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1. Introduction

The derivative nonlinear Schréodinger equation (DNLS equation) is an integrable system
related to the nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLSE). It was first discussed by Kaup
and Newell [I]. The partial differential equation for this system is

i + Vo +19([01*9)e = 0. (1.1)

Since its discovery by Kaup and Newell, the derivative NLSE has been studied by many
people. Among its many properties are the existence of stable moving solitary waves.
Recently because of the interest of the behavior of solitary wave systems in the presence
of complex external parity-time (P7) symmetric potentials, there has been renewed
interest in studying this equation in those environments which can be reproduced in
optical fibers.

The DNLS equation with general x power nonlinearity in the presence of an external
PT symmetric Scarff-II potential [2] is given by

19y 4 Vg +1g( 10?9 )y + [ Vi sech®z + 1 Wy secha tanh 2] ¢(z) = 0, (1.2)

with Vy > 0. This equation has recently been studied for the special case Kk = 1 by Chen
and Yan [3]. When x = 1, this equation has been used to describe nonlinear waves
in plasmas as well as optical fibers. In Chen and Yan the regimes where the trapped
solutions were stable was mapped out as a function of (V, Wp).

For the DNLS equation both static and moving solutions have been found at x = 1
and it has been proven that these solutions are stable as long as the velocity is less than
a critical value. The orbital stability of these solutions when x = 1 and V = 0 was
shown by Colin and Ohta [4]. This was done by showing that the solutions of the DNLS
equation could be mapped by a “gauge transformation” into solutions of a variant of
the DNLS equation which we denote the “conserving” DNLS equation (¢cDNLSE) which
has a Lagrangian formulation: i.e. the equation

can be derived from Lagrangian
L= [ 4 {50 @t vulo.0) - wila, ) (o 1) (14)

—|77/)$<Ji,t)|2 - %l@/)(:t,t)ﬁ [¢*(x7t) 77DE(ZL‘,75) - ¢;(x=t> ¢($at)} ’
so that the energy
B= [ do {0ue OF + Lol 0 (07 (00 dalant) = 030 00, 1) (15)

is conserved.
The transformation of the solutions of the DNLS equation, denoted by v(z,t), to
solutions of the cDNLS equation which we denote by #(x,t) is given by

V(@) = v(z, 1) exp B/ ]”U(a:,t)ﬂ | (1.6)

—00

T
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This gauge equivalency was used by Jenkins et al [5] to prove the global well-posedness
of the solutions. This transformation was also used to study the asymptotic (in time)
of the traveling wave solutions by Hayashi and Ozawa [6].

We were originally interested in studying the stability properties of the exact
solutions of the DNLS equation with and without a potential, when xk # 1 in analogy to
what has been done for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation with arbitrary x. However
at arbitrary k we were unable to find a gauge transformation relating the original DNLS
equation to the cDNLS equation. So instead we thought it preferable to first study the
stability of the solutions for arbitrary x power nonlinearity of the gauge transformed
DNLS equation. This variant of the derivative NLSE is derivable from a Lagrangian
when the external potential is real so that simple methods can be used to qualitatively
describe stability properties. A similar situation occurred in the study of compactons,
where Cooper et al [7] modified the original equation of Camassa and Holm [§] so
that it was derivable from a Lagrangian. The exact solutions of the generalizations
the DNLS equation and the ¢cDNLS equation to arbitrary x are quite similar in form
which is analogous to what happened in the Camassa-Holm equation when compared
to the Cooper-Shepard-Lucheeroni-Sodano (CSLS) equation. So here, we will find exact
solutions to the equation:

19y 4 Vg +19 [U* 1y + [ Vi sech®z + 1 Wy secha tanh x| ¢(z) = 0, (1.7)

for arbitrary s, and study their stability as a function of x using a variety of methods
when Wy = 0. The exact solutions previously found for k = 1 can be easily generalized
to arbitrary , for both the DNLS equation and its variant, even when we include the
complex external potential of the Scarff-II variety.

It is well known that for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation with arbitrary «, the
stability properties depend on the power of the nonlinearity. One has a transition from
stable solutions to those that blow up at a critical value of the mass M = [ dz|¢|?
at k = 2 and then all solutions are unstable for k > 2. (See e.g. Rose and Weinstein
[9], Cooper, Shepard, and Lucheroni, [10], Cooper, Shepard, Lucheroni, and Sodano
[7]). When one adds an external potential that is confining, one can show for the
NLSE that the stability regions increases as we increase the magnitude of the potential.
We utilized this approach in [I1] where all simple methods: Derrick’s theorem [12]
and variants of the Vakhitov-Kolokolov (V-K) stability criteria [13] and the collective
coordinate method yielded consistent results whose answers agreed with those found in
numerical simulations. Here we will find that because of the extra derivative, the critical
value of k£ will be 1 when there is no potential present. We obtain this by looking at
Derrick’s theorem [I2] as well as the orbital stability at arbitrary x. When we add
a real attractive potential we will find that the nodeless bound solutions will have an
increased domain of stability which depends on the strength of the potential. This will
be done using Derrick’s theorem as well as looking at the small oscillation equations in
a collective coordinate approximation.

This paper is organized as follows. We will first generalize to arbitrary x the exact
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static and moving solutions that were were found previously in Ref. [3]. We show
that the variant DNLS equation has similar solutions. We then show that even in the
presence of the Scarff-II potential, the equations have similar solutions. We then utilize
the conservation laws of the variant DNLS equation to discus the stability of the latter
solutions with and without a real potential. Finally we introduce a collective coordinate
approach to study the dynamics of the perturbed solutions.

2. Solutions of the derivative nonlinear Schrodinger equation and the
conserved derivative nonlinear Schrodinger equation at arbitrary
nonlinearity parameter k.

First let us determine the solitary wave solutions of the derivative nonlinear Schrodinger
equation with arbitrary s

100 () + O (1) +1g Op [ [ih(x, )" (2, 1) ] = 0, (2.1)
with arbitrary nonlinearity parameter . In order to find solitary wave solutions to
(2.1), we assume that the solution has the form

U(x,t) = u(z — ct) X@H (2.2a)

r—ct

x(z,t) = wt + g (x —ct) — O/g/ dz [u(2)]**, (2.2b)

where [¢(x,t)| = u(x — ct), is only a function of z = & — ¢t and u(z — ¢t) is real. Upon

substitution of (2.2a)) into (2.1)) we find

2 1 2 1
2(k+1)  2(y+1) K
and we obtain an equation for u(z):
2
" c ¢ 2% 26+1 4 _
W)+ |G e g + e e P Ju) =0, 29

When x = 1, this reduces to equation (1.4) in Colin and Ohta [4]. In order to find a
solution of ((2.4)), we start from the ansatz:

u(z) = Acosh(Bz) + B] 2 . (2.5)
After some algebra, we find that u(z) is given by

u(z) = [ (r+ ;)\(Z%_ “) } & [COSh(/iZ\/W) R ];N , (2.6)

and that
2k +1 2 1
X(z,t) = wt + gz — K: tan™* [ % tanh< 5;@2\/4w — c2> ] . (2.7)

Again we notice that at x = 1, this reduces to equation (1.3) in Colin and Ohta [4].
Furthermore if we set ¢ = 0, we get the result that

U(x,t) = u(zx) el X@1) (2.8)
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where

u(x) = [(/{—l— 1)\/@]ﬁsechi(2fﬁ;\/c_ux) : (2.9)
and

x(z,t) = wt — 2kt 1 tan~! (tanh(rkv/wz) ) . (2.10)

Static solutions exist for arbitrary values of the width parameter 8 = 2k+/w, but only
the 8 = 1 solution smoothly goes into the nodeless trapped solutions when a trapping
potential is present.

It is amusing to note that form of the static solution for DNLS equation is of the
same form as the trapped solution found for the NLS plus the P7T-invariant Scarff
IT potential in [I4]. One major difference between the solutions of the cDNLSE and
those of the NLSE is that in the latter case, the static solutions transform into the
moving solution with a simple transformation x — x — c¢t. This is not the case for
cDNLSE, so that the use of collective coordinates based on trial wave functions of the
form sech?/?(z — ¢(t)) that we use here for the trapped solution stability problem will
not be appropriate for the problem of seeing what happens when a solitary wave travels
through a confining potential. For the latter problem we would use generalizations of
the exact moving solutions which also can be treated analytically but requires Elliptic
functions as seen in our discussion of orbital stability.

2.1. The conserved derivative nonlinear Schrodinger equation

For the conserved derivative nonlinear Schrédinger equation (¢cDNLSE) the equations
of motion are

1y (2,1) + Ve (2, ) +ig |0 (2, 1)) Yp(z,1) = 0. (2.11)
If we assume the same ansatz found in (2.2a)),
U(z,t) = u(x — ct) eX@D (2.12a)
T—ct
X(x,t) = wt + g (x —ct) — a’g/ dz [u(2)]*, (2.12b)

where u(x) is assumed to be real, we find that u(z) obeys (2.4) and so has the same
form. However we now find

r o 1 . Y
TRk 21+ (2.13)

so that
1 2 1
X(z,t) = wt + £ 2 tan™! 2V tanh( 5;{2\/4w - c2> ] . (2.14)

When ¢ = 0 we get the result
(1) = ulw) XD, (2.15)
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where now
u(x) = [(/{—I—l)\/?f,u]ﬁsechi(?n\/c_ux) , (2.16)
and

x(z,t) = wt — % tan" ' (tanh(kv/wz) ) . (2.17)

2.2. Conservation Laws of the DNLS and ¢cDNLS equations

For k = 1 it is well known (see for example ref. [4]) that the DNLS equation can be
transformed by a gauge transformation and that it obeys the conservation laws of mass,
momentum and energy, namely

M:/dx|¢(a:,t)|2, (2.18a)
P —/dx { %wm,w O (2,1) — " (@, ) dha(, )] + % v} (2.18D)
E :/dx{ \%(fv,t)|2+%|¢(%t) P[0 (2, 8) o, 1) — (. t) (2, 1) ] (2.18c¢)

1 4
+ 5l

are all conserved. However for arbitrary x there is no gauge transformation available,
and we instead find that only

M :/dx (w12 (2.192)
P = / o { S100w 0200, 0) = 07 (0,0l )]+ — = (e, ) [} (2.19D)

are conserved.

For the cDNLS equation, we have for arbitrary s that energy is conserved. This is
because the equation can be derived from an action principle. The action for the cDNLS
equation is

Tl ¢ = / A { Tl 0] — Hio] ), H, o) = Hio ] — Holb o] (2.20a)

T 0] = [ do [0 (@,8) vl ) = ¥7 o) 0l )], (2.20b)
i) = [ doluaa P, (2.200)
Ml 7] = 5o [ o P [0 0 dlent) = 0] (220)
The equations of motion arise from the condition that the action is stationary

o*(x,t) ’ o(x,t) ’
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which reproduce (2.11)) and it’s complex conjugate. The equations of motion can also
be obtained from Hamilton’s equations:

1y(z,t) = % = —Yue(z,1) — 19 |¢<x’t>|2’i Vu(2,1) (2.22a)
—iy (x,t) = % = —r (w,t) +igl(x, t)[*¥i(z,t) . (2.22b)

This means that the Hamiltonian is conserved. In addition, the mass (normalization)
and the momentum are conserved:

Mpp.w) = [ de o, (2.230)
Plow) = 5 [ do 670 bulet) — v 0) bl )]. (2230)
Introducing the real parameters w and ¢ by means of the substitution,
U(z,t) = ¢(x — ct) ', U (z,t) = ¢*(x — ct) e ™", (2.24)
The equations of motion become:
oH *
—w(s) — icd(s) = TGS = ~d(e) ~ gl ). (2.250)
oH
W (2) Fied"(2) = M[jﬁ ) wiglo o), (2.250)

where we have set z = x — wt, and a prime designates a derivative with respect to
the argument. The exact solutions ¢(z) to m depend on w and c¢. The conserved
quantities now become

Moo = [ dzloa)P (2.260)
]' * / */

— 5 [ G166 - 5@ 0. (2.26h)

Blo.o] = [ 4z {[0)F - ot P [0 06 —a (@ o]} (2260

2.8. Variational Principle for Orbital stability

We show now that the equations for ¢(z) and ¢*(z) given in can be obtained
via a variational principle by requiring the energy functional to be a minimum subject
to the constraints that the mass M[p, ¢*] = My and momentum P|¢,¢*] = P, are
fixed. Introducing Lagrange multipliers w and ¢, this is equivalent to minimizing the

functional,
Swel, 0*] = El¢, "] +w M[¢, ¢*] — c Plg, ¢"]. (2.27)
Noting that
SM(g, ¢"] Mg, ¢*] .,
T 00 TR e (2.28)

6¢*(2)
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we see that Hamilton’s equations in the form given in ([2.25a)) are reproduced by
requiring:

05u,c|@, 97 _0 0.Su,c[¢, 9]

—5¢*(2) s 0 —5gz5(z) b =0. (2.29)
We now follow Colin and Ohta [4] and define the function

d(w,c) = Suc(Pue) (2.30)
where ¢, . is the exact traveling solitary wave solution. They have shown that if

det[d"(w,c)] <0, (2.31)

then the solitary wave is orbitally stable. To determine the stability we therefore need
to calculate the determinant of the matrix
P.lw P,lw
dd[ch7 K;] — C[ 707/1] w[ 767,1]
M.|w,c,k] M,w,c, K]
where P and M are evaluated for the exact solution and the subscripts denote the

(2.32)

partial derivatives with respect to w or c. Letting
a=4w—cA)kK*>0, o=c/(2yw), (2.33)
then

2 eo(2) = [%]1 [ coshv/az — a}‘% (2.34)

For M[w, ¢, k] we need to calculate

Mlw, ¢, k] = Z/Owdqui’c(z) = % {%} g /Ooody[coshy — o] %, (2.35)

So we need the integral

Lo, k] = /Ooody [coshy — 0]7% (2.36)

111 1
:2%/<;F1[—;—,—;1—|——;0+i\/1—UQ,U—i\/l—UQ] ,
K K R K
which can be done analytically. Some particular cases are
2 1 1+0
11[0', ]_} = \/T70-2 tan |: 1 o':| s (237&)

1 1
Lo, —{\/1—02+20tan_1{ +0}}, (2.37b)

| = (1— o2)32

l1—0
2 ro—+1
[1[0,2}_mK_0_1], (2.37¢)

where K|z| is the elliptic integral of the first kind. This gives:

[ /1
Mlw,o,1] = 8tan™'| 4/ ] i } : (2.38a)
—0

Mlw,0,1] = 18\/5{\/@%0 tanll i“’} } (2.38b)

— 0

Mw,0,2] = 6 K[U—i_l}.

Jo—0) (2.38¢)

c—1
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For the momentum P we have that

P[<,u0/<a]:—/md,ng2 (2) C—M (2.39)
s &y 0 w,c K+ 1 .
__|[w+Da : /Oodz [cosh(vaz) — O’]_% c— [cosh(v/az) —a ]!
B 2624/ 0 2k 2f '
After a change of variables to y = z4/«, we find the second integral in P is related to
Lo, k] = / dy [coshy — 0]_(%“) = /{di Lo, K], (2.40)
0 o
so that we can write P in the form:
1
1 [(k+1)al" a
P[W,C,li]:—ﬁ [W} [C]l[a,ﬁ]—mjg[a,/f]} . (241)
Here I1[o, K] is given by
2% K
Lo, k] = X 2.42
o = Vs (242)

:{(m A A[+ ke Lo Lo v v
F(VImP o)Al sl oy Loy ma_lm]}.

Some particular cases are

2 —s 4| /140
30 1+o0
Llo. 1] = A/ 2.43b
2[0 3] 2(02 — 1)2 T (1— 02 5/2 [ 1 —0} (2.43b)
2 o+1 oc+1
Ir|o,2] = E - K 2.43
2[0’] (1—}—0‘)\/1—0{ [0'—1:| |:O'—1]}’ ( C)
where E[x] is the elliptic integral of the second kind. This gives:
Plw,o,1] = 4y/w (1 —0?), (2.44a)
1
Plo, o, ]—Qw{ ov1— 02 + 2tan™ { f“} } (2.44b)
-0
6y/w o+1 o+1
Plo,o,2] = — 1_J{K[J_J—I—(a—1)E[U_1]}. (2.44c)

2.4. Special Cases
For x = 1, the matrix (2.32)) of partial derivatives is given by

2 (-0 1B
ddw,o,1] = Vi ( e —0fw ) ; (2.45)

and the determinant is given by

det[ddfw,0,1]] = —+ <0, (2.46)
w
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det[ dd[w,0,1.1] ] det[ dd[w,0,] ]
1 %:
! ‘ ‘ : - K
1.2 : 1.6 1.8 2.0
2 -1
-2
L . g _3
%90 0.95 4
-2 5
(a) det[dd|w,o,1.1]] vs 0 when k = 1.1 (b) det[dd[w,0,k]] vs £k when o =0

Figure 1. (a) The determinant det[dd|w, o, k]] when xk = 1.1 for the cases when w = 1
(blue), w = 0.5 (red), and w = 2 (green). (b) The determinant det[dd|w,o,]] as a
function of kK when o = 0.

since w > 0. Therefore we get the same result as Colin-Ohta [4] that the solitary wave
is orbitally stable at K = 1.

For k = 1/2, we expect the solitary waves to be stable. Here again the mass M
and momentum P is given in terms of elementary functions, and we find

det[dd[w,0,1]] =81 {1 —0? + [In(—0 +ivVI—0?)]*} (2.47)

which again is always negative for 0 < ¢ < 1 showing stability.
When k = 2, we expect the solution to be unstable and we find

40, o+1
det[dd[w, 0, 2]] = 8(02["1)30;/2 {QK[(O:H —i—(o—l)E[Zi—H } (2.48)

So for 0 < o < 1, we find numerically that

det[ dd|w, 0,2]] > >0, (2.49)

2w3/2

which shows that these solitary waves are orbitally unstable.

2.5. General Properties of stability as a function of k, o

As we will also find out from Derrick’s theorem, x = 1 is the critical value of x below
which all the soltuion for arbitrary allowed o = ¢/(2/w) < 1 are stable. Once kK > 1,
we find that the orbital stability first breaks down when o = ¢/(2/w) is close to one.
For example, at k = 1.1 the value of the determinant becomes positive at ¢ ~ 0.9. This
is seen Fig. where we plot det[dd[1,0,1.1] at w = 1 as a function of o. After the
completion of this work we discovered that orbital stability of this model was previously
studied by Liu, Simpson and Sulem [I5] . Their more rigorous discussion, however,
relied on general properties of I1]o, k]. Our analysis benefitted from having an explicit
expression of [;, which allowed us to determine the crossover to unstable behavior at
arbitrary x as shown in Fig. . The stable regime when x > 1 is a decreasing function
of 0. There is a smaller and smaller domain of stability as a function of o as one increases
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k until k ~ 1.528, independent of w. This crossover is seen by plotting the determinant
as a function of kK at 0 = 0 as shown in Fig. for different value of w.

3. Nodeless solutions of the DNLS equations in the presence of a Scarf 11
potential

In analogy with what we has been done for the NLS equation, we can show that the
solutions of the DNLS equation and the cDNLS equation in the presence of the confining
Scarff-II potential are similar to the static solutions of the equations without a potential,
however the “width” parameter of the solution o = 2k4/w is now not arbitrary but
has the value @ = 1, which determines the energy of the nodeless trapped solution.
The Scarff-II complex potential is [Vjsech®z 4 iWysechz tanhz]. This potential is
derivable from a P7T-symmetric superpotential W, with V(z) = W2 + W', where
W = (m—1/2) tanh 2 — ibsechz, and has the property that one of the partner potentials
is real while the other is complex. The derivative nonlinear Schrédinger equation [I] in
the presence of the PT-symmetric Scarfi-II potential [2] is

10y 4 Ve +1g( 1029y + [ Vo sech®z + i Wy sechz tanh 2] ¢(z) = 0. (3.1)

When k = 1, this equation has been studied by Chen and Yan [3]. This equation has
been used to describe nonlinear waves in plasmas as well as optical fibers. In [3], the
regimes where the trapped solutions were stable were found numerically and mapped
out as a function of (Vy, Wy). The approach we are advocating here to study stability
at arbitrary s is to use Derrick’s theorem to understand stability when Wy = 0, and
also use the stability properties of a collective coordinate approximation to map out the
approximate domain of stability. This worked out quite well for the NLS equation when
compared with a numerical study. For a particular relationship between V) and W this
potential is also derivable from a superpotential W, with V(z) = W2 + W".

It is easily shown that the trapped solution of for the DNLS equation in the
presence Scarff-II potential is given by

Y F) (2,1) = Ay sech??(x) ¢! [WHX@] w=7/4, (3.2a)

" AWy 4vy oWy 12
gA = 1) 1 + . (3.2b
’ EE R )\/ vy +2) [7(7+2)} (8:20)
x(z) = —a’ tan ' [tanh(x/2)] (3.2¢)

, 2, 4V, My 12
a — 0y g2),)1— v . (3.2d
v (7 >\/ (v +2) [’7(7+2)} (82d)
where v = 1/k. Here x(z) is again given by

x(z) = —a’ tan"![tanh(x/2)] (3.3)

We will only consider the (+) solutions in what follows since they smoothly connect
with the static solutions of the DNLS with § = 1. If instead we looked at the solutions



cDNLSFE equation 12

of the ¢cDNLS equation at arbitrary s, then the solutions have the same form except
now we obtain for the (+) solution:

4V, AW 2W,
o =41 — + 0 _ ¢ 3.4
\/ Y +2)  POr+2)? (v +2) &4)

and

0y 2Wh R oMW, 12
g A2 _—)i(7+1)\/1 7( )} (3.5)

+|
(v +2 y+2)  Ly(y+2

We notice that although the two o/ are again proportional and the amplitude the square
root terms are identical, but the term outside the square root has has a positive W)
term for the cDNLS solution. For the case when Wy = 0, which we will concentrate on
in what follows, the solutions simplify and we have for the DNLS equation

4V

gAY = (y+1) 1—m, (3.6a)
a)  =(v+2) 1—%. (3.6D)

For the ¢cDNLS equation we get the same equation for the amplitude, but we find for
the value of o/ instead

4V
5 — 1—— . 3.7

4. Variational Principle for the DNLS equations in the presence of complex
potential

We are interested in the stability properties of the trapped solutions of the DNLS
equation in the presence of a complex trapping potential. In our work on the NLS
equation [I1] we showed that a very useful approach to understanding stability was
to study the equations for collective coordinates related to the lower order moment
equations. These are most easily derived when the nonlinear equations can be obtained
from a variational principle. In [IT] we used a dissipation function formalism to discuss
the properties of the NLS equation in the presence of complex potentials. What is
strikingly different for the DNLS equation is that although the DNLS equation in the
absence of Wy is formally a Hamiltonian dynamical system, when we formulate the
equations using a variational principle, the derivative nonlinear term acts as a Raleigh
dissipation term. That is our primary reason for first studying the stability properties of
solutions of the cDNLS equation which does not require a Dissipation Functional when
Wy is zero, and leads to a Hamiltonian description that is transparent.
The DNLS equation and the cDNLS equation in the presence of a complex potential

can be obtained from a generalized Euler-Lagrange equation of the form

o OF

ooy

(4.1)
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The action I' and dissipation functional F for the DNLS equation are given by

r :/dt{%/dx[@/}*w—zp@/z:]—}]}z/ dt(Lo — H) (4.22)

]—“:/th:/dt[FlJng], (4.2)
1 = [ ol + Vo) o] = Hy~ i (4.20)
Fi=i [ deW(a) (06 - vi0), (4.20)
Fo=ig [ de {OLLIVP0" 16 - Bulu 0] 47 ). (4.2¢)

On the other hand, for the cDNLSE, W}, only enters into F, which just contains Fj. For
I' we now obtain

r, :/dt[LO—HC], (4.32)

mz/mU%@Mﬂﬁ%%%ﬁwmﬁ%mwﬂmmwwm}.<mm

There are three conservation laws for the cDNLS equation which are the conservation
of H as given by as well as mass M and momentum P given by . In
what follows we will use the fact that the Hamiltonian of the cDNLS equation when
Wy = 0 is conserved to make some general statements about the stability of the trapped
solutions using Derrick’s theorem. When W # 0, one can use a collective coordinate
approach based on the Raleigh Dissipation functional discussed in the appendix to study
the stability of the more general solutions of both the DNLS and ¢cDNLS equation. For
the DNLS equation the dissipation function approach using collective coordinates can
be used to study the stability of the soltuions for both V' =0 and V # 0. That will be
left to a future paper.

4.1. Derrick’s theorem for the cDNLSE equation when Wy =0

When the external potential is real, the cDNLS equation is a Hamiltonian dynamical
system and one can apply Derrick’s theorem to see if the solutions are stable to particular
scale transformations. Derrick’s theorem [12] states that an exact solution is unstable,
if under a scale transformation, x — 7 x with the mass held fixed, the energy decreases.
To use this theorem, the energy functional as a function of 1 has to be an extremum for
the exact solution. To study Derrick’s theorem, we put

() = /e (nx) (4.4)

where 1(z) is the exact static solution. The scaling (4.4)) conserves the mass. For the
exact solution we have

My, ¢\~ — A
Q(T[’Y]> =(v+1)V1-¢, C——7(7+2)- (4.5)
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The Hamiltonians H; and H, scale in the following ways:

Hi[n, v, () =n" Iy, ], Han,v. ¢l =n""hal, (], (4.6)
and are explicitly given by

hily,¢] = M. ) 7 (1 - LC) :

4 v+ 1
M 3
b = 22 g,

Note that for ¢ = 0, ha[v,0] = 2hq[y,0]/(v + 1), Hs does not have any simple scaling
properties. We find

M, +2
Hsln, v, ¢l = 7] C7(7 )g[?m] :
c17] 4
gn, 7] :/dz sech?(z/n) sech”(z) . (4.7)
So the scaled Hamiltonian is
Hn,v,¢]
h 7, ,ng = T 4.8
=y [y, 7] 48)
_ 27 (1_ v C) Ly A +2) gl
4 v+1 2(y+1) 4 aly]
After a bit of algebra we find that indeed
Oh[n, v, ] ’
—_— =0. 4.9
oy (4.9)
and that
0*hln, 7,
—_— =A Bly] >0 4.10
o s V] +¢B[Y] >0, (4.10)
where
-1
Apy =201 (411a)
v 2 c2[] 2
Bly] = +2 —(y—-1 +v—-1) ¢, 4.11b
b= o 10+~ - Dt -1 (4.110)
The region that is stable to changes in the width is determined by
d%h
— 0. 4.12
For the case V; = 0 one has that
d?h
d_7’/2 ot =2 (1 — Ii)hl s hi1 >0 (413)

so that we see that when x > 1 the solutions are unstable. However Derrick’s theorem
says nothing about what happens at x = 1. That case required the orbital stability
analysis. The same type of analysis in the NLS equation led to x = 2 being the critical
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Vo

0.6

0.4f

 Stable Region
0.2_‘

45 20 25 30"
Figure 2. The increased region of stability for x > 1 when V} is present. Upper
curve is the maximum vale of Vj for a nodeless solution to exist.

value when V = 0. When Vj > 0 then the addition of the attractive potential increases
the domain of stability beyond x = 1. The critical regime is when

d?h
— = 4.14
d772 n=1 0 ’ ( )
which leads to
Alv]
Gl = -5 4.15
b= -5 (4.15)

This implicitly gives the values of the strength of the confining potential V{ for a given
k above which the solutions are stable to a change in the width parameter § from its
value of 1. Since 0 < ¢ < 1 there is a also a maximum value for Vj as a function of s
for a solution to exist. When Vj > 0 the width stability regime is increased and we get
the result shown in Fig. 2| Here Vi = v(v + 2) /4.

5. Collective Coordinate equations when W = 0.

In this section we will study the stability properties of the nodeless solutions to the
cDNLS in the real trapping potential V' (x) using collective coordinate. Here V(z) is an
attractive Scarff-II potential:

V(z) = —Vp sech®(z), Vo>0. (5.1)

One of the things we would like to demonstrate is that an analysis of the linear stability
of the collective coordinate approach gives essentially the same domain of stability as
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found using Derrick’s theorem. From ({3.2al) we have when W = 0 the nodeless trapped
solutions are given by

Y(x,t) = A sech?/?(z) et [« tHx@)] (5.2a)
x(r) = —a/tan"'[tanh(x/2)], (5.2b)
where
gAT = (v+1)V1-(, o =9V1-(, w=+Y/4, (5.3)
and
AV
¢ = m 7 (5.4)

In what follows we will suppress the prime in o/. The action for the cDNLS equation in
the presence of a real potential is given by Eq. (4.3a)) , where

Hs[,¢*] = VO/ dz sech®(z) [¢(z, t)]? . (5.5)

The method of collective coordinates is described in detail in appendix B. Our
approximation is to let the parameters of the exact static solitary wave or the exact
trapped solution become functions of time. We introduce time dependent coordinates
related to the normalization and its conjugate as well as the first and second moments
of the wave function. That is we consider a trial wave function given by:

v(z, Q(t)) = A(t) sech”?[ B(t)y(z,t) ] eX@R®) (5.6a)
X(,Q(t)) = —0(t) + p(t) y(z,t) + A®t) y*(x,t) — x(B(t)y(x. 1), (5.6D)
where y(z,t) = z — ¢(t) and x(z) is given in (5.2D]). The collective parameters here are:

Q(t) = {0(t), A(t), q(t), p(t), B(£), At) } . (5.7)
If we were to include W (x) we would need all six variational parameters to study the
stability problem, since then the mass M would be come a function of time and this
variable is conjugate to the phase 0(t). When M is conserved 6 does not enter into
the dynamics and one only needs four collective coordinates to capture the dynamics.
For the NLS equation we have used this approximation to study the behavior of exact
solitary wave solutions as they pass through a complex Scarff-II potential [16], as well
as to study the stability of the trapped solutions [11]. Here we are concerned with the
stability of the trapped nodeless solutions as a function of the parameter x. For that
case we assume that the mass of the wave is conserved and equal to the mass of the
exact solution. To study the stability we will allow the width and the position to be
slightly perturbed initially. That is we will choose

qo:(SQOJ pOZOa 60:1+6/607 AO:O; 00:_/6372/47

For the problem of a traveling solitary wave encountering an external potential we would
instead choose ¢y # 0 and start the solitary wave outside the range of the external
potential. We would also use the exact moving solution as the basis for our variational
approximation.
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When Wy = 0, the normalization M is conserved so that
— 2 & o _ A2(t) Clh/]
M, _/dx|v(x, Q)| = B0 /dz sech”(z) = 51
(L=t e, (58)

so we can eliminate A(t) as a dynamic variable in favor of 5(t),

_ M) _ [ml) ¢—1—¢r BN L]
The remaining dynamic variables are
Q) = {q(t), p(t),5(t), A(t) } . (5.10)
The trial wave function can be written as:
v(w, Q) = Ao/ B(8)/Bo sech [ B(t)y(w, 1) ] X-CO) (5.11)
We find that
LolQ, Q] = %/dx [v*v, — vjv] (5.12)
= — A5 (8/Bo) /dy sech?(By) [—pg + Ay® + (a/2)8 § sech(Sy)]
B ' aby+17. A ahly :
—Ms{9+|:p_aﬁ 201[7] q_@CI[V]}_Wﬂ[Q]QH
So the only non-zero derivatives of the m, are
— _ M _ 2Ms C2 [/7]
apﬂ'q—Ms, 8571'(1— —MSOé 201[7] y agﬂ'A— ﬁ3c1[’y] (513)

Following the general framework laid out in Appendix B, the antisymmetric symplectic
tensor f,,[Q] is then given by

0O -1 D 0
1 0O 0 0
v - Ms 9 514
@ e e (514)
o 0 —-C 0
where
2¢2)7] cily +1]
= ) =a——:. 5.15
Fab 207 1)
The determinant is then given by
det{ f,[Q]} = M;C?, (5.16)
and the inverse by
0 1 0 0
1 -1 0 0 -D/C
Q| = 5.17
/el M 0 0 0o -1/C (5.17)

0 D/C 1/)C 0
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For the Hamiltonian, we find
Q)= [ drlun(a. Q)P

:MS{BQ oL e AN oy

= P+
4 v+1 P B2 vy

1
I Rt o

i

0[Q) = —— | dzv(=, QP 5 [v'(x, Q) va(w, Q) — vi(w, Q) v(x, Q)]

s B\ > (&1 ay?
=9 M, (fh]) {p'y:ly—l [671[_’;—]1]_62(7—7—1)2}

— M, ) Vimept {p et ot 1

v+1  al] 2(y+1)?

mm:w/wwﬁmwmm2

P 0 gpabtaly

= M, ¢ w %/ dy sech”(By) sech®(y + q)
C1 M .
The full Hamiltonian is then given by
B B2y (@ +7) | 4N ey aly +1]
HIQ = Mo P T T
— 1 [ _al+1] 7’ V(v +2) by, 8.4
VIt [ 20 -t ] - TR R0

18

(5.18)

(5.19)

(5.20)

(5.21)

For the symplectic formalism, we will need the derivatives u, = 0,H[Q)]. Using results

in [Appendix A} we find

u {Cﬁ <7+2) fs[zl[f] ]}7
up:Ms{zp_aﬂ Z[;F]HJF N 01[071;]1]}7
up = Ms{gv(;xtrlv) _ 85/;2 Zm _apcl[cfyl_[jyr]l]
o (et o)
_vaI?) Iz[cvl,[f], d, 570 - )fa[cvljhﬁ]aQ]}
= {5 20

So using (|5.17)), we find that the dynamic equations are:

i =2p-[aB-yV/1=(87 |Gl

(5.22a)

(5.22D)

(5.22¢)

(5.22d)

(5.23a)
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(7+2) f3[v. 8, 4]

—¢p2 —2aBAC], (5.23b)
ci[y]
B=—48A, (5.23¢)
A:—4A2+?\/1—(6i Cshl s (5.23d)
1B Aty —— .1 1 al]
T [57“ - 1_C5V} 2[7]
a3 Ay +1]
prl LU Al Peor e
_gﬁ (v +2) Lly, B,q ]ﬂ_ﬁ‘* V(v +2) folv. 8.4
8 c2[7] 8 ey

Let us note here that when ¢ = 0 and a = v, Egs. (5.23a]) are the appropriate collective
coordinate eqations for V5 =0 (C =0).

Lo )+ 1= | 8- 87 | il (5.24)

As a further Check, let us set o = v4/1 — (, which is the value for the solitary wave
solution at ¢ = 0. Then ([5.23a)) becomes:

cj:2p—'y\/1—<’[5—ﬁ% ]02[7], (5.25a)
p = —CBWH) fﬂ’[f]’d — 29 BA/T=CCyl], (5.25b)
3 == —48A, (5.25¢)
A=—4A2+%\/1—gﬁi O] (5.25d)
VA (1= +1 17 el
+ 4 [ﬁ v+1 _(I_C)ﬁy}@h]
s a1 db +1]
U O[ﬂ ’ ]01[7]62[7]
B +2) 1L Bd , felys B4
[T

6. Linear response

The stability of the trapped solution can be studied by looking at the small oscillations
about the exact solution. The collective coordinate equations are of the form:

Q"(t) = F*Q(t)] . (6.1)
Setting Q*(t) = Qf + dQ*(t), and expanding out to first order gives:
SQM(t) = F*[Qo] + M*,[Qo] 6Q"(t) . (6.2)

From ,
Q" (t) + QU[Qo] Q" (t) = R"[Qo] , (6.3)
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where

Qp[Qo] = —M*5[Qo] M7, [Q0] , (6.4)
RFQo] = M",[Qo] F¥[Qo] -
The eigenvalues of Q*,[Qy] determine the square of the oscillation frequencies w?[Qy]

about the equilibrium values F*[Qy].
Expanding the dynamic equations about the solitary wave initial conditions,

QOZOa p0:07 /80:17 AOZOJ a =7 1_<7 (65)
we find F*[Qy] = 0 and that the matrix M is of the form:
0 A B O
¢ 0 0 D
'LL pu—
M*, 00 0 E ) (6.6)
0O F G O
where
A=2, (6.7a)
B=—y1-¢(y—-1)C], (6.7b)
3
(v +2)¢
- ) 6.7c
2(y + (v +3) (07)
D= 2,0, (6.7a)
E =—4, (6.7¢)
1
=5 V1= (Gl (6.7f)
G = G1 + G2 + G3 + G4 (67g)
and with
7 (r+2)¢
G, = 6.8a
IGO0 ) .
1+3
7{11 1y 1=0] == 1-0}. (6.8b)
1+37y
—(1-0)y [ . ] . (6.8¢)
Gy = — v(4+11y+9%)¢ (6.8)

4(1+v)(3+7)

6.1. Critical value of ¢

For the case when the initial value of the variational ansatz is the exact soliton solution
so that gy = po = Ag = 0 and By = 1, the critical value of ([x] is when w2[1, (., 7] = 0.
Numerical results are shown in Fig. |3| and compared to results found using Derrick’s
theorem. The stable region is for (. [y] < ( <1, or for

Velr] = Ce[v] Vinax[7] < Vo < Vinax[?] - (6.9)
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Figure 3. Plot of (a) (. and (b) V; as a function of « for £ = 1.0. The solid blue lines
are the result for the four-parameter collective ansatz and the dashed blue line is the
result of Derrick’s theorem.

7. Dynamics of the Collective Coordinates

Here we solve the collective coordinate equations at k = 2 to show the evolution of the
nodeless solution once it is perturbed. In the stable regime the collective coordinates
undergo quasiperiodic motion around the exact solution whereas in the unstable regime,
the solution leaves the area of the potential and also narrows greatly. Here G(¢) is related
to the average value of the fluctuation (x — ¢(¢))? which is the “width” of the solitary
wave.

In Fig. 4 we plot ¢(¢t) and G(t) from solutions of the dynamics equations
for the case with k = 2 and ¢y = 0.1, po = 0, Gy = 1, and Ay = 0. According to the
analysis in Fig. , the dynamic simulation in Figs. and with ¢ = 0.8 should be
in the stable region, whereas for Figs. and With ¢ = 0.2 the dynamic simulation
should be in the unstable region. The collective coordinate dynamics seems to support
this conclusion.

8. Conclusions

In this paper we found new solutions to the derivative nonlinear Schrodinger as well as
the related cDNLS equation which is a Hamiltonian dynamical system. For the related
cDNLS equation we were able to map out the domain of orbital stability of the solitary
wave solutions as a function of k, and o = ¢/(2y/w), where ¢ is the velocity and w is
the frequency of the solitary wave. When the external potential was a real Scarff-II
potential, we were able to study the stability of the trapped nodeless solutions as a
function of x and V{ using Derrick’s theorem and a collective coordinate approach. The
two methods gave essentially the same regimes of stability. The results we obtained for
the trapped solutions are similar to those obtained for the NLS equation in the presence
of this potential, with the crucial difference that the critical value of x for the cDNLSE
was 1 instead of 2 for the NLS equation. The solitary wave solutions of these two
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Figure 4. Plots of ¢(t) and G(t) = 1/5(t) for k = 2 and ¢ = 0.8 in figures (a) and
(b) (the stable region) and ¢ = 0.2 in figures (c) and (d) (the unstable region). Here
qo = 0.1, Po = O7 Go = 1, and AO =0.

equations are quite different. Solutions to the cDNLSE solutions only exist when o < 1
and their analytic form for ¢ > 0 is quite different from the solitary wave solutions of the
NLSE. When the potential is complex, we showed in the appendix that one can obtain
the equations from a dissipation functional. Thus by introducing collective coordinates
we can also study the stability of the solutions with W, # 0 in a similar fashion to
what we did for the NLSE equation [I1] by looking at the frequency of the equations
linearized around the exact solutions.
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Appendix A. Useful integrals and definitions

Definitions:
] Z/dz sech?(z) = /2]

[( +1)/2]"

dz 2% sech?(z 73 4F3[%,%,%,7;1+

dz sech”(z tanh (2)=apy]—aly+2]=

-/ :
/dzz sech”(z) tanh(z) = /dzz sech’”l(z) sinh(z) = al
-/

Ol = bl —db+1

c1[v] ca[]
+1
C'QM _a [7 ]
C1 M
cily+1
03[’7] _ 1[’7 ] ‘
Co [’Y]
Useful identities:
0
cly+2] = — alv],
v 2
2 pr—
caly + 2] P 2] S+ 1) 17
Values:
Cl[l] =m, 02[2] :27 02[1] :71-3/4’
Ci[1] = 4(n® — 4)/7* = 0.241029 .
We define

L[y, B, 4] /dy sech”(By) sech(y + q) ,
Ly, 8, 4] /dy sech”(By) sech®(y + q) ,

L[, B, 4] /dyysech” By)sech(y + q) .

We will also need the integrals:

filv, B, d| /dy sech”(By) sech(y + ¢) tanh(y + ¢q) ,
/dy y sech” (By) sech(y + q) tanh(y + q) ,

13y, B, q] /dy sech”(By) sech?(y + ¢) tanh(y + q) ,

117, 8,4l /dy sech”(By) tanh(By) sech(y + q)

23

(A.la)
(A.1b)
(A.lc)

(A.1d)

(A.2a)
(A.2b)

(A.2¢)

(A.3a)

(A.3b)

(A.6a)
(A.6b)

(A.6c)

(A.7a)
(A.7b)
(A.7c)

(A.7d)
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fs[v,B,4] = / dyy sech”(By) tanh(By) sech(y + q) ,

felv,B,4] = / dyy sech”(By) tanh(By) sech®(y + q) ,

foly.Bd) = [ dyy? see'(3y) tanh(8y) sechy + o).
Partial derivatives of I1[v, 3, ¢| are given by

811[?97(]5761] _ —/dy sech”(By) sech(y + ¢) tanh(y + q) = — f1[v, B, 4] ,
8‘[1[g7ﬁ57q] — _fy/ dyy Sech'y(ﬂy) tanh(ﬂy) SeCh(y + Q) = - f5[’77ﬁ7q] .

Partial derivatives of 15[y, 3, ¢| are given by

812[3(157 q _ _2/ dy sech”(By) sech®(y + q) tanh(y + q) = —2 f3[7, B, 4] ,
812[;66,61] _ _7/ dyy sech”(By) tanh(By) sech?(y + q) = — fs[, B, q] -

Partial derivatives of I3[, 3, ¢| are given by

alg[g;@, q _ _/dyy sech”(By) sech(y + ¢) tanh(y +q) = —fu[v, B, 4] ,
313[(;,55, q _ . / dy y? sech”(By) tanh(By) sech(y + q) = — f=[7, 8, 4] -

Expansion of the integrals about initial values are defined by

I[V? QO + 5@] = ][77 QO] + Iu[’% QO] 6QM +
fv, Qo +6Q] = flv, Qo] + fulv, Qo] 6Q" +

We find
Ly, 14068,0q] =y + 1] —ves[y + 1] 08+ ...
=cy+1] - 11c1[7+1]55+...,
Ly,146B,0q) = c1[y+ 2] —vesly +2]06 + ...
—#Cl[ﬂ—(7+S;+2)01M55+--.,
13[771+5B,5q]:—03[7+1]5q+...:—7+101[7—|—1]5q+...,
and
Al 1+68,6q = {—aly+ 1] +2a[y+3]} g+ ... = 1201[7—1—1]5(]4—...

faly, 1+ 68,0q) = cs[y+ 1] —yealy + 1] 68+ ...

Y
:01[7+1]/(7+1)_m{7+1

[l 1+468,6q) = { —2c1[y + 2] + 3ci[y + 4] } dg + . ..

(A.10a)

(A.10b)

(A.11a)
(A.11b)

(A.12a)

(A.12b)

(A.12¢)

(A.13a)

(A.13b)

01[7+1]+02[7+1]}(55+...

(A.13c)
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,72

B R R
faly, 1+68,0q) = { —a[y + 1] + c1ly + 3] } dg + . .. (A.13d)
:—7i261[7+1]5q+... ,

fslr,1408,0q) = cs[y + 1] + { —ve2[y + 1]+ (v + 1) o[y + 3] } 68 + . .. (A.13e)
:7+1C1h+1]+${02[7+1]—201[7+1]}5B+... |

felv, 1+08,0q] =3[y + 2] +{—vely+2]+ (y+ 1) e[y +4]}d6+..., (A.13f)
_ 2 2 5
T+ D) +2) Clh]—i_m{CQ[’Y—f‘Q]—7+261[’}/]}56+... :

frly, 1+68,0q) = { —co[y + 1] + caly + 3] } dg + ... (A.13g)
! 01[7+1]}5q+....

+1
Appendix B. Collective coordinates

The time dependent variational approximation relies on introducing a finite set of
time-dependent real parameters in a trial wave function that one hopes captures the
time evolution of a perturbed solution. By doing this one obtains a simplified set of
ordinary differential equations for the collective coordinates in place of solving the full
partial differential equation for the NLS equation. By judicially choosing the collective
coordinates, they can be simply related to the moments of x and p = —id/dx averaged
over the density p(z,t).
That is, we set

Yz, t) = Y[z,Q)], Q1) ={Q 1), Q*(t),....Q™(t)} € R . (B.1)

The success of the method depends greatly on the choice of the the trial wave function

W[z, Q(t)]. The generalized Euler-Lagrange equations lead to Hamilton’s equations for
the collective coordinates @(t). Introducing the notation 0, = 9/0Q*, the Lagrangian
in terms of the collective coordinates is given by

L(Q,Q)=m(Q) Q" - H(Q), (B.2)
where 7,(Q) is defined by

7@ = 5 [ 4 1 (@.Q)[0,0(5.Q)] - (3, QNI Q) b (B3
and H(Q) is given by

1(Q) = [ & { o0 QP

ig 7 % T 5 . ~
- s [ 4 19 Q[0 Q) (0. @) = 024, Q) . Q)]

+Vi@) [9(. Q) | -
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Similarly, in terms of the collective coordinates, the dissipation functional is given by

FIQ.Q) = wu(Q) Q" (B.5)

where
0, (Q) = i / 4z Va(z) { §"(2, Q) [0, (2, Q) |- 0,07 (2, Q) | $(z, Q) }.(B.6)

The generalized Euler-Lagrange equations are

aaQLu - % (;é) B _(55 ' (B7)
Setting v,(Q) = 0,H(Q), we find

Fi(Q) Q" = u,(Q) = v,(Q) — w,(Q) (B.8)
where

fuw(@) = 0,7,(Q) — O,mu(Q) (B.9)

is an antisymmetric 2n x 2n symplectic matrix. If det f(Q) # 0, we can define an inverse
as the contra-variant matrix with upper indices,

f’uy(Q) fua(Q) = 5,’; s (BlO)
in which case the equations of motion (B.8) can be put in the symplectic form:
Q" = " (Q)u,(Q) . (B.11)

Poisson brackets are defined using f**(Q). If A(Q) and B(Q) are functions of (), Poisson
brackets are defined by
{AQ), B(Q)} = (8,A(Q)) f*(Q) (9,B(Q)) - (B.12)

In particular,

(Q"Q"} = (Q). (B.13)
It is easy to show that f,, (z) satisfies Bianchi’s identity. This means that definition

(B.12) satisfies Jacobi’s identity, as required for symplectic variables. The rate of energy
loss is expressed as

WO (@ @@, (B.14)

since f*¥(()) is an antisymmetric tensor.
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