states)are

also form ed during the tim e-evolution,asshown in Fig.

3 at t= 7:7. These states,which we willhereafter call

\non-harm onic" half-period states,have a shape which

is de�nititvely non-sinusoidal(in contrast to the quasi-

harm onic states); they are nevertheless periodic struc-

turesofperiod k = 4q.In fact,theprim ary Fourierpeak

ofthe non-harm onic half-period statesisalwaysgreater

than thesecondary one.Such statescan beobserved for

tim es t such that the em pirically selected condition of

j	(2q;t)j2 � 3j	(4q;t)j2 issatis�ed.

W e next consider a stronger parabolic trap, setting


 = 0:01. Because the system is generally less hom o-

geneousin this case,we expectthat the analyticalpre-

diction (valid for
 = 0)m ay no longerbevalid and that

half-period statesm ay ceaseto exist.W e con�rm ed this

num erically for the quasi-harm onic half-period states.

However,non-harm onichalf-period statesdostillappear.

Thetim e-evolution ofthespectralcom ponentsatk = 2q

and k = 4qism uch m orecom plicated and lesse�cientas

a diagnostictool,asj	(4q;t)j2 < j	(2q;t)j2 forallt.In-

terestingly,the non-harm onic half-period statesseem to

persistas
 isincreased,even when theresonancecondi-

tion
p
�= �= 2qisviolated.Forexam ple,wefound that

fortim e-independentlattices(i.e.,A = 0),thelifetim eof

a half-period state in the resonantcase with q =
p
2=2

(recallthat�0 = 1)is� � 1:72,whereasforq= 1=2 itis

� � 0:84. M oreover,the sim ulationsshow thatthe life-

tim esbecom elongerforperiodically m odulated O Ls(us-

ing,e.g.,A = 1;alsoseethediscussion below).In partic-

ular,in theaforem entioned resonant(non-resonant)case

with q =
p
2=2 (q = 1=2),the lifetim e ofthe half-period

states has a m axim um value,at ! = 1:59 (! = 0:75),

of� � 8:24,or4:7 m s (� � 5:72,or3:3 m s)fora 23Na

condensate.W eshow theform ation ofthesestatesin the

top panelsofFig.4.

W e also considered otherfractionalstates. Forexam -

ple,using thesam eparam etervaluesasbeforeexceptforp
�= 2�(so thatq=

p
2=4),weobserved quarter-period

transientstates with lifetim e � � 2:9. These states oc-

curred even in thenon-resonantcasewith q= 1=4(yield-

ing � � 1).W e show these cases(fora tem porally m od-

ulated lattice with m odulation am plitude A = 1)in the

bottom panelsofFig.4. In Fig.5,we show the lifetim e

� forthehalf-period and quarter-period statesasa func-

tion ofA. O bserve that the lifetim e becom es m axim al

(forvaluesofA � 1:5)around thevalueA = 1considered
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FIG .4: Half-period (top panels)and quarter-period (bottom

panels) states for the case of a tem porally m odulated O L.

The state in the top left panelhas wavenum ber q =
p
2=2

(resonant),and that in the top right panelhas wavenum ber

q = 1=2 (non-resonant). Sim ilarly,the states in the bottom

panelshave wavenum bersq =
p
2=4 (left,resonant)and q =

1=4 (right,non-resonant).
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FIG . 5: The lifetim e � of the half-period (upper curve)

and quarter-period (lower curve) states as a function ofthe

lattice-m odulation am plitudeA.Forthehalf-period (quarter-

period) state,we show the case with wavenum berq =
p
2=2

(q =
p
2=4). In both exam ples,we used �0 = 1 and lattice-

m odulation frequency ! = 1:59.

above.Understanding the shape ofthesecurvesand the

optim allifetim edependenceon A in greaterdetailm ight

be an interesting topic forfurtherstudy.

Finally,we also exam ined non-integerexcitations,for

which the system oscillates between the closest integer

harm onics.Forexam ple,in Fig.6,we show a state cor-

responding to
p
� = (5=4)�,so that q = 2

p
2=5 (with

�0 = 1). The system oscillates between the k = 4q

(half-period) and k = 6q (third-period) states. Recall

that the case presented in the top rightpanelofFig.4

(with q = 1=2) was identi�ed as a \non-resonant half-

period state" (the resonant state satis�es q =
p
2=2).

Here it is worth rem arking that this value,q = 1=2,is

0

1

2

−30 −15 0 15 30
0

1

2

t=3.9

t=5.5

x

|ψ|2

FIG .6: (Color online) D ensity pro�les for a fractionalstate

with
p
� = (5=4)�,so that q = 2

p
2=5 (for �0 = 1,lattice-

m odulation am plitude A = 1, and lattice-m odulation fre-

quency ! = 1:59).Thesystem oscillatesin tim ebetween half-

period (top panel)and third-period (bottom panel)states.

closertoq=
p
2=3(characterizingthethird-period state)

than to
p
2=2. Nevertheless,no m atter which charac-

terization one uses,the salientfeature is thatthe value

q= 1=2 isnonresonantand liesbetween thethird-period

and half-period wavenum bers. Accordingly,the respec-

tivestateoscillatesbetween third-period and half-period

states.Thus,in thecaseshown in thetop rightpanelof

Fig.4,the third-period state also occurs(though we do

notshow it in the �gure)and has a lifetim e of� = 4:2

(2:4 m s),while for q = 2
p
2=5 its lifetim e is � = 2:92

(1:67 m s). Thisindicatesthatstateswith wavenum bers

closertothevalueoftheresonantthird-period statehave

largerlifetim es.Thisalternating oscillation between the

nearestresonantperiod statesisatypicalfeaturethatwe

haveobserved forthe non-resonantcases.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,we have investigated the form ation and

tim e-evolution offractional-period states in continuum

periodic system s.Although ouranalysiswasbased on a

G ross-Pitaevskiiequation describing Bose-Einstein con-

densates con�ned in opticallattices,it can also be ap-

plied to severalothersystem s(such asphotonic crystals

in nonlinear optics). W e have shown analytically and

dem onstrated num erically the form ation of fractional-

period states and found thatthey m ay persistforsu�-

ciently long tim es to be observed in experim ents. The

m ost natural signature of the presence of such states

should be availableby m onitoring the Fouriertransform

ofthe wavepacketthrough the existence ofappropriate

harm onics corresponding to the fractional-period states

(e.g.,k = 4q for half-period states,k = 8q for quarter-

period states,etc.).

It would be interesting to expand the study of the

param etric excitation ofsuch states in order to better

understand how to optim ally selectthe relevantdriving

am plitude. Sim ilarly,it would be valuable to exam ine

m orequantitatively the featuresofthe ensuing statesas

a function ofthe frequency ofthe param etric drive and

the parabolicpotential.
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V . A P P EN D IX A :A N A LY T IC A L

C O N ST R U C T IO N O F H A LF-P ER IO D STA T ES

To constructhalf-period states,we use the resonance

relation
p
�= � and the scaling ~�= "�,so thatEq.( 4)

iswritten

R
00+ �

2
R + "�R

3 + "~V0R cos(�x)= 0 (7)

and Eq.(6)iswritten

L�[R j]�
@2R j

@�2
+ �

2
R j = hj(�;R k;D

l
R k); (8)

where we recallthat�= "x,� = bx = (1+ "b1 + "2b2 +

� � � )x,and DlR k signi�es the presence ofderivatives of

R k in therighthand sideoftheequation.Becauseofthe

scaling in Eq.(7),h0 � 0,so that the O (1) term is an

unforced harm onicoscillator.Itssolution is

R 0 = A 0(�)cos(��)+ B 0(�)sin(��); (9)

where A 0 and B 0 willbe determ ined by the solvability

condition atO (").

TheO ("j)(j� 1)equationsarisingfrom (7)areforced

harm onicoscillators,with forcingterm sdependingon the

previously obtained R k(�;�) (k < j) and their deriva-

tives.Theirsolutionstakethe form

R j = A j(�)cos(��)+ B j(�)sin(��)+ R jp ; (10)

whereeach R jp containscontributionsfrom varioushar-

m onics.Assinusoidalterm sgiving a 1:1 resonancewith

the O L ariseatO ("2),wecan stop atthatorder.

AtO ("),thereisa contribution from both theO L and

the nonlinearity,giving

h1 = � ~V0R 0 cos(��)� �R
3

0
� 2

@2R 0

@�@�
� 2b1

@2R 0

@�2
; (11)

where we recallthat the O L depends on the stretched

spatialvariable � because we are detuning from a reso-

nantstate [22].W ith Eq.(9),weobtain

h1 =

�

2b1�
2
A 0 � 2�B 0

0
�
3

4
�A 0(A

2

0
+ B

2

0
)

�

cos(��)

+

�

2b1�
2
B 0 + 2�A 0

0
�
3

4
�B 0(A

2

0
+ B

2

0
)

�

sin(��)

+
�A 0

4

�

� A
2

0
+ 3B 2

0

�

cos(3��)

+
�B 0

4

�

� 3A 2

0
+ B

2

0

�

sin(3��)+
~V0A 0

2

+
~V0A 0

2
cos(2��)+

~V0B 0

2
sin(2��): (12)

ForR 1(�;�)to bebounded,thecoe�cientsofthesec-

ular term s in Eq.(12) m ust vanish [20,22]. The only

secularharm onicsarecos(��)and sin(��),and equating

theircoe�cientsto zero yieldsthefollowing equationsof

m otion describing the slow dynam ics:

A
0

0
= � b1�B 0 +

3�

8�
B 0(A

2

0
+ B

2

0
);

B
0

0
= b1�A 0 �

3�

8�
A 0(A

2

0
+ B

2

0
): (13)

W e convert (13) to polar coordinates with A 0(�) =

C0 cos[’0(�)]and B 0(�) = C 0 sin[’0(�)]and see im m e-

diately thateach circle ofconstantC0 isinvariant. The

dynam icson each circleisgiven by

’0(�)= ’0(0)+

�

b1��
3�

8�
C
2

0

�

�: (14)

W eexam inethespecialcircleofequilibria,corresponding

to periodic orbitsof(7),which satis�es

C
2

0
= A

2

0
+ B

2

0
=
8b1�

2

3�
: (15)

In choosingan initialcon�guration fornum ericalsim ula-

tionsoftheG P equation (1),wesetB 0 = 0 withoutloss

ofgenerality.

Equating coe�cientsof(8)atO ("2)yields

@2R 2

@�2
+ �

2
R 2 = h2 ; (16)

wheretheforcingterm again containscontributionsfrom

both the O L and the nonlinearity:

h2 = � (b2
1
+ 2b2)

@2R 0

@�2
�
@2R 0

@�2
� 2b1

@2R 0

@�@�

� 3�R 2

0
R 1 � 2b1

@2R 1

@�2
� 2

@2R 1

@�@�
� R 1

~V0 cos(��):

(17)

Here,one inserts the expressions for R 0,R 1,and their

derivativesinto the function h2.

To �nd the secularterm sin Eq.(17),wecom pute

R 1(�;�)= A 1(�)cos(��)+ B 1(�)sin(��)+ R 1p(�;�);

R 1p(�;�)= c1 cos(3��)+ c2 sin(3��)

+ c3 + c4 cos(2��)+ c5 sin(2��); (18)

where

c1 =
�

32�2
A 0(A

2

0
� 3B 2

0
); c2 =

�

32�2
B 0(3A

2

0
� B

2

0
);

c3 = �
~V0A 0

2�2
; c4 =

~V0A 0

6�2
; c5 =

~V0B 0

6�2
: (19)

Afteritisexpanded,thefunction h2 containsharm on-

icsofthe form cos(0�)= 1,cos(��)(the secularterm s),

cos(2��), cos(3��), cos(4��), and cos(5��) (as wellas
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sine functions with the sam e argum ents). Equating the

secularco�cients to zerosgivesthe following equations

describing the slow dynam ics:

A
0

1
=

1

3072�5

��

f1(�;�)B
2

0
+ f2(�;�)A

2

0
+ f3(�;�;b 1)

�

B 1

+ f4(�;�)A 0B 0A 1 + f5(�;�)B
5

0

+ f6(�;�)A
2

0
B
3

0
+ f7(�;�)A

4

0
B 0 + f8s(�;�;b 2)B 0

�

;

B
0

1
=

1

3072�5

��

f1(�;�)A
2

0
+ f2(�;�)B

2

0
+ f3(�;�;b 1)

�

A 1

+ f4(�;�)A 0B 0B 1 + f5(�;�)A
5

0

+ f6(�;�)A
3

0
B
2

0
+ f7(�;�)A 0B

4

0
+ f8c(�;�)A 0

�

;

(20)

where

f1(�;�)= 3f 2(�;�);

f2(�;�)= � 1152�� 4
;

f3(�;�;b 1)= 3072�6b1 ;

f4(�;�)= 2f 2(�;�);

f5(�;�)= 180� 2
�
2
;

f6(�;�)= 2f 5(�;�);

f7(�;�)= f 5(�;�);

f8s(�;�;b 2)= fnon(�;�)� 128 ~V 2

0
�
2
;

f8c(�;�)= f non(�;�)+ 640 ~V 2

0
�
2
;

fnon(�;�)= 3072� 6
b2 : (21)

W e usethe notation fnon to indicate theportionsofthe

quantitiesf8s and f8c thatarisefrom non-resonantterm s.

Theotherterm sin thesequantities,which depend on the

latticeam plitude V0,arisefrom resonantterm s.

Equilibrium solutionsof(20)satisfy

A 1 =
(f1B

2

0
+ f2A

2

0
+ f3)(f5A

5

0
+ f6A

3

0
B 2

0
+ f7A 0B

4

0
+ f8cA 0)� (f4A 0B 0)(f5B

5

0
+ f6A

2

0
B 3

0
+ f7A

4

0
B 0 + f8sB 0)

f2
4
A 2

0
B 2

0
� (f1B

2

0
+ f2A

2

0
+ f3)(f1A

2

0
+ f2B

2

0
+ f3)

;

B 1 =
(f1A

2

0
+ f2B

2

0
+ f3)(f5B

5

0
+ f6A

2

0
B 3

0
+ f7A

4

0
B 0 + f8sB 0)� (f4A 0B 0)(f5A

5

0
+ f6A

3

0
B 2

0
+ f7A 0B

4

0
+ f8cA 0)

f2
4
A 2

0
B 2

0
� (f1B

2

0
+ f2A

2

0
+ f3)(f1A

2

0
+ f2B

2

0
+ f3)

;

(22)

where one usesan equilibrium value ofA 0 and B 0 from

Eq.(15).Inserting equilibrium valuesofA 0,B 0,A 1,and

B 1 into Eqs.(9) and (18),we obtain the spatialpro�le

R = R 0 + "R 1 + O ("2)used asthe initialwavefunction

in the num ericalsim ulationsofthe fullG P equation (1)

with a stationary O L.

V I. A P P EN D IX B :A N A LY T IC A L

C O N ST R U C T IO N O F Q U A R T ER -P ER IO D

STA T ES

To construct quarter-period states,we use the reso-

nancerelation
p
�= 2�and thescaling ~�= " 4�,so that

Eq.(4)iswritten

R
00+ 4�2R + "

4
�R

3 + "~V0R cos(�x)= 0 (23)

and Eq.(6)iswritten

L�[R j]�
@2R j

@�2
+ 4�2R j = hj(�;R k;D

l
R k); (24)

where � = "x and � = bx = (1+ "b1 + "2b2 + � � � )x,as

before.

Becauseofthescaling in (23),h0 � 0 (asin thecaseof

half-period states),so thatthe O (1)term isan unforced

harm onicoscillator.Ithasthesolution

R 0 = A 0(�)cos(2��)+ B 0(�)sin(2��); (25)
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where A 2

0
+ B 2

0
= C 2

0
is an arbitrary constant (in the

num ericalsim ulations,we take B 0 = 0 without loss of

generality).W ith thedi�erentscalingofthenonlinearity

coe�cient,the value C 2

0
is not constrained as it was in

the caseofhalf-period states(seeAppendix A).

The O ("j) (j � 1) equations arising from (24) are

forced harm onic oscillators,with forcing term s depend-

ing on thepreviously obtained R k(�;�)(k < j)and their

derivatives.Theirsolutionstakethe form

R j = A j(�)cos(2��)+ B j(�)sin(2��)+ R jp ; (26)

whereR jp contain contributionsfrom variousharm onics.

Assinusoidalterm sgiving a 1:2 resonance with the O L

ariseatO ("4),wecan stop atthatorder.

The equation atO (")hasa solution ofthe form

R 1 = A 1(�)cos(2��)+ B 1(�)sin(2��)+ R 1p : (27)

The coe�cientsA 1 and B 1 are determ ined using a solv-

ability condition obtained atO ("2)by requiring thatthe

secularterm sofh2 vanish.Thisyields

A 1 =
~V0

16b1�
2
(c11 + c12)�

b2

b1
A 0 ;

B 1 =
~V0

16b1�
2
(c13 + c14)�

b2

b1
B 0 : (28)

The particularsolution is

R 1p = c11 cos(��)+ c12 cos(3��)+ c13 sin(3��)+ c14 sin(��);

(29)

where

c11 = �
~V0A 0

6�2
; c12 =

~V0A 0

10�2
;

c13 =
~V0B 0

10�2
; c14 = �

~V0B 0

6�2
: (30)

The solution atO ("2)hasthe form

R 2 = A 2(�)cos(2��)+ B 2(�)sin(2��)+ R 2p(�;�): (31)

The coe�cientsA 2 and B 2 are determ ined using a solv-

ability condition obtained atO ("3)by requiring thatthe

secularterm sofh3 vanish.Thisyields

A 2 =
~V0

16b1�
2
(c21 + c22)�

~V0

32�2
(c11 + c12)

�
b3

b1
A 0 �

b2

b1
A 1 �

~V 2

0
A 0

480�4
;

B 2 = �
~V0

16b1�
2
(c23 + c24)�

~V0

32�2
(c13 + c14)

�
b3

b1
B 0 �

b2

b1
B 1 �

~V 2

0
B 0

480�4
: (32)

The particularsolution is

R 2p = c21 cos(��)+ c22 cos(3��)+ c23 sin(3��)

+ c24 sin(��)+ c25 cos(4��)

+ c26 + c27 sin(4��); (33)

where

c21 = �
~V0A 1

6�2
+
b1 ~V0A 0

9�2
;

c22 =
~V0A 1

10�2
�
3b1~V0A 0

25�2
;

c23 =
~V0B 1

10�2
�
3b1~V0B 0

25�2
;

c24 = �
~V0B 1

6�2
+
b1 ~V0B 0

9�2
;

c25 =
~V 2

0
A 0

240�4
; c26 =

~V 2

0
A 0

48�4
; c27 =

~V 2

0
B 0

240�4
: (34)

Notethattheharm onicscos(0�)and sin(0�)occurin (33)

and are reduced appropriately. (The argum ents ofthis

sineand cosinearisebecauseofourparticularresonance

relation.)

AtO ("3),weobtain solutionsofthe form

R 3 = A 3(�)cos(2��)+ B 3(�)sin(2��)+ R 3p(�;�): (35)

The coe�cientsA 3 and B 3 are determ ined using a solv-

ability condition obtained atO ("4)by requiring thatthe

secularterm sofh4 vanish.Becauseofthescalingin (23),

thee�ectsofthenonlinearity m anifestin thissolvability

condition.The resulting coe�cientsare

A 3 = �
~V 4

0
A 0

3375b1�
8
�
b3

b1
A 1 �

~V 2

0
b2A 0

1800b1�
4

�
~V 2

0
A 1

1800�4
�
19b1~V

2

0
A 0

54000�4
+

3�A 3

0

32b1�
2

�
b2

b1
A 2 �

b4

b1
A 0 �

~V 2

0
A 2

240b1�
4
+
3�A 0B

2

0

32b1�
2

(36)

B 3 = �
b2

b1
B 2 +

3�A 2

0
B 0

32b1�
2
�
b4

b1
B 0 �

~V 2

0
B 2

240b1�
4

�
~V 2

0
B 1

1800�4
�
b3

b1
B 1 +

119~V 4

0
B 0

864000b1�
8

�
~V 2

0
b2B 0

1800b1�
4
�
19b1~V

2

0
B 0

54000�4
+

3�B 3

0

32b1�
2
: (37)

Theparticularsolution is

R 3p = c31 cos(��)+ c32 cos(3��)+ c33 sin(3��)

+ c34 sin(��)+ c35 cos(4��)+ c36

+ c37 sin(4��)+ c38 cos(5��)+ c39 cos(��)

+ c310 sin(5��)+ c311 sin(��); (38)

where

c31 = �
7b2

1
~V0A 0

54�2
+
b2 ~V0A 0

9�2
�
11~V 3

0
A 0

4320�6

+
b1 ~V0A 1

9�2
�

~V0A 2

6�2
; (39)



9

c32 =
31b2

1
~V0A 0

250�2
�
3b2~V0A 0

25�2
+
17~V 3

0
A 0

12000�6

�
3b1~V0A 1

25�2
+

~V0A 2

10�2
; (40)

c33 =
17~V 3

0
B 0

12000�6
�
3b1~V0B 1

25�2
+
31b2

1
~V0B 0

250�2

�
3b2~V0B 0

25�2
+

~V0B 2

10�2
; (41)

c34 =
b2~V0B 0

9�2
�
7b2

1
~V0B 0

54�2
�

~V0B 2

6�2

+
b1~V0B 1

9�2
�
11~V 3

0
B 0

4320�6
; (42)

c35 = �
19b1~V

2

0
A 0

1800�4
+

~V 2

0
A 1

240�4
; c36 =

~V 2

0
A 1

48�4
�
b1 ~V

2

0
A 0

72�4
;

c37 = �
19b1~V

2

0
B 0

1800�4
+

~V 2

0
B 1

240�4
; c38 =

~V 3

0
A 0

10080�6
;

c39 = �
~V 3

0
A 0

288�6
; c310 =

~V 3

0
B 0

10080�6
; c311 =

~V 3

0
B 0

288�6
:

(43)

Sim ilar to what occurs at O ("2), the coe�cient c 36 is

theprefactorforcos(0�)and a sin(0�)term (notshown)

occursin (38)as well. The extra term s (from the reso-

nancerelation)thatgo into theslow evolution equations

and theresulting expressionsfortheperiodicorbits(i.e.,

theequilibria oftheslow ow)arisefrom theterm swith

prefactors c39 and c311. (The harm onics corresponding

to the coe�cients c 31 and c34 are always secular, but

those corresponding to c39 and c311 are secularonly for

1:2 superharm onicresonances.)

O ne inserts equilibrium values of A j and B j (j 2

f0;1;2;3g)into Eqs.(25),(29),(31),and (35)to obtain

the spatialpro�leR = R 0 + "R 1 + "2R 2 + "3R 3 + O ("4)

used astheinitialwavefunction in num ericalsim ulations

ofthe G P equation (1)with a stationary O L.
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