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W e Introduce two- and one-din ensional 2D and 1D ) m odels of a binary BEC (B oseE instein
condensate) in a periodic potential, w ith repulsive interactions. W e chie y consider them ost funda—
m entalcase of the Inter-species repulsion w ith zero intra-species interactions. T he sam e system m ay
also m odel a m ixture of two m utually repulsive ferm ionic species. E xistence and stability regions
for gap solitons (G Ss) supported by the Interplay of the inter-species repulsion and periodic poten—
tial are identi ed. T wo-com ponent G Ss are constructed by m eans of the variational approxin ation
(VA) and In a num erical form . The VA provides accurate description for the G S which is a bound
state of tw o tightly-bound com ponents, each essentially trapped in one cell of the periodic potential.
G Ss of this type dom Inate in the case of intra-gap solitons, w ith both com ponents belonging to
the rst nite bandgap of the linear spectrum (only this type of solitons is possible in a weak lat—
tice) . Inter-gap solitons, w ith one com ponent residing in the second bandgap, and intra-gap solitons
which have both com ponents In the second gap, are possible in a deeper periodic potential, w ith
the strength essentially exceeding the recoil energy of the atom s. Intergap solitons are, typically,
bound states of one tightly— and one loosely-bound com ponents. In this case, results are obtained
in a num erical form . The number of atom s in experin entally relevant situations is estin ated to
be 5;000 in 2D intra-gap soliton, and 25;000 in is intergap counterpart; in 1D solitons, it
m ay be up to 10°. For 2D solitons, the stability is identi ed In direct sim ulations, while In the 1D
case it is done via eigenfrequencies of an all perturbations, and then veri ed by sin ulations. In the
latter case, if the Intra-gap soliton In the st bandgap is weakly unstable, it evolves into a stable
breather, while unstabl solitons of other types (In particular, intergap solitons) get com pletely
destroyed. T he intra-gap 2D solitons in the rstbandgap are less robust, and In som e cases they are
com pletely destroyed by the Instability. A ddition of intra-species repulsion to the repulsion between
the com ponents lads to further stabilization of the G Ss.

PACS numbers: 03.75Lm , 0545Y v

I. INTRODUCTION

Solitons in BoseE instein condensates BEC s) have drawn a great deal of attention as robust nonlin—
ear m atterwave pulses. Bright (localized) solitons were rst experin entally created in an e ectively one—
din ensional (1D ) condensate of 'L, Joaded in a strongly elongated (nearly one-din ensional) \cigar-shaped"
trap ]. T he use of the Feshbach resonance FR) made it possbl to keep the scattering length in the
condensate negative, wih a very sn all absolute value, 04 nm . The weak selfattractive nonlinearity
controlled by m eans of this technigue was su cient to create 1D solitons, being a way below the collapse
threshold In the cigarshape con guration, thus securing the stability of the solitons.

M oregeneric forBEC isa positive scattering length, corresponding to repulsive interactionsbetw een atom s.
In this case, bright solitonsm ay be created as a result of the interplay of the Intrinsic repulsion and periodic
potential induced by an optical lattice OL, ie. the interference pattem created by counterpropagating
beam s illum nating the condensate). It w as predicted E,E] that gap solitons (G Ss) m ay em erge in bandgaps
of the system ’s spectrum , since the interplay of a negative e ective m ass, appearing In a part of the gap,
w ith the repulsive Interaction is exactly what is needed to create a bright soliton. Theoreticalm odels for
GSsin BEC were reviewed in Ref. ﬂ], and a rigorous stability analysis for them was developed in Ref. E].
E xperin entally, a GS 1 the ®’Rb condensate w ith a positive scattering length, loaded into a cigarshaped
trap equipped with a longitudinalO L, was for the rst tin e created in Ref. E] (the soliton was com posed
of 1000 atom s).

Binary m ixtures of BEC s are also available to experin ental studies. M ost typically, they contain two
di erent hyper ne states of the sam e atom ic species, such as 8’Rb [1]and 2°Na [@]. BEC wasalso created in
a heteronuckar m ixture of *'K and 8’Rb [d]. A sm entioned above, the m agnitude and sign of the scattering
Jengths of collisions between atom s In the sam e speciesm ay be altered, via the FR technique, by an extemal
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spatially uniform m agnetic [L0] or optical [11] eld. The scattering length of collisions between atom s
belonging to di erent speciesm ay also be controlled by the m agnetic eld [12].

T he latter possbility opens a way to create a binary m xture w ith the (hatural) Intra-goecies repulsion,
while the sign of the inter-species interaction is switched to attraction. In recent preprints [L3], i was
proposad to use this possbility to create sym biotic bright solitons: while each self¥epulsive species cannot
support a soliton by itself, the Inter-species attraction opens a way to m ake two-com ponent solitons. A
som ew hat sin ilar possibility was earlier proposed In term s of a BoseFem im ixture, where the interaction
betw een bosons is repulsive, but the bosons and ferm ions attract each other [LA]. R elated to the latter setting,
is a proposalto use attraction between fermm ions and bosons to built bosonic quantum dots for ferm ions (In
particular, gap solitons in the BEC trapped in an O L m ay play the rol of such quantum dots) [L&].

In the present work, the aim to construct 2D and 1D solutions for two-com ponent G Ss in the m ost
natural setting, when the inter-species Interaction is repulsive. W e w ill chie y focus on the basic case, when
Intra-species interactionsm ay be com pletely neglected, w hile the interplay ofthe O L potential and repulsion
betw een the two specieshelp to build G Ss. T he actualpossibility to nullify the intra-species scattering length
by m eans of the FR depends on the atom ic species: as is known, it can be done .n "Li (see, eg., Ref. [17]),
whilke in 8’Rb loss e ects grow close to the FR point. A nother possibility is o ered by spinor condensates,
w here the scattering lengths which determ ine collisions between atom s w ith the sam e or opposite values of
the hyper ne soin, my = 1, can be represented, respectively, as [l4]a = ap; a, the coe cients a ¢ and
ap accounting for the m ean— eld (spin-independent) and soin-exchange interactions between the atom s. In
this case, the selfscattering length vanishes in the caseofa, = ag.

Besides that, the m odel w ith zero interaction inside each species and repulsion between them m ay also
apply to a m xture of two ultra-cold Ferm igases [19,[1€]. In this connection, i is relevant to m ention that
the scattering length of collisions between ferm jonic atom s (such as °Li) m ay also be controlled by m eans
ofthe FR [17,11€8]. An e ect of the Intra-species repulsion w ill be brie y considered too, w ith a conclusion
that it additionally stabilizes two-com ponent G Ss.

T he periodic O L potential gives rise to m any bandgaps in the system ’s spectrum . In this work we con—
centrate on the m ost findam ental situations, wih the two com ponents of the soliton belonging to two
low est-order gaps. Thisway, we w ill dem onstrate intra-gap solitons, w ith both com ponents sitting in either
the st or second gap, and inter-gap solitons, with the com ponents belonging to the di erent ( rst and
second) gaps.

T he paper is structured as ©llow s. Them odel is set in Section 2. An analytical variationalapproxin ation
for 2D tw o-com ponent solitons is presented in Section 3. D irect num erical results, that identify existence
and stability regions of the intra— and Intergap solitons, are reported in Section 3. The stability of the
2D solitons is Investigated in direct sim ulations, which revealnot only stable stationary solitons, but stable
breatherstoo. Basic results forthe 1D version ofthe sam e tw o-com ponentm odelare collected In Section 4; In
particular, the stability ofthe 1D soliton is identi ed via com putation of eigenvalues for an all perturbations
Which ism ore di cult in the 2D case). T he paper is concluded by Section 6, where we also give estin ates

for actual num bers of atom s In the solitons predicted in this work.

II. THE MODEL

In the m ean— eld approxin ation, the binary BEC at zero tem perature is described by a system oftwo
coupled G rossP itaevskii equations GPEs) for the wave functions X ;Y;Z2;T) and K ;Y;Z;T) ofthe
tw o species 22]:
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wherem ism ass ofofboth species ofatom s, Vg and =k are the am plitude and period ofthe O L potential,
U (Z ) isa potentialaccounting for the tight m agnetic or opticalcon nem ent in the transverse direction, that
m akes the condensate e ectively two-din ensional (squeezing it into a \pancake" shape [19]), whilea and a
(w ih 0) are the scattering lengths of the Inter-species and intra-species collisions. T he equations do
not inclide an extemal trapping potential in the X ;Y ) plane, as we are interested In localized 2D states
supported Intrinsically by the interplay of the Inter-species repulsion and O L potential.

A ssum Ing that the transverse trap gives rise to a ground-state wave function ( (Z ) wih the respective
energy E, reduction of Egs. [) to a nom alized system of e ective two-din ensional equations ollow s
the usual procedure, based on averaging in the Z direction and rescaling R4]. To this end, we de ne
fkX ;kY g fx;vg9; ~k?=2m T t; 2m Vo= (~k)2 " (" measures the ratio of the height of the OL’s
potentialbarrier to the atom ’s recoil energy), and
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T he eventual form ofthe 2D equations is
ie+ xxt gyt "osSEx)+ cosRy)] 33+9F = 0;
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In addition to " and , controlparam eters of the nomm alized system are nom s ofboth com ponents,
Z 7 Z 7
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which determ ine the respective num bers of atom sasperEq. [):
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Nom s [), together w ith the H am iltonian of the system , are its dynam ical invariants. A s said above, we
willbe m ostly dealing w ith the case of = 0 (o intra-species interactions), hence essential param eters are
"and N, (generally, we w ill consider the asymm etric case, with N; € N ;).

Stationary solutions of Egs. [@) are Jooked for in the usual form ,

xiyih=ux;y)exp( 1 1t); ' &Ky = vix;y)exp( i ,b); (6)

where ; and , are realchem icalpotentials, and the real fuinctions u X;y) and v (x;y) are solutions of the
equations

1U+ Ugx + Uyy + " 0OS(2x) + cos2y)]u v?u 0;
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2Vt Uiy + Vyy + " [cos@2x) + cos@y) v u’v = 0:

Linearization decouples Egs. [@), hence each chem ical potentialm ust belong to one of bandgaps of the 2D
linear operator,
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(the spectrum of the operator is known, see, eg., Ref. [i]and Fig.Dlbelow). Note that ; and , may be
placed in di erent gaps, which gives rise, as said above, to tw o-com ponent inter-gap solitons, as opposite to
ones ofthe intra—gap type, wih ; and ;, belonging to the sam e bandgap. Below , we w ill dem onstrate that



the m odel supports stable solitons of both types (the consideration w ill actually be lim ited to two lowest
gaps, the ntra-gap solitons being possible in both ofthem ).

Tt is relevant to m ention that, in nonlinear optics, one-com ponent 1D spatial solitons sitting in higher
gaps were experin entally observed in arrays of waveguides w ith the Kerr (cubic) nonlinearity R0]. Then,
2D spatial single-com ponent lattice solitons w ith em bedded vorticity, belonging to the second gap, were
created In a photorefractive m aterial equipped w ith a 2D photonic Jattice R1]. M oreover, in the latter case,
tw o-com ponent solitons com posed ofa fiindam ental soliton in the rst gap and a vortex soliton In the second
gap were also created. Them ost essential di erence of the photorefractive m edia from BEC isthe saturable
character of the photorefractive nonlineariy.

III. VARIATIONAL APPROXIM ATION FOR TW O-DIM ENSIONAL SOLITONS

Tt isknown that 1D and 2D solitons generated by the GPE w ith the lattice potential (in the 2D case, the
lattice m ay be either tw o-dim ensional or quasi-one-din ensional R23]) are naturally classi ed, n both cases of
the attractive [23,124] and repulsive 28] interaction, as tightly-“oound (T B, alias sihgle-cell) and loosely-lound
(LB, alias m ulticell) ones. The solitons of the TB and LB types are essentially localized In one or several
cells of the O L potential, respectively.

TB solitons, in the 1D and 2D geom etry alike (including the case ofthe 2D equation w ith the quasiiD
lattice), m ay be accurately predicted by the variational approxim ation (VA ) 23, 124] (this approxim ation
was rst applied to the GPE in Refs. 2€]; a generalreview of the technique can be found in Ref. 27]). For
LB solitons, the VA m ay provide an adequate approxin ation for the soliton’s central lobe only, but not for
the slow Iy decaying oscillatory tails R€].

W e start the anglygis w ith application of the VA to Egs. [@ . The Lagrangian from which the equations
are deritved isL = L dxdy, w ith the density

L = 1u2+ 2v2 ui ug vi Vf/
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W e approxin ate the TB solitons by a sin ple isotropic G aussian ansatz,
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T he substitution of the ansatz in Eq. [@) and integration yield an e ective Lagrangian,
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where the nom s of the com ponents, N; = 2A%a? and N, = B?K, are cbtained by the substitution of the
ansatz [[0) in Egs. @) . Below, we use, instead ofN; and N ,, the totaland relative nom s,

N N;+Ny; N, N;=N; 12)

We de neN; and N, as the an aller and larger nom s, regoectively, hence N, 1).
T he variational equations, @L=@N;,, = @L=@a = @QL=@b = 0, applied to Lagrangian [, yield the
follow ing relations that determ ine param eters of the soliton w ithin the fram ew ork ofthe VA :
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Equations [@) and [@) give rise to necessary conditions for the existence of the soliton, 1 2"a’e @ ‘<o
and1 2"fe®’ < 0, from which, in tum, it ©low s that that the G S does not exist unless the O I, strength
"exceeds am ininum (threshold) value, ", in > e?=8 0:92. The sam e condition for the existence of G Ss
was predicted by the VA in the single-com ponent 2D m odel R2€].

The VA does not nclude nform ation about the location of bandgaps in the system ’s spectrum , therefore
it is necessary to check whether the G Ss predicted by the VA fall into the bandgaps. This is shown in
Fig. [, which dem onstrates that the variational equations [[3), [4) and [[), [@) fr the symm etric G Ss
(1= 2 ) predict the boundary ofthe rst niegap (the lowerbold dashed line) w ith surprisingly good
accuracy. The accuracy m ay be explained by the fact that the G aussian ansatz [[0) provides fora good t
to the actualshape ofthe G S in the st nite gap (this, in particular, m eans that the VA correctly predicts
the absence of solitons in the sam i=in nite gap { the lowest one in Fig. [, which extendsto ! 1).0n
the other hand, the correlation between the other VA predicted soliton-existence boundary (the upper bold
dashed line in Fig.[dl) and the exact border of the bandgaps is very crude, due to the fact that the G Ss in
higher gaps are very di erent from the sin ple ansatz [26].

Forthe description ofexperin entally relevant situations, F ig. [ displays the predicted G S existence regions
in the plane of the totaland relative soliton nom s, (N ;N ;) [see the de nitions in Egs. {I2J)], which includes
the general asym m etric solutions wih N, < 1. False parts of the existence regions, that have either ; or

» falling Into a B loch band (rather than into a gap), are excluded in panels )-(d).

W e note that, for relatively anall" (however, it m ust exceed the above-m entioned threshold value ", i
necessary for the existence of the solitons), the VA predicts only intra-gap solutions, w ith both 1;; Iying in
the rst nie gap. This prediction is correct, as for these values of " the spectrum of the two-din ensional
GPE with the OL potential has only one nite gap, see Fig. [l. For larger ", the VA predicts intra—gap
solutions in the second gap, as well as intergap solitons, w ith the com ponents belonging to the di erent

nie bandgaps, rstand second. W ith the further increase of", the regions ofthe intra-gap solutions in the
rst and second bandgaps and intergap solitons grow and overlap.

IV. NUMERICALRESULTSFOR TW O-DIM ENSIONAL SOLITONS
A . Fam ilies of intra- and inter-gap solitons

Com parison w ith num erically found stationary solutions for the G Ss dem onstrates that (as m entioned
above) the applicability of the VA is indeed lim ited to strongly con ned TB solitons. In m ost cases, the
solitonsw ith both com ponentsbelonging to the rst nite gap appertain to this type, and they are predicted
by the VA very accurately, as shown in Fig.[d. Note, however, that strongly asym m etric intra-gap solitons
cannot be found num erically in the rstbandgap for valies ofthe relative nom sm allerthan W .) ,  005.
N evertheless, the VA predicts asym m etric solitons forN, < ), ; ,up toN, = 0. The Jatter is an obvious
artifact of the VA, as in the case 0ofN, = 0 one com ponent is em pty ( 0), which m akes the rem aining
equation linear, hence it cannot give rise to any soliton.

On the contrary to the situation for the Intra-gap solitons belonging to the st nite bandgap, the
prediction produced by the VA for the solitons w ith both com ponents sitting in the second bandgap are
com pletely wrong: as seen in the top panelofF ig.[d, the om ally predicted fam ily of the intra-gap solitons
In the second gap has no num erically found counterpart.

Tncrease of the totalnom N pushes the solution to the higher (second) bandgap. F igure[d com pares the
num erical results and VA for such a situation with N ve tines as lJarge as in Fig. [@). W e observe that,
w hile the VA is good for the symm etric solitons N, = 1), it fails for m ore general asym m etric solutions {
both intra-gap solitons belonging to the second gap, and intergap ones.

Figure[ also show s that, as the asymm etry coe cient N . gets an aller, the soliton’s com ponent w ith the
an aller nom loses its singlepeaked shape, see panels (€)—(e). W e stress that no ntra-gap soliton belonging



to the second gap could be found (um erically) ©Hr N, < 0:775. The latter is seen in Fig. @, where the
branches corresponding to the intra-gap solution fam ily term inateat N,  0:75.

The ndingspresented in Fi. [ include inter-gap solitons [in panels d) and ()], wih , in the rstgap
and ; In the second. As seen from panel @) In the gure, these solitons could not be predicted by the
VA . This is explained by the fact that at least one com ponent of the intergap soliton has a loosely-bound
shape, hence the G aussian ansatz [[0) is irrelevant for it. A typical exam ple of the intergap soliton built
as a TB-LB bound pair is shown in Fig. [§, for a still Jarger totalnom , N = 70. Aswell as in the above
exam ples, the TB and LB com ponents reside in the lower and upper gaps, respectively.

Thtra-gap solitonsm ay also be TB-LB bound states. F igure[d dem onstrates how a symm etric TB soliton
Wih N, = 1) transform s into a TB-LB pairw ith the decrease ofN ., thistim e (on the contrary to the above
exam ples of the Intergap TB-LB bound states) the LB com ponent having a larger nom , which is, In fact,
a rule for asym m etric intra-gap solitons, as evidenced by our num erical results obtained w ith other valies of
the param eters.

W ith even largernom s (for nstance, N = 150), Intra-gap solitons in the form ofLB-LB bound pairsw ih
very slow ly decaying tails were found too, or N, > 085, ie,, they are nearly symm etric states. H owever,
such solitons are unstable.

B . G lobalexistence and stability diagram s for the solitons

Results of system atic investigation of the existence and stability of the two-com ponent tw o-din ensional
G Ss are summ arized in Fig.[d, which is a typical exam ple orthe weak O L, with " = 2, that supports only
one nite bandgap in the spectrum ofthe 2D m odel, and in Fig. [{, which represents relatively strong O Ls

(it has "= 10, which adm is two distinct nite bandgaps).

F igure[d show s that the entire gap is populated w ith solitons which are stable, except when both chem ical
potentials ; and , are close to either the lower orupperbandgap edge. T he stability was veri ed by direct
sim ulations of the underlying GPEs [@), with an initial perturbation im posed on the soliton by dislocating
centers of is two com ponents (sin ulations were perform ed by m eans of the split—step algorithm com bined
w ith the 2D fast Fourier transform ). T he dislocation leads to oscillatory dynam ics, and G Sswere classi ed as
stable ones ifthey would oscillate nearthe initial shape. A caveat isthat such a de nition ofthe stability does
not m ake a clear distinction between stable stationary solitons and stable breathersw ith a am all am plitude
of intemal vbrations; how ever, the ob fcts ofboth types are, as a m atter of fact, experin entally equivalent
localized states In the BEC .

Figure[d show s that the stability patterm ism ore com plex for a stronger O L, with "= 10. In particular,
the Intergap soliton, which is possble In this case, m ay be stable when the chem ical potential ; of the
com ponent w ith a sm aller nomm , which appertains to the st (lower) bandgap, is su ciently close to the
lower edge of the gap. It is noteworthy that the stability region of the intergap solitons is found at values
of the totalnom N at which intra-gap solitons, w ith both com ponents sitting In the rst bandgap, do not
exist, ie., there is no overlap between these two types of the stable G Ss .

Further sin ulations dem onstrate that unstable intergap solitons are either com pletely destroyed or evolve
Into sym m etric solitons w ith both com ponents belonging to the rst gap. An exam ple of such evolution is
displayed in Fig.[d. In this case, the LB com ponent ofthe TB-LB pair em is radiation untilonly the central
Iobe rem ains in i, and the whole structure tums into a sym m etric intra-gap soliton ofthe TB type.

A speci ¢ instability m ode was observed In unstable intergap solitons, as well as In intra-gap ones w ith
both com ponents belonging to the second gap, in the case when the unperturbed soliton features a single
peak in one com ponent and a double (splittip) peak in the other. In this con guration, the instability
triggers oscillatory dynam ics w ith the single peak jim ping irregularly between positions close to the two
side peaks of the m ate com ponent. An exam ple of this instability is displayed in F ig.[Id. Further evolution
Jeads to com plete destruction of both com ponents in this case.

F inally, sin ulations of the fullm odel @) with % 0, which includes the selfrepulsion in each com ponent,
reveal a clear trend to stabilization of the two-com ponent G Ss as  increases (of course, the m odel w ith

> 0 gives rise to ordinary single-com ponent G Ss too). For exam ple, the unstable sym m etric soliton w ith

1= ,=12,"= 2,and = 0 (recallthe system has a single nie bandgap in this case) becom es stable
as the selfrepulsion coe cient increasesto ;i 2=3. T his stabilization m echanisn w ill be considered in
m ore detailbelow in the 1D version of the m odel



V. ONE-DIM ENSIONAL SOLITONS

The 1D variant of the m odel corresponds to a \cigarshaped" binary condensate, tightly con ned in the
transverse plane, wih a onedimensional OL created in the longitudinal direction, x. The accordingly
modi ed 1D version of the nom alized equations () is

i+ xx + "cOS(2x) 35+ 77 = 0;
a7
Yot et "oos@x) {3+ 3% = 0
T he conserved nom s of the scaled wave functions are
Z 1 n , ,0
N J ®)J i) ®)3 dx; (18)
1
which are related to the num bers of atom s as follow s:
R
N opnys); , = ‘91 o ®R R 2N (19)
phys/1;0 — 4a ‘01 g(R)RdR 1;27r

cf. Eq. [@). Here =k is, as above, the O L period, and ( R) is the ground-state wave filnction of the tight
con ning potential, R being the radial coordinate in the transverse plane.

A principal di erence of the 1D model from its 2D ocounterpart is that, at any nie ", the 1D version
of the operator [), which is the sam e as in the M athieu equation, gives rise to an in nite system of nite
bandgaps (recall that the 2D operator generates a single nite gap for small ", two gaps for larger ", etc.).

Stationary soliton solutions to Egs. [[d) are again looked for in the form ofEgs. [@) (with the coordinate
y dropped) . In contrast to the above analysis ofthe 2D m odel, in the present case we determ ine the stability
of solitons In a rigorous way, from linearized equations for am all perturbations about the stationary soliton
however, n allthe caseswhen G Sswere predicted to be stable in this sense, their stability was also verd ed
In direct sim ulations) . T he application ofthe rigorousapproach to the 2D m odelis to be presented elsew here,
as it is a technically involved problam .

T he perturbed solutions are taken as

u)+ ettt ettt

20)

vk)+ T xet "t et 2

where ; and ’; are eigenm odes of In nitesin al perturbations and  is the respective eigenfrequency, the
instability corresponding to having In > 0. T he substitution ofthis in Egs. [[) and linearization lead to
the equations

d2
2t o5 1t "oos@x) . V&) 1 tuvE) (1+ )
YK Q1+ 1) = 1
dZ
1t g 1t "oosex) . W) 1 +tuvE) (1 )

V)2 1+ 1) 17
w hich can be solved by m eans ofknow n num ericalm ethods, to yield a fiilll spectrum ofthe eigenfrequencies
We used the M atlab eigenvalue— nding routine; it is based on approxin ating the ordinary di erential equa-—
tionsby a system oflinearhom ogeneousalgebraic equations, com puting the determ inant ofthe corresponding
m atrix, and equating it to zero, which eventually leads to an equation for ).

First of all, we present resuls for the m ost fundam entalcase of = 0, when only two-com ponent G Ss are
possible, aswellas in the 2D m odel considered above. F ixing the O L strength ", in Figs.[[l@) and () we
digplay the total and relative nom s, N and N, for the fam ily of 1D two-com ponent G Ss, as functions of



the two chem icalpotentials, ; and 5, fora case when both belong to the rst nite bandgap (ie., for the
fam ily of intra—gap solitons) fthe nom sN and N, are de ned asin Eqgs. {IJ), wih N, and N , taken as per
Eqg. [[8)]. The stability of the same G S fam ily is presented in panel (c) ofF ig. [, which show s the Jargest
valie of In  , ie., the instability growth rate, as a function of ; and , [the border between stable and
unstable solitons is indicated in Figs. [l(a) and () too]. If the G S of this type is unstable, its instability
is oscillatory (ie., In > 0 comes along wih Re $6 0). Typically, the instability does not destroy the
soliton, but rather transfom s i into quite a stable breather, see an exam ple in Fig. [ d).

Intergap solitons, built of com ponents belonging to the st and second nite bandgaps, have also been
investigated in detail in the 1D m odel. Characteristics of this solution fam ily are presented in Fig.[0A. A s
seen from panel () ofthe gure, the stability area of the intergap solitons is essentially an aller than in the
case of their intra-gap counterparts, cf. Fig.[[l(c) . N ote that panels (@), b) and (c) in Fig.[IA do not show
a Bloch band that separates the two gaps (unlke Fig. [ in the 2D m odel), as the ranges of values on the
axesof 1 and , in these panels cover, respectively, only the rst and second gaps.

Tt is notew orthy that, aswell as In the 2D m odel, the intergap solitons are bound states of TB and LB
com ponents belonging to the rst and second gaps, respectively. An exam pl of a stable intergap soliton
that clearly dem onstrates this structure is shown in Fig. [Ad) [f. Figs. @) and () and Fig. [, which
digplay cross sections of ntra-gap solitons in the 2D m odel].

Ifan inter-gap soliton isunstable, its instability again has the oscillatory character. H ow ever, the action of
the instability on the Inter-gap soliton ism ore destructive than it was in the case of its ntra-gap counterpart:
instead of transform ing the stationary soliton into a wellHocalized breather [see Fig. [[I(d)], the instability
triggers m uch m ore violent evolution, as illustrated by a typical exam ple in Fig.[I3.

O ne-din ensional Intra-gap solitons belonging to the second gap were constructed and investigated too,
with a conclusion that they all are unstabk, although the instability growth rate m ay som etim es be very
am all. An exam pl illustrating the instability ofthis species ofthe G S isdisplayed in F ig.[I4. T his conclusion
seam s to be In contrast w ith results reported above for the 2D m odel, where a an all stability area for the
intra-gap solitons appertaining to the second nite bandgap was found, see F ig. [8. H ow ever, the stability of
the 2D solitonswas identi ed not via eigenfrequencies of am all perturbations, but rather by m eans of direct
sin ulations, and the num erical stability test always tumed the stationary soliton into a weakly excited state
(@ breather w ith a an all am plitude of intrinsic vibbrations). T herefore (as it was said above), in the 2D case
we, strictly speaking, cannot tell a di erence between a weakly unstable stationary soliton and a weakly
excited stable breather nto which the dynam ical evolution m ay transform the unstable soliton. Thus, i
m ay happen that what was identi ed as stable 2D intra-gap solitons sitting in the second nite bandgap are,
actually, stable breathers w ith a sm all vibration am plitude, sin ilar to what is cbserved in Fig. [ d).

W e have also investigated in som e detailthe e ect ofthe selfrepulsion term in the i1ll1D system {{A).2As
was already m entioned above in connection to the 2D m odel, the Increase of the selfrepulsion coe cient
Jeads to stabilization ofthe G Ss. A sin ilare ect in the 1D setting is clearly seen in F ig. [[H. It dem onstrates
that a stable sym m etric Intra-gap soliton belonging to the second nite bandgap, which, as said above, is
always unstable In the 1D modelwih = 0, becomes stable if exceedsa m ninum (threshold) value,
which, In thiscase,is nm 09.

T he above stability analysis was perform ed w thin the fram ework of the GPE, ie., In the mean— eld
approxin ation at zero tem perature. A physically in portant issue is stability of the sam e solitons against
quantum and them al uctuationsbeyond the fram ew ork ofthe m ean— eld theory. T he interest to this issue
isenhanced by experim ental observation of quite strong e ective re-them alization the ultra-cold condensate
under the action ofthe O L potential R29]. To extend the analysis in this direction, onem ay use a system of
self-consistent tin e-dependent H artreeFock-B ogolibov (T D HFB) equations, built around the corresponding
G rossP ftaevskiiequation (s) [Bd]. T his approach was recently used to dem onstrate possble nstability ofan
ordinary 1D soliton (not ofthe gap type) in the BEC w ith attractive interactions, which is com pltely stable
In the fram ework of the GPE proper [31]. In that case, the Instability splits the soliton into two segm ents.

A properly modi ed system of the TDHFB equations (ncluding the O L potential and repulsive inter-
species Interaction) can also be used for the investigation of the extended stability of the two-com ponent
G Ss studied In thiswork. W e have perform ed a prelin lnary analysis along these lines, and concluded that
those 1D solitons which are stable w ithin the fram ew ork of Egs. [[) are also stable (at least, in m ost cases)
against uctuations govermed by the TD HFB equations. A system atic consideration of this issue, egoecially
for the 2D m odel, requires a considerable am ount of additionalwork and w ill be reported elsew here.



VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have Introduced a m odelofa binary BEC w ith Intrinsic inter-and intra-species repulsion
(positive scattering lengths), which is loaded into the periodic opticalattice potential. B oth two—and one-
din ensionalversions ofthem odelw ere considered. W e focused on them ost findam entalcase (di erent from
previously studied m odels), w ith repulsion between the two spoecies and zero intra-species interaction, w hich
can be achieved by m eans of the Feshbach-resonance FR) technique, or in a spinor condensate. The sam e
system m ay also m odela m xture of two m utually repulsive ferm ionic species.

The mahn problem was the existence and stability of gap solitons (G Ss) supported by the interplay of
the inter-species repulsion and periodic potential. T wo-com ponent G Ss were looked for by m eans of the
variational approxin ation (VA ) and in the num erical form . It was found that the VA provides for good
accuracy in the case when the 2D soliton is a bound state of two tightly-bound com ponents, each being
essentially con ned around one cell of the periodic potential. Such a G S structure dom nates In the case
when both com ponents belong to the rst nite bandgap of the system ’s spectrum (the intra-gap soliton).
In fact, only this type of the GS is possble In a weak 2D lattice potential. On the contrary, intergap
solitons, and Intra-gap ones residing in the second nite bandgap ©oth types are possble In a stronger
lattice potential, w ith the barrier height essentially larger than the recoilenergy) are, typically, bound states
of tightly—and loosely-bound com ponents. For such structures, the VA is irrelevant, but general results were
obtained In the num erical form , which m ade it possble to identify the existence and stability regions for the
Inter-and intra-gap solitons in both the 2D and 1D m odels. In the 2D case, the stability was tested in direct
sim ulations, while in the 1D m odelthe stability was identi ed in a rigorousw ay, through the com putation of
elgenfrequencies of an allperturbations (the resultswere also veri ed by direct sin ulations). In the casew hen
the 1D Intra-gap soliton belonging to the st gap is weakly unstable, it evolves into a stable breather w ith
a an all am plitude of intrinsic vibrations. In contrast to this, ifthe 2D solitons in the rst gap are unstable,
they are com pletely destroyed by the instability. T he sam e pertains to unstable 1D and 2D solitons of other
types, such as Intergap solitons, and intra-gap ones belonging to the second nite bandgap. It was also
show n that ntroduction of the intra-species repulsion, in addition to the repulsion between the com ponents,
Jeads to further stabilization of solitons. In particular, som e originally unstable types (such as 1D Intra-gap
solitons in the second bandgap) m ay be m ade stable, provided that the selfrepulsion coe cient exceeds a
certain m nimum valie. P relim inary analysis show s that the two-com ponent G Ss introduced in this work
are stable too against uctuations obeying the H artreeFock-B ogoliibov equations.

T he actualnum ber of atom s In the 2D solitons considered above, which is their m ost in portant physical
characteristic, can be easily estin ated. Undoing renom alizations which led to the 2D G rossP itaevskii
equations in the orm ofEgs. [@) and m aking use of Eq. [@), one can derive the ©llow ing relations betw een
the density of atom s in physicalunits, npnys, and the rescaled one j ¥, and between the num ber of atom s
and the soliton’s nom :

— N ; 21)

Nphys = jf;Nhs=
phy > phy 8 a

2ag

where isthe period of the optical lattice, a ¢ the scattering length of the inter-species collisions, and 1, the
size of the condensate In the transverse (z) direction (note that the relation between N, and N does not
contain ). A ssum Ing experin entally reasonable valies, a ¢ l1nm and L, /' 2 m (the Jatter pertains to
a \pancakeshaped" condensate trapped between two di raction-lim ited bluedetuned repelling laser sheets
[19]), we conclude that typicalvalues, N ’ 20 and N " 100, for the stabl intra-gap and intergap solitons,
respectively [see Figs. [@) and[B@)], kead to the Hllow ing estin ates for the respective num bers of atom s:
N intra 5;000, N jter 25;000. If necessary, this number m ay be m ade at last an order of m agnitude
larger, reducing a5 by m eans ofthe FR technique [14]. Tt is relevant to m ention that, in the rst observation
ofaGS in BEC [@], the number ofatom s’ 1;000 In the soliton’s central Iobe was quite su cient for the
experin ent.

For the e ectively 1D condensate in a cigarshaped trap [22], Eq. [[d) leads to the ®llow ing equation
replacing the second relation in Eq. [Z),

A
4dag

N phys = N; (22)

where A isan e ective transverse area of the trap hote that this relation, unlike is 2D counterpart n Egs.
[Z1l), explicitly contains the opticaHattice period ]. Taking the sameag asabove, 1nm, a typical 1
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m,and a reasonablevalie ofA / 30 m? (i corresoonds to the e ective trap’sradius’ 3 m ), we conclude
that, w ith the characteristic valie ofthe nom for the stable intra—and intergap 1D solitons, N ’/ 10 in the
nom alized units see Figs. Ml@) andM@)], Eq. BJ) yields an estinate  10° for the actual number of
atom s in the e ectively 1D soliton.
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<—— VA: existence borders
-4t of symmetric gap solitons;

FIG. 1l: The region of the existence of symm etric gap solitons (the area between the two bold dashed
lines), as predicted by the variational approxin ation based on the G aussian ansatz [[d), and the ex-—
act bandgap structure in the two-din ensional system . Shaded and unshaded regions are, respectively,
the Bloch bands (Where solitons cannot exist) and gaps Where solitons are possbl), the numbers
1, 2, 3 being numbers of the nite bandgaps. The lower unshaded region is the sem +#in nie gap.
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FIG. 2: (@) The existence regions for the gap solitons in the N N ,) plane, as predicted (pelow the
respective dashed lines) by the variational approxim ation for di erent valies 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 must be exclided, as in these areas either chem ical poten—
tial, ; or 5, f2lls Into a Bloch band. The ram aining white portions of the existence region in each
panel are true ones, wih both 1 and . 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 complex picture of areas corresponding to each gap.
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ilies, as predicted by the VA and found in the numerical form, are shown by dashed and solid
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FIG. 10: (Colr online) The onset of the \Jum ping" instability of the two-dim ensional intra-gap soli-
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FIG.1l: (Colr online) A typical example of a fam ily of two-com ponent Intra-gap solitons in the one—
din ensionalm odel, w ith both com ponents belonging to the st nite bandgap. In thiscase, " = 8 (and

= 0).Panels @), b), and (c) show, respectively, the totalnom N = N; + N, reativenom N, = N;=N,,
and Instability growth rate, In . Panel (d) digplays an exam pl of the transform ation of an unstable
symm etric Intra-gap soliton Wih ; = , = 0) into a stable breather, due to the oscillatory nstability.
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FIG.12: (Coloronlne) Panels (@), ©), and (c) show the sam e characteristics as in Fig. [l for a typical
fam ity of tw o-com ponent intergap solitons In the one-dim ensionalm odel, w ith one com ponent belonging
to the st nite bandgap, and the other { to the second. In this case, " = 8 and = 0. Panel d)
digplays a generic exam plk of a stabl intergap soliton,with ;= 3,N; = 11:7,and ,= 3,N, = 0:/5.
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FIG .13: (Colronline) An exam pl ofthe evolution ofan unstable intergap soliton in the one-dim ensional

model wih " = 8§, = 0 and ; =

3, 2 = 4. Panels (@) and (@) show the developm ent of

the instability in the com ponents that origihally belong to the st and second nie gaps, respectively.
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FIG. 14: (Colr online) Instability of a symm etric intra-gap soliton appertaining to the second -

nie bandgap in the onedim ensional m odel

In this case,

"= 8 = 0ad = 4.
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FIG. 15: (Colr online) The instability growth rate of a symmetric soliton in the second -
nite bandgap vs. the selfrepulsion coe cient ee Egs. (I@]. Except r , parameters are
the same as in the previous gure. The soliton is stable in the region of > . 08.
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