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W e introduce two- and one-dim ensional(2D and 1D ) m odels ofa binary BEC (Bose-Einstein

condensate)in a periodicpotential,with repulsiveinteractions.W echie
y considerthem ostfunda-

m entalcaseoftheinter-speciesrepulsion with zero intra-speciesinteractions.Thesam esystem m ay

also m odela m ixture oftwo m utually repulsive ferm ionic species. Existence and stability regions

forgap solitons(G Ss)supported by the interplay ofthe inter-speciesrepulsion and periodic poten-

tialare identi�ed.Two-com ponentG Ssare constructed by m eansofthevariationalapproxim ation

(VA)and in a num ericalform . The VA providesaccurate description forthe G S which isa bound

stateoftwo tightly-bound com ponents,each essentially trapped in onecelloftheperiodicpotential.

G Ss ofthis type dom inate in the case ofintra-gap solitons, with both com ponents belonging to

the �rst�nite bandgap ofthe linear spectrum (only thistype ofsolitons is possible in a weak lat-

tice).Inter-gap solitons,with onecom ponentresiding in thesecond bandgap,and intra-gap solitons

which have both com ponents in the second gap,are possible in a deeper periodic potential,with

the strength essentially exceeding the recoilenergy ofthe atom s. Inter-gap solitons are,typically,

bound states ofone tightly-and one loosely-bound com ponents. In thiscase,results are obtained

in a num ericalform . The num ber ofatom s in experim entally relevant situations is estim ated to

be � 5;000 in 2D intra-gap soliton,and � 25;000 in its inter-gap counterpart;in 1D solitons,it

m ay be up to 10
5
. For2D solitons,the stability isidenti�ed in directsim ulations,while in the 1D

case itisdone via eigenfrequenciesofsm allperturbations,and then veri�ed by sim ulations.In the

lattercase,ifthe intra-gap soliton in the �rstbandgap isweakly unstable,itevolvesinto a stable

breather,while unstable solitons ofother types (in particular,inter-gap solitons) get com pletely

destroyed.Theintra-gap 2D solitonsin the�rstbandgap arelessrobust,and in som ecasesthey are

com pletely destroyed by theinstability.Addition ofintra-speciesrepulsion to therepulsion between

the com ponentsleadsto furtherstabilization ofthe G Ss.

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

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

Solitons in Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) have drawn a great dealofattention as robust nonlin-

ear m atter-wave pulses. Bright(localized)solitons were �rstexperim entally created in an e�ectively one-

dim ensional(1D)condensateof7Li,loaded in a strongly elongated (nearly one-dim ensional)\cigar-shaped"

trap [1]. The use ofthe Feshbach resonance (FR) m ade it possible to keep the scattering length in the

condensate negative,with a very sm allabsolute value,� 0:1 nm . The weak self-attractive nonlinearity

controlled by m eans ofthis technique wassu�cient to create 1D solitons,being a way below the collapse

threshold in the cigar-shapecon�guration,thussecuring the stability ofthe solitons.

M oregenericforBEC isapositivescatteringlength,correspondingtorepulsiveinteractionsbetween atom s.

In thiscase,brightsolitonsm ay becreated asa resultoftheinterplay oftheintrinsicrepulsion and periodic

potentialinduced by an opticallattice (O L,i.e.,the interference pattern created by counterpropagating

beam sillum inating thecondensate).Itwaspredicted [2,3]thatgap solitons (G Ss)m ay em ergein bandgaps

ofthe system ’s spectrum ,since the interplay ofa negative e�ective m ass,appearing in a partofthe gap,

with the repulsive interaction is exactly whatis needed to create a brightsoliton. Theoreticalm odels for

G Ssin BEC werereviewed in Ref.[4],and a rigorousstability analysisforthem wasdeveloped in Ref.[5].

Experim entally,a G S in the 87Rb condensate with a positive scattering length,loaded into a cigar-shaped

trap equipped with a longitudinalO L,wasforthe �rsttim e created in Ref. [6](the soliton wascom posed

of� 1000 atom s).

Binary m ixtures ofBECs are also available to experim entalstudies. M ost typically,they contain two

di�erenthyper�nestatesofthesam eatom icspecies,such as 87Rb [7]and 23Na [8].BEC wasalso created in

a heteronuclear m ixtureof41K and 87Rb [9].Asm entioned above,them agnitudeand sign ofthescattering

lengthsofcollisionsbetween atom sin thesam especiesm ay bealtered,via theFR technique,by an external

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0512227v1
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spatially uniform m agnetic [10]or optical[11]�eld. The scattering length of collisions between atom s

belonging to di�erentspeciesm ay also be controlled by the m agnetic �eld [12].

The latterpossibility opensa way to create a binary m ixture with the (natural)intra-speciesrepulsion,

while the sign ofthe inter-species interaction is switched to attraction. In recent preprints [13],it was

proposed to use thispossibility to create sym biotic brightsolitons:while each self-repulsive speciescannot

support a soliton by itself,the inter-species attraction opens a way to m ake two-com ponent solitons. A

som ewhatsim ilarpossibility wasearlierproposed in term sofa Bose-Ferm im ixture,where the interaction

between bosonsisrepulsive,butthebosonsand ferm ionsattracteach other[15].Related tothelattersetting,

isa proposalto use attraction between ferm ionsand bosonsto builtbosonicquantum dotsforferm ions(in

particular,gap solitonsin the BEC trapped in an O L m ay play the roleofsuch quantum dots)[16].

In the present work, the aim to construct 2D and 1D solutions for two-com ponent G Ss in the m ost

naturalsetting,when theinter-speciesinteraction isrepulsive.W ewillchie
y focuson thebasiccase,when

intra-speciesinteractionsm ay becom pletely neglected,whiletheinterplay oftheO L potentialand repulsion

between thetwospecieshelp tobuild G Ss.Theactualpossibility tonullify theintra-speciesscatteringlength

by m eansofthe FR dependson the atom ic species:asisknown,itcan be done in 7Li(see,e.g.,Ref.[17]),

while in 87Rb losse�ectsgrow close to the FR point. Anotherpossibility iso�ered by spinorcondensates,

where the scattering lengthswhich determ ine collisionsbetween atom swith the sam e oropposite valuesof

the hyper�ne spin,m F = � 1,can be represented,respectively,as[14]a = a0 � a2,the coe�cientsa 0 and

a0 accounting forthe m ean-�eld (spin-independent)and spin-exchange interactionsbetween the atom s. In

thiscase,the self-scattering length vanishesin the caseofa2 = � a0.

Besides that,the m odelwith zero interaction inside each species and repulsion between them m ay also

apply to a m ixture oftwo ultra-cold Ferm igases[15,16].In thisconnection,itisrelevantto m ention that

the scattering length ofcollisionsbetween ferm ionic atom s(such as 6Li)m ay also be controlled by m eans

ofthe FR [17,18]. An e�ectofthe intra-speciesrepulsion willbe brie
y considered too,with a conclusion

thatitadditionally stabilizestwo-com ponentG Ss.

The periodic O L potentialgivesrise to m any bandgapsin the system ’sspectrum . In this work we con-

centrate on the m ost fundam entalsituations, with the two com ponents ofthe soliton belonging to two

lowest-ordergaps.Thisway,wewilldem onstrateintra-gap solitons,with both com ponentssitting in either

the �rst or second gap,and inter-gap solitons,with the com ponents belonging to the di�erent (�rst and

second)gaps.

Thepaperisstructured asfollows.Them odelissetin Section 2.An analyticalvariationalapproxim ation

for 2D two-com ponentsolitons is presented in Section 3. Direct num ericalresults,that identify existence

and stability regions ofthe intra-and inter-gap solitons,are reported in Section 3. The stability ofthe

2D solitonsisinvestigated in directsim ulations,which revealnotonly stablestationary solitons,butstable

breatherstoo.Basicresultsforthe1D version ofthesam etwo-com ponentm odelarecollected in Section 4;in

particular,thestability ofthe1D soliton isidenti�ed via com putation ofeigenvaluesforsm allperturbations

(which ism ore di�cultin the 2D case).The paperisconcluded by Section 6,wherewe also giveestim ates

foractualnum bersofatom sin the solitonspredicted in thiswork.

II. T H E M O D EL

In the m ean-�eld approxim ation,the binary BEC at zero tem perature is described by a system oftwo

coupled G ross-Pitaevskiiequations (G PEs) for the wave functions 	(X ;Y;Z;T)and �(X ;Y;Z;T) ofthe

two species[22]:
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@2	
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@2	
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wherem ism assofofboth speciesofatom s,V0 and �=k aretheam plitudeand period ofthe O L potential,

U (Z)isa potentialaccounting forthetightm agneticoropticalcon�nem entin thetransversedirection,that

m akesthecondensatee�ectively two-dim ensional(squeezing itinto a \pancake" shape[19]),whilea and �a

(with � � 0) are the scattering lengths ofthe inter-species and intra-species collisions. The equations do

notinclude an externaltrapping potentialin the (X ;Y ) plane,aswe are interested in localized 2D states

supported intrinsically by the interplay ofthe inter-speciesrepulsion and O L potential.

Assum ing thatthe transverse trap givesrise to a ground-state wave function �0(Z)with the respective

energy E 0,reduction ofEqs. (1) to a norm alized system ofe�ective two-dim ensionalequations follows

the usualprocedure, based on averaging in the Z direction and rescaling [22]. To this end, we de�ne

fkX ;kY g � fx;yg;
�

~k2=2m
�

T � t; 2m V0=(~k)
2
� " (" m easures the ratio ofthe height ofthe O L’s

potentialbarrierto the atom ’srecoilenergy),and

f	;�g� e
iE 0T =~

v
u
u
t

R+ 1

�1
�20(Z)dZ

R+ 1

�1
�40(Z)dZ

k

2
p
2�a

f (x;y;t);�(x;y;t)g: (2)

The eventualform ofthe 2D equationsis

i t+  xx +  yy + "[cos(2x)+ cos(2y)] �
�

�j j
2 + j’j

2
�

 = 0;

(3)

i’t+ ’xx + ’yy + "[cos(2x)+ cos(2y)]’ �
�

�j’j
2 + j j

2
�

’ = 0:

In addition to " and �,controlparam etersofthe norm alized system arenorm sofboth com ponents,

N 1 =

Z Z

j (x;y)j
2
dxdy; N 2 =

Z Z

j’(x;y)j
2
dxdy; (4)

which determ inethe respectivenum bersofatom sasperEq.(2):

(N phys)1;2 =
1

8�a

�
R+ 1

�1
�20(Z)dZ

�2

R+ 1

�1
�40(Z)dZ

N 1;2: (5)

Norm s (4),togetherwith the Ham iltonian ofthe system ,are its dynam icalinvariants. As said above,we

willbe m ostly dealing with the caseof� = 0 (no intra-speciesinteractions),hence essentialparam etersare

" and N 1;2 (generally,wewillconsiderthe asym m etriccase,with N 1 6= N 2).

Stationary solutionsofEqs.(3)arelooked forin the usualform ,

 (x;y;t)= u(x;y)exp(� i�1t); ’(x;y;t)= v(x;y)exp(� i�2t); (6)

where �1 and �2 arerealchem icalpotentials,and the realfunctionsu(x;y)and v(x;y)aresolutionsofthe

equations

�1u + uxx + uyy + "[cos(2x)+ cos(2y)]u � v
2
u = 0;

(7)

�2v+ vxx + vyy + "[cos(2x)+ cos(2y)]v� u
2
v = 0:

Linearization decouplesEqs. (7),hence each chem icalpotentialm ustbelong to one ofbandgapsofthe 2D

linearoperator,

L̂ =
@2

@x2
+

@2

@y2
+ "[cos(2x)+ cos(2y)] (8)

(the spectrum ofthe operatorisknown,see,e.g.,Ref. [3]and Fig. 1 below). Note that�1 and �2 m ay be

placed in di�erentgaps,which givesrise,assaid above,to two-com ponentinter-gap solitons,asoppositeto

onesoftheintra-gap type,with �1 and �2 belonging to thesam ebandgap.Below,wewilldem onstratethat
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the m odelsupports stable solitons ofboth types (the consideration willactually be lim ited to two lowest

gaps,the intra-gap solitonsbeing possiblein both ofthem ).

It is relevant to m ention that,in nonlinear optics,one-com ponent 1D spatialsolitons sitting in higher

gapswere experim entally observed in arraysofwaveguideswith the K err(cubic) nonlinearity [20]. Then,

2D spatialsingle-com ponent lattice solitons with em bedded vorticity,belonging to the second gap,were

created in a photorefractivem aterialequipped with a 2D photoniclattice[21].M oreover,in thelattercase,

two-com ponentsolitonscom posed ofa fundam entalsoliton in the�rstgap and a vortex soliton in thesecond

gap werealso created.Them ostessentialdi�erenceofthephotorefractivem edia from BEC isthesaturable

characterofthe photorefractivenonlinearity.

III. VA R IA T IO N A L A P P R O X IM A T IO N FO R T W O -D IM EN SIO N A L SO LIT O N S

Itisknown that1D and 2D solitonsgenerated by theG PE with thelatticepotential(in the2D case,the

latticem ay beeithertwo-dim ensionalorquasi-one-dim ensional[23])arenaturally classi�ed,in both casesof

theattractive[23,24]and repulsive[25]interaction,astightly-bound (TB,aliassingle-cell)and loosely-bound

(LB,aliasm ulti-cell)ones. The solitonsofthe TB and LB typesare essentially localized in one orseveral

cellsofthe O L potential,respectively.

TB solitons,in the 1D and 2D geom etry alike (including the case ofthe 2D equation with the quasi-1D

lattice),m ay be accurately predicted by the variationalapproxim ation (VA) [23,24](this approxim ation

was�rstapplied to theG PE in Refs.[26];a generalreview ofthetechniquecan befound in Ref.[27]).For

LB solitons,the VA m ay providean adequate approxim ation forthe soliton’scentrallobe only,butnotfor

the slowly decaying oscillatory tails[28].

W e startthe analysiswith application ofthe VA to Eqs.(7). The Lagrangian from which the equations

arederived isL =
R R

Ldxdy,with the density

L = �1u
2 + �2v

2
� u

2
x � u

2
y � v

2
x � v

2
y

+ "[cos(2x)+ cos(2y)](u2 + v
2)� u

2
v
2
: (9)

W e approxim atethe TB solitonsby a sim pleisotropicG aussian ansatz,

u(x;y)= A exp

�

�
x2 + y2

2a2

�

;v(x;y)= B exp

�

�
x2 + y2

2b2

�

: (10)

The substitution ofthe ansatzin Eq.(9)and integration yield an e�ectiveLagrangian,

L = �N 2

�

�
1

b2
+ 2"e�b

2

�

+ �N 1

�

�
1

a2
+ 2"e�a

2

�

�
N 1N 2

� (a2 + b2)
+ �1N 1 + �2N 2; (11)

where the norm softhe com ponents,N 1 = �A2a2 and N 2 = �B 2b2,areobtained by the substitution ofthe

ansatz(10)in Eqs.(4).Below,weuse,instead ofN 1 and N 2,the totaland relativenorm s,

N � N 1 + N 2; N r � N 1=N 2 (12)

(we de�neN 1 and N 2 asthe sm allerand largernorm s,respectively,hence N r � 1).

The variationalequations, @L=@N 1;2 = @L=@a = @L=@b = 0, applied to Lagrangian (11), yield the

following relationsthatdeterm ineparam etersofthe soliton within the fram ework ofthe VA:

N r =
a4

b4

1� 2"b4e�b
2

1� 2"a4e�a
2
; (13)

N = �

�

1+
b2

a2

� 2

(1+ N r)

�

2"a4e�a
2

� 1

�

; (14)



5

�1 = �
b2

a4
+ 2

�

a
2 + b

2
� 1

�

"e
�a

2

; (15)

�2 = �
a2

b4
+ 2

�

a
2 + b

2
� 1

�

"e
�b

2

: (16)

Equations(13)and (14)give rise to necessary conditionsforthe existence ofthe soliton,1� 2"a4e�a
2

< 0

and 1� 2"b4e�b
2

< 0,from which,in turn,itfollowsthatthattheG S doesnotexistunlesstheO L strength

" exceedsa m inim um (threshold)value,"m in > e2=8 � 0:92. The sam e condition forthe existence ofG Ss

waspredicted by theVA in the single-com ponent2D m odel[28].

TheVA doesnotinclude inform ation aboutthe location ofbandgapsin the system ’sspectrum ,therefore

it is necessary to check whether the G Ss predicted by the VA fallinto the bandgaps. This is shown in

Fig. 1,which dem onstratesthatthe variationalequations(13),(14)and (15),(16)forthe sym m etric G Ss

(�1 = �2 � �)predicttheboundary ofthe�rst�nitegap (thelowerbold dashed line)with surprisingly good

accuracy.The accuracy m ay be explained by the factthatthe G aussian ansatz(10)providesfora good �t

to theactualshapeoftheG S in the�rst�nitegap (this,in particular,m eansthattheVA correctly predicts

the absence ofsolitonsin the sem i-in�nite gap { the lowestone in Fig. 1,which extendsto � ! � 1 ).O n

the otherhand,thecorrelation between theotherVA-predicted soliton-existenceboundary (theupperbold

dashed line in Fig. 1)and the exactborderofthe bandgapsisvery crude,due to the factthatthe G Ssin

highergapsarevery di�erentfrom the sim ple ansatz[28].

Forthedescription ofexperim entallyrelevantsituations,Fig.2displaysthepredicted G S existenceregions

in theplaneofthetotaland relativesoliton norm s,(N ;N r)[seethede�nitionsin Eqs.(12)],which includes

the generalasym m etric solutionswith N r < 1. False partsofthe existence regions,thathave either�1 or

�2 falling into a Bloch band (ratherthan into a gap),areexcluded in panels(b)-(d).

W e note that,for relatively sm all" (however,itm ustexceed the above-m entioned threshold value "m in

necessary fortheexistenceofthesolitons),theVA predictsonly intra-gap solutions,with both �1;2 lying in

the �rst�nite gap. Thisprediction iscorrect,asforthese valuesof" the spectrum ofthe two-dim ensional

G PE with the O L potentialhas only one �nite gap,see Fig. 1. For larger ",the VA predicts intra-gap

solutions in the second gap,as wellas inter-gap solitons,with the com ponents belonging to the di�erent

�nitebandgaps,�rstand second.W ith thefurtherincreaseof",theregionsoftheintra-gap solutionsin the

�rstand second bandgapsand inter-gap solitonsgrow and overlap.

IV . N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S FO R T W O -D IM EN SIO N A L SO LIT O N S

A . Fam ilies ofintra- and inter-gap solitons

Com parison with num erically found stationary solutions for the G Ss dem onstrates that (as m entioned

above) the applicability ofthe VA is indeed lim ited to strongly con�ned TB solitons. In m ost cases,the

solitonswith both com ponentsbelongingto the�rst�nitegap appertain tothistype,and they arepredicted

by the VA very accurately,asshown in Fig.3.Note,however,thatstrongly asym m etric intra-gap solitons

cannotbefound num erically in the�rstbandgap forvaluesoftherelativenorm sm allerthan (N r)m in
� 0:05.

Nevertheless,theVA predictsasym m etricsolitonsforN r < (N r)m in
,up to N r = 0.Thelatterisan obvious

artifactofthe VA,asin the case ofN r = 0 one com ponentisem pty ( � 0),which m akesthe rem aining

equation linear,hence itcannotgiveriseto any soliton.

O n the contrary to the situation for the intra-gap solitons belonging to the �rst �nite bandgap, the

prediction produced by the VA for the solitons with both com ponents sitting in the second bandgap are

com pletely wrong:asseen in thetop panelofFig.3,theform ally predicted fam ily oftheintra-gap solitons

in the second gap hasno num erically found counterpart.

Increaseofthe totalnorm N pushesthe solution to the higher(second)bandgap.Figure4 com paresthe

num ericalresultsand VA forsuch a situation (with N �ve tim es aslarge asin Fig. 3). W e observe that,

while the VA isgood forthe sym m etric solitons(N r = 1),itfailsform ore generalasym m etric solutions{

both intra-gap solitonsbelonging to the second gap,and inter-gap ones.

Figure 4 also showsthat,asthe asym m etry coe�cientN r getssm aller,the soliton’scom ponentwith the

sm allernorm losesitssingle-peaked shape,seepanels(c)-(e).W e stressthatno intra-gap soliton belonging
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to the second gap could be found (num erically) for N r < 0:75. The latter is seen in Fig. 4,where the

branchescorresponding to the intra-gap solution fam ily term inateatN r � 0:75.

The�ndingspresented in Fig.4 includeinter-gap solitons[in panels(d)and (e)],with �2 in the�rstgap

and �1 in the second. As seen from panel(a) in the �gure,these solitons could not be predicted by the

VA.Thisisexplained by the factthatatleastone com ponentofthe inter-gap soliton hasa loosely-bound

shape,hence the G aussian ansatz (10)isirrelevantforit. A typicalexam ple ofthe inter-gap soliton built

asa TB-LB bound pairisshown in Fig. 5,fora stilllargertotalnorm ,N = 70. Aswellasin the above

exam ples,the TB and LB com ponentsresidein the lowerand uppergaps,respectively.

Intra-gap solitonsm ay also be TB-LB bound states.Figure 6 dem onstrateshow a sym m etric TB soliton

(with N r = 1)transform sinto a TB-LB pairwith thedecreaseofN r,thistim e(on thecontrary to theabove

exam plesofthe inter-gap TB-LB bound states)the LB com ponenthaving a larger norm ,which is,in fact,

a ruleforasym m etricintra-gap solitons,asevidenced by ournum ericalresultsobtained with othervaluesof

the param eters.

W ith even largernorm s(forinstance,N = 150),intra-gap solitonsin theform ofLB-LB bound pairswith

very slowly decaying tailswere found too,forN r > 0:85,i.e.,they are nearly sym m etric states. However,

such solitonsareunstable.

B . G lobalexistence and stability diagram s for the solitons

Results ofsystem atic investigation ofthe existence and stability ofthe two-com ponenttwo-dim ensional

G Ssaresum m arized in Fig.7,which isa typicalexam ple forthe weak O L,with "= 2,thatsupportsonly

one �nite bandgap in the spectrum ofthe 2D m odel,and in Fig. 8,which representsrelatively strong O Ls

(ithas"= 10,which adm itstwo distinct�nite bandgaps).

Figure7 showsthattheentiregap ispopulated with solitonswhich arestable,exceptwhen both chem ical

potentials�1 and �2 arecloseto eitherthelowerorupperbandgap edge.Thestability wasveri�ed by direct

sim ulationsofthe underlying G PEs(3),with an initialperturbation im posed on the soliton by dislocating

centersofitstwo com ponents(sim ulationswere perform ed by m eansofthe split-step algorithm com bined

with the2D fastFouriertransform ).Thedislocation leadstooscillatorydynam ics,and G Sswereclassi�ed as

stableonesifthey would oscillateneartheinitialshape.A caveatisthatsuch ade�nition ofthestabilitydoes

notm akea cleardistinction between stablestationary solitonsand stablebreatherswith a sm allam plitude

ofinternalvibrations;however,theobjectsofboth typesare,as a m atteroffact,experim entally equivalent

localized statesin the BEC.

Figure 8 showsthatthe stability pattern ism ore com plex fora strongerO L,with "= 10.In particular,

the inter-gap soliton,which is possible in this case,m ay be stable when the chem icalpotential�1 ofthe

com ponentwith a sm allernorm ,which appertains to the �rst(lower)bandgap,is su�ciently close to the

loweredge ofthe gap.Itisnoteworthy thatthe stability region ofthe inter-gap solitonsisfound atvalues

ofthe totalnorm N atwhich intra-gap solitons,with both com ponentssitting in the �rstbandgap,do not

exist,i.e.,there isno overlap between thesetwo typesofthe stableG Ss.

Furthersim ulationsdem onstratethatunstableinter-gap solitonsareeithercom pletely destroyed orevolve

into sym m etric solitonswith both com ponentsbelonging to the �rstgap. An exam ple ofsuch evolution is

displayed in Fig.9.In thiscase,theLB com ponentoftheTB-LB pairem itsradiation untilonly thecentral

lobe rem ainsin it,and the wholestructureturnsinto a sym m etricintra-gap soliton ofthe TB type.

A speci�c instability m ode wasobserved in unstable inter-gap solitons,aswellasin intra-gap oneswith

both com ponents belonging to the second gap,in the case when the unperturbed soliton featuresa single

peak in one com ponent and a double (split-tip) peak in the other. In this con�guration,the instability

triggers oscillatory dynam ics with the single peak jum ping irregularly between positions close to the two

sidepeaksofthem atecom ponent.An exam pleofthisinstability isdisplayed in Fig.10.Furtherevolution

leadsto com plete destruction ofboth com ponentsin thiscase.

Finally,sim ulationsofthefullm odel(3)with � 6= 0,which includestheself-repulsion in each com ponent,

reveala clear trend to stabilization ofthe two-com ponent G Ss as � increases (ofcourse,the m odelwith

� > 0 givesrise to ordinary single-com ponentG Sstoo). Forexam ple,the unstable sym m etric soliton with

�1 = �2 = 1:2,"= 2,and � = 0 (recallthe system hasa single �nite bandgap in thiscase)becom esstable

asthe self-repulsion coe�cientincreasesto � m in � 2=3.Thisstabilization m echanism willbe considered in

m oredetailbelow in the 1D version ofthe m odel.
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V . O N E-D IM EN SIO N A L SO LIT O N S

The 1D variantofthe m odelcorrespondsto a \cigar-shaped" binary condensate,tightly con�ned in the

transverse plane, with a one-dim ensionalO L created in the longitudinaldirection, x. The accordingly

m odi�ed 1D version ofthe norm alized equations(3)is

i t+  xx + "cos(2x) �
�

�j j
2 + j’j

2
�

 = 0;

(17)

i’t+ ’xx + "cos(2x)’ �
�

�j’j
2 + j j

2
�

’ = 0:

The conserved norm softhe scaled wavefunctionsare

N 1;2 �

Z + 1

�1

n

j (x)j
2
;j’(x)j

2
o

dx; (18)

which arerelated to the num bersofatom sasfollows:

(N phys)1;2 =
k

4a

�R
1

0
�20(R)RdR

�2

R
1

0
�40(R)RdR

N 1;2; (19)

cf.Eq.(5).Here �=k is,asabove,the O L period,and �0(R)isthe ground-statewavefunction ofthe tight

con�ning potential,R being the radialcoordinatein the transverseplane.

A principaldi�erence ofthe 1D m odelfrom its 2D counterpart is that,at any �nite ",the 1D version

ofthe operator(8),which isthe sam e asin the M athieu equation,givesrise to an in�nite system of�nite

bandgaps(recallthatthe 2D operatorgeneratesa single�nite gap forsm all",two gapsforlarger",etc.).

Stationary soliton solutionsto Eqs.(17)areagain looked forin theform ofEqs.(6)(with thecoordinate

y dropped).In contrastto theaboveanalysisofthe2D m odel,in thepresentcasewedeterm inethestability

ofsolitonsin a rigorousway,from linearized equationsforsm allperturbationsaboutthe stationary soliton

(however,in allthecaseswhen G Sswerepredicted to bestablein thissense,theirstability wasalso veri�ed

in directsim ulations).Theapplication oftherigorousapproach tothe2D m odelistobepresented elsewhere,

asitisa technically involved problem .

The perturbed solutionsaretaken as

 =
�

u(x)+  1(x)e
�i�t

�

e
�i� 1t;

(20)

’ =
�

v(x)+ ’1(x)e
�i�t

�

e
�i� 2t;

where  1 and ’1 are eigenm odesofin�nitesim alperturbationsand � isthe respective eigenfrequency,the

instability corresponding to having Im � > 0.Thesubstitution ofthisin Eqs.(17)and linearization lead to

the equations

�

�2 +
d2

dx2

�

 1 + "cos(2x) 1 �
�

v
2(x) 1 + u(x)v(x)(�1 + �

�

1)
�

� �u
2(x)(2 1 +  

�

1) = � 1;
�

�1 +
d2

dx2

�

�1 + "cos(2x)�1 �
�

u
2(x)�1 + u(x)v(x)( 1 +  

�

1)
�

� �v
2(x)(2�1 + �

�

1) = ��1;

which can besolved by m eansofknown num ericalm ethods,toyield afullspectrum oftheeigenfrequencies�

(weused theM atlab eigenvalue-�nding routine;itisbased on approxim ating theordinary di�erentialequa-

tionsbyasystem oflinearhom ogeneousalgebraicequations,com putingthedeterm inantofthecorresponding

m atrix,and equating itto zero,which eventually leadsto an equation for�).

Firstofall,wepresentresultsforthem ostfundam entalcaseof� = 0,when only two-com ponentG Ssare

possible,aswellasin the 2D m odelconsidered above.Fixing the O L strength ",in Figs.11(a)and (b)we

display the totaland relative norm s,N and N r for the fam ily of1D two-com ponentG Ss,as functions of
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the two chem icalpotentials,�1 and �2,fora casewhen both belong to the �rst�nite bandgap (i.e.,forthe

fam ily ofintra-gap solitons)[thenorm sN and N r arede�ned asin Eqs.(12),with N 1 and N 2 taken asper

Eq.(18)].The stability ofthe sam e G S fam ily ispresented in panel(c)ofFig.11,which showsthe largest

value ofIm �,i.e.,the instability growth rate,asa function of�1 and �2 [the borderbetween stable and

unstable solitonsisindicated in Figs. 11(a)and (b)too]. Ifthe G S ofthistype isunstable,itsinstability

is oscillatory (i.e.,Im � > 0 com es along with Re � 6= 0). Typically,the instability does not destroy the

soliton,butrathertransform sitinto quite a stable breather,see an exam plein Fig.11(d).

Inter-gap solitons,builtofcom ponentsbelonging to the �stand second �nite bandgaps,have also been

investigated in detailin the 1D m odel. Characteristicsofthissolution fam ily are presented in Fig. 12. As

seen from panel(c)ofthe�gure,thestability area oftheinter-gap solitonsisessentially sm allerthan in the

caseoftheirintra-gap counterparts,cf.Fig.11(c).Notethatpanels(a),(b)and (c)in Fig.12 do notshow

a Bloch band thatseparatesthe two gaps(unlike Fig. 8 in the 2D m odel),asthe rangesofvalueson the

axesof�1 and �2 in these panelscover,respectively,only the �rstand second gaps.

Itisnoteworthy that,aswellasin the 2D m odel,the inter-gap solitonsare bound statesofTB and LB

com ponentsbelonging to the �rstand second gaps,respectively. An exam ple ofa stable inter-gap soliton

that clearly dem onstratesthis structure is shown in Fig. 12(d) [cf. Figs. 4(d) and (e) and Fig. 5,which

display crosssectionsofintra-gap solitonsin the 2D m odel].

Ifan inter-gap soliton isunstable,itsinstability again hastheoscillatory character.However,theaction of

theinstability on theinter-gap soliton ism oredestructivethan itwasin thecaseofitsintra-gap counterpart:

instead oftransform ing the stationary soliton into a well-localized breather[see Fig. 11(d)],the instability

triggersm uch m oreviolentevolution,asillustrated by a typicalexam plein Fig.13.

O ne-dim ensionalintra-gap solitons belonging to the second gap were constructed and investigated too,

with a conclusion that they allare unstable,although the instability growth rate m ay som etim es be very

sm all.An exam pleillustratingtheinstabilityofthisspeciesoftheG S isdisplayed in Fig.14.Thisconclusion

seem sto be in contrastwith resultsreported above forthe 2D m odel,where a sm allstability area forthe

intra-gap solitonsappertaining to thesecond �nitebandgap wasfound,seeFig.8.However,thestability of

the2D solitonswasidenti�ed notvia eigenfrequenciesofsm allperturbations,butratherby m eansofdirect

sim ulations,and thenum ericalstability testalwaysturned thestationary soliton into a weakly excited state

(a breatherwith a sm allam plitude ofintrinsicvibrations).Therefore(asitwassaid above),in the 2D case

we,strictly speaking,cannot tella di�erence between a weakly unstable stationary soliton and a weakly

excited stable breather into which the dynam icalevolution m ay transform the unstable soliton. Thus,it

m ay happen thatwhatwasidenti�ed asstable2D intra-gap solitonssitting in thesecond �nitebandgap are,

actually,stablebreatherswith a sm allvibration am plitude,sim ilarto whatisobserved in Fig.11(d).

W ehavealso investigated in som edetailthee�ectoftheself-repulsion term in thefull1D system (17).As

wasalready m entioned above in connection to the 2D m odel,the increase ofthe self-repulsion coe�cient�

leadsto stabilization oftheG Ss.A sim ilare�ectin the1D setting isclearly seen in Fig.15.Itdem onstrates

thata stable sym m etric intra-gap soliton belonging to the second �nite bandgap,which,assaid above,is

always unstable in the 1D m odelwith � = 0,becom es stable if� exceeds a m inim um (threshold) value,

which,in thiscase,is�m in � 0:9.

The above stability analysis was perform ed within the fram ework ofthe G PE,i.e., in the m ean-�eld

approxim ation at zero tem perature. A physically im portant issue is stability ofthe sam e solitons against

quantum and therm al
uctuationsbeyond thefram ework ofthem ean-�eld theory.Theinterestto thisissue

isenhanced by experim entalobservation ofquitestronge�ectivere-therm alization theultra-cold condensate

undertheaction oftheO L potential[29].To extend the analysisin thisdirection,onem ay usea system of

self-consistenttim e-dependentHartree-Fock-Bogoliubov(TDHFB)equations,builtaroundthecorresponding

G ross-Pitaevskiiequation(s)[30].Thisapproach wasrecently used to dem onstratepossibleinstability ofan

ordinary 1D soliton (notofthegap type)in theBEC with attractiveinteractions,which iscom pletely stable

in the fram ework ofthe G PE proper[31].In thatcase,the instability splitsthe soliton into two segm ents.

A properly m odi�ed system ofthe TDHFB equations (including the O L potentialand repulsive inter-

species interaction) can also be used for the investigation ofthe extended stability ofthe two-com ponent

G Ssstudied in thiswork.W e have perform ed a prelim inary analysisalong these lines,and concluded that

those1D solitonswhich arestablewithin thefram ework ofEqs.(17)arealso stable(atleast,in m ostcases)

against
uctuationsgoverned by theTDHFB equations.A system aticconsideration ofthisissue,especially

forthe 2D m odel,requiresa considerableam ountofadditionalwork and willbe reported elsewhere.
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V I. C O N C LU SIO N

In thiswork,wehaveintroduced a m odelofa binary BEC with intrinsicinter-and intra-speciesrepulsion

(positive scattering lengths),which isloaded into the periodic optical-lattice potential.Both two-and one-

dim ensionalversionsofthem odelwereconsidered.W efocused on them ostfundam entalcase(di�erentfrom

previously studied m odels),with repulsion between thetwo speciesand zero intra-speciesinteraction,which

can be achieved by m eansofthe Feshbach-resonance(FR)technique,orin a spinorcondensate.The sam e

system m ay also m odela m ixtureoftwo m utually repulsiveferm ionicspecies.

The m ain problem was the existence and stability ofgap solitons (G Ss) supported by the interplay of

the inter-species repulsion and periodic potential. Two-com ponent G Ss were looked for by m eans ofthe

variationalapproxim ation (VA) and in the num ericalform . It was found that the VA provides for good

accuracy in the case when the 2D soliton is a bound state oftwo tightly-bound com ponents,each being

essentially con�ned around one cellofthe periodic potential. Such a G S structure dom inates in the case

when both com ponentsbelong to the �rst�nite bandgap ofthe system ’sspectrum (the intra-gap soliton).

In fact,only this type ofthe G S is possible in a weak 2D lattice potential. O n the contrary,inter-gap

solitons,and intra-gap ones residing in the second �nite bandgap (both types are possible in a stronger

latticepotential,with thebarrierheightessentially largerthan therecoilenergy)are,typically,bound states

oftightly-and loosely-bound com ponents.Forsuch structures,theVA isirrelevant,butgeneralresultswere

obtained in thenum ericalform ,which m adeitpossibleto identify theexistenceand stability regionsforthe

inter-and intra-gap solitonsin both the2D and 1D m odels.In the2D case,thestability wastested in direct

sim ulations,whilein the1D m odelthestability wasidenti�ed in a rigorousway,through thecom putation of

eigenfrequenciesofsm allperturbations(theresultswerealsoveri�ed by directsim ulations).In thecasewhen

the 1D intra-gap soliton belonging to the �rstgap isweakly unstable,itevolvesinto a stablebreatherwith

a sm allam plitudeofintrinsicvibrations.In contrastto this,ifthe2D solitonsin the�rstgap areunstable,

they arecom pletely destroyed by theinstability.Thesam epertainsto unstable1D and 2D solitonsofother

types,such as inter-gap solitons,and intra-gap ones belonging to the second �nite bandgap. It was also

shown thatintroduction oftheintra-speciesrepulsion,in addition to therepulsion between thecom ponents,

leadsto furtherstabilization ofsolitons.In particular,som eoriginally unstabletypes(such as1D intra-gap

solitonsin the second bandgap)m ay be m ade stable,provided thatthe self-repulsion coe�cientexceedsa

certain m inim um value. Prelim inary analysisshows thatthe two-com ponentG Ss introduced in this work

arestabletoo against
uctuationsobeying the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov equations.

The actualnum berofatom sin the 2D solitonsconsidered above,which istheirm ostim portantphysical

characteristic,can be easily estim ated. Undoing renorm alizations which led to the 2D G ross-Pitaevskii

equationsin the form ofEqs.(3)and m aking useofEq.(5),onecan derivethe following relationsbetween

the density ofatom sin physicalunits,nphys,and the rescaled one j j2,and between the num berofatom s

and the soliton’snorm :

nphys =
�

2as�
2
j j

2
;N phys =

lz

8�as
N ; (21)

where� istheperiod oftheopticallattice,as thescattering length oftheinter-speciescollisions,and lz the

sizeofthe condensatein the transverse(z)direction (notethatthe relation between N phys and N doesnot

contain �). Assum ing experim entally reasonable values,as � 1 nm and lz ’ 2 �m (the latterpertainsto

a \pancake-shaped" condensate trapped between two di�raction-lim ited blue-detuned repelling lasersheets

[19]),we concludethattypicalvalues,N ’ 20 and N ’ 100,forthe stableintra-gap and inter-gap solitons,

respectively [see Figs. 7(a)and 8(a)],lead to the following estim atesforthe respective num bersofatom s:

N intra � 5;000,N inter � 25;000. Ifnecessary,this num ber m ay be m ade at least an order ofm agnitude

larger,reducing as by m eansoftheFR technique[12].Itisrelevantto m ention that,in the�rstobservation

ofa G S in BEC [6],the num berofatom s’ 1;000 in the soliton’scentrallobe wasquite su�cientforthe

experim ent.

For the e�ectively 1D condensate in a cigar-shaped trap [22],Eq. (19) leads to the following equation

replacing the second relation in Eq.(21),

N phys =
A

4as�
N ; (22)

whereA isan e�ectivetransversearea ofthetrap [notethatthisrelation,unlikeits2D counterpartin Eqs.

(21),explicitly containstheoptical-latticeperiod �].Taking thesam eas asabove,� 1 nm ,a typical� � 1
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�m ,and areasonablevalueofA ’ 30�m 2 (itcorrespondstothee�ectivetrap’sradius’ 3�m ),weconclude

that,with thecharacteristicvalueofthenorm forthestableintra-and inter-gap 1D solitons,N ’ 10 in the

norm alized units [see Figs. 11(a) and 12(a)],Eq. (22) yields an estim ate � 105 for the actualnum ber of

atom sin the e�ectively 1D soliton.
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FIG .1: The region of the existence ofsym m etric gap solitons (the area between the two bold dashed

lines), as predicted by the variational approxim ation based on the G aussian ansatz (10), and the ex-

act bandgap structure in the two-dim ensionalsystem . Shaded and unshaded regions are, respectively,

the Bloch bands (where solitons cannot exist) and gaps (where solitons are possible), the num bers

1, 2, 3 being num bers of the �nite bandgaps. The lower unshaded region is the sem i-in�nite gap.
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FIG . 2: (a) The existence regions for the gap solitons in the (N ,N r) plane, as predicted (below the

respective dashed lines) by the variational approxim ation for di�erent values of the strength " of the

optical lattice. Panels (b)-(d), which pertain, respectively, to " = 2, 4, and 10, show that shaded

portions of the predicted existence regions m ust be excluded, as in these areas either chem icalpoten-

tial, �1 or �2, falls into a Bloch band. The rem aining white portions of the existence region in each

panel are true ones, with both �1 and �2 located in one of the two lowest bandgaps. In panels (b)

and (c), the bandgap(s) to which the chem ical potentials belong are indicated. In panel (d), details

for di�erent gaps are not shown, because of a com plex picture of areas corresponding to each gap.
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FIG . 3: (Color online) Com parison of the variational approxim ation and num erical solutions for two-

dim ensional gap solitons in the case of " = 10, with the total norm N = 10. The soliton fam -

ilies, as predicted by the VA and found in the num erical form , are shown by dashed and solid

lines, respectively, in panel (a). In this panel, areas occupied by the Bloch bands (where soli-

tons cannot exist), are shaded. Sm all circles (o) and crosses (x) designate, respectively, variational

and num erical solutions that are displayed, as exam ples, in the rem aining part of the �gure: (b)

N r = 1 (a sym m etric soliton); (c) N r = 0:5; (d) N r = 0:05. In these panels, and in exam -

ples of the two-dim ensional solitons presented below, their cross-sections along y = 0 are displayed.
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FIG .4: (Color online) The sam e as in the previous �gure, but for N = 50. Panels (b) and (c): ex-

am ples of the intra-gap solitons, for N r = 1 and N r = 0:8, respectively, which belong to the second

bandgap. Panels (d) and (e): exam ples of inter-gap solitons, with N r = 1 and N r = 0:1, respec-

tively [in both these cases, the loosely-bound com ponent belongs to the second (upper) bandgap, and

in the latter case (N r = 0:1) the larger norm is in the �rst (lower) bandgap]. Note that the inter-

gap soliton with N r = 1 is not a sym m etric one, even if the norm s of its two com ponents are equal.
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FIG . 5: An exam ple of an inter-gap soliton, built as a bound state of tightly-

and loosely bound com ponents with equal norm s (N r = 1), for " = 4 and

N = 70. The corresponding chem ical potentials are �1 = � 1:64 and �2 = 3:3.
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FIG . 6: (Color online) Stable intra-gap solitons num erically found for " = 2 (in this case, the sys-

tem ’s spectrum contains only the �rst �nite bandgap), with the total norm N = 20. (a) The

fam ily of the gap-soliton solutions. (b) A tightly-bound sym m etric soliton with N r = 1. (c)

An exam ple of a strongly asym m etric soliton, with N r = 0:1, in the form a bound state of

loosely- and tightly bound com ponents, with the larger norm sitting in the loosely-bound com ponent.
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FIG .7: (Color online) The globalexistence and stability diagram for the two-com ponent intra-gap soli-

tons in the weak two-dim ensionallattice potential,with " = 2 (the spectrum ofthe 2D G ross-Pitaevskii

equation contains only one �nite bandgap in this case). The totalnorm ofthe soliton,N = N 1 + N 2,

(a),and the relative norm ,N r = N 1=N 2,(b),are shown vs. the chem icalpotentials ofthe two com po-

nents,�1 and �2. Solid lines in the (�1;�2) plane are the bandgap’s borders,and the dashed diagonal

is the sym m etry axis,�1 = �2 (the identicalm irror-im age region on the other side ofthe diagonalis not

shown). Stable and unstable solitons are designated, respectively, by sm allcircles (o) and crosses (x).
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FIG .8: (Color online) The existence and stability diagram for the two-com ponentgap solitons in a rela-

tively strong lattice,with " = 10 (in this case,the 2D G ross-Pitaevskiiequation gives rise to two �nite

bandgaps, therefore the diagram includes the fam ily of inter-gap solitons). The notation is the sam e

as in the previous �gure, with labels additionally indicating the type of the solitons on each disjoint

solution surface (labels \1st gap" and \2nd gap" pertain to intra-gap solitons belonging to the respec-

tive gaps). Double solid lines separating the bandgaps represent narrow Bloch bands between the gaps.
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FIG . 9: (Color online) Evolution of an unstable two-dim ensional inter-gap soliton with �1 =

� 3:7, �2 = � 5:6 is shown in the cross-section along the y = 0 axis for " =

10. The loosely-bound com ponent reduces its norm through em ission of radiation. Even-

tually, the solution evolves into a sym m etric intra-gap soliton of the tightly-bound type.
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FIG . 10: (Color online) The onset of the \jum ping" instability of the two-dim ensionalintra-gap soli-

ton with �1 = 0:5 and �2 = � 2:5, which belongs to the second bandgap, for " = 10. The up-

per panelshows the unperturbed shape of the soliton in the y = 0 cross section, and the lower pan-

els display, by m eans of contour plots, the evolution of both com ponents in the sam e cross section.



22

−3
−2.5

−2
−1.5

−1
−0.5

0

−3

−2.5

−2

−1.5

−1

−0.5

0
2

4

6

8

10

12

14

µ
1

µ
2

unstable 

stable 
N 

(a) 

−3
−2.5

−2
−1.5

−1
−0.5

0

−3

−2.5

−2

−1.5

−1

−0.5

0
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

µ
1

µ
2

unstable 

stable 

N
r
 

−3
−2.5

−2
−1.5

−1
−0.5

0
0.5

−3

−2

−1

0

1
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

µ
1

µ
2

Im
(λ

)

stable 

unstable 

(c) 

FIG .11: (Color online) A typicalexam ple ofa fam ily oftwo-com ponent intra-gap solitons in the one-

dim ensionalm odel,with both com ponents belonging to the �rst�nite bandgap. In this case," = 8 (and

� = 0).Panels(a),(b),and (c)show,respectively,thetotalnorm N = N1+ N 2,relativenorm N r = N 1=N 2,

and instability growth rate, Im �. Panel(d) displays an exam ple ofthe transform ation ofan unstable

sym m etric intra-gap soliton (with �1 = �2 = 0) into a stable breather,due to the oscillatory instability.
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FIG .12: (Color online) Panels (a),(b),and (c) show the sam e characteristicsas in Fig. 11 for a typical

fam ily oftwo-com ponent inter-gap solitons in the one-dim ensionalm odel,with one com ponent belonging

to the �rst �nite bandgap,and the other { to the second. In this case," = 8 and � = 0. Panel(d)

displaysa generic exam ple ofa stable inter-gap soliton,with �1 = � 3,N 1 = 11:7,and �2 = 3,N 2 = 0:75.
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FIG .13:(Coloronline)An exam pleoftheevolution ofan unstableinter-gap soliton in theone-dim ensional

m odel with " = 8, � = 0 and �1 = � 3, �2 = 4. Panels (a) and (b) show the developm ent of

the instability in the com ponents that originally belong to the �rst and second �nite gaps,respectively.

FIG . 14: (Color online) Instability of a sym m etric intra-gap soliton appertaining to the second �-

nite bandgap in the one-dim ensional m odel. In this case, " = 8, � = 0 and � = 4.
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FIG . 15: (Color online) The instability growth rate of a sym m etric soliton in the second �-

nite bandgap vs. the self-repulsion coe�cient � [see Eqs. (17)]. Except for �, param eters are

the sam e as in the previous �gure. The soliton is stable in the region of � > �m in � 0:8.
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