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q-Breathers in Disrete Nonlinear Shrödinger arrays with weak disorder

M. V. Ivanhenko

Department of Applied Mathematis, University of Leeds, LS2 9JT, Leeds, United Kingdom

Nonlinearity and disorder are key players in vibrational lattie dynamis, responsible for loaliza-

tion and deloalization phenomena. q-Breathers � periodi orbits in nonlinear latties, exponentially

loalized in the reiproal linear mode spae � is a fundamental lass of nonlinear osillatory modes,

urrently found in disorder-free systems. In this paper we generalize the onept of q-breathers

to the ase of weak disorder, taking the Disrete Nonlinear Shrödinger hain as an example. We

show that q-breathers retain exponential loalization near the entral mode, provided that disorder

is su�iently small. We analyze statistial properties of the instability threshold and unover its

sensitive dependene on a partiular realization. Remarkably, the threshold an be intentionally

inreased or dereased by spei�ally arranged inhomogeneities. This e�et allows us to formulate

an approah to ontrolling the energy �ow between the modes. The relevane to other model arrays

and experiments with miniature mehanial latties, light and matter waves propagation in optial

potentials is disussed.

PACS numbers: 63.20.Pw, 63.20.Ry, 05.45.-a

A wealth of physial systems from natural rystals

to the utting-edge tehnology produts like miro and

nanomehanial system arrays are spatially extended and

disrete. Interation between their elements is a key

soure for a number of fundamental dynamial and statis-

tial physial phenomena inluding thermal ondutivity,

wave exitation and propagation, eletron and phonon

sattering. To provide with a full understanding of these

proesses the theory of olletive vibrational modes is

in demand. The prinipal question to be answered is

the e�et of the two fundamental features of any lattie:

nonlinearity and disorder.

In reent deades we have witnessed a remarkable

progress in studying their impats separately. Nonlinear-

ity indues interation between linear normal modes and

energy sharing if it is strong enough (the Fermi-Pasta-

Ulam (FPU) problem) [1, 2℄, or exponential loalization

of exat periodi solutions (disrete breathers) in spae

[3℄. Independently, disorder leads to exponentially loal-

ized linear vibrational modes (Anderson modes) [4℄.

However, the onurrent e�et of nonlinearity and

disorder has not reeived a satisfatory full desription

yet. Strongly disordered and weakly nonlinear latties

enjoy intensive researh, in partiular, on ontinuation

of Anderson modes into nonlinear regime [5℄, wavepaket

spreading [6℄, light propagation in photoni latties [7℄,

and Bose-Einstein ondensate (BEC) loalization in ran-

dom optial potentials [8℄. In ontrast, little is known in

ase of pronouned nonlinearity and weak disorder. Im-

portantly, this situation is realized in miro and nano-

mehanial osillatory arrays that are often driven into

nonlinear regime, while the spatial disorder is onstantly

redued by improving fabriation tehniques [9, 10℄.

On the atomi sale, the surfae vibrational modes are

thought to be a soure of seletive atalyti properties

of three-dimensional gold nano-lusters for a variety of

hemial reations [11℄. Light propagation and BEC dy-

namis in random optial media are equally strong mo-

tivating problems.

q-Breathers (QBs) present a reently disovered funda-
mental lass of nonlinear osillatory modes. They are ex-

at time-periodi solutions to nonlinear lattie equations,

ontinued from linear normal modes and exponentially

loalized in the linear mode spae. Introdued to explain

the FPU paradox (energy loking in the low-frequeny

part of the spetrum, reurrenies, and size-dependent

stohastiity thresholds) [12℄, they have been found in

two and three dimensional FPU arrays and disrete non-

linear Shrödinger (DNLS) latties [13℄; last year quan-

tum QBs were observed in the Bose-Hubbard hain [14℄.

QBs have been suggested as key ators in a BEC pulsat-

ing instability [15℄ and a four-wave mixing proess in a

nonlinear rystal [16℄.

In this paper we extend the onept of q-breathers to
random arrays, implementing the paradigmati DNLS

model as an example. The ornerstones of our approah

are ontinuation of QBs into non-zero 'frozen' disor-

der, taking a nonlinear loalized solution as a seed, and

analysing statistis then. We show that QBs display the

rossover from the exponential loalization near the en-

tral mode to the power-law deay at a distane. Their av-

erage linear stability threshold in nonlinearity keeps the

same value in the �rst order approximation. The vari-

ane inreases linearly with disorder, manifesting high

sensitivity on partiular realizations. Finally, we demon-

strate, that the superimposed periodi modulation of the

linear oupling strength an be a means of the energy

�ow ontrol.

The DNLS lattie is represented by the Hamiltonian

H =
∑

n

((1 +Dκn)ψn−1ψ
∗
n + (1 +Dκn+1)ψn+1ψ

∗
n+

+
µ

2
|ψn|4),

(1)
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and the equations of motion are iψ̇n = ∂H/∂ψ∗
n:

iψ̇n = (1+Dκn)ψn−1+(1+Dκn+1)ψn+1+µ |ψn|2 ψn (2)

Here ψ is a omplex salar that may desribe the slow

small-amplitude dynamis of a lassial nonlinear osil-

lators array [17, 18℄, probability amplitude of an atomi

loud on an optial lattie site [19℄, or the amplitudes of

a propagating eletromagneti wave in an optial waveg-

uide [20℄. Zero boundary onditions apply: ψ0 = ψN+1 =
0. µ and D are the nonlinearity and disorder parameters,

random κn ∈ [−1/2, 1/2] are uniformly distributed and

unorrelated: 〈κnκm〉 = σ2
κδn,m, σ2

κ = 1/12. Beside the

total energy, the norm B =
∑

n
|ψn|2 is onserved. Chang-

ing µ is stritly equivalent to hanging the norm B, thus
we �x B = 1 further on. The anonial transformation to

the reiproal spae of normal modes with new variables

Qq(t) is given by

ψn(t) =

√

2

N + 1

N
∑

q

Qq(t) sin
πqn

N + 1
, (3)

and the dynamis in this spae reads:

iQ̇q +ΩqQq =
ρ

2

∑

p,r,s

Gq,p,r,sQpQrQ
∗
s + d

∑

p

Vq,pQp,

(4)

where ρ = µ
N+1 , d = D√

N+1
, Ωq = −2 cos πq

N+1 are

the normal mode frequenies for the linear disorder-

free system with µ = D = 0. The nonlin-

ear intermode oupling oe�ients are Gq,p,r,s =
∑

±
(−1)(±p)(±r)(±s)

(

δq±p±r±s,0 + δq±p±r±s,±2(N+1)

)

and

the disorder indued ones read Vq,p = 2√
N+1

×
N−1
∑

n=1
κn(sin

πqn
N+1 sin

πp(n+1)
N+1 + sin πq(n+1)

N+1 sin πpn
N+1 ).

In the disorder-free ase QBs are time-periodi sta-

tionary solutions ψn(t) = φn exp(iΩt) with the frequeny

Ω and time-independent amplitudes φn loalized in nor-

mal mode spae. In the q-spae they have the form

Qq(t) = Aq exp(iΩt), the amplitudes of the modes Aq

being time-independent and related to the real-spae am-

plitudes by the anonial transformation (3); the mode

energies are de�ned as Bq = |Aq|2. Here we fous on

time-reversible periodi orbits and, thus, onsider Aq to

be real numbers. The amplitudes satisfy a losed system

of algebrai equations:



















(Ωq − Ω)Aq =
ρ

2

∑

p,r,s

Gq,p,r,sApArA
∗
s + d

∑

p

Vq,pAp,

∑

q

|Aq|2 −B = 0

(5)

Our methodology onsists of two steps. Firstly, we

take a known QB solution for non-zero nonlinearity [13℄.

A partiular realization of {κn} is hosen and d regarded
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FIG. 1: The average mode energy distribution in QBs with

inrease of disorder, where µ = 0.1, N = 100 : (a) the low

frequeny mode q0 = 11 and (b) the middle frequeny mode

q0 = 53. Filled irles are analytial estimates (11)

as the disorder parameter. Together with the nonlin-

earity parameter ρ, it is assumed to be small ρ, d ≪ 1.
Then, an asymptoti expansion in powers of {ρ, d} is de-

veloped. Subsequent linear stability analysis employs the

onstruted solution. Seondly, statistial properties of

the QB solution and the instability threshold are ana-

lyzed.

Continuation of QBs from µ 6= 0, D = 0 to µ,D 6= 0
exploits the same ideas as from µ = D = 0 to µ 6=
0, D = 0 [13℄. For small amplitude exitations the non-

linear and disorder terms in (4) an be negleted and

the q-osillators get deoupled, their harmoni energy

Bq = |Qq|2 being onserved in time. Single q-osillator
exitations (Bq 6= 0 for q ≡ q0 only) are trivial stationary
and q-loalized solutions for β = D = 0.

In the disorder-free ase suh periodi orbits an be

ontinued into the nonlinear ase at �xed total energy

[13℄ by solving the system of algebrai equations (5),

granted by the impliit funtion theorem [21℄, as the non-

resonane ondition Ωq0 6= Ωq 6=q0 holds. This is valid for

d ≪ 1 as well, for the spetrum remains non-resonant

with the probability 1 [5℄. Numerially, we were able to

ontinue QBs into the β,D 6= 0 domain for all parameters

taken.

Typial results for the low-frequeny and middle-

frequeny QBs are shown in Fig.1. They demonstrate

the rossover between the exponential loalization and

the disorder indued bakground. The disorder-free ex-

ponential loalization persists in some neighborhood of

the entral mode for su�iently small disorder, but is

range shrinks as disorder grows. High-frequeny QBs be-

have analogously.

Let us onstrut an asymptoti expansion for the

QB solution. We assume ρ, d ≪ 1 and start from
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the disorder-free QB pro�le ANL
q for the modes q0,

3q0,. . . ,(2n+ 1)q0,. . .≪ N in the leading order of ρ [13℄:

ANL
(2n+1)q0

= (−1)nγnAq0 , γ =
µ(N + 1)

16π2q2
Bq0 ,

ΩNL = Ωq0 −
ρ

2
A2

q0

(6)

We seek an asymptoti expansion in powers of d ≪ 1:

Âq = A
(0)
q + dA

(1)
q + O(d2, ρd), Ω̂ = Ω(0) + dΩ(1) +

O(d2, ρd), where A
(0)
q = ANL

q , Ω
(0)
q = ΩNL

q . Substitu-

tion into (5) gives

A(1)
q =

Vq,q0
Ωq − Ωq0

Aq0 , q 6= q0, Ω
(1) = −Vq0,q0 (7)

The ensemble average of the "disorder ontribution" to

the energy BDO
q =

∣

∣

∣
dA

(1)
q

∣

∣

∣

2

is

〈

BDO
q

〉

=
2d2σ2

κ(1 + ΩqΩq0/4)

(Ωq − Ωq0)
2

Bq0 , (8)

that approximates well the disorder-dominated part of

the numerially obtained QB pro�les in di�erent parts

of the linear spetrum (Fig.1). The power-law deay

〈

BDO
q

〉

∝ (q − q0)
−2

�ts in the large part of the q-
spae. One an estimate the rossover loation between

the exponential deay and the power-law, in partiular,

when the modes next the to the entral one beome ex-

ited almost equally well. Letting q = q0 + 1 we obtain

the "small" σκD ≪ π/(2(N + 1)3/2) and the "large"

σκD ≫ π/
√

(N + 1) disorder riteria for deloalization

of the least robust modes q0 = 1, N and the most ro-

bust one q0 = N/2. Thus, single-ite entered modes do

not exist above the size-dependent threshold in disorder

magnitude. (Note, that deloalization in the mode spae

approximately orresponds the onset of the Anderson lo-

alization in the diret spae.)

The linear stability of QBs is determined by on-

sidering the evolution of small omplex-valued pertur-

bations ζq(t) to the stationary solution [13℄: Qq(t) =

(Âq + ζq(t)) exp (iΩt). In linearized equations the stabil-

ity requires all the eigenvalues be negative. Numerially

we solve the orrespondent problem in the diret spae

(2). In the following we restrit our attention to the

low and middle-frequeny QBs, leaving the more om-

plex ase of q0 > N/2 (when for D = 0 the instability

threshold behaves erratially vs. q0 [13℄) for the future

study.

We �nd, that the instability develops similarly for zero

and non-zero disorder, the inrease or derease of the

threshold µ∗
sensitively depending on a partiular real-

ization (Fig.2). The average 〈µ∗〉 remains very lose to

the zero-disorder value µ∗
0. In ontrast, the variane σµ∗

is signi�antly growing, depending on D almost linearly

(Fig.2, deviations being observed when the probability of

µ∗
being next to zero beomes substantial).
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FIG. 2: (a) The maximal eigenvalues θ of QBs with q0 =

15, N = 128 and two di�erent sets of {κn} vs. the nonlinearity
oe�ient for several values of disorder strength D. For one

realization of disorder the instability threshold is inreasing

with D, for another � dereasing. (b) The variane of the

QB instability threshold σµ∗
vs. D. Solid lines are analytial

estimates (11)

The analyti study of the QB stability has not been

done before (even for D = 0) and we present it here

for the �rst time (restriting to q0 < N/2 as above).

Linearized equations for small perturbations read:

iζ̇q = (Ω̂− Ωq)ζq +
ρ

2
Bq0

∑

Gq,q0,q0,p(ζ
∗
p + 2ζp)

+ d
∑

Vq,pζp
(9)

In analogy to the FPU hain [12℄ we suggest (and verify

that by omparison with the numerial results) that the

eigenvetors for the main instability be almost parallel to

the subspae {ζq = 0 : q 6= q0 ± 1}. Thus we arrive at a
simpler task of �nding eigenvalues of the system of two

omplex-valued linear equations (retaining O(ρ, d) terms

only):

iζ̇q0−1 = (Ω̂− Ωq0−1 + dVq0−1,q0−1)ζq0−1+

+
1

2
ρBq0(ζ

∗
q0+1 + 2ζq0+1) + dVq0−1,q0+1ζq0+1,

iζ̇q0+1 = (Ω̂− Ωq0+1 + dVq0+1,q0+1)ζq0+1+

+
1

2
ρBq0(ζ

∗
q0−1 + 2ζq0−1) + dVq0−1,q0+1ζq0−1

(10)

After an extensive algebra one �nally gets the bifuration

point:

µ∗ ≈ µ∗
0

(

1− d

π2 |Ωq0 |
∆Vq0,q0

)

,

〈µ∗〉 ≈ µ∗
0, σµ∗ ≈ Dσκ

√

3(N + 1)

Bq0

,

(11)
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where ∆Vq0,q0 = Vq0−1,q0−1 − 2Vq0,q0 + Vq0+1,q0+1, and

the disorder-free µ∗
0 =

π2|Ωq0 |
2Bq0

(N+1) . It shows a good oin-

idene with the numerial results (Fig.2). Note, that in-

reasing the hain length dereases the instability thresh-

old and inreases its variation. Thus, in su�iently large

arrays the solution will loose stability at very small non-

linearities with the probability, almost equal to that of

∆Vq0,q0 being negative, whih is 0.5 in our ase.

If the instability depends that sensitively on the

disorder realization, there must be ertain lasses of

inhomogeneities that augment it or suppress. Iden-

tifying them o�ers the possibility of ontrolling the

energy �ow in the mode spae by designing spei�

impurities and, further, hanging them in time. The

disorder indued orretion in (11) redues to ∆Vq0,q0 =

8√
N+1

N−1
∑

n=1
κn

(

cos πq0(2n+1)
N+1 sin2 π(2n+1)

2(N+1) +O(N−2)
)

.

Note, that it is linear in κn, and, therefore, one an

represent κn as a sum of spatial Fourier omponents,

their ontributions being additive to ∆Vq0,q0 .

Let us onsider a harmoni inhomogeneity κn =
1
2 cos (

πp(n+1/2)
N+1 + ϕ), where ϕ is the phase shift. It is

natural to expet the absolute extrema of ∆Vq0,q0(p, ϕ)
(and the maximal gain or loss in stability) to be reahed

for p = 2q0. This ase yields ∆Vq0,q0 ≈
√
N + 1 cosϕ.

Thus, the bifuration point reahes its maximum and

minimum for ϕ = π and ϕ = 0 respetively, giving

µ∗ ≈ µ∗
0

(

1± D(N+1)2

π2|Ωq0 |

)

. At the same time one gets a

zero shift for ϕ = ±π
2 . Analogously, for p = q0 ± 1 one

gets µ∗ ≈ µ∗
0

(

1± 8D(N+1)2

3π3|Ωq0 | sinϕ

)

, whih is −π
2 shifted

in ϕ and has a bit smaller amplitude. For p = q0 ± 2 it

reads µ∗ ≈ µ∗
0

(

1 + D(N+1)2

2π2|Ωq0 | cosϕ
)

, whih is π shifted in

ϕ and has twie a smaller amplitude. Larger deviations

from 2q0 lead to progressively dereasing shifts.

These results are illustrated in Fig.3, and show a

good orrespondene to the numerially determined QB

stability. Summing up, the spatial Foirier omponents

p ∈ [2q0 − 2, 2q0 + 2] of {κn} are deisive for the q0-QB
stability. The dependene is notably di�erent and muh

more ompliated than the possible "naïve" expetation

that harmoni inhomogeneities with p = q0 will most ef-

fetively stabilize or destabilize q0-QBs. A remarkable

fat is the sensitive dependene on the phase of the im-

purity harmonis: even for a �xed p opposite shifts in

the threshold our. Presumably, this is the onsequene

of the deformation of the linear spetrum due to inho-

mogeneities, as ∆Vq0,q0 is, atually, the di�erene in the

frequeny shifts of linear modes (7). In its turn, this is

determined by the boundary onditions, whih also a�et

the nonlinearity indued interation. It learly highlights

one of the future diretions of study.

These �ndings suggest a possibility of ontrolling the

5 10 15 20 25 30
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ϕ=π/2

FIG. 3: The instability threshold for QBs with q0 = 10, N =

32 and κn =
1
2
cos

“

πp(n+1/2)
N+1

+ ϕ
”

. Dash-dotted and marked

lines are numerial results for (2), solid lines are analytial

estimates

energy �ow between modes. Indeed, by imposing a

proper spatially periodi modulation of the linear ou-

pling one an destabilize ertain QB exitations and (i)

speed up equipartition or (ii) stabilize others, where the

energy will be radiated to and trapped. New QBs may

also be destabilized to arrange a further energy �ow. Ex-

perimentally, in miniature mehanial latties inhomo-

geneities an be reated, for example, by laser heating,

either as harmoni or spot impurities, like it was designed

to ontrol disrete breathers reloation in antilever ar-

rays [9℄. In optial latties one an implement the same

tehnique that has been reently used for generating dis-

ordered potentials in studies of the Anderson loalization

of light [7℄ and matter (BEC) [8℄ waves.

In summary, we have generalized the onept of QBs

to the ase of non-zero disorder and analyzed these non-

linear vibrational modes in weakly disordered DNLS ar-

rays. We demonstrated, that QBs remain exponentially

loalized in the mode spae and stable, if the disorder

is su�iently small. Their stability depends sensitively

on a partiular realization of disorder, and may be en-

haned or undermined. The prevailing ontribution to

the stability is made by the spatial harmonis of disor-

der whih wave numbers are lose to twie of that of the

QB seed mode. Thus, inhomogeneities design appears to

be a promising tehnique of ontrolling the energy �ow

between nonlinear modes. We expet these ideas and

methods to apply to a variety of nonlinear weakly disor-

dered latties � and have already demonstrated it for the

FPU hain (to be reported elsewhere) � to name the dis-

order oming from other soures (masses, nonlinearities),

higher dimensions, and quantum arrays. We believe that

the results on the nonlinear modes sustainability, stabil-

ity, and ontrolling will be widely adopted in experiments
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and appliations.

We thank S. Flah for stimulating disussions.

[1℄ E. Fermi, J. Pasta, and S. Ulam, Los Alamos Report

LA-1940, (1955); also in: Colleted Papers of Enrio

Fermi, ed. E. Segre, Vol. II (University of Chiago Press,

1965) p.977-978; Many-Body Problems, ed. D. C. Mattis

(World Sienti�, Singapore, 1993).

[2℄ J. Ford, Phys. Rep. 213, 271 (1992); Fous issue in Chaos

15 No.1 (2005).

[3℄ R.S. MaKay and S. Aubry, Nonlinearity 7, 1623 (1994);

S. Flah and A. Gorbah, Phys. Rep. 467, 1 (2008).

[4℄ P. W. Anderson, Phys. Rev., 109, 1492 (1958).

[5℄ C. Albanese and J. Froehlih, Comm. Math. Phys. 138,

193 (1991); J. F. R. Arhilla, R. S. MaKay, J. L. Martin,

Physia D 134, 406 (1999); G. Kopidakis and S. Aubry,

Physia D 130, 155 (1999); Id., Physia D 139, 247

(2000).

[6℄ A. S. Pikovsky and D. L. Shepelyansky, Phys. Rev. Lett.

100, 094101 (2008); S. Flah, D. Krimer, Ch. Skokos,

arXiv:0805.4693 (2008); Sh. Fishman, Ye. Krivolapov,

A. So�er, J. Stat. Phys. 131, 843 (2008).

[7℄ T. Shwartz et al., Nature 446, 52 (2007).

[8℄ J. Billy et. al, Nature 453, 891 (2008); G. Roati et al.,

Nature 453, 895 (2008).

[9℄ M. Sato, B. E. Habbard, and A. J. Sievers, Rev. Mod.

Phys. 78, 137 (2006); M. Sato, A. J. Sievers, Low Temp.

Phys. 34, 543 (2008).

[10℄ E. Buks and M. L. Roukes, J. Miromeh. Sys. 11, 802

(2002); M. Zalalutdinov et al., Appl. Phys. Lett. 88,

143504 (2006).

[11℄ Z. Y. Li et al., Nature 451, 46 (2008).

[12℄ S. Flah, M. V. Ivanhenko and O. I. Kanakov, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 95, 064102 (2005); S. Flah, M. V. Ivanhenko

and O. I. Kanakov, Phys. Rev. E 73, 036618 (2006).

[13℄ K. G. Mishagin et al., New J. Phys. 10, 073034 (2008).

[14℄ J. P. Nguenang, R. A. Pinto, S. Flah, Phys. Rev. B 75,

214303 (2007).

[15℄ U. Shrestha, M. Kostrun, and J. Javanainen, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 101, 070406 (2008).

[16℄ Sh. Jia, W. Wan, and J. W. Fleisher, Opt. Lett. 32,

1668 (2007).

[17℄ Yu. S. Kivshar and M. Peyrard, Phys. Rev. A 46, 3198

(1992).

[18℄ A. A. Morgante, M. Johansson, G. Kopidakis, and

S. Aubri, Physia D 162, 53 (2002).

[19℄ O. Morsh and M. Oberthaler, Rev. Mod. Phys. 78, 179

(2006).

[20℄ Yu. S. Kivshar and G. P. Agrawal, Optial solitons: from

�bers to photoni rystals, Elsevier Siene, Amsterdam

(2003).

[21℄ J. Dieudonne, Foundations of Modern Analysis, New

York: Aademi, 1999.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0805.4693

