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W e study the existence and stability oflocalized states in the discrete nonlinear Schr�odinger

equation (D NLS) on two-dim ensionalnon-square lattices. The m odelincludes both the nearest-

neighbor and long-range interactions. For the fundam entalstrongly localized soliton,the results

depend on the coordination num ber,i.e., on the particular type of the lattice. The long-range

interactions additionally destabilize the discrete soliton,or m ake it m ore stable,ifthe sign ofthe

interaction is,respectively,the sam e as or opposite to the sign ofthe short-range interaction. W e

also explore m ore com plicated solutions,such as twisted localized m odes (TLM ’s) and solutions

carrying m ultiple topologicalcharge (vortices) that are speci�c to the triangular and honeycom b

lattices.In thecaseswhen such vorticesareunstable,directsim ulationsdem onstratethatthey turn

into zero-vorticity fundam entalsolitons.

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

In the pastdecade,energy self-localization in nonlineardynam icallattices,leading to the form ation ofsoliton-like

intrinsic localized m odes (ILM s),hasbecom e a topic ofintense theoreticaland experim entalresearch. M uch ofthis

work hasalready been sum m arized in severalreviews[1{6].Itwasproposed thatthism echanism would be relevant

to a num berofe�ectssuch asnonexponentialenergy relaxation in solids[7],localdenaturation ofthe DNA double

strand [8{11],behavior ofam orphous m aterials [12{14],propagation oflight beam s in coupled opticalwaveguides

[15{17]ortheself-trapping ofvibrationalenergy in proteins[18],am ong others.ILM salso havepotentialsigni�cance

in som ecrystals,likeacetanilideand related organics[19,20].Thetheoreticale�ortswerecom plem ented by a num ber

ofim portantexperim entalworkssuggesting the presence and im portance ofthe ILM sin m agnetic [21]and com plex

electronicm aterials[22],DNA denaturation [23],aswellasin coupled opticalwaveguidearrays[24,25]and Josephson

ladders[26,27].

A ubiquitousm odelsystem forthe study ofILM sisthe discretenonlinearSchr�odinger(DNLS)equation (see e.g.,

the review [6]and references therein). W ithin the fram ework ofthis m odeland,m ore generally,for K lein-G ordon

lattices,ithasrecently been recognized thatphysically realisticsetupsrequireconsideration ofthe ILM dynam icsin

higherspatialdim ensions[28{30,32{37]. In the m oststraightforward two-dim ensional(2D)case,alm ostallofthese

studies,with theexception ofRefs.[38,39]wereperform ed forsquarelattices.However,itwasstressed in Ref.[38,39]

thatnon-squaregeom etriesm ay berelevantto a variety ofapplications,ranging from theexplanation ofdark linesin

naturalcrystalsofm uscovitem ica,to sputtering (ejection ofatom sfrom a crystalsurfacebom barded by high-energy

particles),and,potentially,even to high-tem peraturesuperconductivity in layered cuprates.Besidesthat,ithasbeen

wellrecognized thattriangular(TA)and hexagonal(orhoneycom b,HC)latticesarerelevantsubstrate structuresin

a num berofchem icalsystem s[40]and,especially,in photonic band-gap (PBG )crystals[41,42].Notice that,in the

context ofthe PBG crystals,the relevance ofnonlinear e�ects has been recently highlighted for a square diatom ic

lattice [43].

The above discussion suggeststhe relevance ofa system atic study ofILM sin the paradigm DNLS m odelforTA

and HC lattices. The aim ofthe presentwork isto addressthisissue (including the stability ofthe ILM solutions),

forthe 2D latticeswith both short-rangeand long-rangeinteractions.In section IIwe discussthe e�ectsofthe non-

squarelatticegeom etry on thefundam entalILM state(theonecentered on a latticesite),and then exploree�ectsof

long-rangeinteractionson thisstate.In section III,weexpand ourconsiderationsto otherclassesofsolutions,which

areeitherm oregeneralones,such astwisted m odes,which arealso known in squarelattices,orrepresentstatesthat

are speci�c to the TA and HC structures,viz.,discrete vortices. W e identify stable fundam entalvorticesin the TA

and HC latticeswith vorticity (spin)S = 3 and S = 5,and with the hexagonaland honeycom b shape,respectively.

Additionally,a triangularvortex isfound in the HC lattice,butitisalwaysunstable.

II.FU N D A M EN TA L IN T R IN SIC LO C A LIZED M O D ES
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A .T he m odel

In thiswork weconsiderthe two-dim ensionalDNLS equation with the on-sitecubic nonlinearity,

i_ nm = � C
X

hn0;m 0i

 n0m 0 + kC  nm � j nm j
2
 nm �

X

n0;m 0

K

�

h
p
(n � n0)2 + (m � m 0)2

�

 n0m 0 ; (1)

The subscripts (n;m ) attached to the com plex (envelope) �eld  are two discrete spatialcoordinates, C is the

constantofthelinearcoupling between nearest-neighborsites,thesum m ation overwhich isdenoted by h:::i,and k is

the coordination num ber(i.e.,the num berofthe nearestneighbors),which takesthe valuesk = 6 forthe TA lattice

(see the leftpanelofFig. 1),k = 4 forthe square lattice,and k = 3 forthe HC one (see the rightpanelofFig. 1).

The function K representsa kernelofthe long-rangelinearcoupling,and h � 1=
p
C isthe latticespacing.

y 

x 

y 

x 
FIG .1. Thetop panelshowsacellofthetriangularcon�guration incorporatingsix nearestneighborsofagiven site.Sim ilarly,

one ofthe two possible con�gurations ofneighbors in the honeycom b lattice is shown in the bottom panel. An alternative

possibility in thelattercase involvesoneneighboralong thenegativey-axisand two neighborsalong directionsat� �=3 angles

with the positive y-axis(ifwe place the centralsite atthe origin ofthe coordinate system ).

It is worth noting here that the TA network is a sim ple Bravais lattice with the coordinates ofthe grid nodes

xnm = h(n + m =2)and ynm =
p
3hm =2 (see also Ref.[41]). The sam e istrue forthe m ostcom m only used square

lattice,which hasxnm = nh,ynm = m h,butnotfortheHC structure,a sim plerepresentation ofwhich (forh = 1)is

xnm =
p
3m ,ynm = (1=4)[6n � 5+ (� 1)n+ m ].M ore inform ation on the latterstructure (which also represents,for

instance,the arrangem entofcarbon atom sin a layerofgraphite)and itssym m etriescan be found in Ref.[44].
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First,we willlook for ILM solutions ofthe nearest-neighbor version ofthe m odel,setting K � 0. Stationary

solutionswith a frequency � aresoughtforin the ordinary form (seee.g.,Ref.[6]),

 nm = exp(i�t)u nm : (2)

Thesubstitution ofEq.(2)into Eq.(1)leadsto atim e-independentequation fortheam plitudesum n.Thestationary

solution being known,onecan perform thelinear-stability analysisaround itin thesam eway asithasbeen donefor

the squarelattice [45{47],assum ing a perturbed solution in the form

 nm = exp(i�t)(u nm + �wnm ); (3)

where wnm is a perturbation with an in�nitesim alam plitude �. Deriving the leading-orderequation for wnm ,and

looking fora relevantsolution to itin theform wnm = anm exp(� i!t)+ bnm exp(i!?
nm

t)(wheretheeigenfrequency !

is,generally speaking,com plex),onearrivesatan eigenvalueproblem forf!;(anm ;b
?
nm )g:

!anm = � C
X

< n0;m 0>

an0;m 0 + kC anm � 2junm j
2
anm + �anm � u

2
nm

b
?

nm
; (4)

� !
?
bnm = � C

X

< n0;m 0>

bn0;m 0 + kC bnm � 2junm j
2
bnm + �bnm � u

2
n;m a

?

nm : (5)

Theinclusion oflong-rangee�ectsinto thelinear-stability equationsisstraightforward.Asthelong-rangecoupling

is accounted for by a linearoperatoracting on the com plex �eld,term s � K

�

h
p
(n � n0)2 + (m � m 0)2

�

an0m 0 and

� K

�

h
p
(n � n0)2 + (m � m 0)2

�

bn0m 0 areto be added to Eqs.(4)and (5),respectively.

B .ILM s in the m odels w ith the nearest-neighbor interactions

Fundam ental (single-site-centered) ILM solutions to the stationary equations were constructed by m eans of a

Newton-type m ethod,adjusted to the non-square geom etry ofthe TA and HC lattice. For the results presented

herein,we �x the frequency to be � = 1 and vary the coupling constant C ,as one ofthe two param eters (� and

C ) can always be scaled out from the stationary equations. W e started from obvious single-site solutions (with

juj=
p
� � 1)atthe anti-continuum lim itcorresponding to C = 0 [48],and then continued the solution to �nite C .

Subsequently,the stability analysiswasperform ed using Eqs.(4)-(5)forthe corresponding lattice.

Typicalexam plesofstable and unstable fundam entalILM sfound in both the TA and HC latticesare displayed,

by m eansofcontourplots,in Fig. 2. The top panelofthe �gure shows,respectively,stable and unstable solutions,

togetherwith the associated spectral-planediagram s(showing the im aginary vs.realpartsofthe eigenfrequencies),

forthe TA lattice with C = 0:1 (top subplots)and C = 0:7 (bottom subplots).Stable and unstable solutionsin the

HC lattice areshown in the bottom panelofFig.2 forC = 0:1 (top subplots)and atC = 1:6 (bottom subplots).
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FIG .2. Single-site-centered fundam entalILM sin the triangularand honeycom b lattices.In the top panelofthe �gure,the

solutions in the triangular lattice are displayed for two cases: C = 0:1 in the top row,and C = 0:7 in the bottom row. The

left subplot in each case shows a checkerboard contour plot ofthe solution proper,and the right subplot shows the spectral

plane (!r;!i) ofthe corresponding eigenfrequencies ! (the subscripts r and istand for the realand im aginary part ofthe

eigenfrequency).Itisseen thatthesolution isstableforC = 0:1,and unstableforC = 0:7.Sim ilarresultsaredisplayed in the

bottom panelofthe �gure forthe honeycom b lattice. A stable solution isshown forC = 0:1 in the top row,and an unstable

oneforC = 1:6 in thebottom row.Noticethatthecontourplotsshow a \negative im age" ofthesolution.Thegrayscale in all

the contourplotspresented in thiswork isused to denote am plitude.

A naturalway to understand thestability oftheILM sisto tracetheevolution and bifurcationsoftheeigenfrequen-

ciesand associated eigenm odeswith the increaseofthe nearest-neighborcoupling C .Forthe squarelattice,we�nd,

in line with resultsofRefs.[28,36],thata bifurcation generating an internalm ode from the edge ofthe continuous

spectrum (theedgeisat! = � � 1)in thecorresponding ILM occursata criticalvalueC = 0:4486.Asthecoupling

is further increased,the pair ofthe corresponding eigenfrequencies m oves towardsthe origin ofthe spectralplane,

where they collide and bifurcate into an unstable pairofim aginary eigenfrequenciesatC = � (i.e.,atC � 1 in the

presentnotation),so thatthe ILM in the squarelattice isunstable forC > 1.

In the TA and HC lattices,the scenario isfound to be quite sim ilar.Forthe form erlattice,the bifurcation ofthe

two eigenfrequenciesfrom thecontinuousband edge(which isdepicted by thedash-dotted line)and theirtrajectory,

as they change from real,i.e.,stable (the solid line) into im aginary,i.e.,unstable (the dashed line),are shown in

the top panelofFig. 3. The bottom panelshows the sam e trajectory for the HC lattice. The pair ofeigenvalues

bifurcatesatC = 0:2974 in the TA lattice,and they reach the origin,giving rise to the instability,ata pointclose

to C = 0:63.In the HC lattice,the bifurcation giving rise to the originally stable eigenvaluesoccursatC = 0:6247;

they collideatthe origin and becom e unstableatC = 1:505.
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FIG .3. Thetop panelshowstheevolution ofthetwo eigenfrequenciesofthefundam entalILM in thetriangularlattice.The

eigenvaluesbifurcate from the edge ofthe continuousspectrum (atC = 0:2974) and m ove towards the origin,which they hit

atC � 0:63,giving rise to an unstable pairofim aginary eigenfrequencies.The absolute value ofthe eigenfrequenciesisshown

by the solid line when they are real(stable),and by the dashed line when they are im aginary (unstable). The dash-dotted

line indicates the edge ofthe continuous-spectrum band. The bottom panelshows the sam e for the ILM in the honeycom b

lattice.In thiscase,thestable eigenvaluesappearatC � 0:6247,and they becom e unstable im aginary ones,hitting theorigin

at C = 1:505. In both panels,the two next pairs ofeigenvalues (which are always found inside the phonon band) are also

shown forcom parison by the dotted lines.

O ne can clearly identify the e�ectofgeom etry in these results. In particular,since the instability occursbeyond

thecriticalvaluesofthecoupling,itisthelinearinteraction between theneighborsthatdrivesit.Consequently,since

the coordination num bersforthe di�erentlatticesareordered asktriang > ksquare > khoney,the instability thresholds

(criticalvaluesofthe coupling constant)forthese latticesshould be ordered conversely,C
(cr)

triang < C
(cr)
square < C

(cr)

honey
.

A sim ilar understanding ofthe e�ect ofthe coordination num ber on the norm ofthe solution,N �
P

m ;n
jum nj

2
,

justi�es the results displayed in Fig. 4: the larger num ber ofneighbors endows the TA branch (solid line) with a

largernorm than the squareone(dash-dotted),which,in turn,hasa largernorm than the HC lattice (dashed).
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FIG .4. The norm ofthe fundam entalILM solutions in the TA,square and HC lattices vs. the coupling constant. The

triangular-,square-,and honeycom b-lattice branchesare shown,respectively,by the solid,dash-dotted,and dashed lines.

C .ILM s in the lattices w ith the long-range interaction

Recently,a lattice m odelwith a long-range coupling,which is relevant to m agnon-phonon,m agnon-libron and

exciton-photon interactions,wasintroduced in Ref.[49].In the fram ework ofthism odel,ithasbeen concluded that

the relevantcoupling kernel[seeEq.(1)]is

K

�

h
p
(n � n0)2 + (m � m 0)2

�

= F0K 0

�

�h
p
(n � n0)2 + (m � m 0)2

�

; (6)

where F0 is an am plitude ofthe kernel,�� 1 m easures the range ofthe interaction,and K 0 is the m odi�ed Bessel

function.W e willuse thiskernelbelow.

Inserting thekernel(6)into Eq.(1),onecan seehow thebehaviorofthebranch ism odi�ed asa function ofF0 for

a given �xed value ofthe nearest-neighborcoupling C . Notice thatsim ilarresults(buton a logarithm ic scale)will

be obtained if� isvaried,while F0 iskept�xed,asitwasdetailed in Ref.[49].Thus,we �x � = 0:1 hereafter.

In Fig. 5,we show the evolution ofthe num erically found internal-m ode eigenvaluesofILM asa function ofF0,

for�xed C = 0:1 . Itcan be observed thatthe increase ofF0 leadsto an instability forF0 > 0:01425. The bottom

panelshowsthecon�guration and itsinternal-eigenm odefrequency forF0 = 0:015,when thecon�guration isalready

unstable. Carefully zoom ing into the ILM ’s in the case oflong-range interactions (data not shown here),one can

noticea \tail" oftheILM ,m uch longerthan thesizeoftheILM in thecaseofthenearest-neighborinteraction,which

isa naturalconsequenceofthenonlocalcharacteroftheinteraction in thepresentcase.ForF0 > 0,wethusconclude

that the long-range interaction \cooperates" with the short-range one,lowering the instability threshold. O n the
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contrary,num ericalresultsforF0 < 0 show thattheonsetoftheinstability isdelayed when thelong-and short-range

interactionscom pete with each other(see also Ref.[49]).
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FIG .5. Top panel: the variation ofthe internal-m ode eigenfrequency ! for the fundam entalILM vs. the am plitude ofthe

long-range interaction F0 forC = 0:1. The starsand circles denote the realand im aginary partsofthe eigenvalue. Itcan be

seen that,whiletheILM isstableatF0 = 0,an instability setsin atF0 = 0:01425.Theleftpartofthebottom panelshowsthe

(unstable)ILM con�guration,in a pseudocolorcontourplot(oftheam plitude),and thecorresponding spectralplane (!r;!i))

oftheeigenm odesisshown in therightpart.Theseresultspertain to thetriangularlattice.O nceagain,thecontourplotshows

the \negative im age" ofthe solution,forclarity.

O necan extend theaboveconsiderationsto thecasewhereboth F0 and C arevaried and constructtwo-param eter

diagram s,separating stability and instability regions.An exam ple isshown forthe TA lattice in Fig.6.Fora �xed

C ,the criticalvalue(F0)cr wasidenti�ed,beyond which theILM isunstable.Thus,in Fig.6 ILM ’sarestablebelow

the curveand unstable aboveit.
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FIG .6. A two-param eterstability diagram fortheILM in them odelcom bining thelong-and short-range interactions.The

stability region is located beneath the curve. The results pertain to the triangular lattice. For the honeycom b lattice,the

stability region isquite sim ilar.

III.M U LT IP LE-SIT E ILM ’S

W e now turn our attention to solutions com prising m any sites ofthe lattice. In this case too,the solutions are

initially constructed in theanti-continuum lim itC = 0,and then extended through continuation to �nitevaluesofC .

A .T w isted localized m odes

Firstly,weexam inetheso-called twisted localized m odes(TLM s),which wereoriginally introduced,in thecontext

of1D lattices,in Refs.[50,51].Later,they werestudied in m oredetailin Ref.[52],and theirstability wasanalyzed in

Ref.[53].They weresubsequently used to constructtopologically charged 2D solitons(vortices)in thesquare-lattice

DNLS equation in [54].

In the case ofthe squarelattice,and subjectto the sam e norm alization asadopted above,i.e.,with � = 1,TLM s

are found to be stable forC < 0:125. Ifthe coupling exceedsthis criticalvalue,an oscillatory instability,which is

m anifested through a quartetofcom plex eigenvalues[55],arisesdueto thecollision oftheTLM ’sinternalm odewith

thecontinuousspectrum (thetwohaveoppositeKrein signatures[2,47]),asithasbeen detailed in Ref.[53].Thesam e

scenario isfound to occurin the TA lattice.However,in the lattercasethe oscillatory instability setsin atC � 0:1,
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and the destabilization is a resultofthe collision ofthe eigenvalueswith those thathave (slightly)bifurcated from

the continuousspectrum (ratherthan with the edgeofthe continuousspectrum at! = 1,asin the squarelattice).

Sim ilarly,in the HC lattice,the instability ofTLM ssetsin atC = 0:1375. Notice thatthe instability thresholds

follow the sam e ordering as the ones discussed in the previous section. This can be justi�ed by a sim ilar line of

argum entsasgiven before. The TLM in the TA lattice (and itsstability)isdisplayed in the top panelofFig. 7 for

C = 0:2,which exceedstheinstability threshold.Thebottom panelofthe�gureshowsthevariation (asa function of

thecoupling C )ofthecriticaleigenfrequency.Therealstableeigenfrequency,and theim aginary partoftheunstable

ones,after the threshold has been crossed,are shown,respectively,by solid and dashed lines. Figure 8 displays

analogousresultsforthe HC lattice.The solution isshown atC = 0:2 in the top panel.

Itshould berem arked that,in the2D lattice,theTLM saresolutionscarrying vorticity (topologicalcharge)S = 1

[54](although they are di�erent from vortices proper,see below). The sim plest way to see this is by recognizing

thatTLM con�gurationsem ulate the continuum -lim itexpression cos�,where � isthe angularcoordinate in the 2D

plane,i.e.,the realpart ofexp(i�),the latter expression carrying vorticity 1. It should also be added that,after

theonsetoftheoscillatory instability,TLM solutionshavebeen found to transform them selvesinto thefundam ental

(single-site-centered)ILM con�gurations,which ispossible asthe topologicalcharge isnota dynam icalinvariantin

lattices[54,56].
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FIG .7. Thetop panelshowsthesolution (top subplot)and itsstability (bottom subplot)fora TLM in thetriangularlattice

at C = 0:2. O ne can readily observe the presence ofthe oscillatory instability in the eigenfrequency spectrum . The bottom

panelshows the criticaleigenfrequency vs. the coupling constant C . The solid line shows the distance ofthe eigenfrequency

from the band edge ofthe continuous spectrum . After the collision, which takes place at C = 0:1, a quartet of com plex

eigenvaluesem erges;the absolute value oftheirim aginary partisshown by the dashed line.
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FIG .8. The sam e asFig.7,butforthehoneycom b lattice.The top panelshowsthesolution atC = 0:2;thebottom panel

showsthedistanceoftheinternalm odeeigenfrequency from theband edge(solid line),and theabsolutevalueoftheim aginary

partofthe eigenvalue quartetforC > 0:1375 (dashed line).

B .H exagonaland triangular vortex solitons

G oing beyond TLM s,itisappropriate to considerpossible lattice solitonswhich conform to the sym m etry ofthe

TA or HC lattice. In fact,these are the m ost speci�c dynam icalm odes supported by the lattices. An exam ple of

thissortin the TA lattice are \hexagonal" ILM sshown in Fig.10 .The top panelofthe �gure showsthe pro�le of

these m odes in the anti-continuum lim it,and the bottom paneldisplaystwo actualexam plesofthese m odes. The

top subplot shows the hexagonalILM for C = 0:038,when it is stable,while the bottom subplot shows the m ode
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at C = 0:218,after the onset ofthree distinct oscillatory instabilities. The �rst and second instabilities set in at

C � 0:064 and C � 0:084 respectively,while the �naleigenvaluequartetappearsatC � 0:184.

M easuring the topologicalcharge ofthis solution around the contour in the top panelofFig. 9,we �nd (since

each jum p from + 1 to � 1 can be identi�ed asa � phase change)thatthe whole solution hasa totalphase change

of6�,henceitstopologicalcharge(vorticity,or\spin")isS = 3.Then,the presenceofthreeoscillatory instabilities

agreeswith a recentconjecture [56],which statesthatthe num berofnegative-K rein-sign eigenvalues(and hence the

num berofpotentialoscillatory instabilities)coincideswith thetopologicalchargeofthe2D latticesoliton.However,

ifoneexam inesm orecarefully thestability picture,one�ndsthat,dueto thesym m etry ofthesolution,two ofthese

eigenvalueshavem ultiplicity 2.Hence,the conjecture needsto be re�ned,to takeinto regard the potentialpresence

ofsym m etries.The thusrevised conjecture statesthatthe topologicalchargeofthe solution should be equalto the

geom etric(butnotnecessarily algebraic)m ultiplicity ofthe eigenvalueswith negativeK rein signature.
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FIG .9. The top panelshowsthe anti-continuum -lim itpro�le ofthe topologically charged hexagonalILM in the triangular

lattice (and a contour around the solution; each line in the contour represents a phase change by �). The bottom panel

shows two exam ples ofsuch a soliton. The solution is in each case shown in a pseudocolor contour plot on the left,while

its eigenfrequency spectrum is shown on the right. The top subplot ofthe bottom panelcorresponds to the stable soliton

at C = 0:038,while the bottom subplot represents an unstable one at C = 0:218. In the latter case,three (in term s ofthe

geom etric m ultiplicity;the algebraic m ultiplicity is�ve)quartetsofeigenvalueshave becom e unstable.
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Itisnaturalto ask then to whatcon�guration thishexagonalILM willrelax onceitbecom esunstable.To address

the issue,weperform ed directnum ericalsim ulationsforC = 0:218.Resultsareshown in oursubplotsofFig.10.In

particular,the top leftpanelshowsthe solution att= 200 (the con�guration att= 0 wasthe unstable hexagonal

ILM ).Itcan clearly beobserved thattheinstability thatsetsin around t� 50 (accordingto theotherthreesubplots)

transform sthehexagonalvortexintoafundam ental(zero-vorticity)ILM ;recallthatsuch an outcom eoftheinstability

developm entispossible becausethe vorticity isnotconserved in lattice system s[54].
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FIG .10. The tim e evolution of the unstable solution from the previous �gure (for C = 0:218) is shown here for the

triangular lattice. The top left panelshows the solution at t = 200. The \negative im age" ofthe solution is shown once

again for clarity. The top right panelshows the tim e evolution ofthe center-of-m ass coordinates ofthe soliton,de�ned as

xc �
P

n;m
njun;m j

2
=
P

n;m
jun;m j

2
,yc �

P

n;m
m jun;m j

2
=
P

n;m
jun;m j

2
. The two bottom panels show the evolution ofthe

real(solid line) and im aginary (dashed line) parts ofthe lattice �eld at two sites closest to the soliton’s center (subscripts 1

and 2 pertain,respectively,to thesitesn = 10;m = 11 and n = 10;m = 9).A clearconclusion isthattheinstability setsin at

t� 50,and iteventually resultsin thetransform ation ofthehexagonalILM into a stable fundam entalILM localized around a

single lattice site.

Forthe HC lattice,a vortex soliton ofa triangularform wasfound,see an exam ple in Fig. 11 forC = 0:09. W e

havefound thatthissolution isunstableforallvaluesofC .
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FIG .11. A triangularILM solution in thehoneycom b lattice,and thecorresponding spectralplane,areshown forC = 0:09.

Solutionsofthistype were found to be unstable forallvaluesofC .

Anothervortex soliton,with a honeycom b shape,wasalso found in the HC lattice,see Fig.12.Thisone isstable

ata su�ciently weak coupling.Ifa contourisdrawn around thissolution (shown in thetop panelofthe�gureforthe

anti-continuum lim it),thenetphasechangeisfound to be10�,hencethecorresponding topologicalchargeisS = 5.

In accordance with the conjecture m entioned above,when the solution is stable,we �nd �ve internalm odes with

negative K rein signature. These m odeseventually lead,asthe coupling isincreased,to �ve oscillatory instabilities.

In thebottom panelofFig.12,thetop subplotshowsthecasewith C = 0:0475,when thehoneycom b-shaped vortex

soliton in the HC lattice is linearly stable. The bottom subplotfeaturesthe presence of�ve eigenvalue quartetsin

thecaseC = 0:43,when all�veoscillatory instabilitieshavebeen activated.The�rstinstability occursatC = 0:085,

the second at0:1,the third at0:1375,the fourth at0:2025,and the �fth setsin atC = 0:4025.
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FIG .12. Thetop panelshowsthepro�leofthehoneycom b-shaped ILM in theanti-continuum lim itin thehoneycom b lattice,

togetherwith a contouraround thesolution.Each linein thecontourrepresentsa phasechangeby �,adding up to 10�,hence

the solution has vorticity S = 5. An actualsolution is shown in the bottom panelfor C = 0:0475,when itis linearly stable,

having �ve negative-K rein-signature internalm odes (top subplot). The bottom subplot ofthe bottom panelpertains to the

case C = 0:43,where all�ve oscillatory instabilitieshave developed. Fourquartetsofeigenfrequenciesare clearly discernible.

The �fth quartetisshown in the insetofthe corresponding spectral-plane plot.

To illustratethe resultofthedevelopm entoftheinstability ofthe lattervortex in thecasein which itisunstable,

we have again resorted to direct num ericalintegration ofEq. (1). An exam ple is shown in Fig. 13 for C = 0:43.

At t� 500,only one m ain pulse is sustained. Hence,in this case too,the m ultiply charged topologicalsoliton is

transform ed,through the instability,into the stable (forthisvalueofC )fundam entalzero-vorticity ILM .
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FIG .13. The evolution ofthe unstable honeycom b-shaped ILM con�guration for C = 0:43. The panels have the sam e

m eaning asin Fig. 10. The lattice-�eld con�guration is shown in the top left panelfor t= 500. O ne predom inantsingle-site

pulse ispresentin the con�guration.The otherthree panelsshow the tim e evolution ofthe center-of-m asscoordinatesand of

the realand im aginary partsofthe �eld atspeci�c lattice sites(asin Fig.10),clearly indicating thatthe instability setsin at

t� 60.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

In thiswork,we have studied a paradigm nonlinearlattice dynam icalm odel,nam ely the DNLS equation,in two

spatialdim ensions for non-square lattices. The triangular and honeycom b networks were considered,as the m ost

im portantexam plesofBravaisand non-Bravais2D lattices,which arerelevantto chem icaland opticalapplications.

In thecaseofnearest-neighborinteractions,itwasfound thattheinstability thresholdsforthefundam entalsolution

centered ata singlelatticesitedepend on thecoordination num ber.Theinstability appearsin thetrianglelatticeata

sm allervalueofthecoupling constantthan in thesquarelattice,whiletheoppositeistrueforthehoneycom b lattice.

The e�ect ofthe long-range interactions was also exam ined in this context. It was found that these interactions

accelerate or delay the onset ofthe instability ifthey have the sam e sign as the nearest-neighbor coupling,or the

opposite sign.Diagram sin the two-param eterplane wereconstructed,identifying regionsofstability and instability

in the presenceofboth the short-and long-rangecoupling.

M orecom plicated latticesolitons,which essentially extend to severallatticesites,werealso exam ined.A prototyp-

icalexam pleoftheextended solitonsaretwisted m odes,forwhich thephenom enology wasfound to besim ilarto that
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in the squarelattice,butwith,onceagain,appropriately shifted thresholds.W ehavealso exam ined solutionswith a

highertopologicalcharge,which play theroleoffundam entalvorticesin thetriangularand honeycom b lattices,their

vorticity being,respectively,S = 3 and S = 5. Stability ofthese vorticeswasstudied in detail. W hen instabilities

occurred,theiroutcom ewasexam ined by m eansofdirecttim eintegration,showing thetransform ation into a sim ple

fundam entalsoliton with zero vorticity.

Furtherstepsin thestudy oflocalized m odesin thesenonlinearlatticesm ay addresstraveling discretesolitons,as

wellasgeneralization to thethree-dim ensionalcase.In term sofapplications,a relevantobjectarenonlinearphotonic

band-gap crystalsbased on non-squarelattices.

The authorsaregratefulto J.C.Eilbeck fora num berofstim ulating discussions.
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