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We discuss different aspects of one-soliton and multisoliton dynamics governed by the lattice equation
i, + (¥, -1+, + D)1+, |H—2y(t)n1p, =0. We propose reduction of this equation, drastically simpli-
fying its treatment by means of the inverse scattering technique.

PACS number(s): 03.20.+1, 03.40.Kf, 05.50.+q, 02.90.+p

I. INTRODUCTION

The present paper is devoted to the lattice equation
i, + (Y, 41+, _)A+]¢,12) =2y (tny,=0, (1)

in which y(¢) is an arbitrary function of time and the dot
hereafter stands for the time derivative. If y(¢) is identi-
cally equal to zero, this equation becomes the well-known
Ablowitz-Ladik model [1], which attracts much attention
due to both its exact integrability and reduction to the
nonlinear Schrodinger equation in the continuum limit.
For y(#)70 the last term in Eq. (1) is an on-site external
potential linear in space and varying in time. A particu-
lar case y(t)=y=const has recently been studied by
Scharf and Bishop [2]. The authors obtained a UV pair
of Eq. (1) and, thus, stated that the model is integrable by
means of the inverse scattering technique. Its one-soliton
solution has been presented. On the basis of the explicit
form of a one-soliton solution and of the detailed numeri-
cal study provided in Ref. [2], very interesting behavior
of solitons in the model (1) with y(¢)=const has been ob-
served. It turns out, in particular, that a soliton can be
“trapped” by the linear external potential in the sense
that its motion becomes periodic and a mean velocity of
the forward motion is equal to zero. Respectively, in a
case of two solitons, their interaction occurs periodically,
while Ablowitz-Ladik solitons move in accordance with
classical rules for solitons.

The model of Scharf and Bishop has an integrable and
well-studied continuum limit [3,4], which is a nonlinear
Schrodinger equation under linear potential. As it has
been stated by Balakrishnan [4], a generalization of this
equation corresponding to time-dependent amplitudes of
a linear potential can be included as well into the scheme
of the inverse scattering technique. One soliton solution
of such a generalization has been found by Besieris [5].
Noting that the last evolution system is nothing but the
continuum limit of Eq. (1), it has been pointed out in [6]
that Eq. (1) can also be treated by the inverse scattering
method. The zero-curvature condition is found by a sim-
ple generalization of the UV pair obtained in Ref. [2].
The explicit form of the one-soliton solution of Eq. (1) is
obtained in Ref. [6].

1063-651X/93/48(1)/563(6)/$06.00 48

The purpose of the present study is to outline some
specific points of the inverse scattering scheme associated
with Eq. (1), to represent the multisoliton solution, to
give mathematical stipulations for some effects observed
earlier, and to give a panoramic of soliton dynamics
governed by Eq. (1).

Before getting into details we should list some physical
applications of the model (1). In a general sense, Eq. (1)
describes the evolution of solitons on a lattice affected by
a linear potential with an amplitude varying in time. As
was shown in Ref. [6] in the case of random function
v (1), Eq. (1) can serve as an effective equation for dynam-
ics of more general nonlinear random lattices in which
v(t)n is replaced by a time 8-function-correlated process
v.(t). One more application of the system under discus-
sion is related to soliton motion in a smooth potential.
The last problem for the one-soliton dynamics has been
studied in [2] in the framework of the collective coordi-
nate approach. Now we show that Eq. (1) provides
another approach to the problem. Indeed, let a soliton be
localized on the distance of B8~ ! order (it will be clear
from the consideration below that these arguments make
sense also for some localized multisoliton pulses, to
which application of the collective coordinate approach
is problematic) and v is a soliton velocity. Also let / be a
characteristic scale of the slowly varying external poten-
tial W(n). Then under supposition 5/ >>1, the potential
multiplied by 3, can be expanded into the Taylor series
around n =vt:

W(n)g, ~ [W(m)—m% ‘¢,,
n=vt
oW (n)
+—an n:mngb,, .

Thus in this approximation after evident phase transfor-
mation the Ablowitz-Ladik model perturbed by the
smooth potential W (n) is reduced to Eq. (1).

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. IT
we represent transformation of Eq. (1) allowing one to ob-
tain easily multisoliton solutions with the help of the
knowledge of the Ablowitz-Ladik model. Then, in Sec.
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II1, we discuss features of one-soliton dynamics. Section
IV is devoted to interaction of solitons. The results are
summarized in Sec. V.

II. GENERAL SOLUTION

Using the UV pair of Ref. [2] it is not difficult to obtain
the zero-curvature condition for Eq. (1). However, in do-
ing so we come to the direct spectral problem having a
time-dependent spectral parameter (unlike the unper-
turbed Ablowitz-Ladik model, it will move around the
unit circle in the complex plane). Although because of
Refs. [3,4] it is known how to proceed in this case, we
prefer another way of dealing with the conventional spec-

for the continuous nonlinear Schrodinger equation
affected by the linear potential. Therefore, considering
an initial value problem, let us introduce a function

g, (1)=e! 2T ITOy, (1) @
where
r(o= [ diy() 3)

is a real function. An equation for g, (¢) follows immedi-
ately from (1),

ig, +(1+1g,1)(g, ¥ T+q, 1e M) +7(1)g, =0 . @

tral problem of the Ablowitz-Ladik model. There are  Lhis lattice model is exactly integrable. The zero-
two facts prompting us how to find this way. The first  curvature condition
one i's the rotation of the eigenvalues, which has been u,+U,v,—V,. U, =0, (5)
mentioned above and has to be prevented. Another
prompt is the transformation, proposed by Tappert [7], for it is given by matrices
J
z g,
u,= ig, z7'|” (6)
—2ir
—222T —g*g QAT y(1) ile qF_ —e¥Tzg*
2 z
. (7
e =2

(hereafter the asterisk stands for complex conjugation).
Since only the ¥V, matrix differs from that of the
Ablowitz-Ladik model, we have now to specify only the
time dependence of the scattering data. The method to
obtain it is well known [1]. Omitting some details we
represent the result

T(z;t):exp —iﬂé)g_it)a:; T(Z,O)
emp [ L0, | ®
and
6k(t)=5k,oe_imkuHr(”] ) 9)
Here
. a(z) —b*(z)
T@O= 1) a*2) 10

is a transfer matrix associated with the eigenvalue prob-
lem (6),

t t
0= [dtol2), Q)= [dtalz), (11
o(z)=z%*T+z 72 74T, (12)

05 is Pauli matrix, and other designations are from Ref.

[1].

272 24 g g* ATy y(2)

2

Now, using the results of investigation of the inverse
problem, obtained in Ref. [1], we can represent a mul-
tisoliton solution of Eq. (1) in the conventional form

| AY
¢n=ie».(2n+1)rmA1 , (13)
kj
where
N -— —
Akj=8kj+4 2 C;:(t)C,(t)aklaﬂ N (14)
=1
25{‘(t)(2*)"~l
(1) B . (15
Ak = 2CH(NEZE) | )
(ff)”+l (77\/)"+1 0
ey o ZiZ
a; =(Z{Z;)ay, UMY g (16)

and the time dependence of C,(t) from Eq. (9) is taken
into account.

In a particular case of a single eigenvalue of the opera-
tor U, inside the unit circle, Z, =exp(—w +i6), w>0,
we obtain one-soliton solution in the form [6]
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0 .
sinh(2w)exp —12—0+ L;éz(i)—Zin[I“(t)-i—O]

¥n= cosh[2nw —X (1)—X,] , UM

where functions ¢(¢) and X (¢) are defined by integrals

¢(t)=4cosh<zw)fo‘cos{z[r(t0>+9]}dzo : (18)
X(r)=2sinh(zw)fo‘sin{z[r(ro)+e]}dto , (19)
and
IC\ol

(20)

.= —argC sy =—]p | —2%"
0 argcl’o + 2 Xo ln Sinh( zw)

II1I. SIMPLE DYNAMICS OF A SINGLE SOLITON

Two particular cases of y(¢#)=const and y(t) being a
white noise have been considered in Refs. [2,6]. In both
cases the behavior of a discrete soliton essentially differs
from its continuous analogue. Generally speaking, the
evolution of a single soliton depends on the function I'(?),
which is a constant for the Ablowitz-Ladik model and is
proportional to ¢ in the case of a constant linear potential.
Now we show that there exists a representation giving a
quite simple picture of one-soliton dynamics in a generic
case.

The Ablowitz-Ladik lattice, as an integrable system,
possesses an infinite number of conservation laws. The
first ones (usually they are combined into one complex in-
tegral) can be written as follows (see, e.g., [1]):

P=i2(¢n¢:—l_¢:¢n—l) ’ (21)
E=3 @, 51T ¥nvn—1) - (22)

They can be treated as a momentum and an energy of the
pulse. In our case these quantities become dependent on
time. An infinite number of integrals exist for the prob-
lem we are dealing with and can be restored with the help
of integrals of the Ablowitz-Ladik model [1,8]. It follows
from the fact that these quantities are determined by the
associated spectral problem. The linear spectral problem
associated with the equation for g, (¢) coincides with that
of the Ablowitz-Ladik model which gives the conserva-
tive quantities of Eq. (4). In order to write down the in-
tegrals of Eq. (1) in terms of ¥, (z) we should use the an-
satz (2). However, we concentrate now on functions E ()
and P(t). Using the above facts one immediately arrives
at the ““dispersion relation”

E*+P2=C?, (23)

where C is a positive constant defined by initial condi-
tions. In the one-soliton case C =4 sinh(2w) (see [2] for
the idea of calculations).

Thus in the phase space (E,P) the trajectory of a soli-
ton is a circle of a constant radius C. This allows us hold-
ing the sense of E and P to find a curious qualitative anal-
ogy between a lattice soliton and a particle in a periodic
potential.

To this end we recall well-known facts of the solid-

state physics [9]. In the absence of an external electric
field, an electron in a periodic potential moves uniformly.
Due to a constant electric field (or linear potential in our
terms) a quasimomentum of a particle changes and moves
towards the boundary of the Brillouin zone (in the quasi-
momentum space). Being unable to cross the boundary, a
particle undergoes Bragg reflection. Thus oscillations of
the electron in the quasimomentum space appear and re-
sult in oscillations in a usual space (this effect is called
Bloch oscillations).

We have similar effect in our case. Indeed, in the ab-
sence of perturbation a soliton moves evenly. The exter-
nal field y(¢) results in a changing of the momentum P,
which now evolves in accordance with the law

P=—2y(1)E, E=2y(t)P (24)

[this formula is obtained directly from (21) and (22) and is
valid for any pulse rather than only for a single soliton].
If ¥ =const, then P increases (or decreases) with the time.
As follows from (23) the absolute value of the pulse
momentum cannot be larger than C (in our treatment this
quantity plays a part of the boundary of “Brillouin zone,”
in which energy E is equal to zero). Hence, after the ab-
solute value of P(¢) having reached 4sinh(2w), it de-
creases. Thus the “Bloch oscillations” of a soliton appear
[10]. It is these oscillations that have been observed un-
der linear potential in a number of numerical experiments
of Ref. [2] (see Figs. 1 and 5 there). Comparing the out-
comes with those in the continuum limit we come to the
conclusion that the discreteness affects a soliton like a
periodic field affects a particle.

Another manifestation of the oscillations under discus-
sion is a ‘“localization” by the linear potential (under this
term we refer to a localized perturbation of the lattice
which does not move in space). Indeed, let the parame-
ters of a soliton satisfy the requirement

ﬂl—}f—w)[sin(29)+cos(20)]fl , (25)

which means in fact that the soliton width is greater than
the amplitude of the oscillations. Then, the solution of
Eq. (1) will look like a localized in space excitation (see
Fig. 1), which has zero velocity of the forward motion.

In a generic case the system (24) is trivially solved giv-
ing

P(t)=Pycos[T'(¢)]—Eysin[I'(2)] ,
E(t)=Pysin[T'(¢)]+Eycos[I'(2)] ,

(26)

where P, and E are initial values of the momentum and
the energy, and I'(?) is defined by (3).

As it follows from Egs. (17)-(19) the velocity of the
soliton is determined by the behavior of the functions

fe(0) . |cos
7.0 [= 147 |gin [[2D(D] - 27
Now we briefly describe the cases of periodic and random

y(2).
If the amplitude of the linear potential is a periodic
function, say
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FIG. 1. Dynamics of a single soliton localized by linear po-
tential with y =0.8 (w=0.1, 6=0.0, and X,=10.0).

v (t)=sin(wt) , (28)

the oscillations are accompanied by the motion in the for-
ward direction (again analogously to a particle in a
periodic potential). Recalling the one-soliton solution
(17) we find a temporary average velocity of the forward
motion

_ o

2
X |t +—
Yo T 4w 1)

~xt0)

2

sin R (29)

— sinh(2w) . o
w

26+-Z-
®

where &y( ) is the Bessel function. Therefore, the direc-
tion of motion depends on the frequency w of the external
force. Note that there exists a set of frequencies w at
which v,, =0.

The representation (26) allows one to make some gen-
eral statements about soliton dynamics in the case of ran-
dom y(t). In particular, if y(¢) is a Gaussian process,
I'(¢) has a normal distribution, and one immediately cal-
culates by direct averaging

(PY=Pye "0, (EY=Egze o, (30)
where
oX=2[ dr, [ dr(y(ry(r)) (31)

and angular brackets stand for averaging over all realiza-

tions of y(t). Asymptotically, when T >>t_, [¢, being a
correlation radius of y(¢) in time], oX(t) grows and, con-
sequently, averaged quantities tend to zero [unlike the
case of periodic y(¢)]. Meantime, as it is easy to show,
both (P?) and (E?) go to (P3+E3)/2. One can formu-
late a more general statement about statistics of E and P:
all odd momenta tend to zero with time, while the abso-
lute value of each even momentum of the order of 2k (k
being integer) goes to 2~ K(P3+ E2)* (note that the result
is valid for any pulse rather than for a single soliton
only). This means that the distribution of E and P goes
to a stationary one.

IV. ON MULTISOLITON SOLUTION

Passing to the discussion of the multisoliton dynamics
we should point out that the main information has al-
ready been obtained [see Egs. (13)-(16), (26), and some
results of the preceding section]. Nevertheless, now we
want to discuss in more details some qualitative features
of multisoliton pulses of Eq. (1).

Recalling the numerical results of Ref. [2] on two soli-
ton interactions we can state that the period of the pro-
cesses observed there is to be nothing else but the period
of the functions f_ , i.e., m/y. Moreover, in the constant
external field, any motion will be periodic [it follows from
Egs. (11) and (12)].

Then it may be found that the localized pulses may
also be multisoliton pulses. As an example, we will con-
sider a two-soliton solution, which can be represented in
the following form:

20 _ X, /2—2nw X, /2—2nw
¢n(t)=-A—e ZnF(t)[vle 1 ]+'V26 2 2

eXl +X,/2—2nQ2w, +w,)

a1
X, +X, /2= 2n (2w, +w,)
+I1'21e 2 1 2 1 } s (32)
where
— . —20.n+i(¢./2)
vi=Cloe 0T (33)
— o=, —2i0.n+i($,/2)
I-Lij:4[C,-,o|2C}:0€ 10;n+i(¢;
7*2+7*2
X lat+ai—aa,; |[——— ||, (34)
JE——
z212,
A:1+§8X1+X2—4(w1+w2)n
(X, +X,)/2— 2w, +w,)
+ 3 Ee e (35)
i j
S (¢, —b,)/2—2i(8,—6,)
§;;=4C Zocj,oazzjel bl e (36)
£=16|C, o *|Cy 0|} 1@y — a8 1%, (37)

and the parameters X; and ¢; are determined by Egs. (18)
and (19) with respective subindices, and the free parame-
ters w, and 0, are introduced as Z, =exp(—w; +i6;).
One can estimate the region of parameters giving locali-
zation. Figure 2 shows two evident pictures of different
qualitative behavior of the two-soliton solution in the
constant on-site potential (in addition to that demonstrat-
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ed in Ref. [2]). In Fig. 2(a) one can find localized (and
breathing) two-soliton solution. It is seen that we do not
have two single pulses, and in this sense the name “two
solitons” becomes more formal, designating only the
presence of two discrete eigenvalues of the associated
linear problem. Note that this situation differs from the
case of the two solitons of the Ablowitz-Ladik model
having equal velocities: even finite change of the parame-
ters Z;, and 5k,0 does not change the qualitative behavior
of the soliton. Figure 2(b) explicitly shows the opposite
case, when the two-soliton solution consists of ‘“‘interact-
ing” solitons. As it is evident, similar pictures can be
found for any multisoliton solution.

(b)
I

t=15.7

—————
o
- L}
=

7
t=0.0 T[T T[T T [T T T T T r T [ T T[T oo o

1 11 21 31 41 51 61 71 81 21 101

n

FIG. 2. Dynamics of two soliton solution localized by the
linear potential with y=0.8, §,=0.0, §,=—0.5, C,=0.01, and
C,=10.0. (a) Breathing two-soliton solution (w;=0.4,
w, = —0.1), (b) two “interacting” solitons (w; =0.4,w, =0.08).

As we have found, the force periodic in time results in
a forward motion of solitons. Hence we can study how
the changes in the asymptotic superposition law or prin-
ciple occur due to the external field. Direct analysis of
(32) yields that, in the case of two solitons, the second sol-
iton at n — oo is described by

sinh(2w, Jexp {i %i +9293 —2n[6,+T(t)]+x?
¥n= cosh[2nw, —X,(t)— Xy, —82]
(38)
where
0 atn——e (39)

X2 — 12[20,—arg{(z2—22)(1—222 )} ]

atn—+ oo ,

(40)

n

(2) (z2—-z)(z¢¥
B — : 2) 11 atn—+o ,

and ¢,, X,, 6y, and X, are defined according to Egs.
(18)—(20). The interaction of solitons in this case leads
both to the standard phase shift (40) and to the appear-
ance of the additional phase y2. However, both these
quantities do not depend explicitly on y(z). The only re-
quirements necessary for (38)-(40) to be valid are
X (t)>t o0 at t—too.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

To conclude, we have considered a generalized version
of the Ablowitz-Ladik lattice, which includes a coefficient
proportional to a site number and having an arbitrary
dependence on time. The model being exactly integrable
turns out to be closely related to the original Ablowitz-
Ladik one from the mathematical viewpoint. Meanwhile,
the dynamics of the solitons show a number of basic
differences. One of them is the periodic motion of soli-
tons under constant linear potential. These differences
are stipulated by the discreteness and disappear when the
corresponding continuous versions are considered [3].

Speaking about the transition to the continuous limit,
it is appropriate to note that, in fact, the change of vari-
ables corresponding to the ansatz (2) has the form

B(t,x)=exp [2ixr<t)—4ifdz'r2(t') ]q(t;g) ,
41)
g=x+4 [T(dr .

Here 9(t,x) and g (¢,£) have to be treated as respective
continuous limits of ¥, (¢) and g,(¢). As is evident, this
reduction is nothing but a generalization of Tappert’s in-
sertion [7] [in contrast to the discrete case, now we have
an exact transformation of the “perturbed” equation for
1(t,z) to the nonlinear Schrodinger equation for the func-
tion g (¢,£) in terms of (¢,£)].
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