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A bstract

G ross-Pitaevskiiand nonlinearHartreeequationsareequationsofnon-

linear Schr�odinger type,which play an im portant role in the theory of

Bose-Einstein condensation,RecentresultsofAschenbacheretal[3]dem on-

strate,fora classof3� dim ensionalm odels,thatforlarge boson num ber

(squared L
2
norm ),N , the ground state does not have the sym m etry

properties as the ground state atsm allN . W e presenta detailed global

study ofthe sym m etry breaking bifurcation for a 1� dim ensionalm odel

G ross-Pitaevskiiequation,in which theexternalpotential(boson trap)is

an attractive double-well,consisting oftwo attractive D irac delta func-

tionsconcentrated atdistinctpoints.Using dynam icalsystem sm ethods,

we presenta geom etric analysis ofthe sym m etry breaking bifurcation of

an asym m etricground stateand theexchangeofdynam icalstability from

thesym m etricbranch to theasym m etric branch atthebifurcation point.

1 Introduction

Theexperim entalrealization ofBose-Einstein condensation hasgiven greatim -

petus to the study ofthe G ross-Pitaevskiiand nonlinear Hartree equations.

TheseareequationsofnonlinearSchr�odinger(NLS)type,with a potentialhav-

ing both linearand nonlinearparts.Such equationsarise in the study oflarge

dilutesystem sofbosons;N -body quantum m echanicsofcoupled bosons,where

N tends to in�nity and the coupling strength tends to zero,[4,11,5,1]. O f

fundam entalinterest are the properties ofthe ground state ofsuch system s.
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Becauseofthenonlinearity,theground statecan exhibitnon-trivialtransitions

in structure.

Indeed,thatsuch atransition takesplacewasestablished in therecentpaper

[3].They considerthe nonlinearHartreeenergy functional

H g[	; �	]=
1

2

Z

RI d

jr 	(x)j2 + v(x)j	(x)j2 + gj	(x)j2
�
V � j	j2

�
(x)dx: (1.1)

Here,v(x)isan externalpotential(the boson trap),and V (x)isthe two-body

Coulom b interaction potentialV (x)= jxj� 1 between bosons.Theground state

ofasystem ofN bosonsischaracterizedbysolution tothem inim ization problem

inffH g[	; �	]:k	k
2
2 = N g: (1.2)

Forspatialdim ensionsd � 2 and thecasein which g < 0 is�xed,corresponding

to attractiveinteratom icforces(negativescattering length),itisshown thatfor

a classofpotentialsv(x),e.g.,thedoublewellpotential,thatifN issu�ciently

large,then sym m etry breaking in theground stateoccurs,in thesensethatthe

ground state of(1.2) does not have the sam e sym m etries as v(x). The proof

in [3]is based upon the intuition in the double-wellcase,for exam ple,that

forsm allam plitude states(N sm all)the nonlinearpotentialisnegligible,and

thereforetheground stateshould beasm alldistortion ofthelinearground state

(g = 0),and have the sam e sym m etries as the linear ground state. However,

by carefulconstruction oftrialfunctions,one can see that for N su�ciently

large,N > N thresh, it is energetically preferable for the ground state to be

concentrated in onewellorthe other,butnotequally in both.

The size of N thresh and the dynam icalstability properties ofthe various

coexisting states(sym m etric and asym m etric)isunaddressed.In thiswork we

addressthesequestionsin thecontextofthesim plerm odel,theone-dim ensional

G ross-Pitaevskiiequation (G P/NLS)

i t = �  xx � 2j j2 + � v(x) (1.3)

wherev(x)denotesthe attractivedouble wellpotential

v(x) = � �(x � L)� �(x + L); (1.4)

with conserved Ham iltonian energy functional

H G P [ ;� ] =

Z  �
�
�
�

d (x)

dx

�
�
�
�

2

+ v(x)j (x)j2 �
1

2
j (x)j4

!

dx (1.5)

and conserved particle(boson)num ber

N [ ;� ] =

Z

j (x)j2 dx: (1.6)

Sym m etry breaking bifurcations have been observed in this m odel[6]and in

theanalogousdoublesquarewellm odel[12],by piecewiseanalyticalsolution in
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term s ofhyperbolic secant and Jacobielliptic function solutions ofthe trans-

lation invariant NLS equation (v = 0),followed by num ericalsolution ofthe

nonlinearalgebraic equationsresulting from the required continuity and jum p

conditionsatsingularpointsofthe equation’scoe�cients.

W e presenta sim ple geom etricanalysisdem onstrating

(A) the sym m etry breaking ofthe ground state,as a bifurcation ofan asym -

m etric branch ofsolutionsfrom the branch ofsym m etric solutions

and

(B) the exchange of dynam ical stability from the sym m etric branch to the

asym m etric branch. In particular,beyond the bifurcation pointthe sym -

m etricstateislinearly exponentially and nonlinearly unstable,whereasthe

asym m etric state isnonlinearly orbitally stable.

W enotethatouranalysisdoesnotrequirethespeci�ccubicnonlinearity and is

applicableforgenerallocalnonlinearities,wherej j2 isreplaced by f(j j2) ,

with f(� )ofa generalclass.

A bifurcation diagram showingthesym m etric,antisym m etricand asym m et-

ricstatesispresented in �gure1.Thesolid curvecorrespondstothenonlinearly

stableground state.As� isincreased (� �2 isthefrequency)thesym m etricso-

lution becom es unstable at the bifurcation point,while the new asym m etric

stateisnonlinearly stable.W eexpectthatanti-sym m etricstates(nonlinearex-

cited states),corresponding to pointson the disconnected branch to the leftof

thesym m etricbranch,areunstableto genericperturbationsdueto a nonlinear

resonance phenom ena,and thatforlarge t,the system ’senergy residesin the

ground state and radiation m odes;see,forexam ple,[14,15].

2 O verview ofG ross-Pitaevskii/ N LS

In appendix A wereview thewell-posednesstheoryof(1.3,1.4).Theinitialvalue

problem iswell-posed in C 0(R 1;H 1(R 1)).

In thissection we focuson nonlinear bound statesof(1.3). These are solu-

tionsofthe form :

 b(x;t) = ei�
2
t
 (x;�);  2 L

2
: (2.1)

ForthelinearSchr�odingerequation,thefunctions areeigenstatesofaSchr�odinger

operator:� @2x + v(x)and satisfy the equation

�  xx + v(x) = � �
2
 : (2.2)

In thecasewherev(x)isgiven by(1.4),with L su�cientlylarge,thesetofbound

statesistwo-dim ensional,spanned by sym m etricand antisym m etricfunctions.
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Figure 1: A bifurcation diagram isgiven forthe case� = 1,L = 2.The curve

on theleftbifurcating from N = 0 representstheantisym m etricpulse,whereas

the curve on the rightrepresentsthe sym m etric pulse. Atthe threshold value

N thresh,an asym m etricpulsebifurcatesfrom thesym m etricpulse.AtN � levels

wherethe asym m etricpulseispresent,the sym m etricpulse isunstable.

For(1.3),nonlinearbound statessatisfy the equation

�  xx +
�
v(x) � 2j j2

�
 = � �

2
 : (2.3)

Forthe translation-invariantcase,v = 0,there is a well-known fam ily ofsoli-

tary (\soliton")traveling wavesolutions.TheseareG alilean boosts(see(A.2))

ofthe basic solitary (\soliton") standing wave with hyperbolic secant spatial

pro�le. For a non-trivialpotentialv(x) as in (1.4),the equation is no longer

translation-invariantand we have \defect" or \pinned" states. These pinned

nonlinear bound states are plotted in the bifurcation diagram of�gure 1. In

the translation invariantcase,v � 0,the nonlinearbound statesreduce to the

branch ofNLS solitons,bifurcating from the zero state atzero frequency,the

endpointofthe continuousspectrum ofthe linearized operator� @2x aboutthe

zero state. For v(x) nontrivial,there is a fam ily ofdefect states,bifurcating

from the zero state at each linear eigenfrequency ofthe linearized operator,

� @2x + v(x)and in thedirection ofthecorresponding eigenfunction;see[13]for

a generaldiscussion.

Stability ofnonlinear bound states:An im portantcharacterization ofthe non-

linearbound statesisvariational.The advantageofthe variationalcharacteri-

4



zation isthatitcan beused to establish nonlinearstability oftheground state;

see[18,13].

T heorem 1. (I) Nonlinear bound states can be constructed variationally by

m inim izing the Ham iltonian,H ,subjectto �xed L 2-norm ,N :

m in
’

H [’]; N [’]= �: (2.4)

Such m inim izers are called nonlinear ground states,  D ef(�). The associated

frequency, � �2(�), arises as a Lagrange m ultiplier for the constrained varia-

tionalproblem (2.4).As� ! 0,� �2(�)tendsto the ground state eigenvalue of

� @2x + v(x).

(II)Ground statesare H 1 nonlinearly orbitally Lyapunov stable,i.e.,ifthe ini-

tialdata areH 1 closeto a soliton (m odulo thephaseand translation sym m etries

ofGP / NLS),then the solution rem ainsclose to a soliton in thissense for all

t2 (� 1 ;1 ).

Although,the abovetheorem establishesthe ground state asa dynam ically

stablestate,itleavesunaddressed thequestion ofdetailed spatialcharacteristics

ofthe ground state. Aswe shallnow see,dynam icalsystem sm ethodscan,in

som ecases,be used to study thisquestion globally and in detail.

3 N onlinear bound states - dynam icalsystem s

approach

Dynam icalsystem s m ethods are particularly well-suited to studying the exis-

tence and nature ofnonlinear bound states for the one-dim ensionalproblem

(1.3,1.4),since the equation ispiecewiseautonom ous.In particular,westudy

�  xx + � v(x) � 2 3 = � �
2
 (3.1)

where v(x) = � �(x + L)� �(x � L). W ith a quick apology for the following

non-physicalsubstitutions,werescalethe variablesasfollows:

x = z=�

 (x) = � �(�x)= � �(z): (3.2)

In thesevariables,wehave

�zz = � � 2 �3 �
�

�2
v(z=�)�:

Thisisequivalentto the following system with m atching conditions:

z 6= � �L �00= � � 2 �3

z = � �L

�
�(z+ )= �(z� )

�0(z+ )= �0(z� )� �

�
�(z);
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where0representsdi�erentiation with respecttozand f(z� )= lim �! 0 f(z� �).

Asusual,wecan converta second orderdi�erentialequation into a pairof�rst

orderequations.In particular,ifwelet(u;v)= (�;�0),then wehave

z 6= � �L

�
u0= v

v0= u � 2u3

z = � �L

�
u(z+ )= u(z� )

v(z+ )= v(z� )� �

�
u(z):

A search forbound states(standing waves)in thissystem can then be under-

taken asfollows:

1.Since any standing wave m ust decay as z ! � 1 ,a potentialstanding

wavesolution m ustoriginate(in thephaseplane)alongtheglobalunstable

m anifold of(0;0).W ithoutlossofgenerality,weconsideronly theportion

ofthism anifold thatliesin the �rstquadrant.

2.W hen thissolution approachesthe�rstwellatz = � �L� ,wem ay shiftz

sothatthepointlim z! � �L � (u(z);v(z))can bechosen anywherealongthe

unstablem anifold.(Thevalueofu(� �L)can bethoughtofasa shooting

param eter.) Atthischosen point,thesolution jum psvertically according

to the m atching conditionsforv.

3.Aftercom pletingtheverticaljum p atz = � �L,weagain 
ow thesolution

forward for \tim e" 2�L according to the ordinary di�erentialequation,

untilwe approach the second wellatz = + �L.

4.W hen z = + �L,the solution again jum ps vertically in the phase plane

according to the m atching condition. The phase plane solution that we

havebeen following representsa standing waveifand only if thissecond

jum p landsoursolution exactly upon the stable m anifold,in accordance

with the condition thatu(z)! 0 asz ! + 1 .

For �xed values ofthe param eters �,� and L,it m ay happen that there

are m ultiple standing waves present,corresponding to di�erent values ofthe

function at the �rst defect. In accordance with the search m ethod described

above,such solutionsareshown in the phaseplane in �gure 2.

3.1 T he linear lim it;in�nitesim alsolutions

To illum inate this search for standing waves,it is instructive to �rst consider

thecaseofsm allam plitudesolutions.Forin�nitesim alsolutions,weneglectthe

nonlinearterm and we areleftwith the following linear system

z 6= � �L

�
u0= v

v0= u

z = � �L

�
u(z+ )= u(z� )

v(z+ )= v(z� )� �

�
u(z):
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Figure2:Standing wavesofdi�erentform sarefound for� = 1,L = 2 and � =

0:65.Hereweseeasym m etricwave,an asym m etricwaveand an antisym m etric

wave.
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For the linear system , a bounded solution again grows from (0;0) along

theunstablesubspace,jum psto som etransientatthe�rstwell,evolvesfurther

accordingtothelinearsystem and then m ustjum p exactlytothestablesubspace

atthe second wellin orderto decay to (0;0)asz ! 1 .Fora �xed value ofL

and � in thissystem ,wecan determ inethevaluesof� forwhich standing waves

exist.Thisispursued below.

First,the unstable subspaceat(0;0)isgiven asthe eigenvectorofthem atrix

�
0 1

1 0

�

associated with theeigenvalueofpositiverealpart.Thisisthevector(1;1)and

so any pointin the unstable subspace can be written as (�;�). Sim ilarly,the

stable subspace is spanned by the vector (1;� 1). The jum p at the �rst well

isthen J :(�;�)!
�
�;(1� �

�
)�
�
. Note thatthis jum p willtake us to one of

the interior transientcurves(inside the hom oclinic loop in phase space)when

� > �=2 and to one ofthe exterior transient curves (outside the hom oclinic

loop)when � < �=2.

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5

5

λ

L

Figure 3:� vs. L for� = 1. Sym m etric statesexistforany � > �=2,while for

� < �=2,antisym m etricstatesexistonly forwell-separation L > �� 1.

In this in�nitesim alam plitude lim it,we can �nd the standing waves ofthis

system explicitly. W riting the landing point ofthe �rstjum p in term s ofthe

eigenbasisyields

�

�;

�

1�
�

�

�

�

�

= �

�

1�
�

2�

�

(1;1)+ �
�

2�
(1;� 1):
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Because the system islinearin thislim it,we ignore the �-term sfrom here on.

Evolving thispointforward fortim e 2�L bringsusto the point

T2�L

��

1;1�
�

�

��

= T2�L

�h

1�
�

2�

i

(1;1)+
�

2�
(1;� 1)

�

=

h

1�
�

2�

i

e2�L (1;1)+
�

2�
e� 2�L (1;� 1)

=

�

e2�L �
�

2�

�
e2�L � e� 2�L

�
;e2�L �

�

2�

�
e2�L + e� 2�L

��

:

(3.3)

Now,the solution we are tracing willrepresenta standing wave ifand only if

this pointistaken to the stable subspace ofzero atthe second jum p. By the

jum p conditionsatz = � �L and the factthatpointson the unstablem anifold

areofthe form (�;� �),such pointshavethe form

J
� 1(W s)=

�

�;

�
�

�
� 1

�

�

�

: (3.4)

Checking to seeifthe point(3.3)isin thisform yieldsthe following equation

(� � �)

�

e2�L �
�

2�

�
e2�L � e� 2�L

��

� �

�

e2�L �
�

2�

�
e2�L + e� 2�L

��

= 0:

Som ealgebraicm anipulation showsthatthisequation isequivalentto

L =
1

2�
ln

�
� �

2� � �

�

:

Itm ay bem orenaturalto consider� asa function ofL ratherthan viceversa;

this would allow us to determ ine for which values of� (frequencies � �2) sta-

tionary wavesexist.Thiscan be given im plicitly as

� =
�

2

�
1� �e� 2�L

�

In particular,for�2 to berealand positive,weneed theargum entofthelog to

be positiveand thereforewehavethe following two solutions

0< � < �=2 Lanti=
1

2�
ln

�
�

� � 2�

�

(3.5)

�=2< � < � Lsym =
1

2�
ln

�
�

2� � �

�

: (3.6)

Theantisym m etricsolutionsexistonlyforL > �� 1 becausethefunction Lanti(�)

ism onotoneincreasing on [0;�=2),with m inim um value �� 1 attained at� = 0.

The two branches of solutions (sym m etric and antisym m etric) are shown in

�gure 3.The resultsaresum m arized in the following proposition:

P roposition 2. In the sm allam plitude lim it,with the wells separated by any

positive distance L > 1=�,there exists a sym m etric standing wave with �=2 <

9



�(L)< � and an antisym m etric wave with 0 < �(L) < �=2. These states are

unique (up to linearscaling)and no otherstanding wavesexist.Finally,for�L

su�ciently large,

�� �
�

2

�
1� e� �L

�
; �+ � �� � �e� �L

3.2 N onlinear regim e;solutions w ith larger am plitude.

For solutions with nontrivialam plitude,things get m uch m ore interesting (as

we haveseen in ourinitialnum ericalsearch).Becauseofthe periodicity ofthe

transientstates,therearem any possiblesolutionsforthissystem (especially for

largervaluesofL).W eshow particularlythatin addition tothesym m etricpulse

(and the antisym m etricpulse,forL valuesatwhich itexists)described above,

thereisalsoan asym m etricpulsethatbifurcatesawayfrom thesym m etricpulse

ataparticularvalueoftheboson num berN .(Theseresultsfollow forafocusing

nonlinearity,g < 0.In the defocusing case,g < 0,an asym m etric pulse can be

seen to bifurcatefrom the antisym m etric solution.)

For �xed values of the param eters L and �, we will consider what sorts of

positive-valued standing waves exist for varying values of�. These solutions

can be determ ined by adapting the previoussearch technique in the following

way:

1.Forthissystem ,thebranch oftheunstablem anifold in the�rstquadrant

isgiven by the explicitexpression

W
u =

n

(u;v):v = u
p
1� u2;0 � u � 1

o

: (3.7)

W e now search for standing waves by evolving this entire curve via the

m atching conditionsand the evolution equation.

2.Fora particularvalue of�,application ofthe m atching conditionsatthe

�rstdefectyieldsthe curve

J(W u)=

n

(u;v):v = u

�p
1� u2 �

�

�

�o

; (3.8)

see thedashed curvein �gure 2.

3.W e then evolvethiscurvefortim e 2�L,yielding the curve

T2�L (J(W u)):

4.Finally,wecom paretheevolved curveT2�L (J(W u))with thesetofpoints

thatjum p to the stablem anifold atthe second defect

J
� 1(W s)=

n

(u;v):v = � u

�p
1� u2 �

�

�

�o

: (3.9)
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This agreeswith (3.4) in the linear lim it. Notice that the set J� 1(W s)

is sim ply the re
ection ofthe setJ(W u)through the v-axis. Each non-

trivialpoint ofintersection ofthe two sets T2�L (J(W u)) and J� 1(W s)

representsa standing waveofthissystem .

R em ark 3.BecausethecurveJ(W u)intersectsm anyoftheperiodictransients

m ore than once,itseem s plausible thatthere m ay be non-sym m etric solutions

for som e valuesofL.W e willm ake thatclear by pursuing the strategy above.

P roposition 4. Let� and L rem ain �xed.Forall� > �sym (where �sym isthe

value of� forwhich a sym m etricsolution existsin the linearlim it,asin (3.6)),

there isatleastone sym m etric solution standing wave.

Proof. Thisisasim pleargum entregardingthecontinuityofthecurvesJ� 1(W s)

and T2�L (J(W u)).W econsideronly theportionsofthesecurvesinteriorto the

hom oclinic orbitofthe autonom oussystem . The portion ofJ(W u)inside this

loop hasone endpointat(0;0)and the otherendpointon the curveW s in the

lowerhalf-plane;see�gure 4.

For� > �sym ,the initialportion ofthe curveT2�L (J(W u))leaving (0;0)is

between J� 1(W s)and W u { in particular,above thecurveJ� 1(W s).However,

theotherend m ustrem ain on theinvariantm anifold W s,and thism anifold lies

below thecurveJ� 1(W s).Therefore,sinceT2�L (J(W u))isa continuouscurve,

itm ustintersectthecurveJ� 1(W s)in atleastonepoint.Thereforethereisat

leastonestanding wavein thissystem forall� > �sym .

Finally,noticethatifthereisonly onepointofintersection,then thestanding

wave corresponding to this intersection point willbe a sym m etric function of

position. This followsfrom the reversibility ofthe autonom ousportion ofthe

evolution equation.

K nowing thatoneorm orestanding wavesexist,wenow look into theform s

thatsuchwavestake.In thefollowing,wewilllookforsym m etricstandingwaves

thatareconcentrated atthedefects;in particular,wehopeto �nd pro�lesthat

achieve their m axim um values atthe two defects. W e take a slight change of

view in the following,considering � and � as�xed and asking forwhich values

ofthe spacing param eterL do such standing wavesexist?

P roposition 5.Let� and � be�xed param eters.Thereisa sym m etricsolution

concentrated atthe defectsin each ofthe following regim es:

1. For �

2
< � < �,thereissuchasolution forallL > Lsym (�)=

1

2�
ln

�
�

2�� �

�

.

2. For � < � <
p
2�,there issuch a solution for allvaluesofL.

3. For � =
p
2�,there issuch a solution for allL > 1

2�

�
tan� 1 2

�
.
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Figure4:Forallvaluesof� > �sym thereisan intersection ofT2�L (J(W u))and

J� 1(W s){ and such an intersection representsa standing wave.As� increases,

m oreintersectionsm ay arise.

Proof. W e willprove this proposition by considering the am ount of\tim e" it

takeseach pointon thecurveJ(W u)(from thepointwherethecurveentersthe

lowerhalfplane untilitm eetsthe m anifold W s)to reach itsre
ection on the

curveJ� 1(W s).For�xed value2L,weshow thereisa pointon J(W u)which is

m apped toitsre
ectiononJ� 1(W s)in tim e2L.W ecan de�nethefunction L(u)

asthe \tim e" ittakesthe solution beginning ata point
�
u;u(

p
1� u2 � �=�)

�

(m eeting thepreviousparentheticalrequirem ent)to reach thesym m etricpoint�
u;� u(

p
1� u2 � �=�)

�
.

1.The result follows quickly in the regim e �

2
< � < �,by noting that as

u ! 0+ ,L(u) ! Ls as given in the earlier proposition. Also,as u !
�p

1� (�=2�)2
��

, L(u) ! 1 . A continuity argum ent com pletes this

case.

2. For� > � thecurveJ(W u)leavestheorigin into theupperhalfplane.It

reachestheu-axiswhen u =
p
1� (�=�)2 and reachesthestablem anifold

W s when u =
p
1� (�=2�)2. In thisregim e,itisclearthatL(u)! 0 as

u !

�p
1� (�=�)2

�+
and L(u)! 1 asu !

�p
1� (�=2�)2

��

3.W hen � =
p
2�,the curve J(W u) crossesthe u-axisatthe elliptic �xed

point(1=
p
2;0).A carefulstudy ofthe linearization nearthis�xed point

revealsthe lowerlim itgiven above.

Now wenotean im portantconsideration concerning theform ofthesesym -

m etric pulses. In particular,for�xed values ofthe param eters� and �,there

isa distinguished valueoftheparam eterL so thatthecurveJ(W u)istangent

12



to the sym m etric standing waveaswe approach the �rstdefectfrom the right.

Thevalueofthestanding waveateach defectcan bequickly com puted forthis

threshold value,

uthresh =

v
u
u
t 12�

�
�

�

�2
� �

�

q

12+
�
�

�

�2

18

and thethreshold valueofL,Lthresh,can then becom puted sim plybynotingthe

\tim e" ittakesto 
ow from (uthresh;vthresh)to itsre
ection (uthresh;� vthresh).

In �gure5,weshow theenergyofthesym m etricstandingwaveatthethresh-

old valuesofL. W e willnow show thatbeyond thisthreshold,there isa pair

ofasym m etric standing waves(in addition to thesym m etricand antisym m etric

wavesdiscussed previously).

0 1 2 3 4
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

L

N
th

re
sh

stable asymmetric 
ground states 

stable symmetric
ground states 

Figure5:Threshold valuesofthe particle num berN thresh forvarying valuesof

L are shown. At these threshold values,there is a bifurcation ofasym m etric

pulses (see Proposition 6) and beyond these values,the sym m etric standing

wavewillbeunstable(seeTheorem 8).Thepointalong thecurvem arked with

a solid circlecorrespondsto the specialvalue � =
p
2�,where the pointuthresh

isthe�xed pointin thephaseplane.Along thecurveto therightofthispoint,

thesym m etricstanding wavesatthreshold havethedesired two peak pro�le;to

theleft,thesym m etricstanding wavesatthreshold havea singlepeak centered

between the two wells.

P roposition 6. Let� and � rem ain �xed. For L > Lthresh(�),there exists a

pair ofnon-sym m etric standing waves. These waves leave the sym m etric wave

in a pitchfork bifurcation atL = Lthresh.

13
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Figure 6: The solutions corresponding to the various intersection points from

the phaseplanediagram in �gure 4 areshown here.

Proof. Consider � and � �xed and positive,with L so that L > Lthresh(�).

For this value ofL,the sym m etric standing wave has a value (u0;v0), with

u0 > uthresh,approaching the �rstdefectfrom the right.Thiswave then m ust

passthrough J� 1(W s)in thephaseplanean additionaltim ebeforethereaching

the term inalpointatthe second defect.

In the phase space,the partofthe standing wave between the two defects

can be written asthe curve

�0 = fTz ((u0;v0)):0� z � 2�Lg:

Notethatthe curve�0 sim ply tracesoutthe portion ofthe periodic orbitcon-

necting the sym m etric points(u0;v0)and (u0;� v0).

W e consideran arbitrary param eterization (u�;v�),� 2 [0;1]ofthe portion

ofthe curve J(W u) between (u0;v0) and its nontrivialintersection with the

stable m anifold W s,so that (u0;v0) is as above and (u1;v1)2 W s. Then we

can de�ne

�� = fTz ((u�;v�)):0 � z � 2�Lg;

for all� 2 [0;1]. Notice that the curve J� 1(W s) is transverse to allofthe

periodicorbitsin thephaseplaneawayfrom the�xed point(1=
p
2;0).Therefore

ifa curve�� crossesJ
� 1(W s),itm ustdo so transversely.

Recallthat the curve �0 crosses J� 1(W s) prior to its term inalpoint at

the second defect. (This earlier crossing does not represent a standing wave,

ofcourse,since it occurs for a value ofz not corresponding to a defect.) O n

the other hand, for � su�ciently close to 1,the curve � � no longer crosses

J� 1(W s). Continuity considerations therefore dictate that there m ust be a

value of� between 0 and 1 so thatT2�L ((u�;v�))lieson the curve J� 1(W s).

Thisvalueclearly doesnotrepresenta sym m etricstatesinceu0 > uthresh,while

the �rstpointofintersection issm allerthan uthresh.

There is a second non-sym m etric standing wave that,in the phase plane,

hasthe form ofthe wavejustfound re
ected acrossthe u-axis.

14



This pair ofnon-sym m etric solutions is originally produced in a pitchfork

bifurcation when L = Lthresh { at this param eter value the transversality of

J� 1(W s)and the periodicorbitcarrying the sym m etric standing waveislost.

4 T he eigenvalue problem and stability.

In theprevioussection,wefound variousstandingwavesolutionsoftheequation

i t = �  xx � 2j j2 + � v(x) 

where v(x)isthe double wellpotential� �(x � L)� �(x + L). In thissection,

we willanalyze the stability ofthe various branches ofsolutions constructed,

by studying theeigenvalueequation,associated with linearization abouta �xed

nonlinearbound state.

Firstwechangecoordinatesinto the fram eofthe standing wave

 (x;t)= ei�
2
t
�(x;t)

and arriveatthe equivalentequation

i�t = � �xx +
�
�
2
�
�
2j�j2 + � v(x)

��
�: (4.1)

W e writethisequation in realand im aginary parts(� = v+ iw)

vt = � wxx � [2(v2 + w 2)+ � v(x)]w + �2w;

wt = vxx + [2(v2 + w 2)+ � v(x)]v � �2v
(4.2)

and form allyconsidersm allperturbationsofthestandingwave.Sincethestand-

ing wave (let’s callit u(x)) is real-valued,we then write (v(x;t);w(x;t)) =

(u(x);0)+ � (p(x;t);q(x;t)) with � sm all. Leading order in �,yields the lin-

earized dynam ics

pt = � qxx � [2u2 + � v(x)]q + �2q;

qt = pxx + [2u2 + � v(x)]p� 4u2p � �2p:

Setting

L� = d
2

dx2
+ [2u2 + � v(x)]� �2;

L+ = d
2

dx2
+ [2u2 + � v(x)]+ 4u2 � �2;

equation (4.2)can be rewritten asthe system

�
p

q

�

t

=

�
0 � L�

L+ 0

� �
p

q

�

= N

�
p

q

�

:

O finterestisthespectrum ofthisoperatorN .Fortheground state(seesection

2),thespectrum ofN liesentirelyon theim aginaryaxisand m odulozerom odes,

15



associated with sym m etries,exp(tN )isbounded on H 1 and indeed,thesolution

isnonlinearly stable[17,13].

A state isunstable ifone can exhibitan eigenvalue ofthe operatorN with

positive realpart. Nonlinearinstability is a consequence;see the appendix of

[8]. Unfortunately,even though the spectrum ofL+ and L� can,in principle,

bedeterm ined using Sturm {Liouvilletheory,itisnotobvioushow to construct

thespectrum ofN using thisinform ation.However,thisisexactly theoperator

studied by Jonesin [9],in an application to opticalpulsesin nonlinearwaveg-

uides. In that work,Jones interprets the search for a realpositive eigenvalue

asa shooting problem in the space ofLagrangian planes. Using a winding ar-

gum entin thisspace,he derivesa relationship between the num berofpositive

eigenvalues ofthe sim pler operators L+ and L� and the num ber ofpositive

eigenvaluesofN .Let

P = num berofpositiveeigenvaluesofL+ and

Q = num berofpositiveeigenvaluesofL� :

Then wehave[9,8]:

T heorem 7. IfP � Q 6= 0;1,there isa realpositive eigenvalue ofthe operator

N .

An alternative,PDE approach to thisresultwasdeveloped by G rillakis[8].

From Sturm {Liouville theory,P and Q can be determ ined by considering the

behaviorofsolutions ofL+ p = 0 and L� q = 0,respectively. In particular,P

and Q equalthe num ber ofnodes ofthe associated solutions p and q. Since

L� q= 0 issatis�ed by the standing waveu(x)itself,itquickly followsthat

Q = num berofzerosofthe standing waveu(x):

Forallpositive-valued pulses,then,Q = 0.

So wehavethatifP > 1,then N hasa positiveeigenvalueand thestanding

wave u(x)isunstable. The operatorL+ actsasthe equation ofvariationsfor

(4.1),and a naturalinterpretation oftheequation ofvariationsisthatitcarries

tangentvectorsunderthe 
ow. So ifwe initialize q(x) asa vectortangentto

the unstable m anifold atthe pointu(x),then we can calculate P by counting

the nodesofthe resulting solution q(x).

In the context of vectors,a node of q(x) is a vector in the phase plane

pointing straight up or down. And so,P can be com puted by counting the

num ber oftim es that the vector initialized tangent to the unstable m anifold

passesthrough verticality.In particular,consideringonlytheangleofthisvector

and notitsm agnitude,P correspondsto thelargestnum berofintegerm ultiples

of� through which thisvectorrotatesasitisevolved underthelinearized 
ow.

The only di�culty in the com putation is this: because of the jum ps at

the defects, i.e., the inhom ogeneity ofthe evolution equation,a vector q(x)

16



initialized tangenttothenonlinearbound statesolution willnotrem ain tangent

to thissolution oncewe reach the �rstdefect.

However,usingthesim plem atchingconditionsforthesevectorsatthewells,

wehavethe following theorem :

T heorem 8. For L � Lthresh,the sym m etric solution has P � 1. For L >

Lthresh,the sym m etric solution has P � 2. Therefore,after the bifurcation of

the asym m etric waves,the sym m etric wave isunstable.

Proof. The resultfollowssim ply by evolving a vector(initialized asa tangent

vectorto theupperbranch ofthehom oclinic)around each standing waveunder

thein
uenceoftheequation ofvariations.Thiscan bevisualized bynotingthat,

atthe �rstdefect,the tangentvectorto the unstable m anifold W u istaken to

a vectorthatistangentto the curve J(W u). The observation ofinstability is

then reduced to sim ply noting the m annerin which thislanding curve J(W u)

intersectsthe periodiccurvein the phaseplanerepresenting the standing wave

between the defects.

1.Atthe threshold value L = Lthresh itself,the curve J(W u)istangentto

the transient to which the solution jum ps at the �rst well. The varia-

tionalsolution,then,willstillbetangentto thetransientcurve(although

pointing backwards).Hence,wecan continueto tracethesolution exactly

by following thetangentvectoraround thistransientto thesecond jum p.

Then,as sym m etry dictates,this vector is taken to a tangent vector to

W s at the second jum p. This vector is seen to pass through verticality

only once (att= 0)and hence hasP = 1.

2.For L < Lthresh,the vector jum ps through a sm aller angle at each well

than it does at the bifurcation point itself. At the �rst defect,it then

pointsalong the curve J(W u),which in thiscase pointsup and into the

internalellipse. Because solutionsare unique,the tangentvectorto this

ellipse providesa bound foroursolution asitevolves,and the vectorin

question m ust retain its orientation with respect to the tangent to the

ellipse;in particular,it rotates clockwise and m ust be pointing \below"

the ellipse atthe second defect. However,the vectorthatistaken to the

curve W s is the vector tangent to J� 1(W s),and com paring these two

vectorswe quickly seethatP � 1 in thiscase.

3.ForL < Lthresh,thevectorjum psthrough alargerangleatthe�rstdefect

and now pointsalong J(W u)down and outof theinternalellipse,and so

thetangentsto theellipsenow providea bound on theotherside.Atthe

second well,thesolution m uststillpointoutoftheellipseand com parison

with the vectortangentto J� 1(W s)forcesP � 2 in thiscase.

Thesethreecasesaresketched in �gure 7.
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Figure7:Theevolution ofthetangentvectorisshown forsolutionswith varying

valuesofL.In the �rst�gure L = L thresh and the evolved vectorisparallelto

the solution throughoutitsevolution.In the second �gure L < L thresh and the

vectorm ovesthrough a sm allerangle ateach defectand we see P � 1. W hen

L > Lthresh asin the third �gure,the vectorm ovesthrough a largerangle at

each defectand forcesP � 2.
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A W ellposedness ofG ross-Pitaevskii/ N LS

StructuralpropertiesofNLS: TheG ross-Pitaevskii/ NLS equation isa Ham il-

tonian system ,which can be written in the form :

iut =
�

��u
H G P[u;�u]; (A.1)

whereH G P[u;�u]denotestheHam iltonian (1.5).Invariancewith respecttotim e-

translationsim pliesthatH G P[u;�u]isconserved by the
ow generated by (A.1).

Additionally,invariance under the transform ation u 7! ei�u; � 2 R1 im plies

thatN [u;�u],the L2 norm de�ned in (1.6),isconserved.

Forthespatially translation invariantcase,NLS hastheG alilean invariance:

u(x;t) 7! u(x � st;t)ei(xv�
1

2
s
2
t)
;s2 R

1
: (A.2)

W ell-posedness theory:W e presenta sketch ofthe existence and uniquenessof

solutionsto (1.3);seealso [7].ThefunctionalsH G P [� ]and N [� ]arewellde�ned

on H 1(R 1),thespaceoffunctionsf,forwhich f and @xf aresquareintegrable.

Itisthereforenaturalto constructthe
ow forinitialdata ofclassH 1.In fact,

it can be shown that,for initialconditions u0 = u(x;t= 0) 2 H 1(R 1),there

existsa unique globalsolution ofNLS,u 2 C 0(R 1;H 1(R)),in the sense ofthe

equivalentintegralequation:

u(t) = U (t)u0 + 2i

Z t

0

U (t� s)ju(s)j2u(s)ds; (A.3a)

U (t) � exp(� iH t);H � � @
2
x + v(x): (A.3b)

The spectraldecom position ofH is known explicitly [2]and can be used to

constructU (t)explicitly.

To show the existence ofa solution to (A.3a) in H 1, we m ust show the

existence ofa C 0(R 1;H 1(R)) �xed point ofthe m apping u(x;t) 7! J[u](x;t),

given by the righthand side of(A.3a).

W enow outlinethekey ingredientsoftheproof.To bound J[u]and its�rst

derivativein L2,weintroducetheoperatorA = I+ PcH ,wherePc denotesthe

projection ontothecontinuousspectralpartofH .NotethatA isanonnegative

operator,since the continuousspectrum ofH isthe nonnegative realhalf-line.

M oreover,weexpectkA
1

2 fk � kfkH 1 � k(I� @2x)
1

2 fkL 2.In fact,weshalluse

thatthe following operatorsarebounded from L2 to L2:

A
1

2 (I� @
2
x)

�
1

2 ; A
�

1

2 (I� @
2
x)

1

2 :

Thisfollowsfrom theboundednessofthewave operatorson H 1 [16].Therefore,

wehavean equivalenceofnorm s

C1 kfkH 1 � kA
1

2 fkL 2 � C2 kfkH 1: (A.4)

O urform ulation (A.3a)and introduction ofA are related to the nice property

thatA ,and hencealsofunctionsofA ,com m utewith thepropagatorexp(� iH t).

19



W e shallalso use the Sobolev inequality:

jf(x)j2 � C kfkL 2k@xfkL 2; (A.5)

and the Leibniz rule[10]:

k(I� @
2
x)

1

2 (fg)k � C

�

kfkL 1 k(I� @
2
x)

1

2 gkL 2 + k(I� @
2
x)

1

2 fkL 2 kgkL 1

�

:

(A.6)

Since U (t)isunitary in L2,we have

kA
1

2 J[u]kL 2

� kA
1

2 u0kL 2 + 


Z t

0

kA
1

2 ju(s)j2u(s)kL 2 ds

= kA
1

2 u0kL 2 + 


Z t

0

k

�

A
1

2 (I� @
2
x)

�
1

2

�

�

�

(I� @
2
x)

1

2 ju(s)j2u(s)

�

kL 2 ds:

(A.7)

By (A.4),(A.5),and (A.6),

kJ[u](t)kH 1 � C kA J[u]kL 2 � C1ku0kH 1 + C2 T sup
s2[0;T ]

ku(s)k3H 1: (A.8)

Now assum e that u is such that sups2[0;T ]ku(s)kH 1 � 2C1. Then,by (A.8),

choosing T < T1 su�ciently sm all,sup s2[0;T ]kJ[u](s)kH 1 � 2C1ku0kH 1 and so

kJ[u](t)kH 1 � C1ku0kH 1 + C2 T (2C1ku0kH 1)
3
:

Itfollowsthatfor0 < T < T1 su�ciently sm all,thetransform ation J[� ]m apsa

ballC 0([0;T];H 1(R))into itself.A sim ilarcalculation showsthat

kJ[u](t) � J[v](t)kH 1 � K T (2C1ku0kH 1)
2

sup
s2[0;T ]

ku(s)� v(s)kH 1; (A.9)

and therefore for 0 < T < T2 � T1,the transform ation J[� ]is a contraction

on thisball.Therefore,J[� ]hasa unique�xed pointin C0([0;T];H 1(R))forT

su�ciently sm alland localexistencein tim eofthe
ow follows.G lobalexistence

in tim efollowsfrom the�a prioribound on theH 1 norm ofthesolution im plied

by the tim e-invarianceofL2 norm ,N ,and the Ham iltonian,H G P .

A cknow ledgem ents

This work was initiated while R.K .Jackson participated in the BellLabs /

Lucent Student Intern Program . R.K .Jackson would like to thank C.K .R.T.

Jonesforfruitfuldiscussionsand guidance,and alsogratefully acknowledgesthe

currentsupportoftheNationalScienceFoundation underaward DM S-0202542.

R eferences

[1]R.Adam i,C.Bardos,F.G olseand A.Teta,Towardsa rigorousderivation

ofthe cubic NLSe in dim ension one,preprint,2003.

20



[2]S.Albeverio,F.G esztesy,R.H�egh-K rohn and H.Holden,Solvable m odels

in quantum m echanics(SpringerVerlag,New York,1988).

[3]W .H.Aschenbacher,J.Fr�ohlich,G .M .G raf,K .Schnee and M .Troyer,

Sym m etry breaking regim e in the nonlinear Hartree equation,J. M ath.

Phys.43 (2002)3879{3891.

[4]F.Dalfovo,S.G iorgini,L.P.Pitaevskiiand S.Stringari,Theory ofBose-

Einstein condensation in trapped gases,Rev.M o.Phys.71 (1999)463{512.

[5]L.Erd�os,H.T.Yau,Derivation ofthenonlinearSchr�odingerequation from

a m any body Coulom b system ,Adv.Theor.M ath.Phys.5 (2001)1169{

1205.

[6]Yu.B.G aididei,S.F.M ingaleevand P.L.Christiansen,Curvature-induced

sym m etry breaking in nonlinear Schr�odinger m odels, Phys. Rev. E 62

(2000)R53{55.

[7]R.H.G oodm an,P.J.Holm esand M .I.W einstein,StrongNLS soliton-defect

interactions,subm itted to Physica D,2003

[8]M .G rillakis, Analysis of the linearization around a criticalpoint ofan

in�nite dim esionalHam iltonian system ,Com m un.Pure Appl. M ath. 43

(1990)299{333.

[9]C.K .R.T.Jones,Instabilityofstandingwavesfornon{linearSchr�odinger{

type equations,Ergodic Theory Dynam .System s8 (1988)119{138.

[10]T.K ato and G .Ponce,Com m utatorestim atesand the Eulerand Navier-

Stokesequations,Com m .Pure Appl.M ath.41 (1988)891{907.

[11]E.H.Lieb, R.Seiringer and J.Yngvason,A rigorous derivation ofthe

G ross-Pitaevskiienergy functionalfor a two-dim ensionalBose gas.Com -

m un.M ath.Phys.224 (2001)17{31.

[12]K .W .M ahm ud,J.N.K utz and W .P.Reinhardt,Bose-Einstein conden-

satesin a one-dim ensionaldouble square well: Analyticalsolutionsofthe

nonlinearSchr�odingerequation,Phys.Rev.A 66 (2002)063607.

[13]H.A.Rose and M .I.W einstein, O n the bound states ofthe nonlinear

Schr�odinger equation with a linear potential,Physica D 30 (1988) 207{

218.

[14]A.So�erand M .I.W einstein,Resonancesand radiation dam pingin Ham il-

tonian nonlinearwaveequations,Invent.M ath.136 (1999)9{74.

[15]A.So�er and M .I.W einstein,Selection ofthe ground state in nonlinear

Schr�odingerequations,subm itted,2001.

[16]R.W eder,The W k;p continuity ofthe Schr�odingerwave operatorson the

line,Com m un.M ath.Phys.208 (1999)507{520.

21



[17]M . I. W einstein, M odulational stability of ground states of nonlinear

Schr�odingerequations,SIAM J.M ath.Anal.16 (1985)472{491.

[18]M .I.W einstein,Lyapunov stability ofground statesofnonlineardispersive

evolution equations,Com m .Pure Appl.M ath.39 (1986)51{68.

22


	Introduction
	Overview of Gross-Pitaevskii / NLS
	Nonlinear bound states - dynamical systems approach
	The linear limit; infinitesimal solutions
	Nonlinear regime; solutions with larger amplitude.

	The eigenvalue problem and stability.
	Wellposedness of Gross-Pitaevskii / NLS

