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We report results of a systematic analysis of matter-wayesgditons (GSs) in the 3D self-repulsive
BEC (Bose-Einstein condensate), loaded into a combinati@ncigar-shaped trap and axial OL (optical-
lattice) potential. Basic cases of the strong, intermegiahd weak radial (transverse) confinement are
considered, as well as settings with shallow and deep OlLngate. Only in the case of the shallow
lattice combined with the tight radial confinement, whichuadly has little relevance to realistic experi-
mental conditions, the usual 1D cubic Gross-Pitaevskiaiqn (GPE) furnishes a sufficiently accurate
description of GSs. However, the effective 1D equation i nonpolynomial nonlinearity, derived in
Ref. [17], provides for quite an accurate approximationtf@ GSs in all cases, including the situation
with the weak transverse confinement, when the soliton’pesihacludes a considerable contribution from
higher-order transverse modes, in addition to the usualmgtstate wave function of the respective har-
monic oscillator. Both fundamental GSs and their multippbaund states are considered. The stability
is analyzed by means of systematic simulations. It is cateduhat almost all the fundamental GSs are
stable, while their bound states may be stable if the unihgrl@L potential is deep enough.

PACS numbers: 03.75.Lm; 05.45.Yv

I. INTRODUCTION The energy scale in the underlying (no-interaction) lin-
ear problem is set by the OLs recoil energi,, =

Matter-wave gap solitons (GSs) are localized modes that’m>/2Md>.
can be created in elongated Bose-Einstein condensatesMost commonly, theoretical studies of GSs in elongated
(BECs) loaded into one-dimensional (1D) optical-latticegeometries are carried out in terms of the 1D GREI[L, 2, 9-
(OL) potentials, with the intrinsic nonlinearity induceg b 113],
repulsive interactions between atoms. GSs have been the = 54 B2 92¢ )
topic of a large number of original works. Results pro- ZFLE =02 V.(2)¢ +ginN [9]" ¢, (3)
duced by these studies were summarized in several revieWﬁq I . .
[1-5]. Within the framework of the mean-field approxima- WN€'€J1p = QC,LML' Th|§ IS an effec;twe evolution equa-
tion, the description of matter-wave patterns is baseden thiion for the axial dynamics —described by the 1D wave

Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) for the macroscopicwav%';'ncnon ¢(z’.t)_ which can be der_ived from the _fuII
function) [6], three-dimensional GPE after averaging out the radial de-

) 9 grees of freedom under the assumption that the radial con-
ih_z/’ — (_h_v2 + Vi) + V() +gN |¢|2> ¢,  finement i; SO tig'ht that the transverse Qynamics is frozen
ot 2M to zero-point oscillations. These conditions, howeves, ar

) - not easy to realize using typical experimental parameters
that has proven to be very successful in reproducing €] and when such conditions are not met the transverse

perimental results for the zero-temperature BEC (for inexcitations can no longer be neglected, making an essen-
stance, for multiple vortices, as shown in detail in RefS4ja|ly 3D analysis necessary. In this work, we aim to inves-
[7,18]). In this equation) is the atomic mass, the norm tjgate different physically relevant regimes and captube 3

of the wave function) is unity, N is the number of atoms, - effects in the generation and stability of matter-wave GSs
andg = 4rh’a/M is the interaction strength withh be- i elongated BECs. This analysis should make it possible
ing the s-wave scattering length. In this work, we con- 5 determine the range of validity of the 1D GPE for the
sider only repulsive interactions, i.ez, > 0. Further,  gescription of the GSs under typical experimental condi-

Vi(ry) = (1/2)Mwir? is the radial-confinement po- tions, as well as characteristic features of the fundanhenta
tential, andV, (z) is the axial potential, which may include 5,4 higher-order GSs in realistic situations.

the axial harmonic trap and the 1D OL, with depthand In principle, when the transverse excitations are relevant
periodd: Eq. (3) fails and one has to resort to the full 3D GPE
V.(2) = (1/2)Mw?2? + Vysin® (rz/d).  (2) (@), as recently done in Ref. [14], or, alternatively, use
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extended 1D models that, within the framework of certainverse wave function follow these slow variations. Because
assumptions, take into account effects of higher-order rathe OL imposes a new spatial scale, which may be more
dial modes on the axial dynamics of the condensate, leadestrictive, it is necessary to find out if the adiabatic ap-
ing to effective 1D equations with the cubic-quintic [15] proximation remains valid in the presence of the OL. To
or nonpolynomiall[16, 17] nonlinearities. In this work, we this end, we will now briefly recapitulate the derivation of
will consider both the full 3D GPE and the effective 1D the effective 1D equation based on this approximation.
model with a nonpolynomial nonlinearity, which was de- The starting point is the ansatz based on the factorized
rived, for the case of the self-repulsive nonlinearity, gfR 3D wave function,
[17]. The latter one, which represents a simple general- . )
ization of the usual 1D GPE, that reduces to Egl (3) in (e, ) = p(rism(z1)6(z,1), (4)
the appropriate limit, has demonstrated an excellent quanvith n,(z,¢) being the local condensate density per unit
titative agreement with experimental observations [18—21length characterizing the axial configuration:
(chiefly, for delocalized dark solitons, which are natural
patterns in the case of the self-repulsion; however, the com n;(z,t) = N/erLWJ(rL, 2, 1) = N|o(z,t)[>. (5)
parison was not reported before for localized GS modes).
We will demonstrate that, while the range of applicability To derive Eq. [(5), we have assumed that the transverse
of the 1D GPEI(B) is severely limited in realistic situatipns Wave functiony is normalized to unity. Next, the substitu-
the above-mentioned generalization gives a good descriion of Eq. [4) into the 3D equatiohl(1) leads to
tion of stationary matter-wave GSs in virtually all cases of oo B 9%
practical interest. (ihE + o2 quﬁ) =

The paper is organized as follows. The model is formu- o
lated in Section Il, where we also recapitulate the deriva —h—QVQ —5—282—¢+V gn| |2 _ ﬁa_@%
tion of the effective nonpolynomial 1D equation, follow- \ 2M L2 ToM 072 LPTmiele M 0z 0z
ing the lines of Ref.[[17], as this derivation is essential fo (6)

the presentation of the results for the GSs. Main ﬁnding%ecause of the very different time scales of the axial and

are collected in Sections Ill, where families of GS SOIu'radiaI motions, it is natural to assume that the slow axial

tions are reported in several physically relevant regimesdynamics may be accurately described by averaging Eq.

for the strong, intermediate, and weak transverse confin . : :
ment, and shallow or deep OL potential. Both fundamen?@ over the fast (radial) degrees of freedom. Doing this,

tal GSs and their multi-peak bound states are considered© obta|n52 ) )
Only in the case of the tight confinement combined Withm% :_h_@+v ¢+#L¢_h_( &r, o 8_@) %
a shallow OL the ordinary 1D GPE provides for a suffi- 0t 2M 922 7 M 0z) 0z’
ciently accurate description of the GSs, in comparison with (1)
results of full 3D computations. On the other hand, the ef- 72
fective nonpolynomial 1D equation provides for good ac-zt.(n1) E/dQI'LCP*(_vaQ__
curacy in all cases, for the fundamental solitons and their ®)
bound states alike. The stability of the GSs is studied inSincenl

. S : (z,t) enters the last term of Eq[]1(8) merely as
Se_ct|on IV, by means OT systematic S|mulat|'ons.of the €V03n external parameter, it is clear that, whenever the axial
lution of perturbed solitons. The conclusion is that the

. . “kinetic energy associated with the transverse wave fumctio
fundamental GSs are stable (except for in a narrow reg'oﬂwfay be neglected, i.e

close to the upper edge of the bandgaps), evenin the case o
the strong deviation from the usual 1D description. Multi- ;- o= [dr, o - n o
soliton bound states are stable if the OL potential is deep * wi= L9 oMo2)¥

52 2

m@‘i'vl"‘gnlwﬁ)@-

enough. Conclusions following from results of this work, 72

inclu_lding applicability !imitg for the mean-field gpproxi- < /erJ_go* (—mVi +Vi(ry) +gm ]@]2) ©,
mation and 1D approximations, are formulated in Section )
V.

the radial dynamics decouples apd (n;) can be deter-
mined without the knowledge of the axial wave function.
Il. THE MODEL Actually, the right-hand side of Eq.[](9) is the chemical
potential of an axially homogeneous condensate character-
The model that was developed in Ref.|[17] for the BECized by the density per unit length and wave functiorp.
in the absence of OL potentials resorted to #ukabatic  For a sufficiently small value of the linear density <
approximation to neglect correlations between the trans-1), the chemical potential of the lowest-energy state of this
verse and axial motions. This approximation assumes thditomogeneous condensate can be readily obtained perturba-
the axial density varies slowly enough to allow the trans+ively. In this case, to the lowest ordes(r ) is given by
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the Gaussian wave function of the ground state of the radial The above derivation demonstrates that the validity of
harmonic oscillator, the corresponding chemical poténtiaEq. (14) relies on two conditions:
being iw, (1 4+ 2an,). As the linear density increases, (i) The typical time scalé\, of the axial motion must be
more radial modes become excited, and, in generally, theuch larger than the typical time scale of the radial motion
ground state of the corresponding homogeneous condef~ w7 ');
sate involves many harmonic-oscillator modes. (i) The axial kinetic energyK_, ], associated with the

In previous works, it was shown, using different ap-transverse wave function must be negligible.
proaches, that also in this case an analytical solution can The former requirement is necessary to allow the radial
be constructeo [17]. In particular, by using a variationalwave function to adiabatically follow the axial dynamics.
approach based on the direct minimization of the chemicaWhile the specific temporal scal®, depends on the par-
potential functional, it was shown that for any (dimen-ticular initial conditions, typically, in the presence af a
sionless) linear densityn; a very accurate estimate for OL, the fulfilment of this condition gets more difficult as
the chemical potential of the ground state is given bythe lattice periodl decreases, or the linear density; in-
hwi+/1 4+ 4an; [22]. This expression can be easily ex- creases. In particular, a sufficient condition for the valid
tended to incorporate the case in which the condensatty of the adiabatic approximation ist > a, an; < 1,
contains an axisymmetric vortex [17] (see also Ref. [23]with a, = \/A/Mw, being the radial harmonic-oscillator
where the intrinsic vorticity was included into the deriva- length. Nevertheless, such a constraint, which is hard to
tion of the 1D nonpolynomial nonlinear Schrodinger equa-satisfy in realistic situations, is not a necessary cooditi
tionin the case of the self-attraction); however, in thiskvo  Actually, for stationary stated, — oo and condition (i)
we restrict the consideration to zero vorticity. Using Eg.always holds. In the present work we are interested in this
(9), we see that a sufficient condition for the second derivacase, which is the most relevant one to seek for matter-

tive in z appearing in Eq[{8) to be negligible is wave GSs.
K.[p] < hw, VI + dan;. (10) A sufficient condition for the fulfillment of condition (ii)

is given by the inequality(11). In the presence of an OL,

hereA  is the ch ctic | h le in'th A the characteristic length scafe, is typically on the order
whereA. is the characteristic length scale in the axial di- ¢ o |attice periodl, hence Eq[{11) becomes
rection, Eq.[(ID) can be rewritten as

h2 ER < th\/ 1 + 4(1711, (15)
M <L hwiv144an,. 1y
When this condition holdsy, (n;) coincides, to a good
approximation, with the transverse local chemical po&nti
of the stationary radial GPE,

Taking into account an estimatés . [p] ~ h?/2M A2,

where E is the corresponding recoil energy. We will
demonstrate that this condition is well satisfied for statio
ary GSs in most cases of interest.

It is clear that, when the linear density is small enough
(an, < 1), Eq. [14), which exhibits the nonpolynomial

o, 2 nonlinearity, reduces to the usual 1D GRE (3) with the cu-
<_mv¢ +Vi(r) +gmlel ) = n(m)e, bic nonlinearity. This is the quasi-1D mean-field regime,
(12)  which corresponds to condensates whose radial state, as
and is given by given by a solution to Eq. [{12), may be well approxi-

= hw 1+ dan,. 13 mated by the.Gaussian ground state of the corresponding
. M,L(n,l) . nl ) (13) harmonic oscillator [17, 24]. Thus, Ed._(14) represents an
Finally, substituting Eqs.[(13) anfll(5) into Eq. (7) and extensjon of the 1D GPE for condensates with larger lin-

taking into account thap is a real normalized wave func- g5y densities or, equivalently, larger mean-field intéoact
tion (which implies the vanishing of the integral in the last gnergies. In such condensates, the radial ground stage sati
term) we arrive at the following effective 1D equation 10 fying Eq. [12) is, in general, a linear combination of many
govern the slow axial dynamics of the condensate: harmonic-oscillator modes (a similar situation takes @lac
09 R 0%¢ 2 in the derivation of the effective 1D equation for fermionic
mg T oM 922 +V2(2)¢ + hwi /1 4 4aN [¢["¢. gases by means of the density-functional approach [25]).

14) Inspection of Eqgs.[{1) of(14) demonstrates that the dy-
We note that the contribution from interatomic in- namical problem is fully controlled by four dimensionless
teractions enters the above equation through termparameters, which may be defined as

hw <\/ 1+ 4aN |¢|2 — 1) ¢, which vanishes folV. — Er Vo w. Na (16)

) Y Y
0. Thus, Eq.[(I¥) incorporates the energy shift, , which hwy Ep- wi ar
is irrelevant for the dynamics but simplifies the form of the As said above, the recoil enerdyr sets the energy scale
equation and makes the global chemical potential, that folef the underlying linear problem, while the nonlinear cou-
lows from this effective 1D equation, exactly coinciding pling constantVa/a, determines the order of magnitude
with the corresponding 3D result. of the mean-field interaction energy in units of the radial
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guantumiw, . Note that the dimensionless linear density

an, is proportional taNa/a . (a)
In this work, we assume the axial confinement to be

so weak that the corresponding harmonic-oscillator length

a, = \/h/Muw,, is much larger than the lattice peridd

Under these conditions, it is safe to neglect the modulation

induced in the condensate density by the axial harmonic

trap and setv, = 0, so that we are left with a uniform 1D

lattice potential acting along the axial direction.

10
1. MATTER-WAVE GAP SOLITONS IN DIFFERENT (b)
PHYSICAL REGIMES

|

The stationary solutions of the 3D GPE are wave func-
tions of the formy(r,t) = w(r)exp(—iut), with 1
obeying the time-independent GPE,

K2 2
by = (—mvz + Vi(ry) +V.(2) + gN [l ) Yo,

17)
wherey is the chemical potential. When Ed._{14) is ap-
plicable, one can instead generate the stationary axiad wav 0705 0 05 1 35 %705 0 05 1 200
function¢,(z) by solving the effective 1D equation, q(n/d)

N q(n/d) N
Kh 2 5
o = —m@+vz(z)+m& 1 +4aN |¢o|” ) ¢,

L)
=

FIG. 1: (Color online). (a) Band-gap structure of a noniatéing
] ] o (];8) 3D BEC withEr/hw, = 1/10, as a function of the dimension-
which, in the limit of an; < 1, reduces to the time- |ess lattice depts = V/Eg. The representative cases= 2

independent version of the usual 1D GPE (3): and20, indicated by vertical dashed lines, are considered in more
B2 92 ) detail in (b) and (c), respectively, which show the dimenkiss
popg = (———2 + V.(2) + 1o N |po|” + th> ¢o.  chemical potentiali as a function of the quasi-momentupin
2M 0z the first Brillouin zone (in units ofr/d). The right panels dis-

. (1_9) play the location of th&” Rb gap solitons considered in this work
Matter-wave GSs are characterized by the chemical pQpgints A-G).

tential lying in a bandgap of the energy spectrum of the

underlying linear system. To construct solutions for real-

istic 3D matter-wave GSs in the effectively 1D geometry,are always expressed in terms of relevant dimensionless pa-
we looked for numerical solutions to Eqd._{17) ahd] (18)rameters, are valid for any BEC. Actually, this is a direct
in different physically relevant regimes, and compared theonsequence of the scaling properties of Egs. [(1), (3), and
obtained results with those produced by the usual 1D GPEL4).

(@I9) to determine to what extent 3D contributions are rel-

evant. In particular, the comparison allows us to estimate

the accuracy and range of applicability of the effective 1D A. Tight radial confinement: Fr/hw, < 1
equations[(18) and (19).
Experimentally relevant values for the OL periddange In this case, the quantum of radial excitations is much

from 0.4 to 1.6 pum [2], which implies that, for the con- greater than the typical energy scale in the linear problem.
densate of’Rb, Fr /2wh ranges fron8.6 kHz t0 220 Hz.  Note that, to realize this regime in t#éRb condensate,
Taking into account that, typicallyy, /27 < 1 kHz, we  evenin the OL of period ~ 1.6 m, one needs to use the
conclude thatF'g /hiw, 2 1/4. On the other hand, for harmonic trap with radial frequency, /27 > 2400 Hz.

the condensate GfNa one hasr /hw, > 1 [2€], there- Figure[1(a) shows the dimensionless chemical poten-
fore in this case the GS energy is sufficiently large to exciteial of the noninteracting 3D condensate with; /hw, =
higher modes of the radial confinement, which makes 30 /10,
contributions always relevant. Since tHé&kb condensate ~
is most relevant for the experimental realization of GSs in p= (= Twy)/Er, (20)

the quasi-1D setting [217, 28], in what follows below we useas a function of the dimensionless lattice depth,=
particular parameters of this condensate to illustrate@ur V;,/ER. Since in this work we are interested in GSs with
sults. Nevertheless, the results of the present work, whichero vorticity, this diagram, that represents the bandgap
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structure of the underlying linear problem, has been obregime) [see Fig.[]1(c)] the condensate is trapped in the
tained from the zero-vorticity solutions of the linearvers  deep periodic potential. In this case, the lowest part of
of Eq. (IT7). Regions |, II, and Ill correspond to the lowestthe linear spectrum is dominated by large gaps separating
finite bandgaps, which separate shaded bands, where lirelatively narrow energy bands. The panels on the right
ear solutions exist. An important point is that, within the side of Figs.[IL(b) and (c) show the location, with respect
region of interest in the parameter space {fgf Er < 25  to the corresponding linear bandgap diagram, of the GSs
and up to the third bandgap), this 3D diagram is indistinthat will be considered below (points A—G). The horizon-
guishable from that obtained using the linear version otal axes in these panels indicate the number of atoms in
the effective 1D equatiof (18) [which, obviously, coingde each GS for th&”Rb condensates (with treewave scatter-
with the linear version of the stationary 1D GRE](19)]. Ining lengtha = 5.29 nm) in the trap with radial frequency
fact, Eq. [I18) leads to a bandgap diagram that differs fromw, /27 = 2400 Hz. For other values of parameters, the
Fig. [I(a) solely in the band marked by the arrow, whichGS family is described by the same plots, if considered in
does not appear in the 1D case. This extra band is, esseterms of the above-mentioned nonlinear coupling constant,
tially, a replica of the lowest one, shifted up in energy byNa/a, (¢ = 5.29nm andw, /2r = 2400 Hz corre-
2hw, /Eg. Taking into account that the energy spectrumspond toa/a; = 0.024). In other words, the number of

of the radial harmonic oscillator is given by atoms in a GS created in the condensate with scattering
lengtha’ and transverse confinement radids, which is

B = (2n, +|m| + Dhw,, (21)  tantamount to the GS with particular valuesafa, and
wheren, = 0,1,2,... is the radial quantum number and 1V, is given by
m = 0,%1,42, ... is the axial angular-momentum quan- ad
tum number, itis evident that the additional up-shifteddan N = a/; (22)
1

corresponds to the first excited radial mode with= 0. In

the notation of Ref.|[14], it corresponds to quantum num- GS solutions have been obtained by numerically solving

bers(n = 1,m = 0,n, = 1), with n being the band the full 3D equation[{17), as well as the effective 1D equa-

index of the 1D axial problem. Thus, the appearance ofions [18) and[(19). To this end, we have implemented a

this band is a purely 3D effect that cannot be accounted faNewton continuation methptdased on a Laguerre—Fourier

by the above 1D models. Since the energy shift increasespectral basis, that uses the chemical poteptias a con-

asEg/hw, decreases, itis clear that, within the parametetinuation parameter. To ensure the convergence, methods

region of interest, Fid.]1(a) is universal in the sense thati of this kind require to initiate the iterative proceduretwét

valid (for both 1D and 3D systems) for ay; /iw, < 1. sufficiently good initial guess. This means that one needs a
In this work, we restrict ourselves to the casé€ bf0, 0) good estimate for both the axial and the radial parts of the

GSs, that is, the solitons bifurcating from the lowest-gger wave function. Our computations used the following initial

band. Three-dimensional matter-wave GSs with a nontrivansatz for the wave function:

ial radial structure have been studied in Ref. [14]. In this 1 2

subsection, we consider OLs wifiz /w, = 1/10 and Po(ry,z) = exp (—%) bo(2), (23)

depthV;,/Er = 2 or 20. These two representative cases La, /7 2I%a3

correspond to the dashed vertical lines in Fig. 1(a) angyhere thez-dependent condensate’s width, expressed in

are shown in more detail in Figkl 1(b) and (c), which dis-ynjts ofq , is

play the corresponding bandgap structure as a function of

the quasi-momentum in the first Brillouin zone (in units I = (14 2aN|g(2)]?)

of w/d). Bold red lines in Figs[]1(b) and (c) have been

obtained from the linear version of the effective 1D equa-ande,(z) = \/ko/2 sech(kz) is the axial wave function.

tion (I8) while thin black lines correspond to those resultsThe number of particlesy, andk, are free adjustable pa-

obtained by means of the linear version of the 3D equarameters. Note that the radial part of the wave funcfioh (23)

tion (I7) that cannot be reproduced with the 1D model. Ads the same as the variational solution of Eq.1(12), which

said above, the only appreciable difference between the 1®as found in Ref.[[17].

and 3D results comes from the contribution of the first ex-

cited radial mode [see the top part of Fig. 1(c)]. The case

of V,/Er = 2, displayed in Fig.[1l(b), corresponds to 1. A shallow optical latticeVy / Er = 2

the condensate in relatively shallow OL potentials. Under

these circumstances, the linear energy spectrum does notPoint A in Fig. [1(b) corresponds to a fundamental GS

differ too much from that corresponding to the translationdocated near the bottom edge of the first bandgap. It looks

ally invariant casel(, = 0), and the bandgap structure qualitatively similar to that shown below in Figl 3, but with

exhibits wide energy bands separated by relatively smathe peak linear densityn, (0) ~ 0.04. In this case, the ef-

gaps, that are tangible only in the lowest part of the specfective 1D equationg (18) and (19) yield results which are

trum. On the contrary, foV,/ Er = 20 (the tight-binding  indistinguishable, on the scale of the figures, from those

1/4

; (24)



FIG. 2: (Color online). Atom density of the gap soliton cerre FIG. 3: (Color online). The same as Figl 2 for the gap soliton
sponding to point B in Fig[]1(b), displayed as (a) an isos@fa corresponding to point C in Fig] 1(b).
taken ab% of the maximum density, and (b) as a color map along
a cutting plane containing the axis. (c) Dimensionless axial
densityan; obtaineq from the 3D wave function, as _prescrib_edis rather low in Fig.DZ, and the total number of particles
by Eq. [3) [open circles] along with the corresponding predi i the compound soliton does not coincide with the sum
tions from the nonpolynomial 1D equatidn {18) [solid redelin ¢ yhe numbers of its fundamental constituents. Extending
and the ordinary 1D GPE{1L9) [dashed blue line]. . . .
this procedure, one can readily build a sequence of com-
pound GSs with an increasing number of peaks.

Panels (a) and (b) in Figl 2, display the 3D density of the
obtained from the full 3D equatiofi (IL7). This is not sur-three-peak GSs — as, respectively, an isosurface (taken at
prising, as for these parameters conditiod (15) is cestainl 5% of the maximum density), and a color map in the cross-
satisfied, and inequalityn; < 1, which guarantees the section plane drawn through theaxis. From these results,
validity of the 1D GPE[(I9), holds too. The (dimension-that have been obtained by solving the full 3D equation
less) chemical potential of this GS js = 1.75, which  (L7), we have also derived the axial linear densityz),
implies . = 1.175hw, ~ hw,, hence the radial wave defined as per Eq[{5). This density is shown in Eiy. 2(c)
function of the condensate should not differ too much fromby open circles, along with the corresponding results ob-
the ground state of the corresponding harmonic oscillatotained from the effective 1D equatiofis{18) ahd (19). The
These fundamental GSs, however, can only accommodafalL potential is also displayed by the dotted line (in arbi-
9 particles (for theé’’Rb condensate), which is too small trary units). It is seen that the effective 1D equation (18)
for the use of the mean-field approximation. Yet these sofsolid red lines) reproduces the 3D results very accurately
lutions play an important role as building blocks of higher-The 1D GPE[(I9) (dashed blue lines) gives a slight dis-
order GSs. Point B in Fidl] 1(b) corresponds to one of theserepancy £ 3%) against the 3D results. This discrepancy,
higher-order solitons, which is built as a symmetric lin- which would be invisible in the isolated fundamental GSs
ear combination of three fundamental GSs, see[Hig. 2. Itthat build the compound, may also be explained by effects
chemical potential and number of particles are= 1.75  of the interference between the constituents.
and N = 35. Note that, for the relatively shallow OL  Point C in Fig.[1(b) indicates the location of a funda-
(Vo/ERr = 2), interference effects arising from the overlap mental gap soliton in théN, 11) plane, which sits near the
between fundamental GSs sitting in adjacent lattice cellsop edge of the first bandgap. It contai2ts particles and
play an important role. For this reason, the contrast behas chemical potentigi = 2.42, which corresponds to
tween the three central peaks and minima separating them = 1.242 hw, . This quantity is again very similar to



hw, so that one expects the 1D GPE to be a good ap-

proximation in this case. Figufé 3 shows the 3D density

and the axial linear densityn, (z) of this GS. In Fig[B(c) (a)

one can see that the 1D GHAE](19) (the dashed blue line)

reproduces the 3D results obtained from the full GPE (17)

(shown by open circles) within 3% deviation. The effec-

tive 1D equation(18) (whose results are represented by the(b)

solid red line) is again more accurate and reproduces the

3D results with an erroxz 1%. As before, this fundamen-

tal GS can be used to build multi-peak compounds. 0.2
As one moves upward in the bandgap, the 3D effects be-

come stronger, which is a consequence of the fact that the

corresponding number of particles and, thus, the nonlinear

interaction energy increase. The above results, however, E

indicate that, for the tight radial confinemei/hw, <

1) and shallow OL V;,/Er < 2), the specific 3D effects

may be eventually neglected. In fact, under these condi-

tions the maximum number of particles that can be ac-

commodated in a fundamental GS in the first bandgap is

so small that inequality:n; < 1 always holds. This s

means that both the linear and the nonlinear energies re-  gliveeees” = Sooe? . Bagod o

main much smaller than the quantum of the radial excita- -14 -7 0 7 14

tion (E'r, anihw, < hw,), hence no higher transversal z/al

modes are significantly excited. Therefore, the situation

considered in this subsection may be categorized as the

quasi-1D mean-field regime, in which the 1D GPEl (19) ac-FIG. 4: (Color online). The same as Figl 2 for the gap soliton

curately describes the matter-wave GSs, provided that corerresponding to point E in Figl 1(c).

dition N > 1 holds (otherwise, the mean-field approxi-

mation will be invalid).

(c)]

—
=
-
i~

effective 1D equatior (18) (the solid red line) agree very
well with those produced by the full 3D GPE_{17) (open
2. A deep optical latticely/Er = 20 circles). In particular, the 1D equation yields the paeticl
numberN = 56, which is very close tdV = 55, as given
In terms of the underlying OL, this is the case of theby the 3D solution. SincéV represents a measurement of
tight-binding regime,V, > FEgz. The nonlinear tight- the norm of the wave function, it is clear that the error in
binding regime is realized when the potential depthis  the number of particles reflects the error in the correspond-
much larger than both the linear and nonlinear (mean-fieldng wave functions. The 1D GPE{[19), corresponding to
energies, i.e.Vy > FEg, anihw,. Under these circum- the dashed blue line in Fid.] 4(c), givéé = 49, which
stances, the condensate density is highly localized near pgnplies an error 10%.
tential minima, making the overlap between densities as- Point F in Fig.[1(c) corresponds to a fundamental GS
sociated with different wells negligible. Point D in the located near the top edge of the first bandgap. This soliton,
first bandgap of Fig.[]1(c) corresponds to a fundamentalhich is very similar to that shown in Figl] 5, contains
GS withz = 6.79 and N = 18. Since its peak ax- 71 particles and has chemical potential= 11.5, which
ial density isan;(0) ~ 0.2, andV,/Er = 20 implies impliesy = 2.15hw,. At this value ofu there is a
Vo = 2 hw, this fundamental GS belongs to the nonlinearsignificant probability of the excitation of higher levefs i
tight-binding regime. Figuriel4 shows a compound GS builthe radial-confinement potential, which is corroborated
of three such fundamental solitons. It corresponds to poirlby the fact that the peak axial density of this GS is
E in Fig. [A(c). Its chemical potentialy = 6.79, is the an,(0) ~ 0.7. Because inequalityn; < 1 does not hold
same as that of the corresponding fundamental GS, and iis this case, one cannot expect the ordinary 1D GPE (19) to
number of particlesN = 55, now coincides with the sum be valid. In fact, it yields the number of particls = 53,
of the number in its constituents (note that we always apwhich implies an error greater tha&#5%. Nevertheless,
proximateN to the nearest integer). As can be seen fronthe effective nonpolynomiallD equation [(I8) remains
Fig.[4, this compound soliton exhibits three well separatedialid and quite accurate. It producéé = 73, which
identical peaks (BEC droplets), each one being practicallgorresponds to a maximum error 8f8%. This is not
indistinguishable from the above-mentioned fundamentasurprising, since condition_(1L5), which guarantees the
GS. Figurd_}(c) shows that the results obtained from thealidity of the nonpolynomial equation, is satisfied in this
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FIG. 5: (Color online). The same as Figl 2 for the gap solitonFIG. 6: (Color online). (a) Band-gap structure of a noniatging

corresponding to point G in Figl] 1(c). 3DBECwithER/hw, = 1/4, as a function of the dimensionless
lattice depths = Vp/Ek. The representative cases- 2 and20,
indicated by vertical dashed lines, are considered in metaidn

case. (b) and (c), respectively, which show the dimensionlessibal
potentialz as a function of the quasi-momentugmin the first

. - . N . . Brillouin zone (in units ofr/d). The right panels display the
The solution pertaining to point G in Figl 1(c) is quali- location of the®”Rb gap solitons considered in this work (points

tatively similar. It corresponds to the fundamental GS Io—H_M).
cated near the top edge of the second bandgap, with chem-
ical potentialy = 17.2 and N = 182. Figure[% shows
the 3D density and axial linear density, () of this BEC  becomes even more severe if one takes into account that
droplet. In this caseyn, (0) ~ 1.3, indicating a large con- the tight-radial-confinement regime is not easy to realize
tribution of excited radial modes. As a consequence, th@sing typical experimental parameters. Our simulations in
ordinary 1D GPE[(19) [the dashed blue line in Fig. 5(c)]dicate, however, that the effective nonpolynomial 1D equa-
fails to reproduce the 3D results (open circles). It predict tion (I8) properly describes such essentially 3D situation
N = 119, which means the erras 34%. As seen from providing for an accurate description of the fundamental
Fig.[5(c), the effective 1D equation{18) (the solid red)ine GSs in the entire bandgaps.
remains accurate enough in this case too. In particular, it
yields N = 187, the respective error beirty8%.

The above results imply that, with the deep OL, the num-  B. Intermediate radial confinement: £ /hw, ~1/4
ber of particles that can be accommodated in the funda-
mental GS can be large enough to make the 3D character This regime is of particular interest because it corre-
of the wave function essential. In fact, even for the tight ra sponds to typical experimental parameters. It can be re-
dial confinementE/hw, < 1), which is the most favor-  alized, for instance, with th& Rb condensate in the OL of
able case for the applicability of the 1D approximation, theperiodd = 1.55 um, radially confined by the harmonic
usual 1D GPH{(19) with the deep OL potential cannot be repotential withw, /2w = 960 Hz. The particle numbers
liably used beyond the first third of the first bandgap. SinceV of the GSs considered below are given for these phys-
the validity of the mean field treatment requirt®s> 1, ical parameters, and, they can be converted into values of
the usual GPE cannot be used close to the bottom edge &f for other situations by means of Eq._{22) (now, with
the bandgap either. Itis thus clear that the range of valida/a; = 0.015) .
ity of this standard 1D equation is limited. This conclusion Figure[®(a) shows the bandgap structure, as produced



by the linearized version of Eq.[{IL7) for zero-vorticity
modes. Recall that the linearization of the effective 1D
equations[(118) and_(19) vyield, instead, the diagram dis- (a)
played on Fig.[T1(a) (except for the narrow band marked
by the arrow, which, as already said, does not appear in the
1D approximation). It is seen that the 1D approximation
cannot reproduce the 3D picture resulting from the exci- (b)
tation of the radial modes, which manifest themselves in
Fig. [B(a) as replicas of bands shifted up by integer mul-
tiples of 2hw, /ER. Since this quantity is smaller in the
present case than it was before, the effect of these contri-
butions in the region of interest is now stronger. While it
is obvious that the 1D equations cannot account for the 3D
effects originating from the shifted bands, we will demon-
strate that these equations may still produce an accurate de -~
scription of common GSs, i.e., those originating from the =
m = n, = 0 energy bands.

Figures[6(b) and (c) display the bandgap structure
as a function of the quasi-momentum for lattice depths
Vo/Er = 2 and20, respectively. Thin black lines in these
figures represent 3D results that cannot be reproduced by
the 1D models, and points H-M {1V, 1) plane mark ex-
amples of GSs that will be considered below.

0.25

1. A shallow optical lattice¥y/Er = 2 FIG. 7: (Color online). Atom density of the gap soliton corre
sponding to point | in Fig[16(b), displayed as (a) an isosiefa
Point H in Fig. [6(b) corresponds to a fundamental GSaken at5% of the maximum density, and (b) as a color map
with 71 = 2.19 and N = 50, which is similar to the one in alqng a cqtting planel containing theaxis. (c) Dimgnsionless
Fig. 3, but with the peak axial densityz; (0) ~ 0.2. In aX|§1I densityan; obtained f_rom the 3D wave function, as pre-
this case, the effective 1D equatidnl(18) predi¥ts= 51, scribed by Eq. [IF) [open circles] along with the correspogdi
. - predictions from the nonpolynomial 1D equatiénl(18) [sokd
thus corresponding to 2% error, while the 1D GPEL(19) io7'o e ordinary 1D GPETL9) [dashed blue line]
predicts N = 45 (an 11% error). Symmetric combina- '
tions of five such fundamental GSs generate the compound
GS shown in Figl17, which contair?58 particles and cor-
responds to point | in Fig[16(b). The 3D density of this structure. The first soliton, which contaii$ particles,
soliton exhibits five weakly separated peaks, as shown iWith i = 5.33 and axial densityin, (0) ~ 0.23, also cor-
Figs.[7(a) and (b) by means of the isosurface and the coldgsponds to the nonlinear tight-binding regime and is thus
map in the cross-section p|ane drawn throughzﬂ‘m(is_ hlghly localized at a Single lattice site. This follows from
As seen in Fig.[I7(c), in this case the effective 1D equathe fact that, forl,/Er = 20 and Er/hw, = 1/4, one
tion (I8) yields an error of.5% in the norm of the wave hasVy/hw, = 5, which is much greater than the above-
function (V = 262) while the use the ordinary 1D GPE mentioned value ofin, (0). For this GS, located near the
(I9) generates an error 2% (N = 226), showing that, bottom edge of the first bandgap, the ordinary 1D GPE
already for this GS, the 3D effects play an important role. (£9) yields an error> 11%, which continues to grow as
Point J in Fig.[B(b) corresponds to a fundamental Gne moves upward in the bandgap. However, the effective
containing75 particles and located near the top edge of the'onpolynomial 1D equatiof (18) remains accurate within a
first bandgap. It is qualitatively similar to the one shown in 2.5% deviation.
Fig. [3, but havinge = 2.42 andan, (0) ~ 0.26. In this Point L in Fig. [6(c) indicates the position of a funda-
case, Eqs.[{18) anf{[19) yield results with an errot%  mental GS near the top edge of the first bandgap, with
(N = 76) and12% (N = 66), respectively. o = 11.5, N = 243, andan,(0) ~ 2.3. Since the in-
equalityan; < 1 does not hold in this case, the ordinary
1D GPE [[19) is invalid, giving a5% error (N = 133).
2. A deep optical latticelVyp/Er = 20 Note that, even though point L is relatively close to a 3D
energy band [the thin black line in Fig] 6(c)], which can-
Points K, L and M in Fig[b(c) correspond to fundamen-not be reproduced by the effective 1D equat[od (18), it can,
tal GSs in the case of the tight-binding underlying linearhowever, reproduce this GS withini&; error (V = 253).
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FIG. 8: (Color online). The same as Figl 7 for the gap solitonFIG. 9: (Color online). (a) Band-gap structure of a noniatging

corresponding to point M in Fid.] 6(c). 3D BEC with Er/hw, = 1, as a function of the dimensionless
lattice depths = Vp/Ek. The representative cases- 2 and20,
indicated by vertical dashed lines, are considered in metiaidn

The same is true for the fundamental GS displayed in Fig(P) @nd (c), respectively, which show the dimensionlessrbal
8, which corresponds to point M in Fifll 6(c). It represents?Ctentialj: as a function of the quasi-momentufmin the first
a BEC droplet containing96 particles, withii — 17.2 Brlllo_um zone gln units of7r_/d). The _r|ght p_anel_s, display the
. . . location of the®”Rb gap solitons considered in this work (points

and the peak axial densityn;(0) ~ 5.4. Since we have _R).
Vo/ hw, < an4(0) in the present case, the system is no
longer in the nonlinear tight-binding regime. This is seen
in Fig.[8, where the density is not strongly localized aroundvhere both conditionan,; < 1 and N > 1 hold simul-
the minimum of the potential well. As seen in Fig. 8(c), thetaneously. AsE/hw, increases, the relative strength of
nonpolynomial 1D equatior _(18) yields results (the solidthe radial confinement decreases, and the range of validity
red line) that agree with the 3D picture produced by theof the 1D GPE becomes more and more narrow. From the
full GPE (I7) (open circles), within 8% deviation [Eq.  experimental viewpoint, the increase Bf; /hw, may be
(I8) yieldsN = 719 in this case]. On the contrary, the 1D relevant, as in this way one can easily increase the number
GPE [19), which gives results (the dashed blue line) withof particles in the fundamental GSs. However, the increase
an error> 55% (it yields N = 297), clearly isnotvalidin  of E/hw, also implies a decrease in the relative size of
this case. the radial-excitation energy quantum, which can compro-

These findings demonstrate that, in the physicallymise the stability of the solitons because they can decay by
relevant regime of the intermediate radial confinemenexciting higher radial modes, even for condensates with a
(Er/hw, = 1/4), even for the shallow OL the 3D ef- relatively small number of particles. We briefly consider
fects may be important, and thus the usual 1D GPE (19his case below. The stability properties of the GSs will be
fails to reproduce correctly the axial density,(z) and  analyzed in Sec. IV.
the particle conteniV. For Er/hw, = 1/4 and poten-
tial depthV,/Er = 2, the fundamental GSs located in the
first bandgap, as predicted by the 1D GPE equation, fea- C. Weak radial confinement: Er /hw,; > 1
ture the error~ 12%, which is still larger for compound
GSs. For the deep O, /Er = 20), the 1D GPE is In this regime, the typical energy scale in the underlying
valid only in a small region near the bottom edge of thelinear problem is sufficiently large to easily excite higher
first bandgap. In general, this equation is applicable onlyransverse modes. As a representative example, we con-
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the fact that its chemical potential is very close to the first
linear energy band, where only extended solutions of the
stationary GPE exist. Figutel10(c) shows that the results
obtained from the effective 1D equatidn18) (the solid red
line) coincide with the 3D results (open circles) withith

(it predicts N = 75). However, the 1D GPH_(19) (the
dashed blue line) gives rise to an errorl0% (it predicts

N = 66). We thus conclude that, in the weak-radial-
confinement regimeHx/hw, > 1), the latter equation

is only applicable in a narrow region close to the bottom
edge of the first bandgap, even for shallow OLs. In this
regime, the 3D contributions play an important role in most
cases. These contributions are, however, well accounted
P for by the effective 1D equatioi (118). For instance, for
point Q in Fig.[9(b) [which corresponds to a fundamental
GS near the top edge of the first bandgap, Witk 2.42,

N = 400, andan,(0) ~ 1.5] the 1D GPE[(IP) gives an
error of 34% (N = 265), while the nonpolynomial 1D
equation[(IB) limits the error 8.5% (N = 414). PointR

in Fig. [9(c) is an example of a fundamental GS in a deep
DA WALVETAY RYRYEER VAN & W OL. It corresponds to a disk-shaped BEC droplet trapped in
1 5 o0 5 — 10 a single lattice cell [see Fig. 111(b)], which conta?23
87Rb atoms, and hag = 11.5. Its axial linear density is
gualitatively similar to that shown in Fid.] 8(c), but with a
maximum valuezn;(0) ~ 23. In this case, the 1D GPE
FIG. 10: (Color online). Atom density of the gap soliton eerr ~ predicts the particle contet = 534, while the effective
sponding to point P in Figl]9(b), displayed as (a) an isosarfa 1D equation[(18) yield$V = 2437, which corresponds to
taken ab% of the maximum density, and (b) as a color map alongan error~ 5% in the norm of the wave function. Thus,

a cutting plane containing the axis. (c) Dimensionless axial the 1D nonpolynomial equation provides for a sufficiently

densityan, obtained from the 3D wave function, as prescribedgood description of the stationary GSs even in the highly

by Eq. [B) [open circles] along with the corresponding predi nonlinear 1) weak-radial-confinement regime
tions from the nonpolynomial 1D equatidn {18) [solid recelin G, > 1) g '

and the ordinary 1D GPE{1L9) [dashed blue line].

(b)

0.2

an1

IV. STABILITY ANALYSIS

sider the case o’z /hw, = 1, which can be realized in

We have investigated the stability of the GS solutions b
the 8"Rb condensate in the OL with = 1.55 ym and ve Ivesty Stablity SOULONS DY

. ; monitoring their long-time behavior after the application
radial-confinement strength, /2r = 240 Hz. The par- ¢ 5 \andom perturbation [13.129]. Specifically, we have
ticle contents of the GSs considered below cqrrespond tB rturbed the corresponding wave functions with a small-
such condensates. AS before, the correspondlng valu_es 2 plitude ¢ 2%) additive Gaussian white noise and have
NN can be converted into those corresponding to other situgy, hiored the subsequent nonlinear evolutiontfer To
tions by means of EqL(22) (this time/a . = 7.6x10™%).  pis and we have numerically solved the full 3D GPE (1),
Figure[9(a) displays the bandgap structure of the undeizs well as the effective 1D equatidni14), using a Laguerre-
lying 3D linear problem, to be compared with Figl 1(a) Fourier pseudospectral method with a third-order Adams-
which shows the bandgap structure obtained from the lingashforth time-marching scheme. Numerical integration
earization of 1D equations(118) ¢r (19). As before, the latof the 3D GPE for such a long time is a very demanding
ter equations cannot account for the 3D contributions frontomputational task. While it is possible for a certain GS to
the excited radial modes, which account for the series ohe metastable and decay on a time scale still longerthan
shifted bands separated by gaps of valae, /Er in Fig. s, in practice this time is long enough in comparison with
B(a). Figure§B(b) and (c) display the linear bandgap strughe lifetime of the condensate per se, hence the soliton sur-
ture as a function of the quasi-momentum,¥gf Er =2 viving for 1 s may be categorized as a stable one.
and20, respectively. We have found that both the full 3D GPE (1) and the ef-
Point P in Fig.[®(b) corresponds to a fundamental GSective nonpolynomial 1D equatiofi (14) lead to the same
with 1 = 1.59 and N = 74. Its 3D density plot, shown conclusions regarding the stability of the GSs. However,
in Fig. [10, demonstrates that this fundamental soliton i®nce an unstable soliton begins to decay, one cannot ex-
spread over several lattice sites, which is a consequence péct, in general, the latter equation to reproduce the dy-
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FIG. 11: (Color online). Evolution in time, after the apglibn  FIG. 12: (Color online). (a) Evolution in time, after the dipp
of a2% white-noise perturbation, of the fundamental gap solitonscation of a2% white-noise perturbation, of the compound gap
corresponding (a) to point P in Figl 9(b), and (b) to point i soliton corresponding to point B in Figl 1(b). Panel (b) thyp
B(c). the long time behavior, after the application of the pertidn,

of a stable three-peak soliton (see text).

namical behavior correctly. The reason for this problem is

that, as already said in Sec. 1, in the presence of the OL pasur simulations indicate that GSs such as those correspond-
tential the above-mentioned adiabatic condition (i) isdhar ing to points F, G, L, M and R in Fig$l @] 6, ahd 9 (which

to fulfill in time-dependent settings. Of course, the same isre fundamental GSs in the deep OL, Wiy Er = 20,

true for the 1D equatiori{3), which is a limit form of Eq. located close to the top edge of the bandgap) also remain
(I4) and, consequently, has a much narrower range of ajtable up to& = 1 s. This is in good agreement with pre-
plicability. The results presented below have been obthinevious analyzes carried out in the context of deep optical
using the full 3D GPE[{1). For each GS we have used alattices in terms of the ordinary 1D GPE (3) [9, 13].

least two different basis sets and time steps to check that An important resultis thdﬂ7 0, O) fundamental GSs re-
the results do not depend on details of the numerical promain stable even in the weak-radial-confinement regime
cedure. (Er/hw, ~ 1). In this regime, GSs always have suffi-
Our simulations demonstrate that, in genefal,0, 0) cient energy to excite higher radial modes, and, as a con-
fundamental GSs are stable, exceptin a narrow region closequence, the 3D effects are always relevant and the usual
to the top edge of the bandgaps. In particular, the solitongD GPE [3) fails. Figur€11(a) displays the long-time be-
corresponding to points A, D, K, and P in Fidd.[1, 6, andhavior, after the application of the perturbation, of the-fu
remain stable up t6 = 1 s. On the contrary, GSs in a damental GS shown in Fid._110 [it corresponds to point P
shallow OL (/,/Er = 2), located close to the top edge of in Fig.[9(b)]. This figure shows (by means of a color map)
a bandgap, such as those corresponding to points C, H, the evolution of the axial densityn, (z, t), which has been
and Q in Figs.[1l[]6, and 9, turn out to be unstable. Thiobtained from the 3D wave function(r, , z,t) by inte-
instability manifests itself as a steady decay of the norngrating out the radial dependence, as per HEd. (5). The
of the GS through emission of radiation, on a time scaldeft panel in this figure shows the 3D condensate density
that increases as one moves away from the top edge of tl¢ ¢ = 0 (i.e., just after the application of the perturba-
bandgap. In this regard, one finds that the GS correspondion) as an isosurface takeni% of the maximum density,
ing to point H decays much slower than the other ones. Asvhile the right panel represents the density at 1 s. This
the lattice depth,/ E increases, in general, GSs becomeGS hasig = 1.59, which impliesy = 2.59hw, . Note
more stable and the instability region shrinks. In particul that, despite the fact that this chemical potential is gneat
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than the quantunmiw, , the GS remains stable up 1os.  from the following relation|[17]:

The same is true for the fundamental GS corresponding to 0
point R in Fig.[®(c), which corresponds to a disk-shaped n(0) = n1(0) .
BEC containing more thaf300 ¥’Rb atoms with chemi- ma? /14 4any(0)

cal potentiaj = 12.55w .. > hw. . As Fig.[11(b) shows, Substituting the values afn,(0) obtained in Section IlI

this GS also remains stable. for different GSs into Eq.[(25), one can easily verify that

Our simulations also demonstrate that the compound Gg‘onditiona?’n(o) < 1is satisfied in all cases, which justi-

from Fig.[2, corresponding to point B in Figl 1(b), is unsta-fies the use of the mean-field description. The most critical
ble. This is seen in Fid. 12(a), which shows how the soli-gjyation occurs for the GS corresponding to point G in Fig.

ton decays on a time scate 120 ms after the addition of [@(c), which hagn(0) ~ 10~*. For the GS corresponding
a2% white-noise perturbation. This compound GS, whichy, pc’>int R in Fig[®(c), one finds*n(0) ~ 5 x 10-°.

have = 1.75 and V' = 35, was built in the shallow OL  pegpite the fact that applicability conditions for the

(Vo/Er = 2) as the symmetric combination of three fun- o4 field treatment can be readily met, it is much harder
damental constituents. We have found that, in such shalloyy justify the validity of the usual 1D GPE](3), which re-

lattices, GSs of this type are always unstable. However, '&uiresboth conditionsan; < 1 andN > 1 to be hold

is not difficult to find stable solitons of this type in some- simultaneously. Only in this case the 3D effects may be
what deeper lattices. An example is shown in igl 12(b)gafety neglected. In most experimentally relevant situa-
which represents a stable three-peak soliton with 3.13  jong” these conditions are not met, hence the applicabilit
and N = 59, trapped in the OL withl,/Er = 4 and 406 of Eq. [[B) turns out to be very limited. On the con-
Epg/hw, = 1/10. Similar dynamics is observed for the 4y it has been shown in this work that the effective 1D
GS displayed in FigL]7, which corresponds to point | in GpE 1) with the nonpolynomial nonlinearity provides for
Fig. [6(b). This is a five-peak compound generated in the\, 4ccurate description of the stationary matter-wave GSs
shallow OL (;, / Er = 2) in the regime of the intermediate ;, most cases of practical interest.

radial-confinement strengttif; /iw | =~ 1/4). Oursimu- A yelevant extension of the present analysis may be to

lations indicate'that this compound soliton is_ unstable. INn5gg with intrinsic vorticity, as well as to mobility of stabl
fact, no stable five-peak solitons were found in such a shalg|iions. |t is also interesting to consider two-component
low lattice. On the other hand, it is not difficult to find sta- GSs in the realistic 3D setting.

ble compounds of this kind for deeper OLs. An exampleis /5 acknowledges financial support from Ministerio de

the five-peak pattern withy/ Er = 4, Ep/hwi = 1/4,  ciencia e Innovacion through contract No. FIS2009-07890
n = 2.83 and N = 212. In general, GSs naturally be- éSpain).
p

come more stable as the lattice depth increases. For de
OLs (Vo/Er = 20), the stability of compound GSs is es-
sentially identical to that of their fundamental constittee
The GS in Fig.[[%, which corresponds to point E in Fig.
[Ii(c), is an example of a stable three-peak soliton realized * Electronic addres$: ammateo@ull.es
in a deep OL. T Electronic address: vdelgado@ul.es
¥ Electronic address: malomed@post.tau.ac.il
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