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Abstract
Stability and bifurcation properties of one-dimensional discrete dynamical systems with pos-
itivity, which are derived from continuous ones by tropical discretization, are studied. The
discretized time interval is introduced as a bifurcation parameter in the discrete dynamical
systems, and emergence condition of an additional bifurcation, flip bifurcation, is identified.
Correspondence between the discrete dynamical systems with positivity and the ultradiscrete
ones derived from them is discussed. It is found that the derived ultradiscrete max-plus dynam-
ical systems can retain the bifurcations of the original continuous ones via tropical discretization

and ultradiscretization.

1 Introduction

Tropical discretization and ultradiscretization are one of approaches to the Wolfram’s 9th
problem[I], which refers to correspondence between continuous dynamical systems and dis-
crete ones such as cellular automata. Recently, this approach has been applied to various
dynamical systems such as SIR model[2], a model for an inflammatory response[3, [4], Allen-
Cahn equation[5], Gray-Scott model[6], a model for biological rhythms[7], a reaction-diffusion
model[8], normal forms in one dimensional dynamical systems[9], Sel’kov model[10} 11], and van
der Pol equation[12].

Tropical discretization is a discretizing procedure converting a differential equation into a



difference equation with only positive variables[5]. Let us consider a differential equation of x,

T = F@) = (@) - gla), 1)

where we assume that x(¢f) > 0 and that F'(x) can be divided into the two positive smooth
functions f and g. Then, as the tropical discretization of eq. , the following discretized form

is adopted:

 Tp Tt Tf(zn) _
Tp+1 = ffnm = Fr(l‘n), (2)

where x,, = x(n7); 7(> 0) and n show the discretized time interval and the number of iteration

steps, respectively. It is noted that eq. is reproduced from the following equation that is

identical to eq. ,

Tt =& f(@n) = g(2n)
- = () (3)

by taking 7 — 0. The tropical discretization is also known as a non-standard finite difference
scheme with positively-preserving system of ordinary differential equations|13], [14].
Ultradiscretization is a limiting procedure transforming a difference equation into another
type of difference equation with max-plus algebra[l5]. First, for some positive variables a, b, . . .,
they are transformed into A, B,... by a = eAle p = eB/e ... where ¢ is a positive parameter.

Next, after this transformation, the following ultradiscrete limit is executed:

lim elog(e?/® +eB/5 +...) = max(4, B, - - ). (4)

e—+0

Applying the ultradiscretizing procedure to the tropically discretized equation after the
variable transformations, z, = e~/¢ 7 = eT/E,f(a:n) = eF(X")/E,g(a:n) = eG(Xn)/e we obtain

the following ultradiscrete equation:

Xpt1 = X, + max(X,, T+ F(X,,)) — max(X,,, T + G(X,)). (5)



When T' — oo (7 — 00), eq. becomes

Xpi1 = Xp + F(X0) — G(X,). (6)

Therefore, the tropically discretized equation (eq.) has possibility to formally link the con-
tinuous differential equation (eq.) and the ultradiscrete equation (eq.@) as the two different
limiting cases of 7.

In our previous studies[9) [10, 11}, 6], ultradiscrete bifurcations in eq. @ have been inves-
tigated. The important point of our previous results is that some ultradiscrete bifurcations
coincide with bifurcations of their original differential equations. For instance, the ultradiscrete
equations derived from the one-dimensional normal forms of the saddle-node and transcritical
bifurcations possess the ultradiscrete saddle-node and transcritical bifurcations, respectively|[9].
Meanwhile, there are some inconsistent cases. Actually in the ultradiscrete equation for the su-
percritical pitchfork bifurcation, there exists an additional flip bifurcation which does not exist
in the original differential equation. Such emergence of the additional bifurcation is considered
to be caused by either the tropical discretization or the ultradiscretization. Therefore, it is im-
portant to generally identify how the original bifurcations retain and how additional bifurcations
emerge; this is the aim of the present manuscript.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, focusing on stability and the local
bifurcations, we show some results for general relation between continuous differential equations
and their tropically discretized ones in one dimension. Then, we clarify the occurrence condition
of the flip bifurcation. In Sec. 3, based on the general results shown in Sec. 2, we review the
dynamical properties of the tropically discretized equations we treated previously[9]. Further in
Sec. 4, we discuss correspondence between the discrete dynamical systems with positivity and

their ultradiscrete ones. Conclusion is given in Sec. 5.



2 General Results

2.1 Fixed Point

To begin with, we focus on the relation of fixed points between egs. and . Suppose that

Z is a fixed point of eq. (I): F(z) = 0 i.e., f(Z) = g(z). Then, Z is also a fixed point of eq.

I

)
)

, since F,(Z) = :Eji?gt(( = Z. On the other hands, if eq. has a fixed point Z, we have

8
8

Z(f(z) — g(z)) = 0. Thus, the following property is obtained.

Prop. 1 (Fixed Point Condition)
A fixed point of eq. is identical to a fixed point of eq. .

2.2 Linear Stability

The stability of the fixed point z(> 0) for eq. is determined by the following linearized

equation, fli—f = dl;f) -z = D(¥)z, where

D(z) = — . (7)

The stability of z for eq. is determined by the absolute value of differential coefficient of

F; at z; when \dFC}f)\ < 1, = is (asymptotically) stable. At the fixed point Z, the relation

f(z) = g(z) holds, and the first derivative of F; at & can be represented as

dﬁ;f) — 1+ Z,(2)D(x), (8)
where
Z.(7) = pans et (9)
Then Zz is stable when
-2 < Z;(z)D(z) < 0. (10)

From eq. @, Z:(z) > 0 always holds since z, f, and 7 > 0. On the other hand, the sign of

D(z) depends on the value of . For D(z) > 0 we have Z,(z)D(z) > 0. Therefore, when 7 is



unstable in eq. (I]), it is also unstable in eq. (2)). For D(z) < 0, Z is stable in eq. (I). However,
its stability for eq. depends on 7 and k(Z), which is given by

2z
"D +2/@) )

k(Z) = —
Note that x(7) is independent of 7. Then, the relation —2 < Z-(z)D(z) < 0 holds for any 7 > 0
when k(Z) < 0. When x(Z) > 0, —2 < Z,(Z)D(Z) holds only for 7 satisfying 0 < 7 < x(Z). For
k(%) < 7, Z;(Z)D(Z) < —2 and Z is no longer a stable fixed point of eq. (2). Then, relation of
linear stability between egs. and can be summarized as follows.
Prop. 2 (Stability Conditions)
(a) When z is a stable fixed point of eq. ,

(a-1) if kK(Z) < 0, T is stable in eq. for any T,

(a-ii) if K(Z) > 0 and 0 < 7 < k(Z), Z is stable in eq. (2),

(a-iii) if £(Z) > 0 and 7 > k(Z), T is unstable in eq. (2).

(b) When 7 is an unstable fixed point of eq. , T is also unstable in eq. for any 7.

Prop. 2 shows that the stable fixed point  for eq. retains its stability in eq. when
7 < k(Z). When Z is unstable in eq. , on the other hand, its stability does not change in eq.
for any .

In the case of 7 — o0, eq. becomes

— f(xn) _ .
Tn+1 = ng(xn) —Foo( n)y (12)

and the first derivative of F,, with respect to x at a fixed point Z is obtained as

dF(Z)
dx

=14 Zo(7)D(7), (13)

where

(14)



Note that in this limiting case, the condition (a-ii) in Prop. 2 is never satisfied. Therefore, the

stability of Z for eq. can be replaced by the following Prop. 2’.

Prop. 2’ (Stability Conditions for eq. (12)), the limiting case of 7 — c0)

(a) When Z is a stable fixed point of eq. (1)),
(a-i) if k(Z) < 0, Z is stable in eq. (12),
(a-ii) if £(Z) > 0 Z is unstable in eq. (12)).
(b) When Z is an unstable fixed point of eq. , T is also unstable in eq. .

2.3 Flip Bifurcation

The results of (a-ii) and (a-iii) in Prop. 2 suggest existence of additional bifurcation in eq.
for 7 as a bifurcation parameter. Let us suppose that Z is a positive fixed point of eq. with

D(z) < 0 and k(z) > 0. In this case, T becomes nonhyperbolic at 7 = k(Z);

=1 (15)

holds. Furthermore, the flip bifurcation can occur when eq. satisfies the following four
conditions[I7] at the bifurcation point (z,7) = (Z, k(Z)):

OF2(x)
or

62F2(x)
O010x

2 172
4o, T g;@ =0, and

P F2(2)
oz3

:O, 750’

where F2 = F, o F,. Among these conditions, the first three conditions are found to be always

satisfied at (x,7) = (Z, k(Z)). Thus, the following proposition is obtained.

Prop. 3 (Flip Bifurcation Condition)

For a positive fixed point Z of eq. with D(z) < 0 and x(Z) > 0, eq. ([2)) exhibits the

O’ F2(x)

flip bifurcation at the bifurcation point 7 = k(&) when 3
x

£0.
7)

T=k(



Based on discussion in this subsection, it is also concluded that the additional bifurcation is
limited to the flip bifurcation only.

2.4 Preservation of Original Bifurcations

Next we consider the case where the original differential equation has one of saddle node,
transcritical, and supercritical pitchfork bifurcations. We set its bifurcation parameter ¢ > 0 in

eq. , which is rewritten as

dx
E:F(l‘vc) :f(:v,c)—g(;v,c), (16)
where the bifurcation occurs at (z,¢). Applying the tropical discretization to eq. , we obtain

the discrete dynamical system

T + 7f(2n,C)
nt1 = Fr(x,,c) =ax,———————. 1
Pt = ) = g nve) ()

Focusing on the following four relations between F'(z,c) and Fr(z,c) at the bifurcation point

(z,¢) = (2,2),

OF.(z,¢) _OF(z,¢) OF2(z,¢) _OF?*(z,¢)
e 0T Tar ~HE T
200 (= 20 (% A 3 (7 3p(5 =
0°F.(z,¢) (_)8 F(z,c) 0°F(z,¢) (_)8 F(z,¢)

oxdec T dwde 028 T g2

we obtain the following proposition for preservation of the saddle-node, transcritical, and pitch-

fork bifurcations in eq. based on the bifurcation conditions in eq. [17].

Prop. 4 (Saddle-node, Transcritical, and Pitchfork Bifurcation Conditions)

(a: saddle-node) When eq. satisfies the condition for the saddle-node bifurcation at

the bifurcation point (z,c) = (7, ¢): % # 0 and % # 0, eq. also satisfies

the saddle-node bifurcation conditions at (z, ¢): E)F’T(f’a) # 0 and % # 0.

(b: transcritical) When eq. satisfies the transcritical bifurcation conditions at (z, ¢):



6F§i 9 = =0, % # 0, and % # 0, eq. also satisfies the transcritical

bifurcation conditions at (Z,¢): 8F:9(f’5) =0, 821;;(;” 2 £ 0, and o gxai :2) #0.

(c: supercritical pitchfork) When eq. satisfies the pitchfork bifurcation conditions

at (z,¢): % =0, azgg’a) =0, 8(;;5:0@ # 0, and i F(IC £ 0, eq. also satisfies

the pitchfork bifurcation conditions at (z,¢): an(f,a) =0, 82];;(5 9 — 0, 825;((;2’5) #0,

O3 F, (Z,8
and # # 0.

Note that Props. 3 and 4 reproduce the dynamical relations in the non-standard finite difference
schemes[I4]. It is also noted that Prop. 4 holds even in the case 7 — oco. Then the saddle-
node, transcritical, and pitchfork bifurcations in the original continuous differential equations
are retained in the limit of 7 — oo for the tropically discretized equations.

For occurrence condition of the flip bifurcation, eq. also satisfies Prop. 3. Therefore,

_ oy Of(@,o)  09g(z,0) N 2%
when D(Z,c) = D < 0 and k(Z,c) = TD(7.0) T 2 (7.0 > 0, eq. (17)
OPF2(z,c)

oz3

exhibits the flip bifurcation at 7 = k(Z,c) when # 0. Especially in the case of
T — 00, it is found that occurrence of the flip bifurcation depends on the sign of k, namely, the
sign of £D(Z, c)+2f(z,c). Then there exists another bifurcation point ¢* for the flip bifurcation,
where ¢* satisfies 2f(z, ¢*) + zD(z,c*) = 0.

3 Examples

3.1 Flip bifurcation

Let us consider the following simple differential equation for z(¢) > 0:

d
d—i:—4x3+x2—x—|—4. (18)

Equation has a unique stable fixed point = 1; any x converges to this point monotonically

as t — +oo. Dividing the right hand side of eq. into the positive part f(z) = 2% + 4 and



the negative part g(x) = 423 + z, the tropically discretized equation for eq. becomes

Tp + Tf(2n)  xp+T(2 +4)
Tp +7g(Tn) 14 T7(42} +1)

Tn+1 = F‘r(xn) = Tn

From Prop. 1, z = 1 is found to be a fixed point of eq. , and we obtain D(Z)

—11 < 0 and k(Z) = 2 > 0. Then from Prop. 2, the stability of Z depends on the value of 7; T is

stable (unstable) when 7 < 2 (7 > 2). Furthermore, since 81:;35@ = —1 and aggff,(j) =120,
Prop. 3 tells us that eq. exhibits a flip bifurcation at (z,7) = (1,2). Note that 8%7755) =0
if and only if 7 = 1/6.

Figure (1| shows the graphs of eq. for (a) 7 = 0.1, (b) 7 = 0.5, and (c¢) 7 = 3. For
the case (a), the graph of eq. intersects the diagonal x, 1 = x, at the stable fixed point
Z = 1. Then, any initial state converges monotonically to this point and eq. (19) retains the
dynamics of eq. . For the case (b), the fixed point & = 1 is still stable, although different

OF, (%)

from the case (a), it becomes a stable focus due to —1 < =5~ < 0. For the case (c), the

fixed point ¥ becomes unstable and an attracting cycle C; = {:)i"i,:i{ } with period 2 emerges,

where iﬂi = m(—%' + 1572 & /=327 — 8472 — 20073 + 1257%). The cycle Cy surrounds

the unstable fixed point and any z, starting from zg # 1 finally arrives at Cy. Figure |2 shows

the bifurcation diagram; the flip bifurcation occurs at 7 = 2.

X, — X, = =
n+1 Xpyq = Xn zg(rﬁ-l Xpt1 = Xn ) n+1 Xpp1 = Fr(xn) Xp41 = Xn
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Figure 2: The bifurcation diagram for the flip bifurcation of eq. .

3.2 Saddle-node bifurcation

For the saddle-node bifurcation, the following nonlinear differential equation for positive z(t) is
considered:

%:c—}—x(aj—Q), (20)

where c is the bifurcation parameter. In eq. , the saddle-node bifurcation occurs at (z,¢) =
(1,1). When 0 < ¢ < 1, there are two fixed points Z+ = 14+/1 — ¢, where Z_ and Z are stable
and unstable, respectively. When ¢ > 1, eq. has no fixed points.

The tropically discretized equation for eq. is

Tp +7(c+ 22)

21
1427 ( )

Tpy1 = Fr(zp,c) =

From Prop. 4 (a), eq. (21) also exhibits the saddle-node bifurcation at (Z,¢) = (1,1). Further-
more, from Props. 1 and 2 (b), Z; also becomes the unstable fixed points of eq. for any 7.

For z_,

L 2% B T - 1
K@) = B D@ )+2f(m) 22 -z te  2-VI-c

becomes negative for ¢ < 1, then Z_ is found to be the stable fixed points of eq. for any 7
from Prop. 2 (a-i). Therefore, eq. has only the saddle-node bifurcation, whose bifurcation

diagram coincides with of the original differential equation .
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3.3 Transcritical bifurcation

For the transcritical bifurcation, we begin with

dx
di

= (z—=1)(c—=), (22)
where we consider the case z(t) > 0 and ¢ > 0. For this equation, the transcritical bifurcation
occurs at (z,¢) = (1,1). When 0 < ¢ < 1, eq. has the stable and unstable fixed points

Z =1 and T = ¢, respectively. And when ¢ > 1, Z =1 and ¥ = ¢ become unstable and stable.

By tropical discretization of eq. , we obtain

Tn+ 171+ c)zp
pr— F p— . 23
Tn+1 T(w’n? C) T, T+ T(x% n C) ( )

From Prop. 4 (b), it is found that eq. also exhibits the transcritical bifurcation. When

0 < ¢ < 1, it is found from Prop. 2 (b) that Z = ¢ becomes the unstable fixed point of eq.

2

for any 7. And from k(Z =1) = — 1

< 0, z =1 is the stable fixed point for any 7. Similarly
when ¢ > 1, it is confirmed that Z = ¢ is stable and & = 1 is unstable for any 7. Therefore, eq.
has only the transcritical bifurcation, and its bifurcation diagram is the same as that of eq.

£2).

3.4 Pitchfork bifurcation

For the supercritical pitchfork bifurcation, we consider

Z—f =3cx(r—1)+1—2>. (24)

Here, c is the positive bifurcation parameter and the supercritical pitchfork bifurcation occurs

at (z,¢) = (1,1). When ¢ > 1, eq. has three fixed points z = 1,74+ = jerlx (21730)274;

Z = 1 is unstable and Z1 are stable. When, 0 < ¢ < 1, this equation has one unique stable fixed

point = = 1.
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By the tropical discretization of eq. , we obtain

Ty + 7(3cz? + 1)
g1 = Fr(wn, 0) = 7{+ 7(22 —t3c) ’
n

(25)

It is found from Prop. 4 (c) that the supercritical pitchfork bifurcation occurs at (z,¢) = (1,1).
Furthermore, as mentioned below, eq. possesses the flip bifurcation for 7. When ¢ > 1,
from Prop. 1, eq. has three fixed points & = 1,Z+. As for their stabilities, from Prop. 2
and k(Z4) < 0, £ =1 is unstable and Z4 are stable for any 7 > 0. When 0 < ¢ < 1, from Prop.

1, £ = 1 is also the only fixed point for eq. . However, the stability of Z for 0 < ¢ < 1 varies

_2

9e—7- Actually when % < ¢, k(Z) < 0. Then from Prop. 2, Z is stable

with the sign of k(Z) = —
forany 7 > 0. If 0 < ¢ < %, on the other hand, x(Z) becomes positive. Then, the fixed point

Z = 1 becomes stable and unstable for 7 < k(Z) and 7 > k(Z), respectively.

Considering 63%233(5 <) — —8(1§fz:f)cj D! #0for0<c< %, it is found from Prop. 3 that the flip

bifurcation occurs at 7 = #(Z). Actually for 7 > (%), there is an attracting cycle C/ = {i}i, z'

with period 2 around z, where

—6cT 4+ 72 — 9?2 + \/(607’ — 724 9¢272) — 4(1 + 3e1? 4+ 9¢272) (2 4 et + 3er? + 92 72)

=
+ 2(1 + 3er? 4+ 9¢272)

Figure [3| shows 7-c diagram for the dynamics of eq. . c=landT= 9;731 are the bifurcation
curves on which the supercritical pitchfork and the flip bifurcations occur, respectively. Figure
shows the graphs of eq. with 7 = 3 for (a) ¢ = 2, (b) ¢ = 0.5, (¢) ¢ = 0.15, and (d)
¢ = 0.01. For (a), from intersection of the curve and the diagonal x,; = x,, it is found that
there are three fixed points z, = 1,Z4, where z = 1 is unstable and z4 are stable. For (b)
and (c), the curves intersect the diagonal only at the stable fixed point Z, which becomes node
in (b) and focus in (c). For (d), the fixed point Z becomes unstable and an attracting cycle

Cr= {fi, 3‘3{} with period 2 emerges. Figure |5 shows the bifurcation diagram for 7 = 3; the

supercritical pitchfork bifurcation occurs at ¢ = 1 and the flip bifurcation occurs at ¢ = 2—17



Z =1 : unstable
T
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{z1,27} : stable
2= 1 s unstavic]
Ty stable:
z=1
stable
y
0 : : : : =
0.0 0.2 0.4 06 . 08 1.0 1.2 1.4
Figure 3: 7-c diagram for eq. G) c=1and 7 = ﬁ are the supercritical pitchfork and the flip
bifurcation curves, respectively.
Xn+1 Xnt1 = Xn Xn+1 Xp+1 = Xn
Ty e ,
4 E 4
Xn41 = Fr(xn) !
3 i 3
2 i L Xn41 = Fe(xn)
I R E I
%t 5 = E
0 x_ 1 2 3 4 ;‘+5 Xn [} 1 2 3 Xn
(a) (b)
Xnt1 Xnt1 = Xn Xnt1 Xnt1 = Xp
4 4
3 |
EAD
I R Tk ee-== =
1 Xn1 = F(xp) 1
: - H Xn41 = Fr(xn)
0 1I 2 3 4 5 Xn 0 fl[ 1 2 Xli 3 4 5 Xn
(c) (d)

Figure 4: The graphs of eq. for 7=3. (a) ¢ =2, (b) ¢=0.5, (¢) ¢ =0.15, and (d) ¢ = 0.01.

Perviously we also treated the following tropically discretized equation instead of eq.

for the supercritical pitchfork bifurcation[d],

Ty + 7(3cz? + 1))
1+ 7(22 + 3¢)
T+ 7{322 +n+1}
1+ 7{z2 + 3nx, + 3}

Tntl = F‘r(xn) =

forc>1,

for 0 < e <1,

(26)
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2.0

Figure 5: The bifurcation diagram of eq. for T = 3.

2

—g33, <0 for 0 < ¢ < 1, this fixed point

where n = 1 — ¢(> 0). In this equation, from x(Z) =
is found to be stable for any 7. Therefore, eq. exhibits only the supercritical pitchfork
bifurcation at (Z,¢) = (1,1), and the flip bifurcation does not occur; the dynamical property of
eq. ([26) is consistent with that of eq. at any 7. This result suggests that by appropriate

tropical discretization, it is possible to construct a discrete dynamical system having only the

same bifurcation point as the original continuous one.

4 Correspondence with ultradiscrete dynamical systems

Here, we consider correspondence between the tropically discretized dynamical systems and their

ultradiscrete ones by focusing the cases of saddle-node and supercritical pitchfork bifurcations.

4.1 Saddle-node bifurcation

In the previous paper, we derived the following max-plus equation for saddle-node bifurcation[9],

Xnt+1 = max(PX,,C), (27)
where P > 1 and C is a bifurcation parameter; its bifurcations occurs at (X,C) = (0,0).
From eq. , on the other hand, we obtain the tropically discretized equation

c+ x2
Lnt+l = 9 = (28)
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when 7 — co. From Props. 2’ and 4 (a) in Sec. 2, it is found that eq. shows the saddle-node

bifurcation at (z,¢) = (1,1). Adopting the variable transformations

Xn/

2n = eX"/% and ¢ = ¢/, (29)

eq. (28]) can be rewritten as

Xpy1 = elog(e€/e + e2X0/8) — clog 2, (30)

which also possesses the saddle-node bifurcation at (X, C) = (0,0). Considering the ultradiscrete

limit, ¢ — +0, of eq. , we obtain from eq.
Xnt+1 = max(C,2X,,), (31)

which is identical to eq. with P = 2.

It is noted that ultradiscretization brings about piecewise linearization of eq. by taking
the limit of zooming out for the scale transformations with respect to X, C, and the function
S(X,C) given as

S(X,C) =log(e® + €2X) —log 2. (32)

By using S(X, C), eq. (30) can be rewritten as X,,41 = S(X,,/e,C/¢e). Therefore, if there exists

(X™,C*) satisfying S(X,C) = eS(X/e,C/e) for any e, then (X*, C*) exhibits scale invariance.

Actually, in this case, we obtain (X*, C*) = (C/2,C). Furthermore, since X is a monotonically
. . : 0S v : -
increasing function from 0 to 2 and a—X(X ,C*) =1 for any ¢, even in the limit of ¢ — 40, eq.

(31) retains the same saddle-node bifurcation as eq. and eq. .

4.2 Supercritical pitchfork and flip bifurcations

Next, we consider the following max-plus equation for supercritical pitchfork bifurcation[9],

Xpt1 = max(PX, + C,0) — max(PX,,C). (33)
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Here P > 1, and C is a bifurcation parameter. and the bifurcation occurs at (X, C) = (0,0).

From eq. , we obtain the tropically discretized equation

3ex? +1
=5 e 34
Int x2 + 3¢ (34)
as the limit of 7 — oco. After the variable transformations , we obtain
Xpp1 = elog(3eXn+O)/e 1) — glog(e?Xn/e 4 3¢C7°). (35)

From Props. 2’, 3, and 4 (c) in Sec. 2, eq. (35 also possesses the same supercritical pitchfork
and flip bifurcations as eq. at (X,C) = (0,0). Considering the ultradiscrete limit, ¢ — +0,

of eq. , we obtain
Xp+1 = max(2X,, + C,0) — max(2X,,C), (36)

which coincides with eq. for P = 2. Equation shows that ultradiscretization brings
about piecewise linearization of eq. as in the case of Sec.

Equation can be also rewritten as X,,+1 = eS(X,, /e, C/e) when we set
S(X,C) = log(3¢*XT¢ 1 1) — log(e** + 3¢Y). (37)

Then, (X*,C*) = (0,C) in this case, where X* = 0 is one of the fixed points of eq. (35). It is
65’ C/ .
noted that a—X(X = +00,C/e) = 0. When 3e“/¢ > 1, £5(X,/e,C/e) becomes monotonically
increasing function of X. When 3¢¢/¢ < 1, on the other hand, it becomes monotonically
decreasing function. Therefore in the limit of ¢ — 40, the crossover between the supercritical
: . o . oS

bifurcation (C' > 0) and the flip bifurcation (C' < 0) occurs at C' = 0, where 8—X(X =0,C/e) =
—2,1,42 when C' is negative, zero, and positive, respectively.

Here we note that dynamical properties of tropically discretized equations depend on how

F(x) is divided into the positive smooth functions f(z) and g(z) in the original differential

equation . Then the propositions shown in Sec. [2| are available for verification of appropriate
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choice of f(z) and g(x) whether the original bifurcations retain or additional flip bifurcations
emerge. So far in this paper, we have focused only on one-dimensional cases. Our approach is
considered to be extended in cases of higher dimensions, e.g., the two dimensional dynamical
systems having limit cycles by Hopf bifurcation[11] 12}, 18] and the dynamical systems with

spatial dependencel5] [6l, [§].

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have shown the general propositions of stability and bifurcation properties
for the tropically discretized dynamical systems, which are derived from the one dimensional
continuous dynamical system. We have also identified the occurrence condition of the addi-
tional flip bifurcation for the discretized time interval 7 introduced in tropical discretization.
Some application examples have been demonstrated. Especially even in the case of 7 — oo,
the tropically discretized dynamical systems retains the bifurcations of the original continuous
dynamical system. Furthermore, we can derive the max-plus equations via ultradiscretization
from the tropically discretized equations for 7 — oco; ultradiscretization plays a role of piecewise
linearization. We have shown that the derived max-plus equations also retain the bifurcations of
the original continuous dynamical system. Therefore, it is concluded that the tropical discretiza-
tion and the ultradiscretization can link the continuous differential descriptions and ultradiscrete

max-plus ones for one dimensional dynamical systems.
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