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We study the φ6 model and derive two broad classes of lattice discretizations that admit static,
translationally invariant kinks; that is, stationary kink profiles that can be centered at an arbi-
trary position relative to the lattice. These discretizations are constructed using a one-dimensional
map, φn+1 = F (φn), which provides a direct and systematic algorithm for generating such models.
Numerical computations for two representative cases show that the discrete kinks do not possess
internal modes, consistent with the continuum theory, although an additional high-frequency mode
may appear above the phonon band. We also show that generic discretizations of the φ6 model
do not support static kink solutions. Instead, the resulting dynamics produce auto-traveling and
self-accelerating kinks that propagate at the maximal group velocity while continuously emitting
radiation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spatially discrete systems arise in many physical con-
texts, including dislocation dynamics in crystals and
guided-wave propagation in inhomogeneous optical me-
dia [1–4]. Of particular interest is the behavior of trav-
eling solitary waves in such lattices [5], whose properties
differ markedly from those of solutions of continuous ho-
mogeneous partial differential equations (PDEs). In con-
tinuum models, traveling waves can often be generated
from static ones using spatial translational invariance or
additional symmetries such as Galilean invariance [6].
In contrast, discrete systems do not necessarily support
freely propagating localized waves. This restriction is
commonly attributed to the Peierls–Nabarro barrier, an
energetic obstacle that impedes movement between lat-
tice sites [2, 7–10].
Discrete systems also arise as finite-difference approx-

imations of PDEs [11]. An important question in this
setting is whether a numerical discretization preserves
qualitative features of the underlying continuum model,
in particular the ability of solitary waves to propagate
without radiative energy loss, which may otherwise lead
to deceleration and trapping. A well-known example
is the Ablowitz–Ladik equation, a discrete analogue of
the nonlinear Schrödinger equation that supports mobile
solitary waves [12–14], even though it does not corre-
spond to a physical system. More broadly, a class of
discrete Schrödinger equations supporting static solitary
waves with translational invariance was identified in [15].
Related constructions have been developed for nonlinear
Klein–Gordon-type equations, including discrete φ4 mod-
els [16] and the discrete sine-Gordon equation [17]. Fur-
ther special discretizations of the φ4 equation with addi-
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tional symmetries or conservation laws (e.g., momentum
or energy) appear in [18–21]; see also the review [22].

Within the class of nonlinear Klein–Gordon-type equa-
tions, only discrete φ4 and sine-Gordon models with sym-
metric kinks have been studied in detail. Higher-order
field theories such as the φ6 model have received com-
paratively little attention, despite their relevance to first-
order phase transitions and related applications in ma-
terials science and condensed-matter physics [23]. The
φ6 model is of particular interest because it supports
asymmetric kinks without internal vibrational modes.
Although such modes were once thought to be neces-
sary for multi-bounce resonances in kink–antikink colli-
sions, Dorey et al. [24] demonstrated resonant scattering
in the φ6 model. A collective coordinate approximation
of the scattering processes was derived in [25]. Its sta-
tistical mechanics also differ substantially from those of
the φ4 theory, leading to a quasi-exactly solvable struc-
ture [26, 27]. These features highlight the distinct behav-
ior of higher-order field theories.

Discrete analogues of the φ6 equation were examined
in [28], where two discretizations were derived through a
discretized first integral [18, 19]. Another discretization,
based on a discrete Bogomolny–Prasad–Sommerfield
(BPS) construction, was proposed in [29]. These mod-
els admit kinks that can be centered at any point be-
tween lattice sites. The present work develops addi-
tional discrete φ6 equations using the one-dimensional
map method introduced in [16, 17]. We show that, aside
from these exceptional cases, generic discretizations of
the φ6 model do not support static kink solutions. In-
stead, they produce auto-traveling kinks that propagate
and accelerate until they reach a velocity limited by the
maximum group velocity of linear plane waves (the speed
of sound). Beyond this threshold, accelerating kinks shed
radiation in the form of shock-like wave trains. We em-
phasize that the absence of static kinks reported here is
not a consequence of kink asymmetry or unequal vac-
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uum energies, but rather of discretization effects that do
not arise from a standard variational/Hamiltonian for-
mulation and which destroy the stationary heteroclinic
structure even when the continuum φ6 potential has de-
generate minima.
The paper is organized as follows. Section II outlines

the one-dimensional map method and derives exceptional
discrete φ6 models. Section III presents numerical com-
putations of static kink profiles and their stability. Sec-
tion IV examines the mechanism and dynamics of auto-
traveling kinks. Conclusions are given in Sec. V.

II. MODEL

The φ6 model in (1 + 1)-dimensional spacetime is de-
scribed by the equation

φtt = φxx − dU

dφ
= φxx − φ(1 − φ2)(1− 3φ2), (1)

where φ(x, t) is a real-valued scalar field, subscripts de-
note partial differentiation, and U(φ) = 1

2φ
2(1 − φ2)2 is

the potential function. A natural discrete analogue of
this model can be expressed as

φ̈n =
φn+1 − 2φn + φn−1

h2
+ f(φn−1, φn, φn+1), (2)

where h is the lattice spacing, φn(t) = φ(xn, t), and xn =
hn. In the continuum limit h → 0, the function f must
reduce to the nonlinear term in Eq. (1):

f(φ, φ, φ) = −φ(1−φ2)(1− 3φ2) = −φ+4φ3− 3φ5. (3)

The central question is how to construct
f(φn−1, φn, φn+1) such that the discrete model ad-
mits a time-dependent kink solution with translational
invariance.
Following [16], the key to achieving this lies in formu-

lating the nonlinearity f such that the stationary equa-
tion of Eq. (2) can be derived from a one-dimensional
map φn+1 = F (φn). This approach is based on the
first integral of the time-independent equation of Eq. (1),
φxx = dU

dφ
, which yields φ2

x = 2U(φ) or φx = H(φ, φ),

where

H(φ, φ) =
√

2U(φ) = φ(1− φ2). (4)

The one-dimensional map φn+1 = F (φn) can be con-
structed by discretizing the first integral as

φn+1 − φn = hH(φn+1, φn). (5)

By squaring both sides of Eq. (5) and subtracting it from
its backward counterpart (i.e., replacing n with n − 1),
we obtain the following form of an exceptional discretiza-
tion [16]:

φn+1 − 2φn + φn−1

h2
=

H2(φn+1, φn)−H2(φn, φn−1)

φn+1 − φn−1

= −f(φn−1, φn, φn+1). (6)

For symmetric H , i.e., H(φn, φn−1) = H(φn−1, φn), the
discretization in Eq. (6) is nonsingular, as the numerator
can be factored to cancel the denominator.

The function f resides in the vector space P5, implying
that H2 must belong to P6. While H itself could be
in P3, this is not a strict requirement. If pn denotes a
polynomial function of degree n, then H(φ, ϕ) = p3(φ, ϕ)

or H(φ, ϕ) =
√

p6(φ, ϕ). This leads to the following
symmetry and continuity conditions for n = 1, 2:

p3n(φ, ϕ) = p3n(ϕ, φ), p3n(φ, φ) = φn(1− φ2)n. (7)

In the following sections, we explore these two cases sep-
arately.

A. Cubic Polynomial

For n = 1, the most general cubic polynomial p3 is
given by:

p3(φ, ϕ) =
1

2
(φ+ ϕ) + α1(φ− ϕ)2

− 1

2

[

α2(φ
3 + ϕ3) + α3φϕ(φ + ϕ)

]

, (8)

where α1, α2, α3 ∈ R satisfy α2+α3 = 1. Certain terms,
such as (φ−ϕ) and (φ− ϕ)3, are excluded to ensure the
symmetry requirements in (7).

Focusing solely on this polynomial does not yield mod-
els distinct from those obtained with a hexic polynomial
in complete square form, i.e., p6 = p23, which will be dis-
cussed in Sec. II B (see Eq. (13)). To introduce novelty,
we incorporate a conservation law γI3 = 0 [16] into the
discretization f , where

I3 ≡ p3(φn+1, φn)(φn − φn−1)

−p3(φn, φn−1)(φn+1 − φn). (9)

Adding the conservation law γI3 = 0 to the right-hand
side of (6) preserves the discretization’s validity while
enabling the derivation of additional models.

Let φ
(k)
av denote the average value between two neigh-

boring sites and their corresponding positive integer pow-
ers:

φ(k)
av =

1

2

(

φk
n+1 + φk

n−1

)

, (10)

where k = 1− 4. Using (6) and the conservation law (9),
we derive the following quintic polynomial:
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f(φn+1, φn, φn−1) = −1

2

(

φn + φ(1)
av

)

+ α1φn

(

φn + 2φ(1)
av

)

+
1

2
(8α2

1 + α2 + α3)φ
3
n − 2(2α2

1 − α2)φ
(1)
av φ

(2)
av

− 2(6α2
1 − α3)φ

(1)
av φ

2
n + 2α1(α2 − α3)φ

(1)
av φ

3
n − α1(2α2 − α3)φn

(

φ3
n + 4φ(1)

av φ
(2)
av

)

− 1

2
α2α3φ

5
n

− 1

2

[

2α1 − (8α2
1 + α2 + α3)φn − 2α1(α2 − α3)φ

2
n + (α2

2 + α2
3)φ

3
n + α2

2φ
(3)
av

] (

2φ(2)
av + φn+1φn−1

)

− 1

2
α3(2α2 + α3)φ

(1)
av φ

2
n

(

φ2
n + 2φ(2)

av

)

+
1

2
α2 (2α1 − α3φn)

(

2φ(4)
av + 2φ(2)

av φn+1φn−1 + φ2
n+1φ

2
n−1

)

− γ
(

φ2
n − φn+1φn−1

)

+ 2γα1

[

φ(1)
av

(

3φ2
n + φn+1φn−1

)

− φ(2)
av φn − φ3

n − 2φn+1φnφn−1

]

− γα2

(

φ(1)
av φ

3
n + φ(2)

av φn+1φn−1 − φ(3)
av φn − φ4

n

)

+ γα3

[

φ(1)
av φ

3
n + φ(2)

av φ
2
n −

(

φ(1)
av + φn

)

φn+1φnφn−1

]

. (11)

This defines the first general class of exceptional discrete
φ6 models.

B. Hexic Polynomial

For n = 2, the most general hexic polynomial p6 is
constructed as:

p6(φ, ϕ) = φϕ− β2(φ − ϕ)2 − 2
[

β4(φ
4 + ϕ4) + β5φϕ(φ

2 + ϕ2) + β6φ
2ϕ2

]

+ β7(φ
6 + ϕ6) + β8φϕ(φ

4 + ϕ4)

+ β9φ
2ϕ2(φ2 + ϕ2) + β10φ

3ϕ3 + β11(φ
3 + ϕ3) + β12φϕ(φ+ ϕ) + β13(φ

5 + ϕ5) + β14φϕ(φ
3 + ϕ3)

+ β15φ
2ϕ2(φ + ϕ), (12)

where 2β4 + 2β5 + β6 = 1, 2β7 + 2β8 + 2β9 + β10 = 1,
β11 + β12 = 0, and β13 + β14 + β15 = 0. A special case
arises when the hexic polynomial is a complete square,
i.e., p6 = p23, where p3 is the cubic polynomial from Sec.

II A with γ = 0. This relationship is expressed as:

p6 = p23 =

3
∑

i=0

6−2i
∑

j=0

aijφ
iϕi

(

φ6−2i−j + ϕ6−2i−j
)

, (13)

with coefficients aij , i = 0 − 3, j = 0 − 6, provided in
Appendix A.
Substituting (12) into (6) yields the nonlinearity:

f(φn+1, φn, φn−1) = −φn + 2β2

(

φ(1)
av − φn

)

+ 8β4φ
(1)
av φ

(2)
av + 2β5φ

3
n + 4β6φ

(1)
av φ

2
n − β8φ

5
n

+
(

2β5φn − 2β7φ
(3)
av − β10φ

3
n − β11 − β15φ

2
n

)(

2φ(2)
av + φn+1φn−1

)

− (β8φn + β13)
(

2φ(4)
av + 2φ(2)

av φn+1φn−1 + φ2
n+1φ

2
n−1

)

− 2β9φ
(1)
av φ

2
n

(

2φ(2)
av + φ2

n

)

− β12φn

(

2φ(1)
av + φn

)

− β14φn

(

4φ(1)
av φ

(2)
av + φ3

n

)

− 2β15φ
(1)
av φ

3
n. (14)

This defines the second general class of exceptional dis- crete φ6 models. Note that model (11) cannot be derived
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from (14) unless γ = 0 and the coefficients satisfy the
relations provided in Appendix A.
The following section will illustrate the general models

(11) and (14) for specific parameter values.

III. NUMERICAL ILLUSTRATIONS

Rakhmatullina et al. [28] proposed two special dis-
crete models that conserve physical quantities. Their
momentum-conserving model (Eq. (18) of [28]) can be
derived from the discrete model (14) by setting βj = 0
for j 6= 6, 10 and β6 = β10 = 1, yielding:

f = −φn + 4φ2
nφ

(1)
av − φ3

n

(

2φ(2)
av + φn+1φn−1

)

. (15)

However, their energy-conserving model cannot be di-
rectly retrieved. The closest approximation is obtained
by setting β5 = 1/3, β6 = 3/8, β8 = 2/9 or 1/6,
β9 = 5/36, β10 = 4/9, β11 = −1/6, β12 = 1/2, and
βj = 0 otherwise in (14). Nonetheless, the resulting equa-
tion lacks the following terms:

−16

144
φ(5)
av ,

8

144
φ(3)
av (9− 15φ2

n), (16)

which appear in Eq. (15) of [28]. These terms were
omitted in (12) because they violate the symmetry re-
quirement (7).
We will study model (17) and also consider the discrete

model (11) with α1 = α2 = 0 and α3 = 1, which gives:

f =φ(1)
av

(

−1

2
+ φ2

n

(

2− 1

2
φ2
n − φ(2)

av

))

+
1

2
(φn − φ3

n)
(

−1 + 2φ(2)
av + φn+1φn−1

)

− γ
(

φ2
n − φn+1φn−1 − φ(1)

av φ
3
n − φ(2)

av φ
2
n

+ (φ(1)
av + φn)φn+1φnφn−1

)

.

(17)

We solve Eqs. (15)–(17) for kink solutions. The contin-
uous φ6 model (1) admits the kink:

ΦK(x) =

√

1 + tanhx

2
. (18)

We numerically continue this kink for the discrete mod-
els. After obtaining a solution, ΦK,n, we compute its
linear spectrum by substituting φn = ΦK,n + vne

λt into
(2) and linearizing about small v. This yields the eigen-
value problem:

λ2v = Jv, (19)

where J is the Jacobian matrix about the discrete kink
ΦK,n. In the continuum limit, J = ∂xx−Uφφ|φ=ΦK

, with
a discrete spectrum λ2 = 0 and a continuous spectrum
λ2 < −1 [24].

FIG. 1. Linear spectrum of a kink solution from the discrete
models (15) (top panel) and (17) (bottom panel) as a function
of the discretization h.

Figure 1 shows the linear spectrum of the kink solu-
tions for models (15) and (17). The presence of an eigen-
value λ = 0 confirms the translational invariance of the
kink. Notably, neither model exhibits internal modes be-
tween the zero eigenvalue and the edge of the continuous
spectrum at λ2 = −1, consistent with the continuum
limit. However, model (17) exhibits a high-frequency in-
ternal mode below the lower edge of the continuous spec-
trum.

Similar high-frequency modes have been reported for
kinks in discrete φ4 models with momentum conservation
[20]. These modes correspond to out-of-phase oscillations
of the kink’s shape [30] and do not radiate because their
harmonics are not resonant with the continuous spec-
trum. As a result, they can store significant energy. For
further analysis, see [31].
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IV. AUTO-TRAVELING KINKS

In general, non-standard discretizations of (1) destroy
the existence of static kinks. Consider, for example:

f = −φn + 4
[

φ(1)
av

]3

− 3φ5
n. (20)

In the continuum limit h → 0, the discrete equation (2)
with (20) becomes:

φtt = φxx − φ+ 4φ3 − 3φ5 +
h2

12

(

∂4
xφ+ 72φ2φxx

)

. (21)

We demonstrate that, for sufficiently small h, Eq. (21)
does not admit a static kink solution that is a smooth per-
turbation of the continuum kink ΦK in Eq. (18); specifi-
cally, no solution exists with

φ(x) = ΦK(x) + h2u(x) + . . . . (22)

and bounded derivatives up to fourth order, having the
same asymptotic states as x → ±∞.
Substituting this expansion into (21) yields the inho-

mogeneous linear equation:

−Lu =
1

12
∂4
xΦK + 6Φ2

K∂2
xΦK , (23)

where L = ∂xx− 1+12Φ2
K − 15Φ4

K is a self-adjoint oper-
ator. For (23) to have a localized solution, its right-hand
side must be orthogonal to the null space of L, which is
spanned by ∂xΦK . However, we find:

∫ ∞

−∞

Φ2
K∂2

xΦK ∂xΦK dx = − 1

24
6= 0. (24)

Thus, no bounded solution u exists for Eq. (23), indicat-
ing that the perturbation breaks the regular intersection
between the stable and unstable manifolds of φ = 0 and
φ = 1 for any static solution that is a smooth deforma-
tion of ΦK . In other words, a discrete heteroclinic orbit
that is C4-close to the continuum kink cannot persist for
small h. Nevertheless, note that, because Eq. (21) con-
tains a small parameter multiplying the highest deriva-
tive, this argument applies to smooth perturbations of
ΦK and does not exclude the possibility of more singular
kink-like solutions with internal layers or rapidly varying
structure on the lattice scale. However, our numerical
simulations did not reveal any such static configurations;
instead, the dynamics produce self-accelerating kinks, as
described below.
The absence of a static kink suggests the existence of

a time-dependent solution. We consider a traveling kink
ansatz ΦK(x− x0(t)), where x0(t) is the kink’s position.
Using a variational approach [32], we project the result-
ing equation onto the kink’s Goldstone mode and inte-
grate over x, yielding:

x0 =
h2

2
t2, (25)

assuming the kink is initially at rest. This implies that
the kink self-accelerates. Similar results, where perturba-
tions accelerate asymmetric kinks, were reported before
in [33, 34]. However, the acceleration is bounded by a
critical speed derived from the linear dispersion relation:

∂ω

∂k

∣

∣

∣

∣

k=kc

=

√

1 +
h2

2
− h3/2 + 2h√

4 + h2
. (26)

For h = 0.1, this critical speed is approximately 0.95.
Figure 2 shows the kink’s dynamics, confirming the self-
acceleration and the eventual saturation at the critical
speed.

FIG. 2. Top view of φn for h = 0.1 in the (x = nh, t)-plane.
The dashed curve represents (25), while the dash-dotted line
corresponds to the critical speed (26). The inset shows φn at
t = 200.

The kink continuously radiates energy as it approaches
the critical speed, as seen in the inset of Fig. 2. This be-
havior contrasts with non-Hamiltonian discrete φ4 mod-
els, where self-accelerating kinks exist despite the pres-
ence of static kinks [20, 35]. In our case, the absence
of static kinks drives the self-acceleration, akin to driven
Frenkel-Kontorova models [2], see Appendix B.
It is also useful to note that, up to the higher-derivative

correction, the right-hand side of Eq. (21) may be for-
mally written as

(1 + 6h2φ2) [φxx − U ′(φ)],

where U may be interpreted as an effective potential. In
this representation, the homogeneous states φ = 0,±1 re-
main exact equilibria, but the projection onto the transla-
tional mode acquires a nonvanishing contribution of order
h2, consistent with Eq. (24). This provides an intuitive
interpretation of the acceleration mechanism, whereby
the kink experiences a small effective dynamical bias. We
emphasize that this viewpoint is heuristic: our conclu-
sions ultimately rest on the breakdown of the stationary
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heteroclinic structure rather than on any variational for-
mulation. This mechanism is distinct from false-vacuum
acceleration, where a kink is driven by a true energy dif-
ference V (false) − V (true) (see, e.g., [36]); that scenario
does not apply here because the homogeneous equilibria
remain degenerate and no conserved energy functional
ranks them.

V. CONCLUSION

We have derived a broad family of discrete higher-order
φ6 Klein–Gordon models that admit static, translation-
ally invariant kinks. Numerical computations verified the
associated zero eigenvalue of the linearization, confirming
translational invariance, and showed the absence of in-
ternal modes within the finite band gap, consistent with
the continuum φ6 theory. We also found that generic,
non-exceptional discretizations do not support static kink
solutions. Instead, they generate self-accelerating kinks
that approach a maximal propagation speed set by the
sonic limit, beyond which further acceleration produces
sustained radiative emission.
Several avenues remain open for future work. A natu-

ral direction is to determine sliding velocities for excep-
tional discretizations and characterize how they depend
on system parameters. It is also important to quan-
tify the radiation amplitude and spectral content associ-
ated with self-accelerating kinks, and to understand how

these radiative processes influence long-time dynamics.
Another open problem concerns the interaction of kinks
in both exceptional and non-exceptional models, includ-
ing kink–antikink collisions and the possibility of reso-
nance phenomena. Finally, extensions of the map-based
construction to other higher-order field theories, multi-
component lattices, and appropriate continuum limits
may provide further insight into how discrete accelera-
tion mechanisms and solitary-wave structures arise from
the underlying lattice framework.
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Appendix A: Coefficients in Eq. (13)

The coefficients of the complete square relation be-
tween p6 and p3 in Eq. (13) are as follows:

a00 = β7 =
1

4
α2
2, a01 = β13 = −α1α2, a02 = −2β4 =

1

2
(2α2

1 − α2),

a03 = β11 = α1, a04 = −β2 =
1

4
, a05 = 0 = a06, a10 = β8 =

1

2
α2α3,

a11 = β14 = α1(2α2 − α3) = α1(3α2 − 1), a12 = −2β5 = −1

2
(8α2

1 + 1), a13 = β12 = −α1,

a14 =
1

2
(1 + 2β2) =

1

4
, a20 = β9 =

1

4
α3(2α2 + α3) =

1

4
(1− α2

2),

a21 = β15 = α1(α3 − α2), a22 = −β6 =
1

2
(6α2

1 − α3), a30 =
1

2
β10 =

1

4
(α2

2 + α2
3).

Appendix B: Driven Frenkel-Kontorova Model

The driven Frenkel-Kontorova model is described by
the equation:

φ̈n =
φn+1 − 2φn + φn−1

h2
− sinφn + γ. (B1)

In the continuum limit h → 0 and γ = 0, the model
admits a kink solution:

φFK(x, t) = 4 tan−1 expx. (B2)

This static kink persists for 0 < h ≪ 1 and γ < γc,
where the critical drive γc is derived using exponential

asymptotics as [37, 38]:

γc ∼
356.1

h2
exp

[

− π2

2 sinh−1(h/2)

]

. (B3)

For h ≫ 1, the kink solution (B2) also exists for γ < γc,
with the leading-order approximation of the critical drive
given by [31]:

γc = 1− 2π

h2
+O(1/h4). (B4)

When γ > γc, the heteroclinic manifolds connecting the
fixed points φn = arcsin γ and φn = 2π+arcsinγ vanish,
implying the absence of static kinks.
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The dynamics of the kink have been extensively stud-
ied in [37, 38] for the parabolic version of the Frenkel-
Kontorova model (B1), where the left-hand side of the

equation is φ̇n instead of φ̈n. In this case, the kink trav-
els with a constant average velocity.
For the hyperbolic case (B1), when γ > γc, the kink

accelerates over time, similar to the auto-travelling kinks
discussed in Sec. IV. Furthermore, by seeking a travelling
kink solution of the form φFK(x−x0, t), we find that the
kink’s center x0(t) in the limit h → 0 is given by:

x0 = −π

8
γt2. (B5)

Note that in the driven Frenkel–Kontorova model
above, the acceleration of kinks results from a drive-
induced bias that eliminates static kink solutions. In con-
trast, in the discrete φ6 models considered in this work,
static kinks can be destroyed even in the absence of vac-
uum energy bias, as a consequence of discretization ef-
fects that break the stationary heteroclinic structure and
do not rely on any assumption of an underlying varia-
tional or Hamiltonian structure.
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