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We present a unified approach for qualitative and quantitatnalysis of stability and instability dynamics
of positive bright solitons in multi-dimensional focusingnlinear media with a potential (lattice), which can
be periodic, periodic with defects, quasiperiodic, singleveguide, etc. We show that when the soliton is
unstable, the type of instability dynamic that developsethels on which of two stability conditions is violated.
Specifically, violation of the slope condition leads to ausing instability, whereas violation of the spectral
condition leads to a drift instability. We also present argitative approach that allows to predict the stability
and instability strength.

PACS numbers: 42.65 Jx, 42.65 Tg, 03.75 Lm

I. INTRODUCTION tentials in [35) 36 37]. These studies showed that the quali
tative nature of the instability dynamics is determined toy t
Soarticular violated stability condition. In addition, there-
sented a quantitative approach for prediction of the stabil

r instability strength. Specifically, these papers comsd

e cases of a one-dimensional nonlinear latlice [33], a two
dimensional nonlinear lattice [34], a one-dimensionagdin

Solitons, or solitary waves, are localized nonlinear wave
that maintain their shape during propagation. They aregprev
lent in many branches of physics, and their properties hav
provided deep insight into complex nonlinear systems. Th

stability properties of solitons are of fundamental impore. . . T3 . ) X
Stable solitons are both natural carriers of energy in adur g?,:it?éﬂf;;t'on potential [36] and narrow solitons in a tne

occurring systems and often the preferred carriers of gnerg In the present article, the results bf[33] B4, 135,136, 37] are

in engineered systems. Their stability also makes them most . . o i~ ; -
accessible to experimental observation. combined into a unified theory for stability and instabilitly

. , ) - , , lattice solitons that can be summarized in a few rules (Sec-
The first studies considered stability of solitons in homo-tj5, [VI). We illustrate how these rules can be applied in a

geneous media. In recent years there has been a consideraplgiery of examples that may be useful to experimental stud-
interest in the study of solitons in lattice-type systemsclS  joq

solitons have been observed in optics using waveguidesrray

photo-refractive materials, photonic crystal fibers,,étdhoth

one-dimensional and multidimensional lattices, mostlyi-pe II. MODEL, NOTATION AND DEFINITIONS
odic sinusoidal square lattices [1,/2,/3,4, 5, 16,17, 8] or sin-

le waveguide potentials![9, [10,/11], but also in discontinu . . . . .
gus Iatticgs (surﬁzace soIitbo[rlsé) \'12], r(]aldially—symmeBEssel We study the stability and instability dynamics of lattice

lattices [13], lattices with triangular or hexagonal symme solitons of the r_10nI|ne_ar _Sch_rbdlng_er (NLS) equation vaith
try [14,[15], lattices with defects [16, 17,118,/ 19| 20, 21],22 external potential, which in dimensionless form is given by

with quasicrystal structures [16,123] 24, 25,126, 27, 28]ithw . , - 2 N4
random potentials [29, 30]. Solitons have also been obderveZAz(x’ 2)+ A+ (1= V(@) F (|4F) A - Vi(D)4 _(01')
e o o 2 Eauaion s asorfere t s the Gros-Pievskaeqy
niques tion (GP): NL_S/GP u_nderhes many models of nonI_mear wave
) propagation in nonlinear optics and macroscopic quantum
Stability of lattice solitons has been studied in hundrefds 0systems (BEC). For example, in the context of laser beam
papers. The majority of these papers focused on one specifiopagation A(Z, z) corresponds to the electric field ampli-
physical configuration, i.e., a specific dimension (mostly i tyde, > > 0 is the distance along the direction of propaga-
1D), nonlinearity and lattice type. In addition, in sevesid-  tion, 7 = (24, ...,z4) is the transverseé-dimensional space
ies, general conditions for stability and instability wefe-  [e g, the(z,y) plane for propagating in bulk medium] and
rived (see Sectidnll). In all of these studies, the key tjoes A — 92 +.--4+92 isthed-dimensional diffraction term. The
was whether the soliton is stable (yes) or unstable (n0).  nonlinear term models the intensity-dependence of thacefr
Fibich, Sivan and Weinstein went beyond this binary viewtive index. For exampleF (JA|) = |A|? corresponds to the
by developing aqualitative and quantitative approach to optical Kerr effect and” (|A|2) =1/(1+ |A|2) corresponds
stability of positive lattice solitons. This was first cadi  to photorefractive materials, see e.q.,[38]. The poténtia
out for spatially non-homogeneous nonlinear potentials irandV,,; correspond to a modulation of the linear and nonlinear
[33,134]. These ideas were then developed by Sivan, Fibichefractive indices, respectively. In BEE = t is time, A(Z, t)
and coworkers in the context of linear non-homogeneous paepresents the wave function of the mean-field atomic conden
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sate,F (|A|?) = |A|* represents contact (cubic) interaction, are conserved integrals for NLS. EQ (2) fe(r; 1), the soli-
and the potential®; (Z) andV,,;(¥) are induced by externally ton profile, can be written equivalently as the energy statio
applied electro-magnetic fields [39]. arity conditioné€ = 0, where€ = H — pP. Soliton stability

We define asolitonto be any solution of Eql11) of the form requires a study af?&, thesecond variational derivativef £
A(Z,2) = u(Z¥)e~**, wherey is the propagation constant aboutu. For NLS in general, stable solitons need toldeal
andu(), the soliton profile, is a real-valued function that de- energy minimizers; see.g.[47] and also|[89].
cays to zero at infinity and satisfies

AuA (1= Vi(2) F(u®)u+ pu — Viu = 0.  (2) m

Solitons can exist only for in the gaps in the spectrum of
the linear problem

SOLITON STABILITY — OVERVIEW

The first analytic result on soliton stability was obtaingd b
Vakhitov and Kolokolov|[41]. They proved, via a study of the
linearized perturbation equation, thanacessarycondition

ot for stability of the solitonu(z; ) is

dP(p)
dp

Au + pu — Viu =0, 3)

i.e., for values ofu such that the linear probler] (3) does n
have any non-trivial solution, see e.q.,/[40].

Solitons in a lattice potential, or more general non-
homogeneous potential, may be understood as bounds states

<0,

(4)

of an effective (self-consistent) potentidl,;; = Vi(&) +
(=14 V(@) F (v*(2)). They arise (i) via bifurcation from

i.e. the soliton is stable only if its power decreases with
increasing propagation constamt This condition will be

the zero-amplitude state with energy at an end point of &eanceforth called the slope condition.

continuous spectral band (finite or semi-infinite) of extethd
states of the linear operator efA + V; [8C] or (ii) if V; is a
potential with a defect, via bifurcation from discrete eigal-

Subsequent studies abnlinearstability analysis of soli-
tons revealed the central role played by the number of negati
and zero eigenvalues of the operator

ues (localized linear modes) within the spectral gaps (semi

infinite or finite), which in addition to the bare nonlinegrit

can serve to nucleate a localized nonlinear bound state [47]

In this paper, we only consider positive solitons £ 0)

Ly =-A+V,—(1-Vu) (F@?®) —2u*F'(u)) —p, (5)

which is the real part of2€ [90]. Weinstein [43] showed that

of both type (i) and (ii). This is always the case for the least o homogeneous (translation-invariant) medium, £ 0,

energy state within the semi-infinite gap, i.e., whemo <
v v
< M(BE)’ whereung)

Vo = 0), for u(z; 1) > 0, if the slope condition[{4) is satis-

is the lowest point in the spectrum of fied andL. has only one negative eigenvalue, then the soli-

Eq. (3), at which the first band begins. Solitons whose fretons are nonlinearly stable. Later, In [47] (Theorem 3.& se
quencies lie in finite spectral gaps are usually referredsto aglso Theorem 6 of [48]) it was shown that in the presence
gap solitons However, gap solitons typically oscillate and of a linear potential which is bounded below and decaying
change sign and are therefore not covered by the theory pret infinity, solitons are stable if in additiod, . also has no
sented in this paper [88]. zero eigenvalue(s). A related treatment was given to the nar
We study the dynamics of NLS/GP and its solitons in therow soliton (semi-classical limit) subcritical nonlinégrcase

spaceH*, with norm || f||%,. = [(|f]* + |V f]?|)dZ. The
natural notion of stability is orbital stability, defined -
lows:

Definition Il.1 Let u(Z) be a solution of Eq[{2) with prop-
agation constanu. Then, the soliton solutiom(%)e~**
of NLS/GP egn. [{1) is orbitally stable if for a > 0,
there existsi(¢) > 0 such that for any initial condition
Ao with infier [|Ag — ue”||gn < 4, then for all
z > 0 the corresponding solutiod(Z, z) of Eq. [1) satisfies
infer [|A(, 2) — ue?||m < €.

In discussing the stability theory for NLS it is useful toeef
to its Hamiltonian structured; A = §H/§ A*, where

H[A A" = / (IVAP? + VIJA]? — (1 = Vi) G(|A]?)) d,

andG’'(s) = F(s), G(0) = 0. The HamiltonianH, and the
optical power (particle number):

P= / |A|2dE

in [35,144,149] and for solitons in spatially varying nonlare
potentials inl[33, 34].

General sufficient conditions fanstability were given by
Grillakis [50] and Jones [51]. These results imply that i ei
ther the slope is positive or it ;. has more than one negative
eigenvalue, then the soliton is unstable.

A direct consequence of the arguments of Section 3 and
Theorem 3.1 inl[47],L[48], and [50, 51], is a stability theo-
rem (used in this paper), which applies to positive solitohs
NLS (d), whose frequencies lie in the semi-infinite spectral
gap of—A + V; see also [53].

Theorem lll.1 Letu(Z) be a positive solution of Ed.](2) with
propagation constant within the semi-infinite gap, i.ex <
MSBVEZ- Then,A = u(Z)e~ = is an orbitally-stable solution of
the NLS[(LL) if both of the following conditions hold:

1. Theslope(Vakhitov-KolokolovEondition:

dP

<" (6)



2. Thespectral condition: L, has no zero eigenvalues

and

n-(Ly) =1. (1)
If either% > 0 orn_ > 2, the soliton is unstable.
We note that Theorem Il 1 does not cover two cases:

1. 42 = 0: For homogeneous medit, = V,,; = 0, soli-

tons are unstable; see [55/) 61] for power nonlinearities

3

1. A simple negative eigenvalug,;, < 0, with a cor-
responding positive and radially-symmetric eigenfunc-
tion fuin- In [35], it was shown that for power nonlin-
earities,F(Ju|) = |u|??, fmin = u’ttand\,i, =
o(o +2)u.

2. A zero eigenvalue with multiplicityl, i.e., Ao; = 0
with eigenfunctionsf; = aa—;‘j forj =1,...,d. These
zero eigenvalues manifest the translation invariance in
a homogeneous medium in dldirections.

and [52] for general nonlinearities. There are no ana-

lytic results for inhomogeneous media.

2.n_(Ly) = 1 and zero is an eigenvalue of multiplic-
ity one or higher:This case will be discussed in Sec-

tions[IITAlandITBl

3. A strictly positive continuous spectrus i, 0o).

continuous
spectrum
o

| min )‘\{O.j)
T

=

We also note that Grillakis, Shatah and Strauss (GISS) [44,

45] gave an alternative abstract formulation of a stabiti-
ory for positive solitons Hamiltonian systems, including

with a general class of linear and nonlinear spatially depen

dent potentials. In this formulation, the spectral comaiton
n_(L4) and the slope condition ao®upled see detailed dis-

cussion in|[35]. The formulation of TheordmTll.1 is a more

refined and stronger statement. Specificallgecouples the
slope condition and the spectral conditionen (L ) as two

independent necessary conditions for stability and shbas t

a violation of either of them would lead to instability his
decoupling is at the heart of our qualitative approach sice
olation of each condition leads to a different type of ingdigb

Stability of solitons in homogeneous media has also been i

vestigated using the Hamiltonian-Power curves, see é4j., [

A. Review of stability conditions in homogeneous media

Stability and instability of solitons imomogeneousiedia
(i.e., V = 0) have been extensively investigated [54].
caseulV =" =
Eq. 3) is(—o0,0). For everyy < 0 andz, € R?, there
exists a soliton centered &g which is radially-symmetric in
r = |Z — &y|, positive, and monotonically decaying:in

In the case of a power-law nonlinearify( |u|) = |u|?7, the
slope condition[{6) depends on the dimensiband nonlin-
earity exponent as follows [43| 55]:

1. In the subcritical casé < 2/o, Z—i

slope condition is satisfied.

< 0. Hence, the

2. In the critical cas€ = 2/0, the soliton power does not

dP _

depend ony, i.e., T =

is violated.

0. By [43], the slope condition

3. In the supercritical casé > 2/, ‘3—5 > 0. Hence, the
slope condition is violated.

FIG. 1: The spectrum of.; in a homogeneous medium.

Theoren{TI[.1 does not apply directly for the stability of
solitons in homogeneous medium becaugg = 0 and
n_ = 1. Accordingly, the notion of orbital stability must
be modified. Indeed, by the Galilean invariance of NLS for
Vi = V,u = 0, an arbitrarily small perturbation of a soliton
can result in the soliton moving at small uniform speed to in-
finity. The orbit in a homogeneous medium is thus the group
of all translates in phase and spate,, {u(Z — Zp; u)e" :
7o € R4, v € [0,27) } and orbital stability is given by Def-
ni_nition but where the infimums are taken over aland
Zo-
Accordingly, Weinstein showed in [43] that in the case of
homogeneous media, the spectral condition can be sligitly r
laxed so that it is satisfied if ;. has only onenegativeeigen-
value andd— zero eigenvalues, associated with the transla-
tional degrees of freedom of NLS. Hence, the spectral con-

dition is satisfied in homogeneous media and stability is de-

) A : In th'stermined by the slope condition alone [[43]. In particular,
0, i.e., the semi-infinite gap associated with splitons in homogeneous media with a power-law nonlinear-

ity F(JA]?) = |AJ?>° are stable only in the subcritical case
o <2/d.

B. Stability conditions in inhomogeneous media

Below we investigate how the two stability conditions are
affected by a potential/lattice.

Generically, in the subcriticald( < 2/0) and superecriti-
cal d > 2/0) cases, the slope has éh1) magnitude in a
homogeneous medium. Hence, a weak lattice can affect the
magnitude of the slope but not its sign, see e.gl, [35]. Glear
a sufficiently strong lattice can alter the sign of the slaes
e.g. [36] for the subcritical case and _[5%6, 57] for the super-
critical case. The situation is very different in the ciicase

Thus, the slope condition is satisfied only in the subciitica(d = 2/0). Indeed, since the slope is zero in a homogeneous

case.
WhenV = 0, the spectrum of. is comprised of three
(essential) parts [55], see Figlue 1:

medium, any potential, no matter how weak, can affect the
sign of the slope.

The potential can affect the spectrumlof in two different
ways: 1) shift the eigenvalues, and 2) open gaps (bounded-
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intervals) in the continuous spectrum, see Fiddre 2. In gen- of stability from the old to the new branch; see the sym-
eral, the minimal eigenvalue af, remains negative, i.e., metry breaking analysis of [31]. In such cases, stability
)\g/”)l < 0, the continuous spectrum remains positive, and and instability depend on the details of the potential and

the zero eigenvalues can move either to the right or to the nonlinearity.
left. Hence, generically, the spectrumiaf has the following

structure: In some cases, there are also positive discrete eigenvalues

(0, —u). However, these eigenvalues do not affect the orbital
1. A simple negative eigenvalug’,) < 0 with a positive ~ stability, since they are positive. They do play arole, hoave
eigenfunctionf(‘./) > 0. in the scattering theory of solitors [77, 78].

i We note that in many previous studies, only the slope con-
dition was checked for stability. As Theordm Ill.1 shows,
W) _ however, “ignoring” the spectral condition is justified pifibr
fiforj=1,....d solitons centered at lattice minima, since only then the-spe
tral condition is satisfied. In all other cases, checking ¢iné

3. A positive continuous spectrum, sometimes with a o . )
P P slope condition usually lead to incorrect conclusions réga

band-gap structure, beginningapsgvg > 0. ing stability.

2. Perturbed-zero eigenvaluaé? with eigenfunctions

This structure of the spectrum was proved.in [33] for sokton
in the presence of monlinear lattice i.e., Eq.[(1) withV; = 0.

For alinear lattice, the proof of the negativity oj\gfig is the

same as in_[33]. The proof of the positivity em;VbZ is the
same as in [33] for potentials that decaytas|z| — co.

C. Instability and collapse

We recall that in a homogeneous medium with a power non-
linearity, all solutions of the subcritical NLS exist gldlya
bands & For criticgl and sup_ercriticaI.NLS there are collapsinggsi-
A = N gaps lar) solutions([61], i.e., solutions for whicfi|VA(Z, z)|? dZ

1 1 _im - tends to infinity in finite distance. Hence, in a homogeneous

0 medium, the two phenomena of collapse and of soliton insta-

bility appear together. In fact, the two phenomena are tlirec

related, since in the critical and supercritical casesjribt&a-
bility of the solitons is manifested by the fact that they cah
Since/\fnvh)] < 0 and the continuous spectrum is positive, lapse under infinitesimally small perturbations (i.est@ng

FIG. 2: The spectrum of ;- in an inhomogeneous medium.

the spectral conditiol{7) reduces to instability).
v As we shall see below, the situation is different in inhomo-
/\fm) >0, j=1,...,d, (8) geneous media. Indeed, the soliton can be unstable even if

all solutions of the corresponding NLS exist globally. Con-
i.e., that all the perturbed-zero eigenvalues are positiveyersely, the soliton can be stable, yet undergo collapsemnd
Generically, the equivalent spectral condition (8) issi@d  a sufficiently strong perturbation. Such results on the “de-
when the soliton is centered at a local minimum of the potencoupling” of instability and collapse have already appdare
tial, but violated when the soliton is centered at a local maxin [16,(33,[34] 35| 36, 62]. In all of these cases, the “decou-
imum or saddle point of the potential [33./ 34/ 35, 36,137, 49,pling” is related to the absence of translation invariance.
58,/59/) 60].
Although genericallwg‘,;) (1) # 0, there are two scenarios
in which A\\"” equals zero: IV. QUALITATIVE APPROACH — CLASSIFICATION OF
J INSTABILITY DYNAMICS
1. The potential is invariant undersaibgroupof the con-
tinuous spatial-translation group. For example (see The dynamics of orbitally-stable solitons is relatively
also [34]), in a one-dimensional lattice embedded instraightforward - the solution remains close to the unpbed
2D, i.e., %‘;’y) = 0, one has\g2(1) = 0. In such  soliton. On the other hand, there are several possible veays f
cases, the zero eigenvalues do not lead to instabilit@ soliton to become unstable: it can undergo collapse, com-
for the reasons given in Sectibn Il A. Rather, the or- plete diffraction, drift, breakup into separate strucgec.
bit and distance function are redefined modulo the ad- TheorentTIL1 is our starting point for the classification of
ditional invariance, e.g., in the example above the orbithe instability dynamics, since it suggests that there e t
is {u(z,y — yo; pn)e” : yo € R, v €[0,2m) }. independent mechanisms for (in)stability. In fact, we show
below that the instability dynamics depends on which of the
2. In the presence of spatial inhomogeneify;~ 0, )\f)‘_;.) two conditions for stability is violated.
can cross zero gsis varied. See for example [81] and  As noted in Sectiof IITC, in a homogeneous medium with
the examples discussed in Sectibns VIII D &nd IX. Thisa power-law nonlinearity, when the slope condition is vio-
crossing can be associated with a bifurcation and théated, the soliton can collapse (become singular) under an
existence of a new branch of solitons and an exchangmfinitesimal perturbation. If the perturbation increases
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beam power, then nonlinearity dominates over diffraction s The quantitative relation between the value\é‘f) and the
that the soliton amplitude becomes infinite as its widthrdtei  drift rate was foundanalytically for the first time |n [35] for

to zero. If the perturbation is in the “opposite directiotfie  narrow solitons in a Kerr medium with a linear lattice. Later,
soliton diffracts to zero, i.e., its amplitude goes to zesata  based on the linearized NLS dynamics, it was shown_in [37]
width becomes infinite, see e.g., Theorem 2|of [48]. Morethat for solitons of any width, any nonlinearity and any &ne
generally, in other types of nonlinearities or in the pregen or nonlinear potential, this quantitative relation is akkof@s.

of inhomogeneities, there are cases where the slope condiet us define the center of mass of a perturbed soliton in the
tion is violated but collapse is not possible (e.g., in the-on z; coordinate as

dimensional NLS with a saturable nonlinearity|[63]). Insuc

cases, a violation of the slope condition leads to a focusing Lo / A2

cases, e S¢ . (25) 2j| AP, ©)
instability whereby infinitesimal changes of the solitomca

result in large changes of the beam amplitude/width, but not o

in collapse or total diffraction. Accordingly, we refer teetin- ~ Then, by [37], the dynamics dft;) is initially governed by
stability which is related to the violation of the slope cdimh  the linear oscillator equation

as afocusing instabilityrather than as a collapse instability). °

~ When the soliton is unstable because the spectral condition % ((z5) — 0.5) = QF ((25) — &o,5) (10)

is violated, it undergoes drift instability whereby infinitesi- z

mal shifts of the initial soliton location lead to a laterabwe- \yith the initial conditions

ment of the soliton away from its initial location. The mathe

matical explanation for the drift instability is as follow$he () ._o = [ x;|Ao|?dZ/ P,

spectral condition is associated with the perturbed-zgeme (12)
value/\(v) and the corresponding eigenmoﬂje In the ho- L (x)),_o=2d-Im [ A§V AodZ/P.
mogeneous case, the elgenmogﬂp& are odd. By con-

Here,& ; is the location of the lattice critical point in thh
tinuity from the homogeneous case, the perturbed-zermeige direction (not to be confused W|thvj> o the value of the

modesf; in the presence of a potential are odd for symmetcenter of mass at = 0). The forcing is given by
ric potentials and “essentially” odd fassymmetrigotentials.

When the spectral condition is violated, these odd eigerasod (fév), fév))
grow asz increases, resulting in aasymmetriaistortion of Q- =—-C; /\OJ , C;= J— (12)
the soliton, which gives rise to a drift of the beam away from (LZ 0 Ni ,f )

its initial location. The mathematical relation betweea Wi

olation of the spectral condition and the drift instabilyfur- wherefé};) is the eigenmode af ;. that corresponds tméf;.),

ther developed in Sectignl V. i.e., the eigenmode along the direction, the operatak _
Finally, the drift dynamics also has an intuitive physical e given by

planation. According to Fermat's Principle, light bends to

wards regions of higher refractive-index. Positive valoés Lo=—-A—p—(1=Vu@)Fu?)+V,

the potentiall’ correspond to negative values of the refrac- .

tive index, hence, Fermat's principle implies that beamzbe 2Nd the inner productis defined @ g) = [ fg"d7.

towards regions of lower potential. Moreover, since generi >INc€L- is non-negative for [:‘)/osmve solitons, it follows

cally, the spectral condition is satisfied for solitons egett  thatC; > 0. Therefore, when\}) is negative 2, is real

at a lattice minimum but violated for solitons centered at agnd whem( )is positive,; is purely imaginary. Hence, by

lattice maximum, one sees that the drift instability of&wis  Eqs. [ﬂ))ﬂé) it follows that the lateral dynamics of a e
centered at lattice maxima and the drift stability of s@ig0 jncident beam centered near a lattice minimum is

centered at lattice minima is a manifestation of Fermatis-pr
ciple. ~(T5) o .
P (23 = {25) g coS(1912) + W sin(|212), (13)

V. QUANTITATIVE APPROACH i.e., the soliton drifts along the; coordinate at the rat@;.
On the other hand, the lateral dynamics of a general incident
S V) beam centered near a lattice maximum is
As noted, the sollton is drift-unstable Wheé 7 < 0 but
d

T
drift-stable whem ) > 0. Thus, there is a discontinuity in (x;) = (25),_, cosh(€;2) + s { J.>Z:0 sinh(Q;2). (14)

the behavior as}\ 0. passes through zero. Nevertheless, one J

can expect the transition between drift instability andtdta- ;. e., the soliton is pulled back towares; by a restoring force
bility to be continuous, in the sense that)egé’) approaches  which is proportional ta2?, so that it undergoes oscillations
zero from below, the rate of the drift becomes slower ancaround, ; in thex; coordinate with the period2;|.

slower. Similarly, we can expect that a% becomes more As noted, the soliton is focusing-unstable when the slope
negative, the drift rate will increase. dP/du is non-negative, and focusing-stable when the slope



is negative. In a similar manner to the continuous transitio QL3 The spectral condition is generically satisfied when the
between drift stability and instability, one can expecttiiaam- soliton is centered at a potential minimum and violated
sition between focusing stability and instability to be tion- when the soliton is centered at a potential maximum or
ous. In otherwords, one can expect the magnitude of the slope  saddle point.

to be related to the strength of focusing stability or indiigb S o )

At present, the quantitative relation between the mageinfd QL4 Violation of the spectral condition leads to a drift-

the slope and the strength of the stability is not known, i.e. instability, i.e., an initial lateral drift of the solitondm
we do not have a relation such &5](10). However, numerical  the potential maximum/saddle point towards a nearby
evidence for this link was found in several of our earliedstu lattice minimum.

ies [33,[34) 35| 36]. For example, in the case of focusing
stable solitons that collapse under sufficiently large yrert
bations, it was observed that as the magnitude of the slop@N1 The strength of the focusing- and drift- stability and in

mcreases,_the magnitude of thg perturbation that is needed stability depends on the magnitude of the sI#%@
for the soliton to collapse also increases. Thus, the magni- v H

tude of the slope is related to the size of the basin of stabil- and the magnitude qﬁg_’j
ity [33, 134,135]. In cases of focusing-stable solitons where ) L i
collapse is not possible, when the magnitude of the slope inQN2 The lateral dynamics of the beam is initially given by
creases, the focusing stability is stronger in the sensédha Egs. (I0){(1R).

given perturbation, the maximal deviation of the solitoonfr
its initial amplitude decreases [36].

Thequantitative theoryules are:

|, respectively.

The above rules were previously demonstrated for 1D soli-

tons in a periodic nonlinear lattice [33], for an anisotpi

2D lattice [34] and for several specific cases of linear lat-

tices [35,36]. In this paper, we demonstrate that thesesrule

apply in ageneral settingof dimension, nonlinearity, lin-

ear/nonlinear lattice with any structure and for any salito
The quantitative approach is especially important in thewidth. In particular, we use these general rules to explaen t

limiting cases of “weak stability/instability"i.e. when one  dynamics of lattice solitons in a variety of examples thatave

is near the transition between stability and instabilityr Ex-  not studied before.

ample, consider a soliton for which the two conditions far st

bility are met, but for Whichxém or the slope are very small

in magnitude. Such a soliton is orbitally stable, yet it can VIl.  NUMERICAL METHODOLOGY

become unstable under perturbations which are quite small

compared with typical perturbations that exist in experime  Below we present a series of numerical computations that

tal setups. Hence, such a soliton is “mathematically stableijllustrate the qualitative and quantitative approachesented

but “physically unstable”, see e.g.. [33]. Conversely,sidar  in Section§ IVEY. We present results for the 2D cubic NLS

an unstable soliton for which eithef)‘;.) is negative but very

small in magnitude or the slope is positive but small. Inthis ~ i4:(z,y,2) + AA+ AP A = V(z,y)A =0, (15)

case, the instability develops so slowly so that it can beesom o ) ) )

times neglected over the propagation distances of the expeVith periodic lattices, lattices with a vacancy defect, &td

ment. Such a soliton is therefore “mathematically unstable ticeés with a quasicrystal structure. There are two reasons f
but “physically stable”|[35]. the choice of the 2D cubic NLS. First, this equation enables

us to illustrate the instability dynamics in dimensiongytar
than one, in particular, in cases where the dynamics in each

VI, GENERAL RULES dirgction is different (e.g., as _for solitons centered atdm
points). Second, the 2D cubic NLS enables us to elucidate

. . the distinction between instability and collapse. Indeed,

We can summarize _the res_ults d_e_scnbed_ SO fa_r l_3y sever?zca" that a necessary condition for collapse in the 2D @ubi
genera_l rules for stability and instability of bright pat at- NLS is that the power of the beam exceeds the critical power
tice sollton_s. _ P, ~ 11.7[61].

Thequalitative approactules are: We first compute the soliton profile by solving EQJ (2) us-
ing the spectral renormalization method|[64]. Once the- soli
tons are computed for a range of valuegipthe slope condi-
tion (@) is straightforward to check. In order to check thesp

tral condition [(T), the perturbed-zero eigenvalué‘éj) (and

QL2 Violation of the slope condition leads to an focusing-the corresponding eigenfunctiofig) of the discrete ‘approxi-
instability, i.e., either initial diffraction or initial alf- mation of the operatok., are computed using the numerical
focusing. In the latter case, self-focusing can lead tamethod presented in_[385, Appendix D]. The value(df is
collapse. Note, however, that for “subcritical” nonlin- calculated from Eq[{12) by inversion of the discrete approx
earities, the self-focusing is arrested. mation of the operataf. .

A. Physical vs. Mathematical stability

QL1 Bright positive lattice solitons of NLS equations carn be
come unstable innlytwo ways: focusing-instability or
drift-instability.



Eq. (IB) is solved using an explicit Runge-Kutta four-order (@)
finite-difference scheme. Following [33,/34, 35| 36], thi in 1 '.'.'.'.‘
tial conditions are taken to be the unperturbed lattice@oli b & » 1
u(z,y) with either , e e e

o .0 .O .Q .G

1. a smallpower perturbationi.e., M
BOOOO)

Ao(z,y) = V1+ cu(z,y), (16) . . 1

wherec is a _small constant that expresses the EXCeSE| . 3: (Color online) The sinusoidal square lattice givgrEly. [19)
power of the input beam above that of the unperturbeqyiy, v, — 5. (a) Top view. (b) Side view. The solitons investigated
soliton,or below are centered at the lattice maximum (0,0), latticeimmuim
(0.25,0.25), and saddle point (0.25,0).
2. a smallateral shift i.e.,

Ao(z,y) = u(x — Awg,y — Ayo), (17) A. Solitons at lattice minima

whereAzxq and Ay, are small compared with the char-

acteristic length-scale (e.g., period) of the potential. We first investigate solitons centered at the lattice mimmu

(zo,y0) = (0.25,0.25). Figure[4(a) shows that the power of

The motivation for this choice of perturbations is that eachS0litons at lattice minima is below the critical power fot-co
perturbatiorpredominantlyexcites only one type of instabil- 12PSe, i-.P(u) < P ~ 11.7 for all u. As the soliton be-
ity. Indeed, by Eq.TIO)E(AL), it is easy to verify that under €OMeS narrowen(— —oc), the soliton power approachés

a power perturbatiof (16), the center of mass will remain af"om below (as was shown numerically [n [40] for this lattice
its initial location (cf. [33, 34| 36]), i.e., no lateral @riwill and analytically in|[35] forany linear lattice). In addition, as
occur. In this case, only an focusing instability is possibl the soliton becomes widep(— 14, the edge of the first
On the other hand, the asymmetric perturbation (17) wilt pre band), its power approachés from below (rather than be-
dominantly excite a drift instability (but if the soliton éift- ~ comes infinite, as implied in [40]), see al50l[91]. The minima
stable, this perturbation can excite an focusing instgbdee ~ power is obtained gt = 1, = —10. The power curve thus
Figure(®). has a stable branch for narrow solitorscb < p© < )
The advantage of the perturbatiofs](16)(17) over addingvhere the slope condition is satisfied, and an unstable branc
random noise to the input soliton is that they allow us to confor wide solitons [, < p < ug/,;) where the slope condi-
trol the type of instability that is excited. Moreover, gadn-  tion is violated. Therefore, wide solitons should be fongsi
vergence tests are also simpler. Once the NLS solution is conunstable while narrow solitons should be focusing-stéfilg-
puted, it is checked for focusing and drift instabilitiesrogn-  ure[4(b) shows that, as expected for solitons at latticenmani
itoring the evolution of the normalized peak intensity A = AP > 0 for all 1. Hence, the spectral condition is
fulfilled. Consequently, solitons at lattice minima shontut

mat, | Az, y, 2)|?

. experience a drift instability.
|Ao(z,y)] In order to excite the focusing instability alone, we add
_ to the soliton a small power perturbation, see [Eql (16). We
and of the center of mass| (9), respectively. contrast the dynamics in a neighborhood of stable and unsta-

ble solitons by choosing two solitons with the same power
(P = 0.98F,), from the stable branchi(= —31) and from
VIll. PERIODIC SQUARE LATTICES the unstable branchi(= —3). We perturb these solitons with
the same power perturbations£ 0.5%, 1%, 2%).
Whenc = 0.5% and 1%, the input power is below the
threshold for collapseK < P.). In these cases, the self-
Vo ) ) focusing process is arrested and, during further propagati
Viz,y) =+ [cos®(27) + cos” (2my)] , (19)  the normalized peak intensity undergoes oscillations Fsge
ures b(a) and (b)). For a given perturbation, the osciltetio
which is depicted in Figurlg 3. We consider this to be the simare significantly smaller for the stable soliton comparethwi
plest 2D periodic potential, as all the local extrema are als the unstable soliton.
global extrema. This lattice can be created through interfe  Whenc = 2.5%, the input power is above the threshold for
ence of two pairs of counter-propagating plane waves, and isollapse P > P.) and the solutions undergo collapse. There-
standard in experimental setups, see, e.gd., [65, 66]. Bhd-st fore, for such large perturbations, collapse occurs fon sta-
ity and instability dynamics are investigated below foitesls ~ ble and unstable solitons, i.e., even whmth the slope and
centered at the lattice maxima, minima, and saddle poie¢s, s spectral conditions are fulfilledThis shows yet again that in
Figure[3(b). an inhomogeneous medium, collapse and instability are not

We first choose the sinusoidal square lattice
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necessarily correlated. instability is excited and the soliton amplitude decredsss
its width increases), see Figure 6(b2). Obviously, once the
12.2 2.3 o soliton amplitude changes significantly, the theoretiaa&-p
(@) JRGEYS O min - diction for the lateral dynamics is no longer valid. In order
max_.-- V0@ |  tobe convinced that the initial instability in this case fsaa
P V=0 4% V=0 | focusing-type rather than drift-type, we note thatfior —31
S min g él for Which the slope co_ndition is satisfied, the soliton remai
° L T max . focusing-stable, see Figurk 6(a2).
1200 1024 X0 2.4
u u (a1) (b1)
0.5 max 0.5 max
FIG. 4: (Color online) (a) Power, and (b) perturbed-zercerigl- <y> min <y> _
ues, as functions of the propagation constant, for solitemgered 025 AL 0_25\@/——)4
at a maximum (blue, dashes) and minimum (red, dots) of the lat -
tice (I9) with, = 5. Also shown are the corresponding lines for
the homogeneous NLS equation (solid, green). The circlesKp op—max 0 max
correspond to the values used in F[g§] 5-8. 0 z 5 0o 1 z 5
(a2) (b2)
20 20 1NNV AN 1
€Y . () I(2) 1)
I(2) I(2) 05 05

% Pocsbndondamdardamuay,
0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3 4
z z

z z

FIG. 6: (Color online) Dynamics of solutions of Ef. {15) withe

FIG. 5: (Color online) Normalized peak intensify [18) of widns periodic Ia.ttice[ZIB) withVo = 5. Initial conditiorjs are positjon-
of Eq. [ﬁ) with the pgriodic Iatticﬁ%g) witho :?Init)ial condi- shifted solitons [see Eq_(]L7)] centered at a lattice mimmwith

. : : Azo, Ayo) = (0,0.04). (al) Center of mass in thg coordinate
tions are power-perturbed solitons [see Eq] (16)] centatedattice (Ao, Yo) . -
minimum:p(a) SoFI)iton from the stabl[e branqln({: 231). (b) Soliton (blue, solid line) and analytical prediction [Ef.{20), reéldshes] for
' u = —31; (a2) Normalized peak intensity (18) for = —31; (b1)

from the unstable branch.(= —3). Input powers aré).5% (red
dots), 1% (blue dashes), an#.5% (solid green) above the soliton and (b2) are the same as (al) and (a2), bupfer —3.
power.

In order to confirm that solitons centered at a lattice min-
imum do not undergo a drift instability, we shift the soli- B. Solitons at lattice maxima
ton slightly upward by using the initial condition {|17) with

(.AIO’ Ayo) = (.0’0'04)‘ Under this perturbation, the solu- We now investigate solitons centered at the lattice maxi-
tion of Eq. [10) is mum (20, y0) = (0,0). Figure[# shows that in general, soli-
tons at lattice maxima have the opposite stability charaste

(z) =0, (v) = Ao - cos((2y]2) (20) tics compared with those of solit(F))r?s centered z;i[ lattice- min
In addition, by Eq.[(AR)2, ~ 11.12i for u = —31 andQ, ~ ima_l: The slop_e conqlition is violated _for narrow solitons and
2.58i for u = —3. Figure[6(al) shows that for = —31, the satisfied for wide solitons, the power is abd¥e[92], and the
center of mass in thg-direction of the position-shifted soliton perturbed-zero elgenvaluaév) are always negative. Inter-
follows the theoretical prediction (R0) accurately overesal  estingly, for the specific choice of the latti¢e (19), the posv
oscillations. In addition, the center of mass in thdirection  and perturbed-zero eigenvalues at lattice maxima and rainim
remain atz = 0 (data not shown), in agreement with Eg.](20). are approximately, but not exactly, images of each other wit
Thus, the soliton is indeed drift-stable. respect to the case of a homogeneous medium.

The situation is more complex far= —3. In this case, the The negativity of the perturbed-zero eigenvalues implies
position-shifted soliton follows the theoretical predict (20)  that solitons centered at a lattice maximum undergo a drift
over more thar? diffraction lengths (i.e., foe > z; where instability (see Figur€l8(b)). However, if the initial cdnd
z0 ~ 1), but then deviates from it, see Figurk 6(b1). Thetion is subject to a power perturbation, see [Eq] (16), then no
reason for this instability is that fqg = —3, the slope con- drift occurs. In this case, stability is determined by thapsl
dition is violated. Since the position-shifted initial aiion ~ condition. For example, Figufd 7 shows the dynamics of a
can also be viewed as an asymmetric amplitude power pertupower-perturbed wide soliton for which the slope condition
bationAA = u(x — Az, y — Ayo) — u(z,y), an focusing is satisfied. When the soliton’s input power is increased by



0.5%, the solution undergoes small focusing-defocusing os (@ (b)
cillations, as in Figurgl5(a), i.e., it is stable under syrtiine 05 / %
perturbations. When the soliton’s input power is increased max
1%, the perturbation exceeds the “basin of stability” of the <Y~ . .. 1@
soliton [35] and the soliton undergoes collapse. Thesdteesu 025 mn_zr
again demonstrate that collapse and instability are ingepe
dent phenomena. . Thax
If the initial condition is asymmetric with respect to thé-la 0 1 ¥ 1
tice maximum, the soliton will undergo a drift instabilitin z z

Figure[8 we excite this instability with a small upward shift
namely, Eq.[(17) with Azg, Aye) = (0,0.02). Under this FIG. 8 (Color online) Dynamics of a soliton at a lattice maxi

perturbation, the solution of EQ.(110) is mum with, = —5, which is position-shifted according o (17) with
’ (Azo, Ayo) ~ (0,0.02). (a) Center of mass in thg coordinate

(blue, dashes) and the analytical prediction (Edl (21) Rith~ 3.9,

- _ e solid black). Location of lattice minimum and maxima are cked

() =0, (v) = Ayo - cosh(€2y 2). (21) by thin magenta and black horizontal lines, respectivdélyNormal-
ized peak intensity.

with Q, =~ 3.9. In the initial stage of the propagation
(z < 0.5) the soliton drifts toward the lattice minimum —
precisely following the asymptotic prediction (20), seg-Fi
ure[8(a), but the soliton’s amplitude is almost constarg, s
Figure[8(b). During the second stage of the propagation From the didactic point of view, it is interesting also to eon
(0.5 < z < 0.99) the soliton drifts somewhat beyond the sider solitons centered at a saddle point since they exhibit
lattice minimum as it begins to undergo self-focusing. la th combination of the features of solitons at lattice minima an
final stage (.99 < z < 1) the soliton undergoes collapse (Fig- maxima. To show this, we compute solitons centered at the
ure[8(b)). Theglobal dynamicsan be understood in terms of saddle pointzo, yo) = (0.25,0) of the lattice [ID).

the stability conditions for solitons centered at latticimima Figure[9(a) shows that the zero eigenvalues bifurcate into
and maxima as follows. The initial soliton, which is centere A" > 0 on the stablez-direction, i.e., along direction in

at a lattice maximum, sat|sf|e§ the slope cond|t|on.butmsla which the saddle is a minimum, and/‘ém < 0 on the unsta-
the spectral condition. Consistent with these traits, e s ble y-direction, where the saddle in a maximum.

ton is focusing-stable but undergoes a drift instabilitg. the The opposite signs of the perturbed-zero eigenvalues im-

soliton gets closer to the lattice minimum, it can be viewedp|y a different dynamics in each of these directions. In or-
as a perturbed soliton centered at the lattice minimum, fofer 1o excite only the drift instability, we solve EG_15)tii
which the spectral condition is fulfilled and the soliton mow = —12 which belongs to the focusing-stable branch (see

is below P (see Figuré}4(b)). Indeed, at this stage, the driftjgyrer(h2)). For this value of the perturbed zero eigenval-
is arrested because the beam is being attracted back towarudgs are® ~ 1 7and\@ ~ _13 By (I2), the theoretical
the lattice minimum.. Morepver, the beam now is a Str.onglypredictio% fo_rth.e oscillgtio;peribd [, = |7,z'| = 7 whereas
power-perturbed soliton, since the beam power (037%) is the drift rate is(2, = 7.2. Hence, the theoretical prediction
~ 6% above the power of the soliton at a lattice minimum. . " amics of the center of mass is

Hence, in a similar manner to the results of Figure 5(a), the y
perturbation exceeds the “basin of stability” and the ealit

undergoes collapse.

C. Solitons at a saddle point

(x) =~ 0.25 + Axg - cos(7z), (y) = Ayo - cosh(7.22).

Indeed, a shift in the: direction (Azg, Ayg) ~ (0.0156,0)
leads to oscillation in the-direction (Figurd_1l0(a)) while
(y) (Figure[I0(b)) and the amplitude (Figurel 10(c)) are un-
changed. On the other hand, a shift in thedirection
(Azg, Ayp) ~ (0,0.0156) leads to a drift instability in the
y-direction (Figure[I0(b)) but has no effect dm) (Fig-
ure[10(a)). In both the stable and unstable directions,ehe c
ter of mass follows the analytical prediction remarkablylwe
plegns s et Figure[10(c) also shows that once the soliton drifts beyond
Z the lattice minimum, the beam undergoes collapse. This can
be understood using the same reasoning used for solitohs tha
FIG. 7: (Color online) Same as Figufk 5(a) for a soliton attic drift from a lattice maximum (see explanation for Figlle 8 in
maximum withu = —5 (stable branch) and input power thaois%  S€CtiorL VIILB).
(red dots) and % (blue dashes) above the soliton power. We also note that for the specific choice of the Iat (19),
the values of the perturbed-zero eigenvalues in the stalole a
unstable directions are nearly indistinguishable fromsého

30

1(z)

-
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of the perturbed-zero eigenvalues that correspond tasslit x andy directions. Indeed, this decoupling follows directly
centered at a lattice minimum and maximum, respectivelyfrom Eq. [10).
This can be understood by rewriting the lattice] (19) as

Vie,y) = % [1 B cos2(27r(x ~0.25)) + cos2(27ry)} . D. Solitons at a shallow-maximum
(22)

Thus, apart from the constant part (i.e., the first term), the

difference between the lattices is the sign before the Vo )

component of the lattice. In that sense, in thelirection, V(z,y) = % 2 cos(2mx) 4 2cos(2my) +1]7,  (23)

the saddle point isquivalento a maximum point, hence, the

similarity between the eigenvalues. Another consequefice avherel;, = 5 and the normalization b5 implies thatV, =

the x — y symmetry of the latticd (19) is that the soliton has max, , V(z,y). Unlike the lattice[(IB), the latticé€_(23) also

approximately the critical powe?. for all u, i.e.,P(u) =~ P.,  has shallow local maxima that are not global maxima [e.g., at

which is approximately the average of the powers of soliton40.5,0.5)].

at maxima and minima (see Figurk 9(b1,b2)). As noted be- The stability and instability dynamics of solitons centere

fore, this will be no longer true if the lattice changes in the at global minima, maxima and saddle points of the lattice are

We now consider solitons of the periodic potential

andy directions will no longer be equal. similar to the case of the lattice (19), which was already-stu
ied. Hence, we focus only on the stability of solitons cesder
@ (b1) (b2) ata shallow maximum. _
23 122 ) un Since the lattice is invariant under ®° rotation, the
A /Afnz)/\\ P max =es N | s perturbed-zero eigenvalues are equal, A§, = A{?. How-
0 L I o etintinkin o1 %[ Townes ever, unlike solitons centered at a global maximum, the cor-
\Agl)// i \ responding perturbed-zero eigenvalues are negative only f
23,5 o 12 -, 1Lees ——, Very negative values of (narrow beams_) but become positive
M M M for values ofu near the band edges ¢ (wide beams), see Fig-

ure[12(b). The reason for the positivity § D = /\82) despite
FIG. 9: (Color online) (a) The perturbed-zero eigenvalugb@sad-  being centered at a lattice maximum is as follows. For narrow
dle point. One eigenvalue is shifted to positive values @né@), and  golitons, the region where the “bulk of the beam” is located i
is indistinguishable from the eigenvalue at lattice minifre); one s higher values of the potential compared with the immedi-
eigenvalue is shifted to negative values (black), and istimdyuish- ate surrounding, hence, the solitons “feel” an effectivtida
able from the eigenvalue at lattice maxima (blue). (b1) Sdate as maximum. on tf,le other, hand. for wider solitons. the “bulk of

in Figurd4(a), with the addition of data for solitons certkat a sad- he b . d | he shallow latti .
dle point of the lattice (black, dash-dots). (b2) same a¥ ¢hawing the beam™ is centered mostly at the shallow lattice maximum

only the data for solitons centered at a saddle point (bdesh-dots) ~ and the surrounding lower potential regions. Hence, aghou
and for the homogeneous medium soliton (greed line). the very center of the soliton is at the shallow lattice maxi-

mum, these solitons are effectively centered at the lattice
imum with respect to the nearest global lattice maxima (see
also [33], Section 4.5). The transition of the qualitatit@ s
© bility properties between narrow and wide solitons desztib
above occurs when the soliton’s width is on the order of the
lattice period. As noted in Sectign 111 B, the stability aeth
transition points wheraé‘;) =0or % = O requires a specific
0 1’ | Study. Similarly, a comparison of Figurel12(a) and Fidguia 4(
060 o6 0 *® shows that theé”(u) reflects the transition between properties
which are characteristic to solitons centered at latticgima

FIG. 10: (Color online) Dynamics of a soliton centered atadéa ~ 2nd minima. Indeed, for narrow solitons ¢ —oc) is similar
point (zo,y0) = (0.25,0) of the lattice [IP) withy = —12 and 1O the power of solitons centered at a global maximum, he., t
shifts along: {) the stabler direction [Azo, Ayo) ~ (0.0156, 0), power is above critical and the slope is positive. On therthe
red dots], i) the unstabley direction [Azo, Ayo) ~ (0,0.0156),  hand,P(y) curve for wide solitons — x37) is similar to
green dashes], ii() the diagonal direction (Azo,Ayo) ~  the power of solitons centered at a (simple) lattice minimum

0.3 30

) 1(z)

0.5
<XX> <y>

~__Mmin
0.25 S 0.25

0.2
0

(0-01f567 0.0156), blue, daﬁh";"ts]- k(‘"?‘) Center of mdss. (b) Cen-  j e ‘the power is below critical and the slope is positive to
ter of massy). () Normalized peak intensity. Numerical simulations (Figufe13) demonstrate this transi
tion. For a narrow solitony{ = —12), the theoretical predic-

If we apply perturbations in the stable and unstable direction for the dynamics of the center of mass(is = 0.5 +
tions simultaneouslyAxg, Ayg) ~ (0.0156,0.0156),the dy- Az cosh(4.14z) and(y) = 0.5 + Ay cosh(4.14z). Indeed,
namics in each coordinate is nearly identical to the dynamicthe narrow soliton drifts away from the shallow maximum to-
when the perturbation was applied just in that directiorus’h  ward the nearby (global) lattice minimum (Figlird 13(aly an
there is a “decoupling” between the (lateral dynamics ir) thethen undergoes collapse (Figlire 13(a2)). This dynamics is
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similar to that of solitons centered near lattice maximum or IX. PERIODIC LATTICES WITH DEFECTS
a saddle of a the latticE(L9), see Sections VIII B and V]Il C.
On the other hand, for the wide solitop & —2), the the- Defects play a very important role in energy propagation

oretical prediction for the dynamics of the center of mass ighrough inhomogeneous structures. They arise due to imper-
() = 0.5 + Azg cos(1.62) and(y) = 0.5+ Aygcos(1.62).  fections in natural or fabricated media. They are also often
Indeed, this soliton remains stable, undergoing smalltppwsi  gpecifically designed to influence the propagation.
oscillations around the shallow maximum (Figure 13(b))isTh solitons in periodic lattices with defects have drawn much
dynamics is the same as for solitons centered at a minimum Gfitention both experimentally and theoretically; see, dor

the lattice [(1D), see FiguFe 6(a). As in previous examples, t ample, [16[ 67, €8, 79]. The complexity of the lattice dealil
numerical results are in excellent agreement with the @isaly offers an opportunity to demonstrate the relative easegap

prediction [10){(IR). ing the stability/dynamics criteria to predict and decipthe
soliton dynamics in them. As an example, we study lattices
®) © with a point defect. Our analysis can also extend to differen
5 5 types of defects such as line defects, seele.g. [16].
i A A We consider the latticé (23)
15 ¥ y v v 9
y Vix,y) = % ’2 cos(2mx) + 2 cos(2my) + ew(z’y)’ , (24)
07 035 o P % 2
2=y where the phase functigl{z, y) is given by

FIG. 11: (Color online) The shallow maximum periodic ladtigiven . 1 (Y=Y 1 (Yt
by Eq. [23) withV, = 5. (a) Top view. (b) Side view. (c) Cross 0(z, y) = tan ) Tt Y/ — ], (25)
section along the line = y.
see Figuré_14 and also_[16]. Compared with the shallow-
maximum periodic lattice (23), here the constant (DC) com-
ponent (the third term in the lattice) attains a phase distor
(a) (b) which creates an (effective) vacancy defectat), which is
12L 0.43 ” a shallow-maximum. Further, far away from the origin, the
117 N ro potential [24) is locally similar to the shallow-maximunrpe
AD.@° ' odic lattice [ZB). This is a generic example opaint defect,
0 d as opposed to ine defect[69]. In what follows, we consider
‘ solitons centered at the vacancy defegt, yo) = (0,0).
. The stability properties of solitons in the shallow-maximu
104 10507 =====" periodic [23) and vacancy-defe€i{24) lattices are stgkin
40 Tz 2 40 Tz 2 similar, as can be seen from Figs] 12 15. In both cases,
there is a marked transition between narrow and wide saliton
FIG. 12: (Color online) Same as Figuré 4 for solitons cemtere and this trans_ition occurs when the solit_on W!dth is.of the or
at a shallow local maximum of the shallow-maximum periodit | der of the Iatt'c_e period. Indeed, n,umer_'cal S'm“',at'omh
tice [23). that the dynamics of perturbed solitons is qualitativetyikir
in both cases — compare Figufes 13 16. We do note that
unlike the shallow-maximum periodic lattice, the pertutbe
zero eigenvalues of the vacancy lattice bifurcate intoediff

(a1) (a2) (b) ent, though similar, values. The reason for this is the phase
ors _ g 0¥ *¥ 2" & + 1 function [25) is not invariant by0° rotations.
8 min o & ! Inspecting the lattice surfaces (Figuied 11 14), it is

4
#
.d‘"’
= ‘-‘-—"‘

o
v

clearly seen that the reason for the similarity between the
shallow-maximum periodic and vacancy lattices is that te v

<>
<X>

0.5

L shalowmax ] = at h 045 -, cant site is essentially a shallow local maximum itself — and
z z z only a bit shallower than those of the shallow-maximum peri-
odic lattice (see Figule14).
FIG. 13: (Color online) Dynamics of a perturbed soliton alk&w- In Figure[1T we give a detailed graphical illustration of a
maximum periodic lattice (23) with a narrow soliton [(al)da@2)  typical instability dynamics due to a violation of the spatt
with = —12] and a wide soliton [(b) with. = —2], and using  condition. Figuré_17(a)-(c) show contours of the solitoa-pr

(Ao, Ayo) = (0.05,0.05). (al) Center of masgr) = (y) of the  fjles superposed on the contour plot of the lattice. It can be
narrow soliton (blue, dashes) and the analytical predidied dots).  gaepy that as a result of the initial position shift, the salit
(a2) Normalized peak intensity of the narrow soliton. (bjraas drifts towards the lattice minimum and that it self-focusé¢s
1) for the wid liton. . . .
(a1) for the wide soliton the same time. FigufeL7(d) shows the trajectory of the beam
across the lattice. In addition, Figlire 17(e) shows theararit



mass dynamics as a function of the intengity). This shows
that initially, the perturbed soliton undergoes a driftaislity 1
with little self-focusing, but that once the collapse aecales,
it is so fast so that the drift dynamics becomes negligible.

FIG. 14: (Color online) Same as Figurel 11 for solitons ceteat

the “vacancy” of the latticd (24).
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FIG. 15: (Color online) Same as Figlie 4 for solitons at theanay
of the lattice [24). (b) The perturbed-zero eigenvalags'® are

slightly different from each other. The circles (black) m@pond to

the values used in Figurel16.
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FIG. 16: (Color online) Same as Figurel 13 but for the vacaaty |
tice (24). HereQ), ~ 3 in (a2) and2, ~ 1.09: in (b). In both cases

the (y) dynamics (not shown) is similar (but not identical) to the
dynamics.

X. QUASICRYSTAL LATTICES
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FIG. 17: (Color online) (a)—(c): contours of the inten-
sity |u(z, y, 2)|* (blue) superimposed on the vacancy lattice (green)
with initial conditions corresponding to the mode wjth= —8 that

is initially shifted in the(z, y) plane to(Azo, Ayo) = (0.05,0.1),

i.e., at an angle o63° to they axis. (@)z = 0, I =~ 1, (b)

z = 051, T =~ 2.18, () z = 0.63, I ~ 11.1. (d) Center of
mass dynamics (black curve) and the analytical predictimementa,
dashes) superimposed on the contours of the potentialn(grée)

(z) (blue, solid) andy) (red, dashes) as functions bfz). Circles
(black) correspond to the z-slices shown in (a)—(c).

whose directions are equally distributed over the unitleirc
The corresponding potential is given by

N-1 2
E ei(ké")m—kké")y)

n=0

V(z,y) = N2

(26)

where(k{ k™) = (K cos(2mn/N), K sin(27n/N)) [93].
The normalization byV? implies thatVy = max, , V (z,y).
The potential[(Z6) withV = 2, 3, 4, 6 yields periodic lattices.
All other values ofN correspond to quasicrystals, which have
a local symmetry around the origin and long-range order, but
unlike periodic crystals, are not invariant under spatiahs-
lation [74].

We first consider the cas€ = 5 (a 5-fold symmetric “Pen-
rose” quasicrystal) for solitons centered at the latticexima
mum(zo, yo) = (0, 0), see Figure-8. Since the soliton profile
and stability are affected mostly by the lattice landscager n
its center, we can expect the stability properties of the-Pen
rose lattice soliton a0, 0) to be qualitatively the same as for
a soliton at a lattice maximum of a periodic lattice. Indeed,
Figure[I9 reveals the typical stability properties of swig
centered at a lattice maximum: An focusing-unstable branch

Next, we investigate solitons in quasicrystal latticesct8u for narrow solitons, an focusing-stable branch for widdi-so
lattices appear naturally in certain molecules [70, 71jeha tons and negative perturbed zero-eigenvalues (compare e.g
been investigated in optics _[16, 128,124, 25/ 26] and inwith Figure[8). Therefore, the Penrose soliton will drifbrin
BEC [72], and can be formed optically by the far-field diffrac the lattice maximum under asymmetric perturbations and if
tion pattern of a mask with point-apertures that are located the soliton is sufficiently narrow, it can also undergo qodie.

the N vertices of a regular polygon, or equivalently, by the

sum of N plane waves (cfl[16, 73]) with wavevectd¥s;, k)

Figure[19 presents also the data for a perfectly periodic lat
tice (V. = 4) and for a higher-order quasicrystay (= 11).
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One can see that the stability properties in these lattises i The second limit is of solitons which are much narrower
qualitatively similar to theN = 5 case. The only marked than the width of the potential. In this case, only the local
difference agV increases is that the soliton’s power becomesvariation of the potential affects the soliton profile anaksit

larger for a givenu. ity. Hence, the potential can be expanded as
These results show that in contrast to the significant effect
of the quasi-periodicity on the dynamics of linear wavesifeo V(z)=V(0) + =V"(0)a? +---

pared with the effect of perfect periodicity [24]), the effef

quasi-periodicity on the dynamics of solitons is small. . _ -
The qualitative and quantitative stability approacheseag-

plied to this case in [35].
In [35, 136], the profiles, power slope and perturbed-zero

. A eigenvalues were computed analytically (exactly or aspiapt
5 . odve ically). It was proved that the perturbed-zero eigenvahres
o},. <A - a negative for solitons centered at lattice maxima (repelp-
15 & & Q - tential) and are positive for solitons centered at latticeima
“ "L //%1 = (attractive potential). Hence, in the latter case, stighiti de-
Yy av’/'// ’ termined by the slope condition. In those two studies, tetai
15 15 * numerical simulations confirmed the validity of the quaiita

and quantitative approaches. Hence, we do not present a sys-

tematic stability study for localized potentials.
FIG. 18: (Color online) Same as Figurel 11(a)+(b) for the Bsar
guasicrystal lattice given by Eq._(26) witdi = 5 andV, = 5.

Xll.  FINAL REMARKS

(@) (b) . -
14 - In this paper, we presented a unified approach for analyz-

i ing the stability and instability dynamics of positive khig
N i solitons. This approach consists ofgaalitative character-
P miemTs N 0 ke ization of the type of instability, and guantitativeestima-
! N tion of the instability growth rate and the strength of diabi
______________ s This approach was summarized by several rules (Sdcfibn VI)
and applied to a variety of numerical examples (Secfionk VII
[X), thus revealing the similarity between a variety of plogsi

configurations whicha priori, look very different from each

FIG. 19: (Color online) Same as Figlfe 4 for solitons at theima ~ Other. In that sense, our approach differs from most previou
of the lattices[(26) withV = 4 (periodic lattice, dashed blue line), Studies which considered a specific physical configuration.

N = 5 (Penrose quasicrystal lattice, dash-dotted red live)s 11 One aspect which was emphasized in the numerical exam-
(higher-order quasicrystal lattice, dotted black linejd ahe homo-  ples is the excellent agreement between direct numeriral si
geneous NLS soliton (solid green line). ulations of the NLS and the reduced equations for the center

of mass (lateral) dynamics, Eqk. [10)4(12). Different et
equations for the lateral dynamics were previously denwed
der the assumption that the beam remains close to the initial
XI.  SINGLE WAVEGUIDE POTENTIALS soliton profile (see e.g. [75]) or by allowing the soliton @ar
eters to evolve with propagation distance (see e.gl, [78] an
So far we studied periodic, periodic potentials with defect references therein). These approaches, as well as ours, are
and quasiperiodic potentials. However, our theory can be apvalid only as long as the beam profile remains close to a soli-
plied to other types of potentials. Indeed, let us consider | ton profile. However, unlike previous approaches, EHgd.-(10)
calized potentials, such as single or multiple waveguide po(12) incorporate linear stability (spectral) informatioio the
tentials, for which the potential decays to zero at infiniigr ~ center of mass dynamics. Thus our approach shows that the
such potentials, there are two limits of interest. The fimttl  beam profile evolves as a soliton perturbed by the eigenfunc-
is of solitons which are much wider than the width of the po-tion f(‘; The validity of this perturbation analysis is evident
tential. In this case, the potential can be approximated as flom the excellent comparison between the reduced Egs. (10)
point defect in an homogeneous medium. Then, the dynamiqg2) and numerical simulations for a variety of lattice tgpe
is governed by To the best of our knowledge, such an agreement was not
TAL(F,2) + AA + | AP A — 43(Z)A = 0, 27) achieved with Fhe previous approac-hes.

The numerical examples in this paper were for two-
where~ is a real constant. In [36], the qualitative and quan-dimensional Kerr media with various linear lattices. Tdgpet
titative stability approaches were applied to Hg.l (27) i on with our previous studies which were done for narrow solton
transverse dimension. in any dimension/[35], a linear delta-function potentiai]3
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and for nonlinear lattices [33, 34], there is a strong numeriing at the soliton frequency; 1. [86]. However, these changes
cal evidence that our qualitative and quantitative apgreac in the spectrum do not affect the stability theory, the dalssi
apply to positive solitons in any dimension, any type of non-types of instabilities and the analysis of their strength.

linearity of typeF(|A[?) (e.g., saturable) as well as for other  as noted, our analysis shows that for positive bright soli-
lattice configurations, e.g., “surface” or “corner” soi®/12].  tons, only two types of instabilities are possible - focgsin
TheorentI[L.1 as well as the qualitative and quantitative ap instability or drift instability. Other types of instakies may
proaches apply also for thedimensional discrete NLS. This  gppear, but only for non-positive solitons (e.g., gap soktor
equation is obtained from Eq.(15) by replacifigoy the dif-  yortex solitons). A formulation of a qualitative and quéaai

ference Laplacian operator on a discrete lattice Bnbly a  tjye theories for such solitons requires further study.
potential defined at discrete lattice sites. This model was e

tensively studied, mostly for periodic lattices, see day.1D
and 2D discrete NLS equation with cubic nonlinearity (see
e.g., [1,2] 84,15, 83]), saturable nonlinearity (see ¢84l),
cubic-quintic nonlinearity (see e.gl, [85]). General f&su
on existence and stability of solitons i+ dimensions with
power nonlinearities appear in_[82,/86]. Indeed, for the dis We acknowledge useful discussions with M.J. Ablowitz.
crete NLS, the operatat, does not generically have a zero The research of Y. Sivan and G. Fibich was partially suppbrte
eigenvalue due to absence of continuous translation symméy BSF grant no. 2006-262. M.1. Weinstein was supported, in
try, and the continuous spectrum is a bounded intervali-starpart, by US-NSF Grants DMS-04-12305 and DMS-07-07850.
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