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The instabilities of the nontrivial phase elliptic solutions in a repulsive Bose-Einstein condensate
(BEC) with a periodic potential are investigated. Based on the defocusing nonlinear Schrödinger
(NLS) equation with an elliptic function potential, the well-known modulational instability (MI),
the more recently identified high-frequency instability, and an unprecedented —to our knowledge—
variant of the MI, the so-called isola instability are identified numerically. Upon varying parameters
of the solutions, instability transitions occur through the suitable bifurcations, such as the Hamil-
tonian Hope one. Specifically, (i) increasing the elliptic modulus k of the solutions, we find that MI
switches to the isola instability and the dominant disturbance has twice the elliptic wave’s period,
corresponding to a Floquet exponent µ = π

2K(k)
. The isola instability arises from the collision of

spectral elements at the origin of the spectral plane. (ii) Upon varying V0, the transition between
MI and the high-frequency instability occurs. Differently from the MI and isola instability where
the collisions of eigenvalues happen at the origin, high-frequency instability arises from pairwise
collisions of nonzero, imaginary elements of the stability spectrum; (iii) In the limit of sinusoidal
potential, we show that MI occurs from a collision of eigenvalues with µ = π

2K(k)
at the origin;

(iv) we also examine the dynamic byproducts of the instability in chaotic fields generated by its
manifestation. An interesting observation is that, in addition to MI, the isola instability could also
lead to dark localized events in the scalar defocusing NLS equation.

I. BACKGROUND AND MOTIVATION

Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) trapped in the pe-
riodic potentials, such as the one induced by standing
light waves (optical lattices) have attracted considerable
attention already since the early studies on the subject
(summarized, e.g., in [1–3]) and even to this day; see, e.g.,
the recent review of [4]. BECs trapped in standing light
waves have been applied to investigate such diverse phe-
nomena as phase coherence [6, 7], matter-wave diffrac-
tion [8], quantum logic [9, 10] and so on [11, 12]. Since
an interplay between periodicity and nonlinearity (even
when the interatomic interaction is repulsive), some strik-
ing effects appear, such as localized structures [13–15]
and instabilities [16–19].

More specifically, the study of instabilities has been
a topic of wide interest, as illustrated, e.g., in focused
reviews on the subject [20]. Indeed, the modulational in-
stability (MI) has been used experimentally, in conjunc-
tion with a magnetic tuning of condensate interactions
(from repulsive to attractive) as a method for produc-
ing bright solitonic trains and observing their interac-
tions since over 20 years [21]. The relevant technique
has continued to be at the forefront of experimental de-
velopments for a considerable while with experimental
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progress revealing more clearly the nature of solitonic in-
teractions more recently [22]. Indeed, more recent studies
have enabled a systematic and even quantitative compar-
ison of experimental outcomes against predictions (e.g.,
of soliton numbers created by MI) of effective 1d the-
oretical/computational models [23]. Another recent di-
mension of the ever expanding influence and impact the
MI more recently has been its experimental use (in con-
junction again with a quench from repulsive to attractive
interactions) in order to produce —this time in a quasi-
two-dimensional setting— of wavepackets leading to the
famous Townes soliton [24].

On the discrete (or quasi-discrete) realm of focal inter-
est to this work, the modulational instability has been
central to theoretical and experimental implementations
not only in atomic BECs, but also in other proximal
areas of dispersive wave phenomena. In particular, in
BECs in the context of optical lattices the discrete mod-
ulational instability was theoretically proposed [25] and
subsequently experimentally illustrated [26] to be respon-
sible for a dynamical superfluid-insulator transition for
an array of weakly coupled condensates driven by an ex-
ternal harmonic field. Shortly thereafter, such an insta-
bility was reported for the first time in the context of
onlinear optics, using an AlGaAs waveguide array with a
self-focusing Kerr nonlinearity [27]. Finally, relevant fea-
tures have been leveraged as a means of producing robust
nonlinear coherent structures via MI in other proximal
fields featuring discrete media, such as, for instance, in
the case of a diatomic granular crystal in the work of [28].

In this paper, we revisit the quasi-discrete setting
quasi-one-dimensional repulsive BEC trapped in a peri-
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odic potential; see, e.g., [14–19, 29, 30] for only some
among numerous examples. Our emphasis is on the
study of instabilities and localized structures numeri-
cally, utilizing a numerical set of tools that have been
developed more recently than some of these important
works and which, we believe, reveal a number of unprece-
dented features and instabilities in the relevant system,
worthwhile of further —and potentially also experimen-
tal, given the recent developments discussed above— con-
sideration. We now proceed to formulate the problem
mathematically and discuss some of the main findings.

II. MATHEMATICAL FORMULATION AND

MAIN RESULTS

The governing equation is given by the defocusing NLS
model with external potential [18, 29, 30]

iψt = −
1

2
ψxx + |ψ|2ψ + V (x)ψ, (1)

where ψ(x, t) is the macroscopic wave function of the
condensate. Confinement in a standing light wave leads
to V (x) being periodic [16–19],

V (x) = −V0sn
2(x, k), (2)

where sn2(x, k) is the Jacobian elliptic sine function with
elliptic modulus k ∈ [0, 1]. When k = 0, sn(x, k) becomes
sin(x) and the potential V (x) is a standing light wave [3].
As discussed in [15, 18], when k < 0.9, the potential
V (x) resembles the behavior of sin(x) and could provide
a good approximation to a standing light wave, while
at the same time retaining the advantage of analytically
tractable solutions that were leveraged towards a number
of analytical results in the above works.
The stationary condensates are described by the solu-

tions to (1) of the form [17, 18]:

ψ(x, t) = r(x) exp(−iωt+ iθ(x)), (3)

where θ(x) = c
∫ x

0
dx′

r2(x′)and r2(x) = A sn2(x, k) + B.

Besides, the relations among the parameters ω, c, A,

B, V0 and k are ω = 1
2

(

1 + k2 + 3B − BV0

V0+k2

)

, c2 =

B
(

1 + B
V0+k2

)

(

V0 + k2 +Bk2
)

and A = V0 + k2. To

require that r2(x) > 0 and c2 > 0 implies the follow-
ing conditions: V0 ≥ −k2 and B ≥ 0, or V0 ≤ −k2 and
−
(

V0 + k2
)

≤ B ≤ −
(

1 + V0

k2

)

. We note that r(x) is pe-
riodic with period 2K(k). The stability and instability
of the trivial phase elliptic solutions (c = 0) have been
studied in [17–19]. However, the availability of instabil-
ity results about the nontrivial phase elliptic solutions
is far more limited. This constitutes a fundamental and
more concrete motivation of the present work. Our main
corresponding findings are as follows:
(i) It is well known that the modulational instabil-

ity (MI), also known —especially so in the context of

fluids— as the Benjamin-Feir instability, originated from
the study of stability of Stokes waves in deep water (in
the late 1960s) [31]. Then MI has been predicted and
observed in BECs [21–23, 25, 26, 32–36] and nonlinear
optics [37–42], as well as in other physical media [43–45].
In 2011, Deconinck and Oliveras [46] first displayed the
full stability spectra of Stokes waves in finite and infinite
depth. More importantly, they showed that in addition
to MI, another instabilities, taking place away from the
origin of the so-called spectral plane (the plane of the
imaginary vs. the real part of the corresponding eigen-
values) exist. The instabilities are also referred to as
high-frequency instabilities. These high-frequency insta-
bilities have been studied analytically [47, 48]. Therefore,
a natural question arises: Do these high-frequency insta-
bilities (originating in the fluid setting) exist in BECs? In
this paper, we show the existence of the high-frequency
instability in BECs and study the transition between the
high-frequency instability and MI in the context of the
model of Eq. (1) with the potential of Eq. (2).

Additionally, in 2022, the authors of [49] studied the
instability of near-extreme Stokes waves. One important
feature identified in [49] is the appearance of what we
refer to as the isola instability branch. For such an in-
stability, the eigenvalues in the case of [49] correspond to
eigenfunctions that are localized near the wave crest as
the extreme wave is approached. Importantly, a telltale
sign of such an instability that we will use to distinguish it
from MI is that it detaches from the origin of the spectral
plane and corresponds to a band of complex eigenvalues
that thereafter remains detached from the origin (con-
trary to the case of MI, where the band encompasses the
origin). The transition between isola instability and MI
is investigated. We expect that such an instability branch
may be tractable in BECs, based on the above significant
and quantitative experimental progress therein [22–24].

(ii) The standard defocusing NLS equation (i.e., V0 = 0
in (1)) does not admit rogue-wave solutions since all peri-
odic traveling solutions (including plane-wave solutions)
of the defocusing NLS equation are stable. However,
by considering the external potential in the defocusing
regime, i.e., V0 6= 0 in (1), we show that different insta-
bilities occur. Therefore, a natural question arises: do
spatio-temporal localization events exist in the defocus-
ing NLS equation with an elliptic function potential? It is
well known that MI could lead to the formation of local-
ization events [50–54]. In particular, it is especially inter-
esting (given its recent identification) to explore whether
specifically the isola instability could lead to localized
events. Indeed, the present work illustrates the dynami-
cal evolutions that showcase how this phenomenon takes
place.
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III. COMPUTATIONAL TECHNIQUE OF

CHOICE: HILL’S METHOD AND ITS SETUP

The linear stability of (3) in the setting of the model
of Eq. (1) is explored by considering the following form:

ψ(x, t) = (r(x) + ǫφ(x, t)) exp[i(θ(x) − ωt)], (4)

where ǫ ≪ 1 denotes a small parameter. With

U = (U1, U2)
T

= (Re[φ], Im[φ])T = Û(x) exp(λt) =
(

Û1, Û2

)T

exp(λt), the eigenvalue problem is expressed

as [17, 18],

LÛ =

(

− c
r(x)∂x

1
r(x) −L−

L+ − c
r(x)∂x

1
r(x)

)

Û = λÛ, (5)

where

L+ = −
1

2

(

∂2x −
c2

r4(x)

)

+ 3r2(x) + V (x) − ω, (6)

L− = −
1

2

(

∂2x −
c2

r4(x)

)

+ r2(x) + V (x) − ω, (7)

and λ is a complex number, i.e., the corresponding eigen-
value of the linearization. We note that when c = 0, the
stability problem (5) corresponds to the trivial phase so-
lutions. This case was examined in [17, 18]. We only
focus on the stability problem of the nontrivial phase so-
lutions (c 6= 0) using the so-called Hill’s method that
was originally theoretically developed and computation-
ally implemented in [55].
Since the the coefficient functions of the stability prob-

lem (5) are periodic in x with period L = 2K(k), we
write all coefficient functions as the complex Fourier
form, i.e., r2(x) =

∑∞

n=−∞Qne
i2nπx/L, r−2(x) =

∑∞
n=−∞Rne

i2nπx/L, r−4(x) =
∑∞

n=−∞ Sne
i2nπx/L,

r−3(x)r′(x) =
∑∞

n=−∞ Tne
i2nπx/L, and V (x) =

∑∞

n=−∞ V̂ne
i2nπx/L. Here Qn, Rn, Sn, Tn and V̂n de-

note the Fourier coefficients. The periodicity of coeffi-
cient functions of (5) allows us to decompose the pertur-
bations using Floquet’s Theorem (see [55] for details)

Û1(x) = eiµxH1(x) = eiµx
∞
∑

n=−∞

Û1ne
i2nπx/PL, (8)

Û2(x) = eiµxH2(x) = eiµx
∞
∑

n=−∞

Û2ne
i2nπx/PL, (9)

where the Floquet exponent µ ∈ [0, 2π/L), and

Û1n =
1

PL

∫ PL/2

−PL/2

H1(x)e
−i2πnx/PLdx, (10)

Û2n =
1

PL

∫ PL/2

−PL/2

H2(x)e
−i2πnx/PLdx. (11)

Here, we expand H1(x) and H2(x) as a Fourier series
in x with period PL, where P ∈ N. Substituting all

FIG. 1: The maximal instability growth rate γ as a function
of k and V0 with B = 0.25.

of the above Fourier expansions into (5) and equating
Fourier coefficients lead to the following bi-infinite eigen-
value problem:

(

ω −
1

2

(

iµ+
i2nπ

PL

)2
)

Û2n −

∞
∑

m=−∞

Qn−m

2

Û2m

−

∞
∑

m=−∞

V̂n−m

2

Û2m −
c2

2

∞
∑

m=−∞

Sn−m

2

Û2m (12a)

+c

∞
∑

m=−∞

Tn−m

2

Û1m − c

∞
∑

m=−∞

Rn−m

2

Û1m = λÛ1n,

−

(

ω −
1

2

(

iµ+
i2nπ

PL

)2
)

Û1n + 3
∞
∑

m=−∞

Qn−m

2

Û1m

+
∞
∑

m=−∞

V̂n−m

2

Û1m +
c2

2

∞
∑

m=−∞

Sn−m

2

Û1m (12b)

+c
∞
∑

m=−∞

Tn−m

2

Û2m − c
∞
∑

m=−∞

Rn−m

2

Û2m = λÛ2n,

where Qn−m

2

, Rn−m

2

, Sn−m

2

, Tn−m

2

, V̂n−m

2

= 0 if n−m
2 ∈ Z.

The bi-infinite eigenvalue problem (12) is equivalent
to (5). We will determine the spectrum of the linearized
operator about the stationary solutions using the bi-
infinite eigenvalue problem (12). The stability spectrum
of the elliptic solutions is constructed as the union of the
spectra for all values of µ.

IV. INSTABILITY RESULTS

In this section, by choosing a cut-off N on the number
of Fourier modes, we numerically find the spectrum to (5)
using the bi-infinite eigenvalue problem (12).

A. From MI to isola instability

Note that the solutions (3) have three free parame-
ters V0, B and k. FIG. 1 shows the maximal instability
growth rate γ as a function of k and V0 with B = 0.25.
We can see that γ increases with k and V0 increasing.
To study the transition from MI to isola instability, by
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FIG. 2: Left panel shows the maximal instability growth rate γ as a function of k with B = 0.25 and V0 = 1. When k < kc, the
modulation instability appears [one example can be seen in (a) (with k = 0.55) of the right panel]. At k = kc, the ellipse-like
curve appears. From kc to ke, the dominant instability switches to the ellipse-like instability [one example can be seen in (d)
(with k = 0.64) of the right panel]. At k = ke, MI disappears and only the ellipse-like eigenvalues exist. From ke to kg , the
ellipse-like curve is compressed vertically [as shown in (f) (with k = 0.69) of the right panel]. An infinity symbol forms at kg
(as shown in (g) of the right panel). When k > kg , the infinity symbol splits into two isolas drifting away along the real axis
[as shown in (h) (with k = 0.8) of the right panel]. For the right panel, the red dots correspond to µ = 0 and the green dots
correspond to µ = π

2K(k)
.

FIG. 3: Real part of growth rates as a function of the Floquet
parameter µ, where (b) (MI with k = 0.6) and (h) (isola
instability with k = 0.8) similarly to the left panel of FIG. 2

FIG. 4: Eigenfunctions of the isola instability branch for µ =
π

2K(k)
, where (h) is labeled in FIG. 2.

fixing V0 = 1 and B = 0.25, we study the dynamics of
instabilities with varying k, i.e., effectively varying the
periodicity of the potential. As shown in FIG. 2, for
0 < k < kc = 0.63936, the only instability of the elliptic
wave is the MI and the maximal instability growth rate γ
corresponds to the real eigenvalues with µ = π

2K(k) , which

implies that the dominant disturbance has twice the pe-
riod of elliptic wave. A typical example of MI is shown in
FIG. 2(a) with k = 0.55 ∈ (0, kc) and it can be seen that
the closure of spectrum that is not on the imaginary axis
forms an infinity symbol centered at the spectral plane
origin. At k = kc, the collisions of eigenvalues on the
imaginary axis (at ±0.06202i), lead to the appearance of
an ellipse-like curve. Then from kc to ke = 0.64921, two
types of instability appear, as shown in FIG. 2(d) with
k = 0.64, which shows that a figure 8 is present inside an

ellipse-like curve. Therefore from kc to ke, the dominant
instability switches to the ellipse-like instability, which
is not MI (recall that MI involves an unstable band of
eigenvalues encompassing the origin), and the dominant
disturbance has twice period of elliptic waves. At k = ke,
a collision of eigenvalues at the origin leads to the dis-
appearance of MI and only the ellipse-like eigenvalues
exist. From ke to kg = 0.70863, the ellipse-like curve is
compressed vertically (see FIG. 2(f) with k = 0.69). Fi-
nally, this leads to the formation of an infinity symbol at
kg = 0.70863 (see FIG. 2(g)), again of the MI type.
Increasing k > kg, the collision of the eigenvalues with

µ = 0 (red dots in FIG. 2 (f,g,h)) at the origin (where
a Hamiltonian Hopf bifurcation occurs) causes the infin-
ity symbol to subsequently split into two isolas drifting
away along the real axis, as shown in Figure 2(h) with
k = 0.8. Now, the dominant instability switches to the
isola instability, which is not MI (since the latter involves
the spectral plane origin), and the dominant disturbance
retains twice the period of the elliptic wave.
For the isola instability, we can observe the following.

(a) Similarly to MI, the entire range of the Floquet pa-
rameter µ covers the isola instability branch (as shown
in FIG. 3), in contrast to the high-frequency instabilities
corresponding to a narrow region of the Floquet param-
eter µ (as shown in FIG. 7 below); (b) Differently from
the MI, the spectrum of the isola instability has no in-
tersections with the origin and the range of growth rate
does not start from zero but from the nonzero eigenvalues
with µ = 0, as shown in FIG. 3; (c) The maximal instabil-
ity growth rate corresponds to the real eigenvalues with
µ = π

2K(k) (as shown in the green dots of FIG. 2(h)); (d)

Such an isola instability branch is called local instabil-
ity branch in fluids [49], since the eigenfunctions associ-
ated with such a branch change rapidly in the vicinity of
the wave-crest. However, here the eigenfunctions associ-
ated with such a branch don’t have such local property
(which is a fundamental difference in comparison to [49]),
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FIG. 5: The maximal instability growth rate γ as a function
of k and V0 with B = 0.3.

as shown in FIG. 4. Therefore, such isola instability in
BECs can be deemed to be nontrivially distinct from the
local instability branch in fluids.

B. From MI to high-frequency instability

FIG. 5 shows the maximal instability growth rate γ
as a function of k and V0 with B = 0.3. We can see
that γ increases with k and V0 increasing. To study the
transition fromMI to high-frequency instability, by fixing
k = 0.5 and B = 0.3, we study the dynamics of instabil-
ities with varying V0. We note that when V0 = V0f = 0,
(1), the problem reduces to the standard defocusing NLS
equation. It is well known that all elliptic solutions with
V0 = 0 are stable [56]. Here we consider the case where
V0 6= 0. As shown in FIG. 6, when V0 < 0, only the high-
frequency instability occurs (see FIG. 6(a,b,c,e)). The
high-frequency instability (the corresponding perturba-
tions oscillate in time) develops from a Hamiltonian-
Hopf bifurcation: collisions of nonzero, imaginary ele-
ments of the stability spectrum (V0 = 0) lead to eigenval-
ues symmetrically bifurcating from the imaginary axis as
V0 decreasing, resulting in instability. Specifically, from
−0.19 6 V0 < V0b = −0.18431, the first bubble (arising
farther away from the origin) dominates the instability
(see FIG. 6(a) with V0 = −0.19). By increasing V0 to
V0b, the two bubbles approach and collide (see FIG. 6(b)).
When V0 > V0b, the two bubbles pass through each other
(see FIG. 6(c) with V0 = −0.18) and subsequently they
fuse together (see FIG. 6(d) with V0 = −0.01456) and
move toward the origin (see FIG. 6(e) with V0 = −0.005).
When 0 < V0 < V0j = 0.06063, the elliptic solutions are
modulational stable. We can see the transition between
different stability spectra caused by the collision of eigen-
values with µ = 0 at the origin (see FIG. 6(g,h,i)). When
V0 > V0j , the modulation instability appears and we
show three different stability spectra (see FIG. 6(k,l,m)).
Different from MI and isola instability, we can see that
the high-frequency instability branch occurs in a narrow
region of the Floquet parameter µ (as shown in FIG. 7),
which implies that we may get some useful stability re-
sults with respect to subharmonic perturbations. For
example, we show that the elliptic solutions (3) (with
k = 0.5, B = 0.3 and V0 = −0.04) are stable with re-
spect to 1-, 2-, 3-, 4- , 5-, 7- and 8- subharmonic pertur-

bations but unstable with respect to the 6- subharmonic
perturbation, as shown FIG. 8.

C. Instability trapped in a standing light wave

(k = 0)

When k = 0, the elliptic potential V (x) reduces to the
trigonometric functions and thus V (x) is a standing light
wave. FIG. 9 shows the maximal instability growth rate
γ as a function of B and V0 with k = 0. We can see that
γ increases with V0 increasing and B decreasing. The MI
arises from the collision of the eigenvalues with µ = π

2K(k)

at the origin, as shown in FIG. 10. Here, we also note
that in FIG. 10 a panel with four petals morphs into
a panel with two petals. This is because increasing V0
leads to more collisions of imaginary eigenvalues at the
origin and the spectral curve is vertically compressed.
Besides we note that, solutions (3) with k = 0 and b =
0.29 are stable with respect to co-periodic perturbations.
When V0 is large enough, it can be seen that the maximal
instability growth rate corresponds to the real eigenvalues
with µ = π

2K(k) , as shown in FIG. 10 with V0 = 1.

D. Dynamical Manifestation of the Instabilities

Having explored the different scenarios of instability,
we now turn to direct numerical simulations in order to
explore the dynamical byproducts of these instabilities.
Starting from the nontrivial phase elliptic solutions (3),
we impose random perturbations and visualize the pat-
terns produced by (1) numerically.
The case of dynamical evolution of a modulationally

unstable scenario is shown in Fig. 11. One can observe
that after an initial stage, the periodic pattern is dis-
torted leading to the emergence of some skewed density
dips reminiscent of moving dark (gray) solitary waves; for
details of such coherent structures, see the review of [57].
As these structures move through the distorted pattern
they appear to interact in collision-type events which are
somewhat reminiscent of the interactions of dark solitary
waves observed, e.g., in the experiments of [58–60]. These
types of events causing a (deeper) spatio-temporal dip,
prior to the colliding patterns re-emerging are highlighted
in two boxes in Fig. 11 whose evolution is presented in
more detail in the additional panels of the figure.
Interestingly, and as perhaps may be expected by the

similar nature of the relevant instability (although the
isola instability is detached from the spectral plane ori-
gin), the dynamics of the isola instability is similar to
that of MI. Indeed, the relevant dynamical manifesta-
tions can be seen in Fig. 12. Here, too, it is evident that
the distortion of the pattern leads to a number of waves
that propagate along skewed lines in the space-time (left)
panel of the figure. The zoom-in to the box of the left
panel is once again shown in the right panel, illustrating
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FIG. 6: (Left panel) The maximal instability growth rate γ as a function of V0. When V0 = V0f , the elliptic solutions are stable.
When −0.19 < V0 < V0b = −0.18431, the first bubble dominates the instability (see (a) (with V0 = −0.19) of the right panel).
From V0 to V0b, the two bubbles approach and collision (see (b) of the right panel). When V0 > V0b, the two bubbles pass
through each other (see (c) (with V0 = −0.18) of the right panel) and then they fuse together (see (d) (with V0 = −0.01456)
of the right panel) and move toward the origin (see (e) (with V0 = −0.005) of the right panel). When 0 < V0 < V0j = 0.06063,
a transition between different stability spectra caused by the collision of eigenvalues with µ = 0 at the origin happens (see
(g, h, i) (with V0 = 0.032, 0.04009, 0.052) of the right panel). The red dots in (g, h, i) of the right panel correspond to µ = 0.
When V0 > V0j , we show three different stability spectra (see (k, l,m) (with V0 = 0.1, 0.28, 0.8) of the right panel).

FIG. 7: Real part of growth rates as a function of the Floquet
parameter µ, where (c) (high-frequency instability) is labeled
in the left panel of FIG. 6

FIG. 8: The stability spectrum for the elliptic solutions (3)
with respect to P -subharmonic perturbations (k = 0.5, B =
0.3 and V0 = −0.04).

a space-time collisional type event before the participat-
ing waves once again separate. It is relevant to note here
that similar results to those of Figs. 11-12 arise in the
case of k = 0, i.e., for a trigonometric standing wave of
light (results not shown here).
Finally, it is interesting to point out the fundamental

difference of the high-frequency instability, in compari-
son, e.g., with those of Figs. 11-12 above. A prototyp-
ical example of the high-frequency instability is shown

FIG. 9: The maximal instability growth rate γ as a function
of B and V0 with k = 0.

in Fig. 13. We can see that the instability is manifested
through the propagation of high-wavenumber unstable
modes which, in turn, are weakly perturbing the (deeper)
density dips of the original configuration. Nevertheless,
the latter persist, avoiding the more intense collisional
events described above.

V. CONCLUSIONS & FUTURE CHALLENGES

The instabilities of the nontrivial phase elliptic solu-
tions in a repulsive Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) with
a periodic potential have been studied. Based on the de-
focusing nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) equation with an
elliptic function potential based on a sequence of fun-
damental earlier works [16–19], the MI, the similar to
it isola instability (on the real line) and the rather dif-
ferent high-frequency instability have been observed nu-
merically and have been elucidated quantitatively. With
varying parameters in solutions and equation, instabil-
ity transitions occur, e.g., through a Hamiltonian Hopf
bifurcation. Specifically, (i) increasing k, we have ob-
served that the MI switches to the isola instability and
the dominant disturbances have twice elliptic wave’s pe-
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FIG. 10: The stability spectrum for the elliptic solutions (3) with k = 0, B = 0.29, (from left to right) V0 = 0.3, V0 = 0.36166,
V0 = 0.4, V0 = 0.48 and V0 = 1.

FIG. 11: Numerical evolution of the MI resulting in pattern
distortion and collisional events (highlighted by boxes on the
left panel and zoomed-in at the middle and right panels). The
initial condition is solution (3) perturbed by 5% random noise
with k = 0.6, B = 0.25 and V0 = 1. The amplitude evolution
(upper-left); the (solid-line)zoomed-in evolution of the box on
the upper-left is shown on the middle panel; the (dotted-line)
zoomed-in evolution of the box on the left is shown on the
rightmost panel.

FIG. 12: Numerical excitation of the isola instability. The
initial condition is solution (3) perturbed by 5% random noise
with k = 0.72, B = 0.25 and V0 = 1. The amplitude evolution
(left); the zoomed-in evolution of the box on the left is shown
on the right panel.

riod, corresponding to a Floquet exponent µ = π
2K(k) .

The isola instability arises from the collision of spectral
elements at the origin with µ = 0; (ii) with varying V0,
the transition between the MI and high-frequency insta-
bility occurs. Different from the MI and isola instability

where the collisions of spectral elements happen at the
origin, the high-frequency instability arises from pairwise
collisions of nonzero, imaginary elements of the stability
spectrum; (iii) in the limit of sinusoidal potential, with
varying V0, we have shown the MI occurs from a colli-
sion of eigenvalues with µ = π

2K(k) at the origin; (iv) the

dynamical evolution of the relevant instabilities has been
elucidated, notably leading in the case of the MI and

FIG. 13: The initial condition is solution (3) perturbed by
5% random noise with k = 0.5, B = 0.3 and V0 = −0.1.

isola instabilities to distortion of the patterns and events
resembling the collision of dark (gray) solitary waves.

Admittedly, since the emergence of these fundamen-
tal works [16–19], numerous developments have arisen in
higher-dimensional BECs [5], in multi-component con-
densates [61, 62], as well as in the context of long-range
interactions [63]. Extending the present considerations
to these progressively more and more accessible settings
would be a natural next step for future studies.
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K. Sengstock, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 120406 (2008).

[60] G. Theocharis, A. Weller, J. P. Ronzheimer, C. Gross, M.
K. Oberthaler, P. G. Kevrekidis, and D. J. Frantzeskakis,
Phys. Rev. A 81, 063604 (2010).

[61] Y. Kawaguchi and M. Ueda, Phys. Rep. 520, 253 (2012).
[62] D. M. Stamper-Kurn and M. Ueda, Rev. Mod. Phys. 85,

1191 (2013).
[63] T. Lahaye, C. Menotti, L. Santos, M. Lewenstein, and T.

Pfau, Rep. Prog. Phys. 72, 126401 (2009).

http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.10766
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.05473

