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We elaborate a fractional discrete nonlinear Schrödinger (FDNLS) equation based on an
appropriately modified definition of the Riesz fractional derivative, which is characterized by
its Lévy index (LI). This FDNLS equation represents a novel discrete system, in which the
nearest-neighbor coupling is combined with long-range interactions, that decay as the inverse
square of the separation between lattice sites. The system may be realized as an array of parallel
quasi-one-dimensional Bose-Einstein condensates composed of atoms or small molecules carrying,
respectively, a permanent magnetic or electric dipole moment. The dispersion relation (DR) for
lattice waves and the corresponding propagation band in the system’s linear spectrum are found in
an exact form for all values of LI. The DR is consistent with the continuum limit, differing in the
range of wavenumbers. Formation of single-site and two-site discrete solitons is explored, starting
from the anti-continuum limit and continuing the analysis in the numerical form up to the existence
boundary of the discrete solitons. Stability of the solitons is identified in terms of eigenvalues
for small perturbations, and verified in direct simulations. Mobility of the discrete solitons is
considered too, by means of an estimate of the system’s Peierls-Nabarro potential barrier, and with
the help of direct simulations. Collisions between persistently moving discrete solitons are also
studied.

I. INTRODUCTION

The fractional derivative [1, 2] was originally developed
as a formal generalization of the classical integer deriva-
tive. The fractional derivatives have found applications
in a variety of fields of science and engineering, such as
non-Gaussian random processes, fluid mechanics, quan-
tum mechanics, optics, plasmas physics, Bose-Einstein
condensates, biology, environmental sciences, materials,
control theory, electrical engineering, signal and image
processing, etc. (see, e.g., Refs. [3–12], books [13–19]
and reviews [20–22]). There are different formal defi-
nitions of the fractional derivatives. Many mathemat-
ical works dealt with quite complex ones, such as the
Riemann-Liouville [1] and Caputo fractional derivatives.
The latter one is written as [2]

Dα
xψ(x) =

1

Γ (1− {α})

∫ x

0

ψ(n)(ξ)

(x− ξ){α}
dξ, (1)

where α is the non-integer order of the derivative, n ≡
[α] + 1, [α] is for the integer part of the fractional order,
{α} ≡ α − [α] is its fractional part, Γ(·) is the Gamma-
function, and ψ(n) is the usual derivative of the integer

∗
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order n. Note that this and other definitions (see below)
represents the fractional derivative as an integral (nonlo-
cal) operator, rather than as a differential one.
In the context of physically relevant models, fractional

derivatives had originally appeared as the kinetic-energy
operator in the framework of fractional quantum me-

chanics, which was introduced by Laskin [5–7] (see also
Ref. [23]) for nonrelativistic particles which move, at the
classical level, by Lévy flights (random leaps), so that
the mean distance |x| of the particle, which moves by
one-dimensional (1D) “flights” from the initial position,
x = 0, grows with time t as

|x| ∼ t1/α, (2)

where the Lévy index (LI) α takes values [24]: 0 < α ≤ 2.
The limit value, α = 2, corresponds to the usual Brow-
nian random walk, while at α < 2 Eq. (2) demonstrates
that the Lévy flights give rise to faster growth of |x| at
t→ ∞.
The derivation of the effective Schrödinger equation as

a result of the quantization of a particle which moves,
at the classical level, by Lévy flight was performed in
terms of the fundamental formalism which defines quan-
tum mechanics by means of the Feynman’s path integra-
tion. This formalism represents the quantum dynamics
of a particle as a result of the superposition of virtual
motions along all randomly chosen trajectories (paths).
The superposition is defined as the integral in the space
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of all paths, ∼
∫
exp [iS(path)] d(path), where S is the

classical action corresponding to a particular path [25].
Laskin had developed this approach for the superposition
of the paths which correspond not to the usual Brown-
ian random walks, but to chains of Lévy flights. In the
1D setting, the result is the fractional linear Schrödinger
(FLS) equation for wave function ψ(x, t), which is writ-
ten, in the scaled form, as [7, 26–29]

i
∂ψ

∂t
=

1

2

(
− ∂2

∂x2

)α/2

ψ + V (x)ψ, α ∈ (0, 2], (3)

where V (x) is the same real-valued external potential [7,
26], which appears in the usual Schrödinger equation.
The external potential may also be chosen as a complex
PT -symmetric one [29].
A result of the derivation of Eq. (3) by means of the

path-integral formalism is that the usual kinetic-energy
operator, −(1/2)∂2/∂x2, which corresponds to α = 2, is
replaced in Eq. (3), at α < 2, by the fractional Riesz
derivative [30]. Its definition is more straightforward
than that of the abstract Caputo derivative (1), being
composed as the juxtaposition of the direct and inverse
Fourier transforms (x→ p→ x) of the wave function,

(
− ∂2

∂x2

)α/2

ψ(x)=
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞

dp|p|α
∫ +∞

−∞

dξeip(x−ξ)ψ(ξ).

(4)
This definition implies that the action of the fractional

derivative,
(
−∂2/∂x2

)α/2
, in the Fourier space amounts

to the straightforward multiplication: ψ̂(p) → |p|αψ̂(p),
where

ψ̂(p) =

∫ +∞

−∞

exp(−ipx)ψ(x)dx (5)

is the Fourier transform of the wave function. In defi-
nition (4), α is the same LI which determines the Lévy
flights as per Eq. (2).
The next step in the development of models originat-

ing from fractional mechanics is to consider Bose-Einstein
condensates (BECs) in an ultracold gas of particles mov-
ing by Lévy flights [31–33]. It is commonly known that, in
the framework of the mean-field theory, the usual BEC
is governed by the Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) equation for
the single-particle wave function ψ, with the cubic term
which represents effects of inter-particle collisions [34].
While a systematic derivation of the respective fractional
GP (FGP) equation remains to be elaborated, its is natu-
ral to expect that it will take the form of the GP equation
with the kinetic-energy operator replaced by its fractional
counterpart defined as per Eqs. (4). In the scaled form,
the equation will take the form of the respective fractional
nonlinear Schrödinger (FNLS, alias FGP) equation [35–
44],

i
∂ψ

∂t
=

1

2

(
− ∂2

∂x2

)α/2

ψ + V (x)ψ + σ|ψ|2ψ, (6)

where σ = +1 or −1 corresponds, respectively, to the
repulsive or attractive inter-particle collisions in the ul-
tracold gas [31, 32], and V (x) is a real-valued external
potential, or complex PT -symmetric potential [35, 41–
44]. Available techniques make it possible to produce
reliable numerical solutions of the FNLS equations [45].

Thus far, no experimental demonstration of the frac-
tional quantum mechanics or the corresponding frac-
tional BEC has been reported. A more promising
physical realization of fractional Schrödinger equation
is suggested by the commonly known similarity of the
Schrödinger equation and the propagation equation for
the amplitude of the optical field in the usual case of
paraxial diffraction, with time t replaced, as the evolu-
tional variable, by the propagation distance, z [46]. A
scheme for the realization of this possibility was proposed
by Longhi [26], who considered the transverse light dy-
namics in an optical cavity incorporating two lenses and
a phase mask, which is placed in the middle (Fourier)
plane. The lenses perform the direct and inverse Fourier
transforms of the light beam with respect to the trans-
verse coordinate, which are ingredients of the definition
of the Riesz derivative in Eq. (4). Further, according to
Eq. (4), the action of the fractional diffraction on the
Fourier transform (5) of the optical amplitude amounts
to the phase shift,

ψ̂ (p) → ψ̂ (p) exp (i|p|αZ) , (7)

where Z is the propagation distance which accounts for
the fractional diffraction. The corresponding differential
phase shift of the Fourier components is imposed by the
phase mask placed in the midplane of the optical cav-
ity. The required mask can be created as a computer-
generated hologram [47].

The setup which is outlined above provides a single-
step transformation of the optical beam. The continuous
FNLS equation is then introduced as an approximation
for many cycles of circulation of light in the cavity, as-
suming that each cycle introduces a small phase shift (7),
while the cubic term in the equation represents the Kerr
nonlinearity of the optical material.

An interesting ramification of the recently published
theoretical works on the topic of fractional media is the
study of their discrete counterparts [48–53], which are of
nonlocal type. In particular, Ref. [49] provided a theoret-
ical proof for the existence of onsite and offsite fractional-
order discrete solitary waves, encompassing a discussion
on the Peierls-Nabarro potential barrier (PNPB). How-
ever, in those works, discrete fractional derivatives were
defined in a complex form, as a discrete version of the
Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative for the continu-
ous field [1]. We here aim to define a new discrete frac-
tional derivative in an essentially simpler form, following
the pattern of the continuous Riesz derivative (4). Our
fractional discrete NLS (FDNLS) equation is introduced
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in Section 2, where we also demonstrate its physical re-
alization, in the form of a system of GP equations for
an array of parallel chains of dipolar BECs. Some re-
sults, such as the dispersion relation (DR) for the lat-
tice waves, along with the corresponding band in the
system’s linear spectrum (for all values of the respec-
tive Lévy index (LI)), and strongly localized single- and
double-site discrete solitons in the anticontinuum limit
(AL), are obtained in an analytical form. Systematic
numerical results for the structure and stability of fami-
lies of the discrete solitons, which originate, as the single-
and double-site ones in the AL approximation and are ex-
tended numerically up to their existence boundaries, are
reported in Section 3. In particular, we find that the fam-
ily of in-phase double-site discrete solitons is completely
unstable, while the family of out-of-phase ones includes
a stable segment. Mobility of the discrete solitons and
collisions between mobile ones are considered in Section
4. In particular, the mobility is predicted through the
consideration of the respective Peierls-Nabarro potential
barrier (PNPB). The work is concluded by Section 5.

II. THE FRACTIONAL DISCRETE NLS MODEL

A. The formulation of the model with quasi-Riesz
fractional derivative

A complex lattice function un of the discrete coordi-
nate, n = 0,±1,±2,±3, ..., is represented by its Fourier
transform, U(k), which is defined in interval k ∈ [−π,+π]
as a periodic function of real wavenumber k in the Fourier
space. The direct and inverse relations between un and
U(k) are

un =
1

2π

∫ +π

−π

U(k)eikndk, U(k)=

+∞∑

n=−∞

une
−ikn. (8)

In terms of the Fourier transform of continuous func-
tions, the direct counterpart of the Riesz fractional
derivative, with Lévy index α ∈ (1, 2], of the complex
discrete function un can be derived as follows:

(
− ∂̂2

∂̂n2

)α/2

un ≡ 1

2π

∫ +π

−π

dk

(
eikn|k|α

+∞∑

m=−∞

ume
−ikm

)

=
1

π

+∞∑

m=−∞

um

∫ π

0

cos ((m− n)k) · kαdk

=
+∞∑

ℓ=−∞

D
(α)
ℓ un+ℓ,

(9)

where the intersite coupling coefficients are

D
(α)
ℓ = D

(α)
−ℓ =

1

π

∫ π

0

cos (ℓk) · kαdk

= − α

πℓ

∫ π

0

sin (ℓk) kα−1dk

(10)

(the latter expression, obtained by means of the inte-
gration by parts, is more convenient for the subsequent
analysis; obviously, the expression (10) vanishes, as it
should, for all ℓ 6= 0 at α = 0). Note that the notation
for the novel fractional derivative of the lattice function

un,
(
− ∂̂2

∂̂n2

)α/2
un, given by Eq. (9), is symbolic, differing

from the standard definition in the continuum limit (4).
Similarly, the Fourier transform was also utilized to give
another discrete version for fractional derivatives [54–56].

As a result, the definition given by Eq. (9) introduces
a new family of fractional discrete systems for α ≤ 2. In
the limit case of α = 2 (non-fractional diffraction), the
discrete diffraction operator includes coupling between
non-neighboring sites, taking the form of

(
− ∂̂2

∂̂n2

)
un =

π2

3
un + 2

∑

ℓ∈Z\{0}

(−1)ℓℓ−2un+ℓ. (11)

The difference of Eq. (11) from the finite-difference oper-
ator of the coupling between nearest neighbors, adopted
in the commonly known DNLS equation (see Eq. (24)
below) [57–59], is explained by the fact that the usual
operator is obtained by first taking α → 2 in the contin-
uum FNLS equation, and then applying the straightfor-
ward discretization to the resulting NLS equation. Op-
erator (11) is derived differently: first, the discretization
is applied to the continuum FNLS equation, and then
the limit of α→ 2 is taken in it. Thus, we conclude that
the two limit procedures do not commute, which explains
the difference of the operator (11) from the straightfor-
ward finite difference. In fact, the different discretization
of the second-order derivative that we consider here is a
spectral format of the discretization [60], which is thus a
global format, in contrast to finite differences.

For arbitrary α, the integral in Eq. (10) can be for-
mally expressed in terms of the incomplete Gamma-
function, but this is useless for practical applications,

making it necessary to compute coefficients D
(α)
ℓ numer-

ically. For α < 1, the asymptotic form of the coupling
coefficients at |ℓ| → ∞ is

D
(α)
ℓ ≈ − αΓ(α)

π|ℓ|α+1
sin
(π
2
α
)
. (12)

For α > 1, a similar formula is

D
(α)
ℓ ≈ (−1)ℓα

π2−αℓ2
. (13)
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Expression (9) takes a much simpler form in the special
case of α = 1:

(
− ∂̂2

∂̂n2

)1/2

un =
π

2
un − 2

π

+∞∑

ℓ=−∞

un+2ℓ+1

(2ℓ+ 1)
2 . (14)

Note that Eq. (14) includes the coupling of a given site, n,
to ones n±1, n±3, n±5, ..., but not n±2, n±4, n±6, etc.
The “self-coupling” term π

2un in Eq. (14) is tantamount
to a shift of the propagation constant.
Thus, based on the defined discrete quasi-Riesz frac-

tional derivative (9), we introduce the novel fractional
discrete NLS (FDNLS) equation

i
dun
dt

= C

(
− ∂̂2

∂̂n2

)α/2

un − σ|un|2un, (15)

whose actual form is

i
dun
dt

= C

+∞∑

ℓ=−∞

D
(α)
ℓ un+ℓ − σ|un|2un, (16)

where C > 0 is the coefficient of the fractional discrete
diffraction or the linear coupling strength between ad-
jacent sites of the lattice, and σ = +1 or −1 repre-
sent the self-focusing or defocusing nonlinearity, respec-
tively. Note that the cubic nonlinear term may be re-
placed by different ones [58, 59], such as the cubic-quintic
term, g1|un|2un + g2|un|4un, the power-law nonlinearity,
|un|2pun, and the saturable expression, un/(1 + |un|2).
Similar to its continuum counterpart, Eq. (15) conserves
the Hamiltonian (energy) and power (norm),

H =
∑

n


Cu∗n

(
− ∂̂2

∂̂n2

)α/2

un − σ

2
|un|4


 , (17)

P =
∑

n

|un|2, (18)

where the star denotes the complex conjugate. The con-
servation of the Hamiltonian and power corresponds, re-
spectively, to the invariance of Eq. (16) with respect to
the time translation and phase shift. Note that we can
also consider the FDNLS Eq. (15) with a real or complex
(e.g., PT -symmetric) potential V (n),

i
dun
dt

= C

(
− ∂̂2

∂̂n2

)α/2

un + V (n)un − σ|un|2un. (19)

As σ = 0, Eq. (19) becomes the fractional discrete version
of the continuous FLS Eq. (3)

i
dun
dt

=
1

2

(
− ∂̂2

∂̂n2

)α/2

un + V (n)un. (20)

In particular, at α = 1, the cases of σ = +1 and −1 for
Eq. (15) are mutually equivalent, as the latter case may
be cast into the former one by means of the well-known
staggering transform: the substitution of

un(t) ≡ (−1)nq∗n(t)e
−iCπt, (21)

where ∗ stands for the complex conjugate, in Eq. (14)
replaces it (after the application of the complex conju-
gation) by the the same equation for variables qn(t), but
with σ → −σ. Thus, it is sufficient to consider only
σ = +1 in the case of α = 1. The staggering transform
does not apply to Eq. (16) in the general case of α 6= 1.
For α = 2, the FDNLS equation (15) reduces to a novel

integer-order DNLS equation

i
dun
dt

= C

(
− ∂̂2

∂̂n2

)
un − σ|un|2un. (22)

According to the definition of discrete derivative given
by Eq. (11), the explicit form of Eq. (22) is

i
dun
dt

= C


π

2

3
un + 2

∑

ℓ∈Z\{0}

(−1)ℓ

ℓ2
un+ℓ


− σ|un|2un,

(23)
which, as stressed above, differs from the usual DNLS
equation [57–59]:

i
dun
dt

= C(2un − un+1 − un−1)− σ|un|2un. (24)

B. Discrete standing-wave solutions and their

stability

In what follows below, we consider stationary solutions
of Eq. (16) and their stability. First, we look for standing-
wave solutions to Eq. (16) with σ = 1 in the form of

un(t) = vne
−iωt, (25)

with real frequency ω and stationary amplitudes vn sat-
isfying the steady-state equation

(
|vn|2 + ω

)
vn = C

+∞∑

ℓ=−∞

D
(α)
ℓ vn+ℓ. (26)

Note that ω < 0 can be scaled out from Eq. (26) by
means of the scaling transformation

vn =
√
−ωv̂n, C = −ωĈ, (27)

therefore we fix ω = −1, keeping coupling constant C
as the control parameter. In our numerical calculations,
Eq. (9) is truncated from ℓ = −100 to +100.

Once standing-wave solutions of Eq. (26) have been
found, their linear stability is addressed by means of the
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Bogoliubov-de Gennes linearized equations for small per-
turbations. To this end, expressions for the perturbed
solutions with an infinitesimal amplitude δ of the pertur-
bations are substituted in Eq. (15) as

un(t) = e−iωt
[
vn + δ

(
ane

λt + b∗ne
λ∗t
)]

(28)

with λ ∈ C, (an, bn) ∈ C2[n], n ∈ Z, which gives rise to
the eigenvalue problem

(
L11 L12

−L∗
12 −L∗

11

)(
an

bn

)
= iλ

(
an

bn

)
(29)

with

L11 = C

(
− ∂̂2

∂̂n2

)α/2

− 2|vn|2 − ω,

L12 = −v2n.

(30)

The discrete soliton un(t) is unstable if there exists λ with
Re(λ) > 0. Predictions for the linear stability are then
verified by direct simulations of the perturbed evolution,
by dint of the fourth-order Runge-Kutta method [61],
monitoring the conservation of Hamiltonian (17) and
power (18) to validate the accuracy of the numerical
scheme.

C. Implementation of the model in an array of
dipolar BECs

The fractional discrete nonlinear model which is based
on Eq. (16) with the intersite coupling defined, for α = 2,
by Eq. (22), can be implemented as an array of paral-
lel quasi-one-dimensional (quasi-1D) traps for the Bose-
Einstein condensate (BEC) of atoms carrying a perma-
nent magnetic dipolar moment [62], or the condensate of
small polar molecules with a permanent electric dipolar
moment (cf. Ref. [63]). Indeed, the energy density for
the interaction between two parallel 1D chains of dipoles
separated by distance L can be easily found,

E = −m1m2

2πL2
sin θ1 · sin θ2, (31)

where m1,2 are dipolar densities in the two chains, θ1,2
are fixed angles between the dipoles in each chain and
its direction, and the magnetic permeability or electric
permittivity of vacuum is set to be 1.
The fractional discrete model similar to the ones con-

sidered here corresponds to the setup with the array of
parallel quasi-1D traps uniformly filled by the dipolar
BEC, the discrete coordinate n in Eq. (16) being the
number of the trap in the array. Then, in the case of
m1 = m2 and θ1 = −θ2, Eq. (31) exactly corresponds
to the set of the coupling coefficients (11) and (13). Re-
lation θ1 = −θ2 implies that the dipolar polarization is

imposed by an external magnetic or electric field with a
periodically flipping spatial structure. One can also con-
sider the system with unequal dipole moments in the two
chains, i.e., m1 6= m2 and/or θ1 6= θ2. It will be described
by a model similar to Eq. (16), but with the intersite in-
teraction subjected to spatially periodic modulation. On
the other hand, Eqs. (12) and (14) represent theoretical
models which cannot be directly implemented by means
of the physical setting outlined here.

D. The dispersion relation (DR) and spectral band
for linear modes

Fundamental characteristics of a discrete system is
the dispersion relation (DR) between real frequency
ω and wavenumber k of small-amplitude lattice waves
(“phonons”) governed by the linearized system, and the
spectral band (interval) of frequencies admitting the
propagation of the linear waves [57]. To identify the DR,
the solution of the linearized equation (26) is looked for
as vn ∼ exp (ikn), which yields

ω(k) = C

+∞∑

ℓ=−∞

D
(α)
ℓ cos (ℓk) . (32)

As it follows from definition (10) of coefficients D
(α)
ℓ in

terms of the Fourier integral, Eq. (32) is tantamount to
a simple result,

ω(k) = C|k|α, (33)

Notice that the discrete DR (33) is similar to the dis-
persion relation in the continuous case, expect for the
range of wavenumber k. For α = 2, the DR of the
integer-order discrete Eq. (23) is ω(k) = Ck2, which dif-
fers from the usual DNLS equation (24) whose DR is
ω(k) = 2C(1− cos(k)).
The particular cases of Eq. (32), viz.,

ω(k = 0) = C

+∞∑

ℓ=−∞

D
(α)
ℓ = 0, (34)

and

ω(k = π) = C

+∞∑

ℓ=−∞

(−1)ℓD
(α)
ℓ = Cπα, (35)

can be readily checked directly, using the known formulas

∞∑

ℓ=1

ℓ−1 sin (ℓk) = (π − k)/2, (36)

and

∞∑

ℓ=1

(−1)ℓℓ−1 sin (ℓk) = −k/2, (37)
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FIG. 1: The single-site mode. The dependence of power P on coupling constant C as produced by the numerical solution
of Eq. (26) with (a1) α = 2 and (a3) α = 1. The solid and dashed lines represent stable and unstable discrete solitons,
respectively. Labels (b1,c1,d1) correspond to discrete solitons displayed in panels (b1,c1,d1). The variation of profiles vn,
following the increase of coupling constant C are displayed for α = 2 (a2) and α = 1 (a4). The second row, from left to right,
displays the profiles of discrete soliton (b1), linear spectrum (b2), power and Hamiltonian in the course of the propagation
(b3), and the nonlinear dynamical behaviour (b4) for α = 2, C = 2.5. The power and Hamiltonian are represented by solid and
dashed lines, respectively. The third and fourth rows are the same as the second one, but with parameters α = 1, C = 1.5 and
α = 1, C = 2.5, respectively.

which are valid for 0 ≤ k ≤ π (note that the values
produced by Eqs. (36) and (37) at k = 0 and k = π are
realized as limit values of these expressions for k → 0+
and π − k → 0, respectively). Thus, the lattice band,
bounded by the bottom and top points (34) and (35) of
the DR, is

0 ≤ ω ≤ Cπα. (38)

Discrete solitons may exist in the form of Eq. (25) at fre-
quencies which do not belong to the band. Indeed, it can
be checked that intrinsic frequencies of all the discrete
solitons reported below are located outside of the band.

Note also that DR (33) gives rise to a singularity of
the group velocity,

Vgr = dω/dk = Cα|k|α−1sgn(k), (39)

and of the respective dispersion coefficient, dω/dk, at
k → 0 for α ≤ 1. This fact implies decay of propagating
lattice pulses in the latter case.

E. The anti-continuum limit for discrete solitons

It is well known that the anti-continuum (AC) limit,
corresponding to C → 0 in Eq. (15), offers a convenient
starting point for constructing various solutions of DNLS
equations [57, 64–70]. In this limit, the sites un are de-
coupled, hence Eq. (26) amounts to a simple equation
which should be solved independently at each site:

(
|vn|2 − 1

)
vn = 0. (40)
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FIG. 2: The single-site mode. (a) The dependence of power
P on coupling constant C and Lévy index α, where solid
and dashed lines denote stable and unstable segments, respec-
tively. The red circle denotes the boundary value of C above
which the discrete solitons do not exist. (b) The largest real
part λr of the linear eigenvalues produced by the numerical
solution of Eq. (29) is charted in the (C,α) plane. The bound-
ary of the chart corresponds to the chain of red circles in panel
(a). The color bar denotes values log(max{|Re(λ)|}), e.g., “-
5” corresponds to max{|Re(λ)|} = 10−5 (actually, extremely
small values imply stability of the stationary mode).

Obviously, its solutions are vn = 0, or vn = exp (iθn) with
phase θn being a free parameter for each site. Then, the
crucial issue is what set of values of the phases at dif-
ferent sites continues to a true solution at small nonzero
values of the coupling constant C. Indeed, according to
the MacKay-Aubry’s theorem [64], discrete solitons of
Eq. (16) with C = 0 and vn = ±1, or 0 can be continued
from the AC limit to finite values of C, provided that the
frequency ω does not resonate with linear modes of the
system.

While our fractional DNLS model (15) is consistent
with the usual DNLS equation (24) in the AC limit, the
linear spectra of our model are strongly different, see be-
low. In particular, substitution of C = 0 in Eq. (29) leads
to the following eigenvalue problem:

(
1− 2v2n

)
an − v2nbn = iλan,

v2nan −
(
1− 2v2n

)
bn = iλbn, (41)

where n ∈ Z, and the limit solution can be chosen to be
real-valued. Supposing that it includes N excited sites
with vn = ±1 and vn = 0 at other sites in the AC limit, a
direct solution of Eq. (41) produces N pairs of zero eigen-
values, together with an infinite number of eigenvalues
λ = ±i. According to the discrete Sturm-Liouville the-
orem [71] and regular perturbation theory [72], the infi-
nite set of the eigenvalues is converted into the continuous
spectrum near λ = ±i at small finite values of C, without
producing any unstable eigenvalues with Re (λ) > 0. As
for the N pairs of zero eigenvalues, the invariance with
respect to the phase shift keeps one pair of exact zero
eigenvalues at C > 0. The critical issue for the stability
analysis is to identify N − 1 eigenvalue pairs which had
λ = 0 at C = 0, and become nonzero at C > 0.

III. DISCRETE SOLITONS: FORMATION AND
STABILITY

In what follows, the existence and stability of discrete
solitons are studied numerically. We mainly focus on the
discrete solitons coded by a sequence βn = {0,+,−}, n ∈
Z excited on N = 1 or 2 sites (cf. Ref. [69]), where
βn = {0,+,−} indicates the values vn = 0 or ±1 in the
AC limit.

A. Single-site excitations

We start the analysis with discrete solitons originat-
ing from the single-site (N = 1, alias onsite-centered)
excitation in the AC limit. Generic examples of discrete
solitons for Lévy indices α = 2 and α = 1 are presented in
Fig. 1. Results for the fundamental discrete solitons pro-
duced by the numerical solution of Eq. (26) with α = 2
and α = 1 are summarized in Figs. 1(a1) and (a3), respec-
tively, in the form of dependence P (C). It is worthy to
note that, unlike the case of the nearest-neighbor interac-
tion [57, 65], the presence of the long-range coupling here
does not allow the single-site discrete soliton to proceed
from the AC limit to the continuum limit, even though
the shape of the mode is very close to the one in the
continuum form. This situation is similar to that known
for discrete solitons in the recently considered fractional
Frenkel-Kontorova model [73]. The critical value of cou-
pling constant C above which no discrete soliton can be
found is Ccr(α = 2) = 2.9820 and Ccr(α = 1.0) = 6.9390.
The variation of profiles vn, following the increase of cou-
pling constant C are displayed at Figs. 1(a2) and (a4),
respectively. One can observe that the discrete soliton
with α = 2 is localized stronger than its counterparts
with α = 1.0, which is a manifestation of the existence
of power-law tails in the case of the long-range interac-
tion [73, 74], similar to the continuum FNLS equation
[45].
We have found that all discrete solitons are stable for

α = 2, which is the same as in the case of the nearest-
neighbor interaction [57, 65]. However, for α = 1 the dis-
crete solitons become unstable above the respective crit-
ical value of the coupling constant. The instability is re-
lated to the fact that, in the framework of the continuum
FNLS equation with α = 1 the solitons are destabilized
by the critical collapse [45]. Several profiles of discrete
solitons are displayed in Figs. 1(b1,c1,d1). It is seen in
Fig. 1(b2) that the discrete soliton with α = 2, C = 2.5
displayed in Fig. 1(b1) is a linearly stable mode. The
spectrum of the eigenvalues, displayed in the latter panel,
contains a double zero eigenvalue, which is due to the
invariance with respect to the phase shift. The sim-
ulated evolution, displayed in Fig. 1(b4) with random
noise added to the initial condition, verifies the stabil-
ity predicted by the linear spectrum, the accuracy of the
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FIG. 3: The single-site mode. Critical eigenvalues (including real and imaginary parts) are produced by the numerical solution
of Eq. (29) with different Lévy indices α. The five eigenvalues with the smallest imaginary parts are labeled as follows: circles,
crosses, pluses, diamonds, and squares. Several spectra with positive imaginary parts and the corresponding real parts are
shown, viz., (a1,a2): α = 0.1; (a3,a4): α = 0.4; (a5,a6): α = 0.5; (a7,a8): α = 0.9; (a9,a10): α = 1.0; (a11,a12): α = 1.1;
(a13,a14): α = 1.2; (a15,a16): α = 2.0.

simulations being confirmed by the conservation of the
Hamiltonian and power in Fig. 1(b3).

Next, we examine the stability of the discrete soliton
for α = 1.0, C = 1.5, as shown in Fig. 1(c1). The linear
spectra and direct simulations indicate that the discrete
soliton is completely stable, see Figs. 1(c2,c3,c4)). Lastly,
we consider the discrete soliton with α = 1.0, C = 2.5
displayed in Fig. 1(d1). One observes in Fig. 1(d2) that
this discrete soliton is linearly unstable, with the unstable
eigenvalues bifurcating from the bottom of the continu-
ous spectrum, cf. Refs. [57, 68, 70]. The direct simula-
tions confirm the instability of this discrete soliton, see
Figs. 1(d3,d4).

A more detailed study of the dependence of power P
on the coupling constant C and Lévy index α is presented
in Fig. 2(a). It is seen in Fig. 2(a) that the critical value
of the coupling constant C, which is the existence bound-
ary for the discrete solitons, decreases with the growth

of α at α ≥ 0.7, while the results for α < 0.7 may be
affected by the finite size of the underlying lattice and
boundary conditions. The largest real part of the linear
eigenvalue produced by Eq. (29) is shown in the (C,α)
plane in Fig. 2(b), which shows that the discrete solitons
are unstable only when 0.5 ≤ α ≤ 1.1, with C exceeding
a certain threshold value.

In an attempt to explore reasons for the generation of
the instability, we consider in detail the critical eigen-
values, which determine the stability, by means of the
numerical solution of Eq. (29), following the variation
of Lévy index α. It is relevant to mention that, in the
continuum limit (in the model with the fractional and
non-fractional diffraction alike), in addition to the above-
mentioned invariance with respect to the phase shift, the
invariance against the spatial translation gives rise to an
additional pair of zero eigenvalues, hence their total num-
ber is four. We present some generic examples in Fig. 3.
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FIG. 4: Unstable two-site in-phase modes at α = 1.5 and C = 1. (a1) Power P vs. the coupling constant C, as produced by
the numerical solutions of Eq. (26). Label (b1) corresponds to the discrete solitons displayed in panel (b1). (a2) The variation
of profiles vn, following the increase of C. (a3,a4) Critical eigenvalues (including their real and imaginary parts), produced
by the numerical solution of Eq. (29). The seven eigenvalues with the smallest imaginary parts are labeled in panel (a3) as
follows: circles, crosses, plus signs, diamonds, squares, upward-pointing triangles, and five-pointed stars. The solid and dashed
lines in panel (a4) represent unstable eigenvalues branching out from the original. The bottom row of panels: the profile of the
discrete soliton (b1), the spectrum of eigenvalues for small perturbations about the discrete soliton (b2), the evolution of the
discrete soliton’s power and Hamiltonian in the course of the perturbed propagation (b3), and the corresponding evolution of
the weakly unstable discrete soliton (b4).

When 0.1 ≤ α < 0.4, there is a single pair of zero eigen-
values, and no eigenvalues bifurcate from the bottom
edge of the continuous spectrum, see Fig. 3(a1). Fur-
ther, no unstable eigenvalues appear with the increase of
the coupling constant C, see Fig. 3(a2). When α = 0.4,
one observes in Fig. 3(a3) that the translation eigenvalues
bifurcate from the continuous spectrum with the increase
of C. They move along the imaginary axis, maintaining
the linear stability, see Fig. 3(a4). A phenomenon pre-
sented in Fig. 3(a5), which is similar to that produced
by the DNLS equation with saturable nonlinearity [75–
77], is that the translation eigenvalue emerges from the
band edge of the continuous spectrum at α = 0.5. It
vanishes at C = 6.01, then becoming real and expanding
along the real axis, which results in instability, as seen
in Fig. 3(a6). Another critical value of the Lévy index is
α = 0.9, in which case another pair of eigenvalues bifur-
cate from the lower edge of the continuous spectrum, see
Figs. 3(a7,a8). Simultaneously, the translational eigen-
values (real ones) decrease with the generation of the
above-mentioned pair. Similar results are observed at
0.9 ≤ α < 1.1, see Figs. 3(a9,a10). An intriguing phe-
nomenon occurs at α = 1.1 is displayed in Fig. 3(a11),
where the translation eigenvalue first bifurcates from the
continuous spectrum, then expands along the real axis,
and finally decreases due to the presence of other separate
eigenvalues. After returning to the origin, this eigenvalue
spreads out along the imaginary axis, and collides with

the point spectrum branching off from the continuous
spectrum mentioned above. The collision is followed by
the motion of the two eigenvalues in the opposite direc-
tions. Note that such a collision does not create unstable
eigenvalues [78]. The corresponding changes in the real
part of the eigenvalues are visualized in Fig. 3(a12). Note
that the motion of the two eigenvalues in the opposite di-
rection after the collision is inevitable, as can be deduced
from the spectral distribution in the continuum limit.
When α increases to 1.2, before the translation eigenval-
ues hit the origin, another pair of eigenvalues branches
off from the continuous spectrum, therefore no unstable
eigenvalues are generated. Similar collision phenomena
are observed in Figs. 3(a13,a14). When α increases to 2,
as shown in Figs. 3(a15,a16), no collisions are observed,
and the eigenvalues branching off from the continuous
spectrum undergo a recurrence in which the translation
eigenvalues extend all the way along the imaginary axis
without touching the origin. This scenario is also differ-
ent from those known in the case of the nearest-neighbor
DNLS equation, in which the eigenvalues are known to
collide [57, 68].

B. Two-site excitations

Next we consider discrete solitons which are seeded,
in the AL limit, by an excitation localized on a pair
of adjacent sites. According to the phase difference be-



10

FIG. 5: Two-site out-of-phase modes at α = 1.5. (a1) Power P vs. the coupling constant C, as produced by the numerical
solutions of Eq. (26). The solid and dashed lines represent stable and unstable discrete solitons, respectively. Labels (b1,c1,d1)
correspond to the discrete solitons displayed in panels (b1,c1,d1), respectively. (a2,a3) Critical eigenvalues (including real and
imaginary parts) produced by the numerical solution of Eq. (29). The second row of panels display the profile of a discrete
soliton for C = 0.1: (b1), the corresponding spectrum of perturbation eigenvalues (b2), and the evolution of the discrete soliton
(b3). The third and fourth rows show the same as the second one, but for C = 0.2 and C = 0.6, respectively.

tween them, the emerging modes may be categorized as
in-phase (alias offsite-centered, alias symmetric) and out-
of-phase (alias twisted [81], i.e., antisymmetric) ones.

The results for the in-phase double-site mode produced
at α = 1.5 are represented in Fig. 4(a1) in the form of
the P (C) dependence. Similarly to the single-site ex-
citation, the curve cannot continue up to the contin-
uum limit, terminating at a critical value of the cou-
pling constant C, which is the same as for the family
of the single-site (onsite-centered) modes. Profiles of the
double-site discrete soliton are displayed, as a function of
C, in Fig. 4(a2), where the amplitude and width increase

with the growth of C. Like in the usual DNLS equation,
the transition which breaks the symmetry between the
two sites leads to a bifurcation of the translation eigen-
values from the origin to the real axis, rendering the cor-
responding discrete solitons linearly unstable. In contrast
to the single-site excitation explored above, these eigen-
values branch out from the origin, rather than from the
edge of the continuous spectrum, as can be explicitly seen
in the AC limit. The variation of the critical eigenvalues
with respect to C is presented in Figs. 4(a3,a4).

The in-phase two-site mode is made unstable by a real
positive eigenvalue at all values of C 6= 0. As C in-
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FIG. 6: Comparison of different discrete soliton profiles for DNLS equation (23) with long-range interactions (labeled as LDNLS
with solid line), and for the usual short-range DNLS equation (24) (labeled as SDNLS with dashed line): (a) and (b) represent,
respectively, the onsite- and offsite-centered solitons at C = 1; (c) represents twisted solitons at C = 0.2.

FIG. 7: (a) The magnitude of the Peierls-Nabarro barrier, ∆G, estimated as per Eq. (42), is shown in the (C,α) plane. The
evolution of the discrete soliton initiated by kick K = π/64 (see Eq. (44)), for C = 0.2 and α = 1.5 (b1), α = 1.7 (b2), α = 1.8
(b3), and α = 2.0 (b4).

creases further, a pair of eigenvalues branches off from
the edge of the continuous spectrum along the imaginary
axis to form a point spectrum. Simultaneously, the un-
stable eigenvalues are decreasing in their magnitude. An
example of an in-phase discrete soliton is displayed in
Fig. 4(b1) for C = 1. Figure 4(b2) demonstrates that
that this discrete soliton is indeed linearly unstable, due
to the bifurcation from the origin, cf. Refs. [57, 68, 70].
Direct simulations confirm the instability of this discrete
soliton, see Figs. 4(b3,b4).

For the family of out-of-phase two-site (twisted)
modes, the P (C) dependence is presented in Fig. 5(a1),
fixing α = 1.5. The variation of critical eigenvalues is
illustrated in Figs. 5(a2,a3). In this case, the transla-
tion eigenvalues bifurcate from the origin, and first move
along the imaginary axis. Then, at C ≈ 0.14, the collision
with the edge of the continuous-spectrum band results
in transformation of pure imaginary stability eigenval-
ues into a complex quartets. The latter effect is similar
to the one known for the usual DNLS equation. This
observation is explained by the fact that these eigenval-
ues have negative Krein signatures [57, 70], hence the
collision gives rise to a complex quartet, through the

Hamilton-Hopf bifurcation [79, 80]. Thus, the family
of the out-of-phase double-site discrete solitons, unlike
its in-phase counterpart, contains the stable segment, as
shown in Figs. 5(a1,a2). A different phenomenon is that,
as found at C ≈ 0.6, the eigenvalues bifurcating from
the band edge of the continuous spectrum touch the ori-
gin and thus become real unstable eigenvalues. A stable
discrete soliton is displayed in Fig. 5(b1) for C = 0.1,
together with its spectrum of eigenvalues for small per-
turbations, and stable propagation in the direct simula-
tions, see Figs. 5(b2,b3). When the coupling constant
increases to C = 0.2, the discrete soliton exhibited in
Fig. 5(c1) is linearly unstable due to complex eigenval-
ues, see Fig. 5(c2), as confirmed by the direct simula-
tions in Fig. 5(c3). A linearly unstable discrete soliton
is displayed in Fig. 5(d1) for C = 0.6, with the respec-
tive linear spectrum and unstable evolution exhibited in
Figs. 5(d2) and (d3), respectively.

As said above, at α = 2 our DNLS equation with long-
range interactions, i.e., Eq. (23), does not reduce to the
usual DNLS equation (24) with the short-range inter-
action, making it necessary to compare the two mod-
els. The results for different types of the discrete solitons
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(onsite- and offsite-centered ones, as well as the twisted
solitons) are summarized in Fig. 6, where one observes
that both models actually produce very close results.

IV. MOBILITY AND COLLISIONS OF
DISCRETE SOLITONS

In addition to the breaking of the invariance with re-
spect to spatial displacements due to the discreteness,
the Galilean invariance of the present system is broken
by the fractional diffraction [31, 32], hence a nontriv-
ial issue is mobility of initially kicked discrete solitons.
As is well known, discrete solitons may move across a
lattice if their kinetic energy exceeds the corresponding
Peierls-Nabarro potential barrier (PNPB), which is usu-
ally estimated as the free-energy difference, G = H−ωP ,
between the onsite- and offsite-centered modes [corre-
sponding to subscripts “on” and “off” in Eq. (43)] for
the same frequency ω or power P , i.e.,

∆G = ∆H − ω∆P, (42)

where

∆H = Hoff −Hon, ∆P = Poff − Pon (43)

with the subscripts denoting the two-site in-phase and
single-site mode, respectively [57, 77, 82–85]. The so gen-
erated estimate of the PNPB for the discrete soliton is
presented in Fig. 7(a) in the (C,α) plane. As expected,
the free energies of the onsite- and offsite-centered modes
are close at larger C (as one approaches the continuum
limit), and, as LI α decreases, a smaller difference of the
free energies is observed for larger C. The prediction
produced by PNPB was verified by simulating Eq. (16)
with the initial input in the form of the stationary dis-
crete soliton vn, to which the kick k is applied:

un(t = 0) = vne
ikn. (44)

Several typical simulations are displayed in Figs. 7(b1-
b4) for k = π/64. In Fig. 7(b1) one observes that the
discrete soliton cannot be set in motion by the kick at at
α = 1.5. At α = 1.7 the application of the kick leaves the
discrete soliton trapped after a period of transient mo-
tion. Persistently moving discrete solitons are observed
in Figs. 7(b3,b4) for α = 1.9 and 2.0, respectively, the
motion being quicker in the latter case, which can be ex-
plained by the PNPB estimate in Fig. 7(a). Note that the
moving discrete solitons bounce back from the boundary
of the simulation domain.
It is natural too to simulate collisions between mobile

discrete solitons moving in opposite directions, which are
initialized by the input

un(0) = v+n0

n eikn + v−n0

n e−ikn, (45)

where v±n0

n are quiescent discrete solitons with centers
located at sites n = ±n0. Semi-elastic collisions are dis-
played in Figs. 8(a1,a2), for α = 1.7 and 1.8, respectively.
At α = 2, the collision is inelastic, as seen in Fig. 8(a3).
Simulations clearly demonstrate that they lead to

breaking of the symmetry of the two-soliton set. As ex-
plained earlier in terms of a continuum NLS equation
with the non-fractional diffraction [86], the symmetry
breaking in soliton-soliton collisions is not a spontaneous
effect. In fact, it is a predictable one, caused by a mis-
match between the amplitude and phase collision centers
in the case of a soliton pair represented by a complex
wave field.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the present work, we have proposed a novel form
of the fractional discrete nonlinear Schrödinger equation,
with Lévy index α ∈ (0, 2], based on the quasi-Riesz frac-
tional derivative. In addition to the fractional case, with
α < 2, the case of α = 2 also provides a new discrete non-
linear wave system with the long-range interaction decay-
ing ∼ 1/l2 with the increase of distance l between sites
of the dynamical lattice. A physical realization of the
latter model is proposed, in terms of the array of parallel
chains of atoms or molecules carrying permanent mag-
netic or electric dipole moments. The difference of the
fractional discrete NLS equation obtained in the limit of
α = 2, with nonlocal inter-site couplings, from the usual
discrete equation with the nearest-neighbor coupling is
explained by the non-commutativity of the two transi-
tions: α → 2 and proceeding from the continuum setting
to the discrete lattice. The linear dispersion relation for
linear waves in this FDNLS system is obtained.
Then, starting from the anti-continuous limit, the for-

mation of discrete single- and double-site discrete soli-
tons is investigated. The stability of the discrete solitons
is examined by the calculation of eigenvalues for small
perturbations, and is verified by means of direct simu-
lations. Moreover, based on the free-energy estimates
of the PNPB (Peierls-Nabarro barrier), mobility of the
discrete solitons is predicted and tested in direct simula-
tions. The simulations are also used to study collisions
between the moving discrete solitons.
The present study suggests directions for further work.

One aspect is that discrete solitons do not persist in the
continuum limit due to long-range interaction. A detailed
analysis of how the existence of the discrete solitons ter-
minates as the continuum limit is approached would be
relevant to perform. As briefly mentioned above, the
present discrete system with the long-range intersite in-
teractions may be naturally generalized by considering
spatially periodic modulation of the interactions.
Another natural option is to consider nonlinear modes

of other types, such as dark solitons [87, 88], surface
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FIG. 8: Collisions between one-site discrete solitons, initially located at n = ±50, which are set in motion by kicks k = ±π/64
for α = 1.7 (a1), α = 1.8 (a2), and α = 2.0 (a3).

waves [89], etc. A challenging extension is to introduce a
2D version of the system and address modes such as 2D
fundamental and vortex solitons. Further, as concerns
physically relevant 2D settings, an intriguing possibility
is to introduce a semi-discrete system (cf. Ref. [90]) de-
scribed by the fractional NLS equation

i∂zun =
1

2



(
− ∂2

∂x2

)α/2

+

(
− ∂̂2

∂̂n2

)β/2

un

+F (x, n, |un|2)un,

(46)

where x and n are continuous and discrete coordinates,

respectively, with the corresponding Lévy indices α and
β, the continuous and discrete fractional derivatives are
defined, severally, as per Eqs. (4) and (9), and F repre-
sents a general nonlinear term. Such studies are currently
in progress and will be reported elsewhere.
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integrals, Phys. Lett. A 268, 298-305 (2000).

[7] N. Laskin, Fractional Schrödinger equation, Phys. Rev.
E 66, 056108 (2002).

[8] P. Barthelemy, J. Bertolotti, and D. S. Wiersma, A Lévy
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Lévy flights of photons in hot atomic vapours, Nat. Phys.
5, 602-605 (2009).

[10] B.A. Stickler, Potential condensed-matter realization
of space-fractional quantum mechanics: the one-
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the cubic diffeomorphisms of the plane, Physica D 143,
262-289 (2000).

[68] T. Kapitula and P. Kevrekidis, Stability of waves in dis-
crete systems, Nonlinearity 14, 533 (2001).

[69] G. L. Alfimov, V. A. Brazhnyi, and V. V. Konotop, On
classification of intrinsic localized modes for the discrete
nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Physica D 194, 127-150
(2004).

[70] D. E. Pelinovsky, P. G. Kevrekidis, and D. J.
Frantzeskakis, Stability of discrete solitons in nonlinear
Schrödinger lattices, Physica D 212, 1-19 (2005).

[71] H. Levy and F. Lessman, Finite Difference Equations

(Courier Corporation, 1992).
[72] R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnson, Matrix Analysis (Cam-

bridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012).
[73] J. Catarecha, J. Cuevas-Maraver, and P. G. Kevrekidis,

Breathers in the fractional Frenkel-Kontorova model,
arXiv:2311.01809 (2023).

[74] S. Flach, Breathers on Lattices with Long Range Inter-
action, Phys. Rev. E 58, R4116 (1998).
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