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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, singlveguide, 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 arptitade 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 dimensional nonlinear lattice [34], a one-dimensionagdin
delta-function potential [36] and narrow solitons in a kne

-
Solitons, or solitary waves, are localized nonlinear waveé"mICe [33].

L : : - In this study, the results of [33, 34,135/ 36, 37] are combined
that maintain their shape during propagation. They arezprev gto a unified theory for stability and instability of latéicsoli-

lent in many branches of physics, and their properties hav . )
provided deep insight into complex nonlinear systems. Th ons that can be summarized in a feVY rul_es (Se@n VI). We
illustrate how these rules can be applied in a variety of exam

stability properties of solitons are of fundamental imponre, les that b ful't i tal studi
in part because stable solitons are easier to observe imiexpep es that may be useful to expenmental studies.

ment and are usually the preferred choice in applications.

The first studies considered stability of solitons in homo- Il. MODEL, NOTATION AND DEFINITIONS
geneous media. In recent years there has been a considerable
interest in the study of solitons in lattice-type systemscts . . . . o
solitons have been observed in optics using waveguidesrray In _th's manuscript, we study the St.ab'“ty and.!nstabnwy d
photo-refractive materials, photonic crystal fibers,,étdoth namics of Igttlce solitons of the n(_)nllnea_r Sc_hrodmgelr_fﬂ)l
one-dimensional and multidimensional lattices, mostlyi-pe equation with an external potential, which in dimensiosles
odic sinusoidal square lattices [1, [2,[3,[4,5/6]1718, 9] ofOrM is given by
single waveguide potentials [10,/11], but also in discamtin
ous lattices (surface solitons) [12], radially-symmeBeassel
lattices [13], lattices with triangular or hexagonal symme

1AL (Z,2) + AA+ (1 - V(%) F (|A|2) A-V(®)A=0.
(1)
try [14,15]. lattices with defects [16,17,/18,19] 20, 21},22 | S équation underlies many models of nonlinear wave prop-
: : Fyl L 3 : agation in nonlinear optics and in BEC. For example, in the
with quasicrystal structures [16,123] 24, 25,26, 27, 28] itih w L
context of laser beam propagatioA(Z, z) corresponds to

random potentials [29, 30]. Solitons have also been obderv e . . .
in the context of Bose-Einstein Condensates (BEC)|[31, 32?:2)% e%egtré field ?c;gﬁgt?ﬁsztrgsrlst\r}grgélr?j(i:rtr;%rrllsci);npe[r)spsg?e-
f = Tyeees -

\r/]vizi;es lattices have been induced using a variety of tec fe.q., the(z, ) plane for propagating in bulk medium] and

. . . o A = Ogy g, +- - -+05,4, is thed-dimensional diffraction term.
Stability of lattice solitons has been studied in hundrefds 0The nonlinear term models the intensity-dependence of the
papers. The majority of these papers focused on one specifigractive index. For example; (|4]) = |AJ? corresponds
physical gonfiguration, i._e., a specific djmenﬁon (mostly i {5 the optical Kerr effect and (|A|2) =1/ (1 + |A|2) cor-
1D), nonlinearity and lattice type. In addition, in sevesid-  esponds to photorefractive materials. The potentialand
ies, general conditions for stability and instability wete- v, 'correspond to a modulation of the linear and nonlinear re-
rived (see Sectidnl I_). In_ all of these studies, the key ¢joes ¢ 5ctive indices, respectively. In BEG,= ¢ is time, A(Z, t)
was whether the soliton is stable (yes) or unstable (n0).  represents the wave function of the mean-field atomic conden

In a series of papers, Fibich, Sivan and co-workers|[33, 34sate,F (|A|*) = |A|? represents contact (cubic) interaction,
35,136,.37] moved beyond this “yes/no approach” and develand the potential®; andV;,; are induced by externally applied
oped aqualitative and quantitativeapproach to stability of electro-magnetic fields [38].
positive lattice solitons. Specifically, they showed thHae t We denote bysoliton any solution of Eq.[{1) of the form
qualitative nature of the instability dynamics is deterediby  A(Z#, z) = u(Z)e~**, wherey is the propagation constant
the stability condition which is being violated. In additio andu(Z), the soliton profile, is a real-valued function that de-
they presented a quantitative approach that allows to giredi cays to zero at infinity and satisfies
the stability or instability strength. These papers coaisd
the cases of a one-dimensional nonlinear lattice [33], a two Au+ (1 = V(%)) F(u®)u + pu — Viu = 0. 2)
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Solitons can exist only in the gaps of the linear problem In order to avoid confusion, we point out that the value
of uin L, is fixed, so that the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions
Au+ pu — Viu =0, (3) of L are the solutions of
i.e., for values ofu such that the linear probleml(3) does not Li(uw V) (@) = A V) f(Z).

have any non-trivial solution, see e.q.,/[39].

In this paper, we only consider positive solitons £ 0).
This is the generic case in the semi-infinite gap, i.e., wheMheorem lll.1 Letu(Z) be a positive solution of Ed.](2) with
—o0 < p < V), wherep'Y) is the smallest eigenvalue of Propagation constant. Then,A = u()e”*** is an orbitally-
Eq. 3), at which the first band begins. Other gaps may exis$table solution of the NLEI(1) if both of the following condi-
for periodic lattices and the solitons in them are usually re tions hold:
ferred to as gap solitons. However, gap solitons are tylgical
not positive and are therefore not covered by the theory pre-

In this paper, we rely on the following Stability Theorem:

1. Theslope(Vakhitov-KolokolovEondition

sented in this paper. apr o 2 5o
We study solitons with a finitedd; norm, where thef; @ <0, P(u) = / [ul"dz. 6
norm is defined a§ f||3;, := [(|f|* + [V f[?|)dZ. The stan-
dard notion of soliton stability in NLS theory is that of orduli 2. Thespectral condition:
stability. For Eq.[(11) it is defined as follows:
n— (LJF) =1 ) (7)
Def_|n|t|0n .1 Letu() beﬁa Sﬂ'i“.on of EqﬂZ) with propa- i.e., L, has exactly one negative eigenvalue of multi-
gation constanf:.. Then,u(Z)e™*** is an orbitally stable so- licit
lution of the NLS[(T5) if for alk, existsi(e) > 0 such that for plicity one.
any initial conditionA, such thatinf. g || Ao —ue™ ||z, <4, TheorentI[.1 was proved for nonlinear potentials [33] and
the corresponding solutiod of Eq. [15) satisfies for linear potentials which are bounded and decay to zero at
_ infinity [45, 146], and in the narrow soliton (semi-classjcal
sup inf [|A(Z, 2) — u(@)e"||u, <c. limit in the subcritical cas€ [47]. The proof can be extended

220 7ER to the case of potentials bounded form below (i.e., not neces

sarily periodic or decaying to zera) [48].
Theoreni]I.1 is an extension of the classical stability-the
. SOLITON STABILITY — HISTORICAL OVERVIEW ory of GSS [43] 44]. Indeed, sina#(u) = P(u), the sign
of d’ is the same as the sign of the power slope. Hence, in
The first analytic result on soliton stability was obtainedthe GSS theory, stability and instability depend ocombi-
by Vakhitov and Kolokolov|[40]. Based on a linear stability nation of the slope condition{6) and the spectral condition
analysis, they showed that a necessary condition for solitoas follows: If both the slope condition and the spectral con-
stability is that dition are satisfied, the soliton is stable, whereas if eithe
slope condition is satisfied amd_ (L ) is even, or if the slope
condition is violated and:_ (L) is odd, the soliton is un-
stable. There are two cases not covered by the GSS theory:
When the slope condition is satisfied and(L.) is odd, and
i.e., the soliton power decreases with increasing propagat when the slope condition is violated and (L., ) is even[[72].
constanfu. Subsequently, this result was derived from a rig-TheoreniIII.1 shows that in these two cases, the solitons are
orous nonlinear stability analysis [41,42]. 7 Grillaki®igBah  unstable. Hence, TheorémTlll.1 implies thiadre is a “decou-
and Strauss (GSS) analyzed stability of solitons of a géneraling” of the slope and spectral conditions, in the sensd tha
Hamiltonian system [43, 44]. In the case of positive sokton both are needed for stability, and violation of either ofrthe
(u > 0), the GSS stability theory can be stated as follows. Leiwould lead to instability

dP
T<0 Pl [ lupds, (4)
dp

d(p) =M — pP

) . ) . ~ A. Review of stability conditions in homogeneous media
— [1Vul? + 0@ ~ o = (1 = Voa(@) Gla)] .

Stability and instability of solitons imomogeneousedia
whereG = j;)“ F(u'?)du', letp(d”) = 1if d’(u) < 0and (i.e.,,V = 0) have been extensively investigated/[49]. In this
p(d”) = 0if d’(n) > 0, and letn_ (L) be the number of case '}, =" = 0, i.e., the semi-infinite gap associated with
negative eigenvalues of the linearized operator Eq. (3) is(—o0,0). For everyy < 0 andZ, € RY, there

exists a soliton centered &g which is radially-symmetric in
Li=-A—p—(1-Vyu@) (F@®) —2u°F)+V;. (5) r=|&— i positive, and monotonically decayingsin

In the case of a power-law nonlinearify(|u|) = |u|?7, the
Then,A = ue~* is orbitally stable ifx_ (L. ) = p(d”),and  slope condition[{6) depends on the dimensiband nonlin-
orbitally unstable ifn_ (L) — p(d”) is odd [43] 44]. earity exponent as follows [50]:
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1. In the subcritical casé < 2/o, % < 0. Hence, the ) < 0, the continuous spectrum remains positive, and

min
slope condition is satisfied. the zero eigenvalues can move either to the right or to the

. ) left. Hence, generically, the spectrumiaf has the following
2. Inthe critical casd = 2/, the soliton power does not gt cture:
depend ony, i.e., ‘fi—i = 0. Hence, the slope condition v
is violated. 1. A simple negative eigenvaluénh)] < 0 with a positive
eigenfunctionfgi/g > 0.

ap

3. In the supercritical casé> 2/0 > 0. Hence, the

L "
slope condition is violated. 2. Perturbed-zero eigenvalug§’, with eigenfunctions
Thus, the slope condition is satisfied only in the subciitica f;v), forj=1,....,d.
case. " . . .
WhenV = 0, the spectrum of, is comprised of three 3. A positive continuous §p§ctrum(,v)somet|mes with a
parts [50], see Figufd 1: band-gap structure, beginning-at:; 7 > 0.

1. A simple negative eigenvalug,;, < 0, with a cor-  This structure of the spectrum was proved.in [33] for sokton

responding positive and radially-symmetric eigenfunc-in the presence of monlinear lattice i.e., Eq. [I5) withl; =
tion fomin = u+! [35]. 0. For alinear lattice, the proof of the negativity oj\fnvir)l is
the same as in [33]. The proof of the positivity ehgg is

- - licind e AYV) —
2. A zero eigenvalue with multiplicityl, i.e., Ao ;' = 0 o same as ifh [33] for potentials that decay @s|Z| — co.

with eigenfunctionsf; = % forj =1,...,d. These
. - J . . . .
zero eigenvalues manifest the translation invariance in %\m . )‘\(Z) , bands &
T

. . . . min aps
a homogeneous medium in dldirections. | | gap
0 '

3. A strictly positive continuous spectrujm u, 0o).

FIG. 2: (Color online) The spectrum df; in an inhomogeneous
0 continuous medium.
)“0 | spectrum»
T . . . e
0 —H Slnce)\,f:i,?1 < 0 and the continuous spectrum is positive,
the spectral conditio{7) reduces to

min

FIG. 1: (Color online) The spectrum df in a homogeneous
medium. /\E)V-) >0 ji=1 d (8)
7‘] - ) AR )

Inahomogeneous medium the bound states are also transiae., that all the perturbed-zero eigenvalues are nontivega
tion invariant and orbital stability is defined modulo theape  Generically, the equivalent spectral conditiéh (8) is Sfad
and translation invariance. As such, the spectral comditio when the soliton is centered at a local minimum of the poten-
is satisfied and therefore stability is determined by theeslo tial, but violated when the soliton is centered at a local max
condition alone. Hence, solitons in a homogeneous mediurnmum or saddle point of the potential [33, 34, 35, 36,37, 47,
with a power-law nonlinearity are stable only in the subcait 53,54, 55].
case. We note that in many previous studies, only the slope con-

dition was checked for stability. As Theordm 1lI.1 shows,
however, “ignoring” the spectral condition is justified pffibr

B. Stability conditions in inhomogeneous media solitons centered at lattice minima, since only then thespe
tral condition is satisfied. In all other cases, checking ¢iné

Below we investigate how the two stability conditions are slope condition usually lead to incorrect conclusions réga
affected by a potential/lattice. ing stability.

Generically, in the subcriticald( < 2/0) and supercriti-
cal (@ > 2/0) cases, the slope has éh1) magnitude in a

homogeneous medium. Hence, a weak lattice can affect the C. Instability and collapse
magnitude of the slope but not its sign, see e.gl, [35]. Glear
a sufficiently strong lattice can alter the sign of the sloyes We recall that in a homogeneous medium with a power

e.g. [36] for the subcritical case and_[51, 52] for the supernonlinearity, all solutions of the subcritical NLS exisogt
critical case. The situation is very differentin the cidicase ally, while the critical and supercritical NLS admits cqlfang
(d = 2/0). Indeed, since the slope is zero in a homogeneoussingular) solutions [56]. Hence, in a homogeneous medium,
medium, any potential, no matter how weak, can affect theéhe two phenomena of collapse and of soliton instability ap-
sign of the slope. pear together. In fact, the two phenomena are directlyaé|at
The potential can affect the spectrumiof in two different  since in the critical and supercritical cases, the ingtsthiff
ways: 1) shift the eigenvalues, and 2) open gaps (boundedhe solitons is manifested by the fact that they can collapse
intervals) in the continuous spectrum, see Fidure 2. In gendnder infinitesimally small perturbations (i.e.stong insta-
eral, the minimal eigenvalue af . remains negative, i.e., bility).
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As we shall see below, the situation is different in inhomo-tion. According to Fermat's Principle, light bends towards
geneous media. Indeed, the soliton can be unstable evenrigions of higher refractive-index. Positive values of pioe
all solutions of the corresponding NLS exist globally. Con-tentiall” correspond to negative values of the refractive index,
versely, the soliton can be stable, yet undergo collapserundhence, Fermat's principle implies that beams bend towards
a sufficiently strong perturbation. Such results on the “detegions of lower potential. Moreover, since genericalhg t
coupling” of instability and collapse have already appdare spectral condition is satisfied for solitons centered attacé&
in 16,133, 34) 35, 36, 57]. In all of these cases, the “decouminimum but violated for solitons centered at a lattice max-
pling” is related to the absence of translation invariance. imum, one sees that the drift instability of solitons ceater
at lattice maxima and the drift stability of solitons ceetdat
lattice minima is a manifestation of Fermat’s principle.

IV. QUALITATIVE APPROACH — CLASSIFICATION OF

INSTABILITY DYNAMICS
V. QUANTITATIVE APPROACH

The dynamics of orbitally-stable solitons is relatively S V)
straightforward - the solution remains close to the unpbed As noted, the soliton is drift-unstable Wheé,j < 0 but
soliton. On the other hand, there are several possible veays f drift-stable Whemé‘;) > 0. Thus, there is a discontinuity in
a soliton to become unstable: it can undergo collapse, co ’
plete diffraction, drift, breakup into separate strucg,etc.

TheorentII[.1 is our starting point for the classification of , .. . . )
the instability dynamics, since it suggests that there ae t bility to be continuous, in the sense that)eéé/j approaches

independent mechanisms for (in)stability. In fact, we show?e™ from_ bglow, the rate of the drift bve)comes slower and
below that the instability dynamics depends on which of the>lower. Similarly, we can expect that aéj becomes more
two conditions for stability is violated. negative, the drift rate will increase. )

As noted in SectiofL T[T, in a homogeneous mediumwitha  The quantitative relation between the Va|Ue\§fj and the
power-law nonlinearity, when the slope condition is vietyt ~ drift rate was founcanalytically in [35] for narrow solitons
the soliton can collapse (become singular) under an infinite I @ Kerr medium with a linear lattice and later in [37] for
mal perturbation. In this case, the soliton amplitude bezsm Solitons of any width, for a general nonlinearity and for any
infinite as its width shrinks to zero. If the perturbatiorrigtie ~ Potential. Let us define the center of mass of a perturbed soli
“opposite direction”, the soliton diffracts to zero, i.és am-  ton in thex; coordinate as
plitude goes to zero as its width becomes infinite. More gener 1
ally, in other types of nonlinearities or in the presencenbbi- (zj) = — /Ij|A|2df, 9)
mogeneities, there are cases where the slope condition-is vi P
lated but collapse is not possible (e.g., in the one-dinoerasi
NLS with a saturable nonlinearity [58]). In such cases, a vio
lation of the slope condition leads to an amplitude instgbil
whereby infinitesimal changes of the soliton can resultrigda 2 )
changes of the beam amplitude, but not in collapse or total 72 (@) = Q5 ({g5) = 20,), (10)
diffraction. Accordingly, we refer to the instability whids
related to the violation of the slope condition asaamplitude  with the initial conditions
instability (rather than as a collapse instability). . 9 1o

When the soliton is unstable because the spectral condition (@) .0 = [ 25l A0*di/ P,
is violated, it undergoes drift instability whereby infinitesi- . .
mal shifts of the initigal soliton Iocation)I/ead to a}llaterad)ve— 1 () .mg = 2d - Im [ A5V AodZ/ P.
ment of the soliton away from its initial location. The mathe
matical explanation for the drift instability is as follow$he
spectral condition is associated with the perturbed-zgere

value/\é‘;) and the corresponding eigenmofle In the ho-

Mhe behavior as}\é‘;) passes through zero. Nevertheless, one
can expect the transition between drift instability andtdta-

Then, the dynamics ofc;) is initially governed by the linear
oscillator equation

(11)

Here, zo ; is the location of the lattice extremum in thigh
direction (not to be confused witfx;),_, the value of the
center of mass at = 0). The forcing is given by

; du } (V) (V)
mogeneous case, the eigenmogdes- ;7= are odd. By con- 0 — W) o (foi's foi) (12)
tinuity from the homogeneous case, the perturbed-zermeige J 70,5 J (L~ W) f(V))’
- Jo,j 0 Jo;

modesfﬁv) in the presence of a potential are also odd. When
the spectral condition is violated, these odd eigenmodss,gr
resulting in anasymmetricdistortion of the soliton, which
gives rise to a drift of the beam away from its initial loca-
tion, see also Sectidn]V. The mathematical relation betwee
the violation of the spectral condition and the drift inskiap Lo=-A—p—(1-Vy@)Fu?+V,
is further developed in Sectigd V.

The drift dynamics also has an intuitive physical explana-and the inner product is defined@s g) = [ fg*dz.

wherefé‘;) is the eigenmode af ;. that corresponds tméf;.),

i.e., the éigenmode along the direction, the operatak _ is
ﬁiven by
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Since L_ is non-negative for positive solitons, it follows iment. Such a soliton is therefore “mathematically unsabl
thatC; > 0. Therefore, when\)") is negative2; is real ~ but “physically stable"|[35]
and whemg‘_/.) is positive,(2; is purely imaginary. Hence, by

Egs. @)-Kﬁ), it follows that the lateral dynamics of a gext Vl. GENERAL RULES
incident beam centered near a lattice minimum is '

di (). . We can summarize the results described so far by several
() = (25) . cOs(|]2) + W sin(|Q2;]2), (13)  general rules for stability and instability of bright pat lat-
! tice solitons.
i.e., the soliton drifts along the; coordinate at the rat@;. Thequalitative approachiules of the are:

On the other hand, the lateral dynamics of a general inciden

beam centered near a lattice maximum is bLl Bright positive lattice solitons of NLS equations car be

come unstable ionly two ways: Amplitude-instability
4 () or drift-instability.
(z5) = (x),_, cosh(Q;2) + 4z 27220 ginh(Q,2). (14)
Q; QL2 Violation of the slope condition leads to an amplitude-

: L . instability, i.e., either initial diffraction or initial elf-
i.e., the soliton is pulled back towardsg ; by a restoring force . .
T . 5 L D focusing. In the latter case, self-focusing can lead to
which is proportional td?2+, so that it undergoes oscillations
; J ! i X collapse, but not always.
aroundzy ; in thex; coordinate with the periofd2;|.

As noted, the soliton is amplitude-unstable when the slopeg| 3 The spectral condition is generically satisfied when the
dP/du is non-negative, and amplitude-stable when the slope  sgjiton is centered at a potential minimum and violated

is negative. In a similar manner to the continuous transitio when the soliton is centered at a potential maximum or
between drift stability and instability, one can expecttitaam- saddle point.

sition between amplitude stability and instability to beneo
tinuous. In other words, one can expect the magnitude of thédL4 Violation of the spectral condition leads to a drift-

slope to be related to the strength of amplitude stability or instability, i.e., an initial lateral drift of the solitomdm
instability. At present, the quantitative relation betwehe the potential maximum/saddle point towards a nearby
magnitude of the slope and the strength of the stability ts no lattice minimum.

known, i.e., we do not have a relation such [as (10). How- h itative th | ]
ever, numerical evidence for this link was found in sevefal o Thequantitative theoryules are:

our earl?er studies [33, :.34, 35,/36]. For example, in thg Cas)N1 The strength of the amplitude- and drift- stability and
of amplitude-stable solitons that collapse under suffityen . bility d d h itude of the sl
large perturbations, it was observed that as the magnitide o~ 'Nstabllity depends on the magnitude of the s ‘#é?’

the slope increases, the magnitude of the perturbatiorighat and the magnitude ¢p\(()‘;>|, respectively.

needed for the soliton to collapse also increases. Thus, the ’

magnitude of the slope is related to the size of the basiraef st QN2 The lateral dynamics of the beam is initially given by
bility [33,34,35]. In cases of amplitude-stable solitortsare Egs. (10){R).

collapse is not pos_sible, Whe_n th_e magnitudg of the slope ir-l'i'he above rules were previously demonstrated for 1D soli-
creases, the amplitude stability is stronger in the serse th . L P y . :
tons in a periodic nonlinear lattice [33], for an anisotpi

for a given perturbation, the maximal deviation of the swiit . o .
g b 2D lattice [34] and for several specific cases of linear lat-

from its initial amplitude decreases [36]. 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
width. In particular, we use these general rules to explaén t

The quantitative approach is especially important in thedynam|cs of lattice solitons in a variety of examples thateve

limiting cases of weak stability/instability. For exampb®n- not studied before.

sider a soliton for which the two conditions for stabilityear

met, but for WhiCh/\_é‘;») or the _slope are very s_mall in mag- VIl. NUMERICAL METHODOLOGY
nitude. Such a soliton is orbitally stable, yet it can become
unstable under perturbations which are quite small contpare
with typical perturbations that exist in experimental gstu
Hence, such a soliton is “mathematically stable” but “phys
ically unstable”, see e.g., [33]. Conversely, consider an u
stable soliton for which eithekéf;) is negative but very small iAL(z,y,2) + AA+ |APA = V(z,y)A =0, (15)

in magnitude or the slope is positive but small. In this case,

the instability develops so slowly so that it can be somewith periodic lattices, lattices with a vacancy defect, tate
times neglected over the propagation distances of the expetices with a quasicrystal structure. There are two reasons f

A. Physical vs. Mathematical stability

Below we present a series of numerical computations that
illustrate the qualitative and quantitative approaches@nted
“in Sectiong TVEY. We present results for the 2D cubic NLS
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the choice of the 2D cubic NLS. First, this equation enables By definition[Il.] of stability, any perturbation to an unsta
us to illustrate the instability dynamics in dimensiongglar  ble soliton will ultimately drive it away from the unpertiet
than one, in particular, in cases where the dynamics in eacéoliton. However, as the magnitude of the perturbation-is re
direction is different (e.g., as for solitons centered atdé@  duced, by continuity from the unperturbed case, the distanc
points). Second, the 2D cubic NLS enables us to elucidatat which the instability manifests itself will become lomge
the distinction between instability and collapse. Indegd, Therefore, for a numerical test done over a finite propaga-
recall that a necessary condition for collapse in the 2D@ubition distance, it is impossible to “prove” numerically thihé
NLS is that the power of the beam exceeds the critical powesolution is unstable under infinitesimally small perturbas.
P, ~11.7. Hence humerically, the difference between an orbitally stable
We first compute the soliton profile by solving EQjl (2) us- and unstable soliton is only quantitativEor a given pertur-
ing the spectral renormalization method|[59]. Once the- solibation, the deviation from the soliton is significantly lardgor
tons are computed for a range of valuegipthe slope condi- an unstable soliton compared with a stable soliton.
tion (@) is straightforward to check. In order to check thesp In particular, from Eqs[(10)=(11) it follows that for a spec
tral condition [T), the perturbed-zero eigenvaluéé) (and trally stablesoliton, 1) the maximal deviation of the center of
the corresponding eigenfunctiofig of the discrete"approxi_ mass decreases linearly with the lateral shift and 2) thieger
mation of the operatok, are computed using the numerical of the oscillations is independent of the initial shift. Oret
method presented in [35, Appendix D]. The valuedf is other hand, for a spectrallynstablesoliton, the deviation of
calculated from Eq[{32) by inversion of the discrete approx the center of mass grows exponentially with the propagation
mation of the operatak _. distance at a rat@, and its maximal value depends on the lat-
Eq. (I5) is solved using an explicit Runge-Kutta four-ordertice details rather than on the magnitude of the initialrizite
finite-difference scheme. Following [33.]34/ 35| 36], the in shift. In particular, the maximal deviation is not lineadg-
tial conditions are taken to be the unperturbed lattice@oli Pendent on the magnitude of the initial lateral shift as i th

u(z,y) with either stable case. In addition, as the magnitude of the later#l shi
becomes smaller, the propagation distance at which the de-

1. a smallpower perturbationi.e., viation of the center of mass becomes significant, increases
again, unlike the stable case. Although we have no similar

Ao(z,y) = V1+cu(z,y), (16) analytic prediction of the amplitude dynamics under a power

wherec is a small constant that expresses the exces e amplitude dynamics, i.e., 1) for a given perturbatiow, t

CEjerturbation, we note that similar observations were made f
power of the input beam above that of the unperturbe eviation of the amplitude from the soliton amplitude is-sig

soliton,or nificantly larger for an unstable soliton compared with a sta

2. a smallateral shift i.e., ble soliton and its maximal value depends on the latticelldeta
rather than on the magnitude of the initial perturbatiora®)
Ao(x,y) = u(z — Azg,y — Ayo), (17)  the magnitude of the initial perturbation becomes smetiter,

amplitude changes accumulate more slowly, (see e.g.,.[36])
whereAzxy and Ay, are small compared with the char-
acteristic length-scale (e.g., period) of the potential.

L . . . . VIll. PERIODIC SQUARE LATTICES
The motivation for this choice of perturbations is that each Q

perturbation predominantly excites only one type of inétab i ) _ )

ity. Indeed, by Eq.[{I0)E(1), it is easy to verify that under We first choose the sinusoidal square lattice

power perturbation, the center of mass will remain at its ini v

tial location (cf. [33, 34} 36]), i.e., no lateral drift witiccur. V(z,y) = 20 [0052(27r:v) + COS2(27Ty)] , (19)
In this case, only an amplitude instability is possible. Qe t 2

other hanq, the gs_ymme_t_ric pert_urbati(l?_) W"_l peromi'which is depicted in Figurlg 3. We consider this to be the sim-
nantly excite a drift instability (but if the soliton is dtiktable,

hi bati . litude i bl X plest 2D periodic potential, as all the local extrema are als
turl(;smp)ertur ation can excite an amplitude instability, Begp global extrema. This lattice can be created through interfe

. ._ence of two pairs of counter-propagating plane waves, and is
The advantage of the perturbatiofisl(16)+(17) over addingy,nqarq in experimental setups, see, é.g.| [60, 61]. Bhi-st
random noise to the input soliton is that they allow us to con A |

ity and instability dynamics are investigated below foiteois
trol the type of instability that is excited. Moreover, gddn- y v ay 9

; . centered at the lattice maxima, minima, and saddle poie¢s, s
vergence tests are also simpler. Once the NLS solution i igurel3(b)

computed, it is checked for amplitude and drift instatahti
by monitoring the evolution of the normalized peak intensit

A. Solitons at lattice minima
maz, | Az, y, 2)|?

[Ao(z, y)> 7 o . o
We first investigate solitons centered at the lattice mimmu
and of the center of mads| (9), respectively. (zo,y0) = (0.25,0.25). Figure[4(a) shows that the power of

I(z) :=

(18)
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FI_G. 3: (Color online) The sinuspidal_square lattice givgrich. [19) FIG. 4: (Color online) (a) Power, and (b) perturbed-zeresigl-

with Vo = 5. (a) Top view. (b) Side view. Red and blue correspond e as functions of the propagation constant, for solitamgered

to lattice maxima and minima, r_espectl\{ely. The solltom_am_lga}ted at a maximum (blue, dashes) and minimum (red, dots) of the lat

below are centered at the. lattice maximum (0,0), latticeimimn tice (1) withVy = 5. Also shown are the corresponding lines for

(0.25,0.25), and saddle point (0.25,0). the homogeneous NLS equation (solid, green). The circllesKp
correspond to the values used in F[g§] 5-8.

solitons at lattice minima is below the critical power fod-co

lapse, i.e.,P(u) < P. =~ 11.7 for all u. As the soliton be- * (@) % : . (b)
comes narrowen{ — —oo), the soliton power approaché&s @) @) :
from below (as was shown numerically In [39] for this lattice 5] | o4 S

and analytically in|[35] foranylinear lattice). In addition, as .' :":

the soliton becomes widey:(— M(BVE)' the edge of the first » N 75
band), its power approachés from below (rather than be- %0"“‘"“1“"‘"";"""‘3 16““"1""\'""2"' "";‘"‘4

comes infinite, as implied in_[39]). The minimal power is z z

obtained atu = u,, = —10. The power curve thus has a

stable branch for narrow solitons-¢o < p < p.,) Where  FIG. 5: (Color online) Normalized peak intensify [18) of stibns
the slope condition is satisfied, and an unstable branch fasf Eq. (I3) with the periodic latticé (19) withy = 5. Initial condi-
wide solitons (i, < p < /L(BVE)‘) where the slope condition tiqn; are power-pgrturbed solitons [see EQ] (16)] centeredattice
is violated. Therefore, wide solitons should be amplitude-Mnimum: (@) Soliton from the stable brangh £ —31); (b) Soliton
unstable while narrow solitons should be amplitude-stableggtrg) ﬂ;; “(Eszbéz :r::g)ch;g; 5773)(;50“?(?”152:;9;(‘;’33%% s(:)eli(tjon
Figure[4(b) shows that, as expected for solitons at lattice m o P R g

) 1 (2 - power.
ima, Ay’ = Ay~ > 0 for all 1. Hence, the spectral condition
is fulfilled. Consequently, solitons at lattice minima sttbu

not experience a drift instability. ton slightly upward by using the initial conditioR {17) with

In order to excite the amplitude instability alone, we add to( Az, Ayo) = (0,0.04). Under this perturbation, the solu-
the soliton a small power perturbation, see Eql (16). Sineet tion of Eq. [10) is

difference between a stable and unstable soliton can be nu-

merically observed only quantitatively (see Secfion] Vig (x) =0, (y) = Ayp - cos(|Qy|z). (20)

choose two solitons with the same powgr¥ 0.98 P,), from

the stable branchy( = —31) and from the unstable branch In addition, by Eq.[(IR)2, ~ 11.12i for p = —31 and(, ~

(v = —3), and apply to them the same power perturbation®.58: for ;, = —3. Figure[®(al) shows that for = —31, the

(c = 0.5%, 1%, 2%). center of mass in thg-direction of the position-shifted soliton
Whenc = 0.5% and 1%, the input power is below the follows the theoretical predictiof (P0) accurately overesal

threshold for collapseR < P.). In these cases, the self- oscillations. In addition, the center of mass in thdirection

focusing process is arrested and, during further propawgati remain atr = 0 (data not shown), in agreement with Hq.](20).

the normalized peak intensity undergoes oscillationsksge Thus, the soliton is indeed drift-stable.

ures[b(a) and (b)). For a given perturbation, the oscilfestio ~ The situation is more complex far= —3. In this case, the

are significantly smaller for the stable soliton comparethwi position-shifted soliton follows the theoretical predbct (20)

the unstable soliton. over more thar diffraction lengths (i.e., foe > z, where
Whenc = 2.5%, the input power is above the threshold for zy ~ 1), but then deviates from it, see Figurk 6(b1l). The

collapse P > P.) and the solutions undergo collapse. There-reason for this instability is that fqr = —3, the slope con-

fore, for such large perturbations, collapse occurs fonktd-  dition is violated. Since the position-shifted initial aition

ble and unstable solitons, i.e., even wheth the slope and can also be viewed as an asymmetric amplitude perturbation

spectral conditions are fulfilledThis shows yet again that in AA = u(z — Axg, y — Ayo) — u(z, y), an amplitude instabil-

an inhomogeneous medium, collapse and instability are naty is excited and the soliton amplitude decreases (as #hwi

necessarily related. increases), see Figure 6(b2). Obviously, once the soliten a
In order to confirm that solitons centered at a lattice min-plitude changes significantly, the theoretical predicfmrthe

imum do not undergo a drift instability, we shift the soli- lateral dynamics is no longer valid. In order to be convinced
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that the initial instability in this case is of an amplitutigge  again demonstrate that collapse and instability are indepe
rather than drift-type, we note that for = —31 for which  dent phenomena.
the slope condition is satisfied, the soliton remains arnnghéit If the initial condition is asymmetric with respect to théla
stable, see Figuféd 6(a2). tice maximum, the soliton will undergo a drift instabilitin
Figure[8 we excite this instability with a small upward shift
(a1) (b1) namely, Eq.[(T7) with Azg, Ayog) = (0,0.02). Under this
perturbation, the solution of Eq. (1L0) is

0.5 0.5
max max

' <y> _ z) =0, y) = Ayg - cosh(Q,2). (22)
0.25 AP f A 0.25m~Nin ')/ (=) ) (%)
BN NNINNINL] O z

<y>

with Q, ~ 3.9. In the initial stage of the propagation
max max (z < 0.5) the soliton drifts toward the lattice minimum —
precisely following the asymptotic prediction (20), seg-Fi
ure[8(b), but the soliton’s amplitude is almost constargg s
Figure[8(a). During the second stage of the propagation
LN NN 1 (0.5 < z < 0.99) the soliton drifts somewhat beyond the
I(2) I(2) Igttice minimum as it begins to_undergo self-focusing. la .th
final stage (.99 < z < 1) the soliton undergoes collapse (Fig-
ure[8(a)). Theglobal dynamicgan be understood in terms of
the stability conditions for solitons centered at latticiaima
0 0 and maxima as follows. The initial soliton, which is centkre
z z at a lattice maximum, satisfies the slope condition but wsla
the spectral condition. Consistent with these traits, thitos
FIG. 6: (Color online) Dynamics of solutions of EG_{15) witre IS amplitude-stable but undergoes a drift instability. As t
periodic lattice [IP) withV, = 5. Initial conditions are position-  Soliton gets closer to the lattice minimum, it can be viewed
shifted solitons [see Eq_{1L7)] centered at a lattice mimmwith ~ as a perturbed soliton centered at the lattice minimum, for
(Azo, Ayo) = (0,0.04). (al) and (a2) show the center of m&gs  which the spectral condition is fulfilled and the soliton mow
and normalized peak intensify {18) for= —31; (b1) and (b2) are  is below P, (see Figur€l4(b)). Indeed, at this stage, the drift
the same as (al) and (a2) but for= —3. is arrested because the beam is being attracted back towards
the lattice minimum. Moreover, the beam now is a strongly
power-perturbed soliton, since the beam power (03 F,) is
~ 6% above the power of the soliton at a lattice minimum.
B. Solitons at lattice maxima Hence, in a similar manner to the results of Figure 5(a), the
perturbation exceeds the “basin of stability” and the salit

: . . . .undergoes collapse.
We now investigate solitons centered at the lattice maxi- 9 P

mum (zo,y0) = (0,0). Figure[4 shows that solitons at lat-

tice maxima have the opposite stability characteristias-co

pared with those of solitons centered at lattice minima: The

slope condition is violated for narrow solitons and satésfie ()
for wide solitons, the power is above. for all 4, and the

perturbed-zero eigenvalue.évj) are always negative. Inter-
estingly, for the specific choice of the latti¢e{19), the posv o L
and perturbed-zero eigenvalues at lattice maxima and rainim 0 T 6
are approximately, but not exactly, images of each othdr wit z

respect to the case of a homogeneous medium.

The negativity of the perturbed-zero eigenvalues impliegIG. 7: (Color online) Same as Figure 5(a) for a soliton atttick
that solitons centered at a lattice maximum undergo a drifffaximum with,, = —5 (stable branch) and input power tha0is %
instability (see Figur€l8(b)). However, if the initial cdnd (red dots) and% (blue dashes) above the soliton power.
tion is subject to a power perturbation, see Eq] (16), then no
drift occurs. In this case, stability is determined by thrapsl
condition. For example, Figufd 7 shows the dynamics of a
power-perturbed wide soliton for which the slope condition C. Solitons at a saddle point
is satisfied. When the soliton’s input power is increased by
0.5%, the solution undergoes small focusing-defocusing os- From the didactic point of view, it is interesting also to eon
cillations, as in Figurél5(a), i.e., it is stable under syrtrime  sider solitons centered at a saddle point since they exibit
perturbations. When the soliton’s input power is incredsed combination of the features of solitons at lattice minimd an
1%, the perturbation exceeds the “basin of stability” of themaxima. To show this, we compute solitons centered at the
soliton [35] and the soliton undergoes collapse. Thesdteesu saddle poinfzg, yo) = (0.25,0) of the lattice [(1D).

(a2) (b2)

0.5 0.5

30
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() (b) difference between the lattices is the sign before ihe
05 / %0 component of the lattice. In that sense, in thelirection,
max the saddle point isquivalento a maximum point, hence, the
<y> . .. 1@ similarity between the eigenvalues. Another consequefice o
025 mn__gzr thex — y symmetry of the latticd (19) is that the soliton has
approximately the critical powe?. for all i, i.e., P(u) ~ P.,
Thax which is approximately the average of the powers of solitons
0 1 at maxima and minima (see Figurk 9(b1,b2)). As noted be-
° 2 ! ° 7 Y fore, this will be no longer true if the lattice changes in the

andy directions will no longer be equal.

FIG. 8: (Color online) Dynamics of a soliton at a lattice maxi
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) Qith~ 3.9, @ (b1) (b2)
. . . .. . 23 12.2 11.71
solid black). Location of lattice minimum and maxima are cted 5 N adie
by thin magenta and black horizontal lines, respectivdélyNormal- Ay ’/T\\ P | _max §;d:1|e . S “a
ized peak intensity. 0 1 n7fm===r=Emod P T o ines Y
\AS)J/ . B
. . . e 222 oo —1% 2 % 12 <2
Figure[9(a) shows that the zero eigenvalues bifurcate int M m m

)\(()1) > 0 on the stabler manifold, i.e., along direction in

which the saddle is a minimum, and,\éz) < 0ontheunsta- FIG.9: (Coloronline) (a) The perturbed-zero eigenvalugb@sad-
ble y manifold, where the saddle in a maximum dle point. One eigenvalue is shifted to positive values @néa), and
The opposi',[e signs of the perturbed-zero eiéenvalues imi§ indistinguishable from the eigenvalue at lattice minifrex); one

| diff d L h of th di . eigenvalue is shifted to negative values (black), and istimdyuish-
ply a different dynamics in each of these directions. In O aple from the eigenvalue at lattice maxima (blue). (bl) Sdata as

der to excite only the drift instability, we solve EQ. [15)twi i, Figure@(a), with the addition of data for solitons ceateat a sad-
p = —12 which belongs to the amplitude-stable branch (seeje point of the lattice (black, dash-dots). (b2) same a} ghdwing
Figureg9(b2)). For this value gf, the perturbed zero eigenval- only the data for solitons centered at a saddle point (bidash-dots)
ues are\gl) ~ 17 and)\g‘)) ~ _1.8. By (I2), the theoretical and for the homogeneous medium soliton (greed line).
prediction for the oscillation period 8, = |7i| = 7 whereas

the drift rate is2, = 7.2. Hence, the theoretical prediction

for the dynamics of the center of mass is

() =~ 0.25 + Axg - cos(7z), (y) ~ Ay - cosh(7.2z).
(©

Indeed, a shift in the: direction (Azg, Ayg) ~ (0.0156,0) 03 05 30
leads to oscillation in ther-direction (Figurd_1l0(a)) while <x> <y> I(2)

(y) (Figure[10(b)) and the amplitude (Figurel 10(c)) are un- O-ZS\% 025
changed. On the other hand, a shift in thedirection
(Ao, Ayo) =~ (0,0.0156) leads to a drift instability in the oz ° L b
y-direction (Figure[I0(b)) but has no effect qm) (Fig- z ' z z
ure[10(a)). In both the stable and unstable directions,ehe c

ter of mass follows the analytical prediction remarkabliwe FIG. 10: (Color online) Dynamics of a soliton centered at @déa
Figure[I0(c) also shows that once the soliton drifts beyongboint (zo,y0) = (0.25,0) of the lattice [IP) withy = —12 and
the lattice minimum, the beam undergoes collapse. This caghifts along: {) the stabler direction [[Azo, Ayo) ~ (0.0156, 0),
be understood using the same reasoning used for solitons tH&d dots], (i) the unstable, direction [Azo, Ayo) ~ (0,0.0156),

drift from a lattice maximum (see explanation for Figlite 8 in 9reen dashes], i) the diagonal direction (Azo, Ayo) =~
Sectior VIITE) (0.0156, 0.0156), blue, dash-dots]. (a) Center of mass. (b) Cen-

We also note that for the specific choice of the latticd (19),ter of mass(y). (c) Normalized peak intensity.

the values of the perturbed-zero eigenvalues on the stable a
unstable manifolds are nearly indistinguishable from ¢hos

of the perturbed-zero eigenvalues that correspond tasalit It | curbati i the stabl d table di
centered at a lattice minimum and maximum, respectively, We apply perturbations in the stable and unstable direc-

This can be understood by rewriting the lattice] (19) as tions simultaneouslyAxo, Ayo) ~ (0.0156,0.0156), the dy-
namics in each coordinate is nearly identical to the dynamic

v ) ) when the perturbation was applied just in that directiorus;h
V(z,y) = B} [1 — cos?(2m(x — 0.25)) + cos*(2my)] . there is a “decoupling” between the (lateral dynamics ir) the
(22) z andy directions. Indeed, this decoupling follows directly

Thus, apart from the constant part (i.e., the first term), thédrom Eq. [10).
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D. Solitons at a shallow-maximum oscillations around the shallow maximum (Figuré 13(b))isTh
dynamics is the same as for solitons centered at a minimum of
We now consider solitons of the periodic potential the lattice [(1B), see Figuie 6(a). As in previous examples, t
numerical results are in excellent agreement with the icaly
rediction .
Vie,y) = % 2 cos(2rz) + 2cos(2my) + 112, (23) ¢ a0){)
wherel[, = 5 and the normalization b®5 implies thatly = VoS v °
max, , V(x,y). Unlike the lattice[(ID), the lattic€ (23) also " A A
has shallow local maxima that are not global maxima [e.g., at 15 y &
(0.5,0.5)]. y
The stability and instability dynamics of solitons centere B e g 28 G e

at global minima, maxima and saddle points of the lattice are T :iy

similar to the case of the lattice (19), which was alreadg-stu

ied. Hence, we focus only on the stability of solitons ceter £\ 11: (Color online) The shallow maximum periodic lattigiven

at a shallow maximum. by Eq. [Z3) withV, = 5. (a) Top view. (b) Side view. (c) Cross
Since the lattice is invariant under @° rotation, the section along the line = y.

perturbed-zero eigenvalues are equal, Aél.), = )\((f). How-

ever, unlike solitons centered at a global maximum, the cor-

responding perturbed-zero eigenvalues are negative only f (@) (b)

small values ofu (narrow beams) but become positive for 12 0.43 o

large values of: (wide beams), see Figurel12(b). The reasor 11_7L

for the positivity of A\ = A® despite being centered at a %

lattice maximum is as follows. For narrow solitons, the cegi P >

where the “bulk of the beam” is located is of higher values ’

of the potential compared with the immediate surrounding e

hence, the solitons “feel” an effective lattice maximum. On ., _1o5f======" i

the other hand, for wider solitons, the “bulk of the beam”is ~ ~40 -2 -2 -40 -2 =2

centered mostly at the shallow lattice maximum and the sur

rounding lower potential regions. Hence, although the very _ ) _

center of the soliton is at the shallow lattice maximum, ¢hes G- 12: ~ (Color online) Same as Figure 4 for solitons ceutere
. . - . .~ at a shallow local maximum of the shallow-maximum periodit |

solitons are effectively centered at the lattice minimurthwi ice (23)

respect to the nearest global lattice maxima (see also [335, '

Section 4.5). The transition of the qualitative stabilitpper-

ties between narrow and wide solitons described above sccu*

when the soliton’s width is on the order of the lattice period (a1) o @2) o5 ®)

®.,2)° 7
)\O

Similarly, a comparison of Figufe12(a) and Figlure 4(a) show , o7 o N h :" A :". f-‘ i
that theP (1) reflects the transition between properties which ¢ 2@ }? 05'; ! '. ! ) ! “ : H .'
are characteristic to solitons centered at lattice maxinth a % __‘,/’ & TR i L
minima. Indeed, for narrow solitong (— —oo) is similar to 05 shalllow max L oas VI AR
the power of solitons centered at a global maximum, i.e., the 0 , 083 0 , 083 "0 , 20

power is above critical and the slope is positive. On therthe

. . RN
hand,P(u) curve for wide solitons) — pu;5) is similar to 15 13: (Color online) Dynamics of a perturbed soliton alkdw-

the power of solitons centered at a (simple) lattice MiNIMUM maximum periodic lattice (23) with a narrow soliton [(al)da@2)
i.e., the power is below critical and the slope is positiv@ to  with ;, = —12] and a wide soliton [(b) withx = —2], and using

Numerical simulations (Figufe1.3) demonstrate this transi (Azo, Ayo) = (0.05,0.05). (al) Center of masée) = (y) of the
tion. For a narrow solitony( = —12), the theoretical predic- narrow soliton (blue, dashes) and the analytical predidtied dots).
tion for the dynamics of the center of mass(i§ = 0.5 + (a2) Normalized peak intensity of the narrow soliton. (bjrBaas
Az cosh(4.14z) and(y) = 0.5 + Ay cosh(4.14z). Indeed, ~ (@l) for the wide soliton.
the narrow soliton drifts away from the shallow maximum to-
ward the nearby (global) lattice minimum (Figlré 13(al1)) an
then undergoes collapse (Figlird 13(a2)). This dynamics is

similar to that of solitons centered near lattice maximum or IX. PERIODIC LATTICES WITH DEFECTS
a saddle of a the lattice_(119), see Sections VIl B and VIII C.
On the other hand, for the wide soliton & —2), the the- Defects are unavoidable in natural or artificial materials.

oretical prediction for the dynamics of the center of mass isSolitons in periodic lattices with defects have drawn mueh a
(x) =2 0.5+ Axgcos(1.62) and(y) = 0.5 + Aygcos(1.6z).  tention both experimentally and theoretically, see eld, 62,
Indeed, this soliton remains stable, undergoing smalltjposi  |63] to name a few. The complexity of the lattice details affer
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an opportunity to demonstrate the relative ease of apptyiag
stability/dynamics criteria to predict and decipher thktso
dynamics in them. As an example, we study lattices with ¢ ¥ 0.9.9.9.9.9
point defect. Our analysis can also extend to differentsygfe X ‘o’
defects such as line defects, see e.d. [16].

We consider the latticé (23)

vacancy

2 T=y

\% .
V(x, y) = % ’2 COS(QW.I‘) + 2cos(2my) + e0(z:y) . (24)

FIG. 14: (Color online) Same as Figurel 11 for solitons cetet
the “vacancy” of the latticd (24).

_ “1{Y—Y ~1(Y+Yo
O(x,y) = tan (T) — tan <T>, (25) @

(b)

12 — 0.43 3
see Figuré 14 and alsb [16]. Compared with the shallow- 4, ="~ """"" oS! - - Ao g
maximum periodic lattice (23), here the constant (DC) com- ¥ Ot Ay ‘
ponent (the third term in the lattice) attains a phase distor P p
which creates an (effective) vacancy defectat), which is \ . ;’
a shallow-maximum. Further, far away from the origin, the ' BTIOTIINE
potential [24) is locally similar to the shallow-maximunripe 104 Y fol TTmm==-t -
odic lattice [2B). This is a generic example obaint defect, 40 -12 -5 0 -40 -3
as opposed to ne defect [64]. In what follows, we consider H H
solitons centered at the vacancy defegt, yo) = (0,0). _ _ )

The stability properties of solitons in the shallow-maximu  FG- 15: (Color online) Same as Figlite 4 for solitons at theavay
periodic [23) and vacancy-defe€f{24) lattices are stghin Of the lattice [2#). (c) The perturbed-zero eigenvalags? are
similar, as can be seen from Figs] 12 &ndl 15. In both case§|,'9htly different from each other. The circles (black) m@pond to
there is a marked transition between narrow and wide saliton® Values used in Figuiel16.
and this transition occurs when the soliton width is of the or

where the phase functigiiz, y) is given by

der of the lattice period. Indeed, numerical simulatiornssh (a1) © (a2) oos (b)

that the dynamics of perturbed solitons is qualitativelgikir 025 min AN A
in both cases — compare Figufes 13 16. We do note th<x e 1@ AN AN AR
unlike the shallow-maximum periodic lattice, the pertutbe ‘_,_,-»"" R [ : I
zero eigenvalues of the vacancy lattice bifurcate intoediff o""";acancy ) oAy
ent, though similar, values. The reason for this is the phas o 1o 1 %% 20
function [2B) is not invariant bg0° rotations. z z z

Inspecting the lattice surfaces (Figufed 11 AnH 14), it is . _ )
clearly seen that the reason for the similarity between th&!CG- 16: (Color online) Same a;)lilg@ 13 .butbfor thg Vﬁcaatyl
shallow-maximum periodic and vacancy lattices is that the v 1c€ (24). Her&: ~ 3in (a2) andt2, ~ 1.09; in (b). In both cases
o . . . he (y) dynamics (not shown) is similar (but not identical) to the
cant site is essentially a shallow local maximum itself — anaf]| ,
; . “dynamics.
only a bit shallower than those of the shallow-maximum peri-
odic lattice (see Figuife14).
In Figure[1T we give a detailed graphical illustration of ayeen investigated in optics [16, 128.] 24.] 25] 26] and in
typical instability dynamics due to a violation of the spatt  ggc 7], and can be formed optically by the far-field diffrac
condition. Figuré 1I7(a)-(c) show contours of the solitoa-pr j5 pattern of a mask with point-apertures that are located

files superposed on the contour plot of the lattice. It can bgne 7 vertices of a regular polygon, or equivalently, by the

seen that as a result of the initial position shift, the selit g, oy plane waves (cf.[16, 68]) with wavevectdts,, k)
drifts towards the lattice minimum and that it self-focusés equally distributed over the unit circle. The correspoggio-

the same time. Figuie 1L7(d) shows the trajectory of the beaqntialis given by
across the lattice. In addition, Figlire 17(e) shows thesrerit

mass dynamics as a function of the intengity). This shows

that initially, the perturbed soliton undergoes a driftaislity V(z,y) = Vo
with little self-focusing, but that once the collapse aecales, N2
it is so fast so that the drift dynamics becomes negligible.

2
, (26)

N-1
3
n=0

where({™, k™) = (K cos(2rn/N), K sin(2rn/N)) [73].
The normalization byV? implies thatVy = max, , V (z,y).
The potentiall(26) withV = 2, 3, 4, 6 yields periodic lattices.
All other values ofN correspond to quasicrystals, which have
Next, we investigate solitons in quasicrystal latticesctu a local symmetry around the origin and long-range order, but
lattices appear naturally in certain molecules [65, 66}eha unlike periodic crystals, are not invariant under spatiahs-

X. QUASICRYSTAL LATTICES



12

@) (b) ©

Heo OmoO 00

s A

PO
-
Yy oL. < ‘ “aNA
-1 -1 -1 15 "\ * Q P
-1 1 -1 1 -1 1 Na® s A —
X X x y * ‘Vv/'d = 18
@ ©) e ke
0.5 0.5 -1 " 1 -15 15
,’. 8033 -------- o -- i i
y $ v o FIG. 18: (Color online) Same as Figurel 11(a)+(b) for the Bsar
025 3 o , quasicrystal lattice given by EG_(26) wifii = 5 andV;, = 5.
Vi 013 g'(ﬁ ©
0 0 " (@) (b)
-0.25 0.25 12 1 14 ‘ 0 .
X I(2) o B

FIG. 17: (Color online) (a)—=(c): contours of the inten- P ‘_,,_,;;:';"\—‘"‘-/, F ‘,;'f\
sity |u(z, y, 2)|* (blue) superimposed on the vacancy lattice (green) 2 * S5
with initial conditions corresponding to the mode wjth= -8that | N _,ﬁ:»““
is initially shifted in the(z, y) plane to(Azo, Ayo) = (0.05,0.1), PP R B
i.e., at an angle of3° to they axis. (@)z = 0, I =~ 1, (b) 20 0 20 0
z = 051, I =~ 218, (c)z = 0.63, I ~ 11.1. (d) Center of H H

mass dynamics (black curve) and the analytical predicticeyenta,

dashes) superimposed on the contours of the potentialn(grée) FIG. 19: (Color online) Same as Figlide 4 for solitons at thaima

(z) (blue, solid) andy) (red, dashes) as functions bfz). Circles  of the lattices[(26) withV = 4 (periodic lattice, dashed blue line),

(black) correspond to the z-slices shown in (a)—(c). N = 5 (Penrose quasicrystal lattice, dash-dotted red live}: 11
(higher-order quasicrystal lattice, dotted black linayd ahe homo-
geneous NLS soliton (solid green line).

lation [69]. Xl.  SINGLE WAVEGUIDE POTENTIALS

We first consider the cas¥ = 5 ( a Penrose quasicrystal)  So far we have studied potentials which are either periodic,
for solitons centered at the lattice maxim@m, yo) = (0, 0), almost periodic or quasiperiodic, i.e., they extend in pdice.
see Figuré_18. Since the soliton profile and stability are afHowever, our theory applies also to localized potentialg,, e
fected mostly by the lattice landscape near its center, we casingle or multiple waveguide potentials, for which the pote
expect the stability properties of the Penrose latticd@mokat  tial decays to zero at infinity. For such potentials, theee ar
(0,0) to be qualitatively the same as for a soliton at a lat-two possible limits where either the soliton is wider or nar-
tice maximum of a periodic lattice. Indeed, Figlird 19 re-rower than the width of the potential. In the former limiteth
veals the typical stability properties of solitons centea¢ a  potential can be approximated as a point defect in an homo-
lattice maximum: An amplitude-unstable branch for narrowgeneous medium. Then, the dynamics is governed by
solitons, an amplitude-stable branch for wider solitond an
negative perturbed zero-eigenvalues (compare e.g. with Fi iAL(Z,2) + AA+ |APTA—76(H)A =0,  (27)
urel8). Therefore, the Penrose soliton will drift from thetite ) , e
maximum under asymmetric perturbations and if the solison i Wherey is a real constant. This case was studied in [36] for
sufficiently narrow, it can also undergo collapse. one transverse dlmenS|cf1’1=_ z. In the latter Ilmlt, onIy_ the

local variation of the potential affects the soliton profiled

Figure[I® presents also the data for a perfectly periodic latStapility, hence, the potential can be expanded as
tice (N = 4) and for a higher-order quasicrystay (= 11). 1
One can see that the stability properties in these lattiges i V(z)=V(0)+ 5V"(0)ﬂc2 + e
qualitatively similar to theN = 5 case. The only marked
difference agV increases is that the soliton’s power becomesThis case was studied in_[35]. In both of these studies,
larger for a givenu. the profiles, power slope and perturbed-zero eigenvalues ca

be computed exactly or asymptotically. It was proved that

These results show that in contrast to the significant effecthe perturbed-zero eigenvalues are negative for solitens ¢
of the quasi-periodicity on the dynamics of linear wavesifeo tered at lattice maxima (repulsive potential) and are pasit
pared with the effect of perfect periodicity [24]), the effef  for solitons centered at lattice minima (attractive patdht
guasi-periodicity on the dynamics of solitons is small. Hence, in the latter case, stability is determined by thpeslo
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condition. In those two studies, detailed numerical simula and the lateral dynamics. This link shows that in contrast to
tions were presented. Hence, we do not repeat these resutte ansatz used in previous works, the beam profile evolves as

here. a soliton perturbed by the eigenfunctiﬁ&]‘;). The validity of

this perturbation analysis was manifested by the excefient
between the reduced EqE.10)J(12) and the numerical simu-
lations for a variety of lattice types. To the best of our kikow
edge, such an agreement was not achieved with the previous
In this paper, we presented a unified approach for analyzingpproaches.

Xll.  FINAL REMARKS

the stability and instability dynamics of positive brigldlis

tons. This approach consists ofjaalitativecharacterization
of the type of instability, and guantitativeestimation of the
instability rate and the strength of stability. This appioavas

The numerical examples in this paper were for two-
dimensional Kerr media with various linear lattices. Tdgpst
with our previous studies which were done for narrow sokton
in any dimension/[35], a linear delta-function potentiai]3

summarized by several rules (Section V1) and applied to avaanq for nonlinear lattices [33, 34], there is a strong numeri
riety of numerical examples (Sections VIII-X), thus reveal ¢4 evidence that our qualitative and quantitative appreac
ing the similarity between a variety of physical configuras apply to positive solitons in any dimension, any type of non-

which, a priory, look very different from each other. In that jinearity (e.g., saturable) as well as for other latticefiura-
sense, our approach differs from most previous studiestwhic;jg,g e.g., “surface” or “corner” soliton’s [12].

cogsr:ge;d : cfl?/sr?il(?ﬁ 3\2’: Igﬂcﬁgzglgdat;r? nth e numerical ex- As noted, our analysis shows that for positive bright soli-
P P i ns, only two types of instabilities are possible - ampléun-

amples is the excellent agreement between direct numeric ’. 2 . ; e
simFl)JIations of the NLS an?j the reduced equations for the lat> ability or drift instability. Other types of instabils such as

eral dynamics, Eqs_LOJ=(12). We note that different reduc mo_dulauonal mstablllt_y may appear, but.onIy for non-ivsi
equations for the lateral dynamics were previously derived solitons (_e.g_., 9ap sohtons or vortex s_ohtons). A for”!““"a
der the assumption that the beam remains close to the initiﬁf a qualitative and quantitative theories for such sobtos-
soliton profile (see e.gl [¥0]) or by allowing the soliton pa- Quires further study.

rameters to vary along the propagation (see e.d., [71] &nd re Acknowledgments

erences therein). These approaches, as well as ours, &fe val

only as long as the beam profile remains close to a soliton pro- We acknowledge useful discussions with M.l. Weinstein
file. However, unlike these previous approaches, Hgs. (10)and M.J. Ablowitz. The research of Y. Sivan and G. Fibich
(12) are based on the link between the linear stability theorwas partially supported by BSF grant no. 2006-262.

[1] H. Eisenberg, Y. Silberberg, R. Morandotti, A. Boyd, and
J. Aitchison, Phys. Rev. Let81, 3383 (1998).

[2] L. Carr, K. Mahmud, and W. Reinhardt, Phys. Rev.64,
033603 (2001).

[3] N. Efremidis, D. Christodoulides, S. Sears, J. Fleisclaad
M. Segev, Phys. Rev. &6, 046602 (2002).

[4] J. Fleischer, M. Segev, N. Efremidis, and D. Christodtbes,
Nature422 147 (2003).

[5] D. Christodoulides, F. Lederer, and Y. Silberberg, Naul4,
817 (2003).

[6] A. Sukhorukov, Y. Kivshar, H. Eisenberg, and Y. Silberipe
IEEE J. Quant. Ele@9, 31 (2003).

[7] N. Efremidis, J. Hudock, D. Christodoulides, J. Fleisch
0. Cohen, and M. Segev, Phys. Rev. Léft, 213906 (2003).

[8] D. Neshey, Y. Kivshar, H. Martin, and Z. Chen, Opt. L&,
486 (2004).

[9] T. Pertsch, U. Peschel, J. Kobelke, K. Schuster, H. Barte

016609 (2002).

[15] C. Rosberg, D. Neshev, A. Sukhorukov, W. Krolikowskinda
Y. Kivshar, Opt. Lett32, 397 (2007).

[16] M. Ablowitz, B. llan, E. Schonbrun, and R. Piestun, PHysv.
E - Rap. Comm74, 035601 (2006).

[17] F. Fedele, J. Yang, and Z. Chen, Stud. Appl. Mdth5 279
(2005).

[18] I. Makasyuk and Z. Chen, Phys. Rev. L&8, 223903 (2006).

[19] H. Martin, E. Eugenieva, Z. Chen, and D. Christodouide
Phys. Rev. Lett92, 123902 (2004).

[20] M. Qi, E. Lidorikis, P. Rakich, S. Johnson, J. Joanndpsu
E. Ippen, and H. Smith, Naturd29, 538 (2004).

[21] H. Y. Ryu, S. H. Kim, H. G. Park, and Y. H. Lee, J. Appl. Phys
93, 831 (2003).

[22] J. Yang and Z. Chen, Phys. Rev7B 026609 (2006).

[23] R. Bratfalean, A. Peacock, N. Broderick, K. Gallo, and
R. Lewen, Opt. Lett30, 424 (2005).

S. Nolte, A. Tunnermann, and F. Lederer, Phys. Rev. I9&t. [24] B. Freedman, G. Bartal, M. Segev, R. Lifshitz,
053901 (2004). D. Christodoulides, and J. Fleischer, Natu4d0, 1166
[10] V. Linzon, R. Morandotti, M. Volatier, V. Aimez, R. Aresand (2006).

S. Bar-Ad, Phys. Rev. Letf9, 133901 (2007).

[11] H. Sakaguchi and M. Tamura, J. Phys. Soc. 38p503 (2004).

[12] K. Makris, S. Suntsov, D. Christodoulides, G. Stegensrd
A. Hache, Opt. Lett30, 2466 (2005).

[13] Y. Kartashov, V. Vysloukh, and L. Torner, Phys. Rev.1L88,
093904 (2004).

[14] P. Kevrekidis, B. Malomed, and Y. Gaididei, Phys. Re\66;

[25] R. Lifshitz, A. Arie, and A. Bahabad, Phys. Rev. Le®5,
133901 (2005).

[26] W. Man, M. Megens, P. Steinhardt, and P. Chaikin, Nati3@
993 (2005).

[27] A. D. Villa, S. Enoch, G. Tayeb, V. Pierro, V. Galdi, and
F. Capolino, Phys. Rev. Le®4, 183903 (2005).

[28] P. Xie, Z.-Q. Zhang, and X. Zhang, Phys. Rev6E 026607



(2003).

[29] T. Schwartz, G. Bartal, S. Fishman, and M. Segev, Nad4d&
52 (2007).

[30] Y. Lahini, A. Avidan, F. Pozzi, M. Sorel, R. Morandotti,
D. Christodoulides, and Y. Silberberg, Phys. Rev. L&60,
013906 (2008).

[31] F. Abdullaev, A. Gammal, A. Kamchatnov, and L. Tomiot.In
J. of Mod. Phys. BL9, 3415 (2005).

[32] V. Konotop,in Dissipative Solitons ed. N. Akhmed{&pringer,
2005).

[33] G. Fibich, Y. Sivan, and M. Weinstein, Physica 2717, 31
(20086).

[34] Y. Sivan, G. Fibich, and M. Weinstein, Phys. Rev. L&7,
193902 (2006).

[35] VY. Sivan, G. Fibich, N. Efremidis, and S. Barad, Nonbni¢y
21, 509 (2008).

[36] S. Le-Coz, R. Fukuizumi, G. Fibich, B. Ksherim, and W&,
Physica D (To appear).

[37] Y. Sivan, G. Fibich, and B. llan, Phys. Rev. E(R) (2008).

[38] C. Pethick and H. SmitlBose-Einstein Condensation in Dilute

GaseqCambridge University Press, 2001).

[39] Z. Musslimani and J. Yang, J. Opt. Soc. Am2B 973 (2004).

[40] M. Vakhitov and A. Kolokolov, Radiophys. Quant. Elets,
783 (1973).

[41] T. Cazenave and P.-L. Lions, Comm. Math. Ph8§, 549
(1982).

[42] M. Weinstein, Comm. Pure Appl. MatB9, 51 (1986).

[43] M. Grillakis, J. Shatah, and W. Strauss, J. Funct. ARd|.160
(1987).

[44] M. Grillakis, J. Shatah, and W. Strauss, J. Funct. A84/.308
(1990).

[45] H. Rose and M. Weinstein, PhysicadD, 207 (1988).

[46] M. Weinstein, Contemporary Mathematigg, 213 (1989).

[47] Y.-G. Oh, Comm. Math. Phys121, 11 (1989).

[48] B. llan and M. Weinstein, Preprint.

[49] C. Sulem and P. L. Sulerithe Nonlinear Schrodinger Equation
(Springer, 1999).

[50] M. Weinstein, SIAM J. Math. Anall6, 472 (1985).

[51] D. Mihalache, D. Mazilu, F. Lederer, B. Malomed, L.-G:&So-
van, Y. Kartashov, and L. Torner, Phys. Rev.7& 021601
(2005).

14

[52] D. Mihalache, D. Mazilu, F. Lederer, B. Malomed, L.-G:aSo-
van, Y. Kartashov, and L. Torner, Phys. Rev7& 055603(R)
(2004).

[53] D. Pelinovsky, A. Sukhorukov, and Y. Kivshar, Phys. Rev0,
036618 (2004).

[54] Z. Rapti, P. Kevrekidis, V. Konotop, and C. Jones, J. 1.
40, 14151 (2007).

[55] T. Lin and J. Wei, SIAM J. Math. Anal. (To appear).

[56] M. Weinstein, Comm. Math. Phys37, 567 (1983).

[57] G. Fibich and F. Merle, Physica b5 132 (2001).

[58] B. Gisin, R. Driben, and B. Malomed, J. Opt&3S259 (2004).

[59] M. Ablowitz and Z. Musslimani, Opt. LetB0, 2140 (2005).

[60] M. Cristiani, O. Morsch, J. Muller, D. Ciampini, and Bri-
mondo, Phys. Rev. &5, 063612 (2002).

[61] M. Jona-Lasinio, O. Morsch, M. Cristiani, N. Malossi,
J. Milller, E. Courtade, M. Anderlini, and E. Arimondo, Phys
Rev. Lett.91, 230406 (2003).

[62] G. Alfimov, P. Kevrekidis, V. Konotop, and M. Salerno,\®h
Rev. E66, 046608 (2002).

[63] J. Wang, J. Yang, and Z. Chen, Phys. ReV.6A013828 (2007).

[64] T. Baba, Nature Photonids 11 (2007).

[65] D. Shechtman, I. Blech, D. Gratias, and J. W. Cahn, PRgs.
Lett. 53, 1951 (1984).

[66] M. P. Marder,Condensed Matter Physi¢8Viley-Interscience,
2001).

[67] L. Sanchez-Palencia and L. Santos, Phys. Re¥2A053607
(2005).

[68] J. Nye and M. Berry, Proc. Royal Soc. Lond®86, 165 (1974).

[69] M. SenechalQuasicrystals and Geomet(Zambridge Univer-
sity Press, 1995).

[70] Y. Kartashov, A. Zelenina, L. Torner, and V. Vysloukhp©O
Lett. 29, 766 (2004).

[71] Y. Kivshar and G. AgrawalQptical Solitong/Academic Press,
2003).

[72] Note, however, that despite the coupling of the slope: spec-
tral conditions, the slope condition is still a necessamydition
in the GSS formalism.

[73] We note that Eq[{26) can also describe the latticels4ad 24)
for N = 4 and an additionak = 0 phase modulated plane
wave.



