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A NEW SIMPLE PROOF FOR LUM–CHUA’S CONJECTURE

VICTORIANO CARMONA1, FERNANDO FERNÁNDEZ-SÁNCHEZ2,
AND DOUGLAS D. NOVAES3

ABSTRACT. The already proved Lum–Chua’s conjecture says that a continuous
planar piecewise linear differential system with two zones separated by a straight
line has at most one limit cycle. In this paper, we provide a new proof by using a
novel characterization for Poincaré half-maps in planar linear systems. This proof
is very short and straightforward, because this characterization avoids the inher-
ent flaws of the usual methods to study piecewise linear systems (the appearance
of large case-by-case analysis due to the unnecessary discrimination between the
different spectra of the involved matrices, to deal with transcendental equations
forced by the implicit occurrence of flight time, . . . ). In addition, the application of
the characterization allow us to prove that if a limit cycle exists, then it is hyperbolic
and its stability is determined by a simple relationship between the parameters. To
the best of our knowledge, the hyperbolicity of the limit cycle and this simple ex-
pression for its stability have not been pointed out before.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of limit cycles in planar piecewise linear differential systems dates
back to Andronov et al. [1] in 1937. Since then, these systems have received a
lot of attention by the scientific community mainly because of their wide range of
application in applied science as idealization of nonlinear phenomenon (see, for
instance, [4, 5, 12] and the references therein).

The following continuous planar piecewise linear differential system with two
zones separated by a straight line is the simplest possible configuration for a piece-
wise linear differential system,

(1) ẋ =







ALx + b, if x1 6 0,

ARx + b, if x1 > 0,

where x = (x1, x2)T ∈ R
2, AL = (aL

ij)2×2, AR = (aR
ij )2×2, with aL

12 = aR
12 = a12 and

aL
22 = aR

22 = a22, and b = (b1, b2)T ∈ R
2.

A limit cycle, in the context of continuous planar piecewise linear systems, is a
non-trivial closed orbit isolated of other closed orbits (see, for instance, Definition
1.6 in work [14]). In 1991, after computer experimentations, Lum and Chua stated
the following conjecture:
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Lum–Chua’s Conjecture. ([14]) A continuous planar piecewise differential system with
two zones separated by a straight line has at most one limit cycle. The limit cycle, if it
exists, is either attracting or repelling.

This conjecture was proven in 1998 by Freire et al. [5]. Their proof is performed
on a large case-by-case study, which requires individual reasonings and techniques
for every possible scenario depending on the different combinations of configura-
tions (center, focus, saddle, node, . . . ) given by the spectra of matrices AL and AR.
Moreover, their approach forces the appearance of the flight-time as a new implicit
variable that hinders the study. In 2013, Llibre et al. [12] made use of Massera’s
approach [15] for proving a particular case of this conjecture, namely when the
determinants satisfy det(AL) > 0 and det(AR) > 0.

Our main goal in this paper is to provide a new and simple proof for Lum–
Chua’s conjecture. Our proof is based on the novel integral characterization for
Poincaré half-maps for planar linear differential systems presented in [2], which
provides a unified way to deal with the problem, avoiding the large case-by-case
study of the former proof and the unnecessary appearance of the superfluous flight-
time. In addition, we prove that the limit cycle, if it exists, is hyperbolic and, con-
sequently, either attracting or repelling. Moreover, the stability of the limit cycle is
also given in terms of the sign of a simple relationship between the parameters (see
Theorem 1). As far as we know, the hyperbolicity of the limit cycle and the easy
characterization of its stability have not previously been stated in the literature.

Accordingly, Lum–Chua’s Conjecture follows straightforwardly from the next
theorem, which is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1. The continuous planar piecewise differential system (1) has at most one limit
cycle, which is hyperbolic if it exists. Moreover, in this case, (a12b2 − a22b1)tr(AL) 6= 0
and the limit cycle is attracting (resp. repelling) provided that (a12b2 − a22b1)tr(AL) < 0
(resp. (a12b2 − a22b1)tr(AL) > 0), where tr stands for the trace of the matrix.

This paper is structured as follows. First, in Section 2 we introduce the pre-
liminary results needed to prove Theorem 1. More specifically, in Section 2.1, we
introduce the Liénard Canonical Form for continuous piecewise linear differential
systems and, in Section 2.2, we present a result, given in [2], that allows to manage
the graphs of Poincaré half-maps of piecewise linear differential systems as orbits
of a specific cubic vector field. Section 3 is completely devoted to the proof of Theo-
rem 1. In order to illustrate the concepts and results shown in this paper, we include
and comment, in Section 4, several figures that correspond to a particular system.
The choice of parameters for this system is not relevant to the ideas or conclusions
developed in the paper and it is obvious that any other values of the parameters
would also give scenarios consistent with the proved results. A last small section
is dedicated to give some conclusions.

2. LIÉNARD CANONICAL FORM AND POINCARÉ HALF-MAPS

This section is devoted to introduce the preliminary results needed in the proof
of Theorem 1.
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2.1. Liénard Canonical Form. One can readily see that the assumption a12 6= 0
is a necessary condition for the existence of periodic solutions of system (1). In
this case, from [4], the linear change of variables (x, y) = (x1, a22x1 − a12x2 − b1)
transforms system (1) into the following Liénard canonical form,

(2) (SL)







ẋ = TLx − y

ẏ = DLx − a
for x < 0, (SR)







ẋ = TRx − y

ẏ = DRx − a
for x > 0,

where TL = tr(AL), TR = tr(AR), DL = det(AL), DR = det(AR), and a = a12b2 −
a22b1. Notice that any limit cycle of system (2) is anti-clockwise oriented and crosses
the switching set Σ = {(x, y) ∈ R

2 : x = 0} twice.

2.2. Poincaré Half-Maps. Consider the following linear differential system

(3)







ẋ = Tx − y,

ẏ = Dx − a,

and take section Σ = {(x, y) ∈ R
2 : x = 0}.

Roughly speaking, the Forward Poincaré Half-Map yF of system (3) associated to
section Σ maps a value y0 ∈ [0,+∞) to a value y1 ∈ (−∞, 0], where (0, y1) is the first
return to Σ of the forward trajectory of system (3) starting at (0, y0). Analogously,
we define the Backward Poincaré Half-Map yB for the backward trajectory. For a
rigorous definition of both Poincaré half-maps, their domains and ranges, see [2].

In the next section we see that a 6= 0 is a necessary condition for the existence of
limit cycles for piecewise linear system (2). Under this condition, in [2], it is proved
that the graphs of the Poincaré half-map y1 = yF(y0) and y1 = yB(y0) are orbits of
the following cubic vector field

(4) X(y0, y1) = −
(

y1

(

Dy2
0 − aTy0 + a2

)

, y0

(

Dy2
1 − aTy1 + a2

))

,

with the same orientation as y0 > 0 increases. Moreover, it is proved that the exis-
tence of the forward (resp. backward) Poincaré half-map for any value y0 implies
that the quadratic function W(y) = Dy2 − aTy+ a2 is strictly positive in the interval
[yF(y0), y0] (resp. [yB(y0), y0]). In particular, it is strictly positive for the domains
and ranges of yF and yB.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

As discussed in Section 2.1, system (1) is transformed into system (2) through a
linear change of variables, provided that a12 6= 0, which is a necessary condition
for the existence of periodic solutions.

Since systems (SL) and (SR), given in (2), are linear, limit cycles of system (2)
cannot be completely contained in the closed half-planes {(x, y) ∈ R

2 : x 6 0} or
{(x, y) ∈ R

2 : x > 0}. Then, it is a simple consequence of the Green’s Theorem that
no periodic orbit exists when TLTR > 0 (see [5]). It is also easy to see that no limit
cycle can exist when either the system is homogeneous, i.e. a = 0, or TLTR = 0.
Thus, for the sake of our interest, it is sufficient to assume that a 6= 0 and TLTR < 0.
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Let yL (resp. yR) be the forward (resp. backward) Poincaré half-map of pla-
nar system (SL) (resp. (SR)) associated to section Σ, and let IL ⊂ [0,+∞) (resp.
IR ⊂ [0,+∞)) be its interval of definition. Obviously, no periodic solution can exist
when IL ∩ IR = ∅. Thus, for y0 ∈ I ..= IL ∩ IR, define the displacement function
δ(y0) = yR(y0) − yL(y0). Clearly, δ(y∗0) = 0 if, and only if, there exists a periodic
orbit passing through (0, y∗0) and (0, y∗1), y∗1 = yR(y

∗
0) = yL(y

∗
0). Notice that if that

periodic orbit is a limit cycle then it must be y∗0 > 0 and y∗1 < 0. Furthermore, it
is a hyperbolic limit cycle if, and only if, δ′(y∗0) 6= 0. In this case, the limit cycle is
attracting (resp. repelling) provided that δ′(y∗0) < 0 (resp. δ′(y∗0) > 0).

From now on, let us assume that y∗0 ∈ I, y∗0 > 0, δ(y∗0) = 0, and y∗1 = yR(y
∗
0) =

yL(y
∗
0) < 0, i.e., there exist a periodic orbit of system (2) that crosses transversally

section Σ in two points (0, y∗0) and (0, y∗1). Next, we are going to prove that the sign
of the first derivative of the displacement function δ in y∗0 is given by the sign of a
quadratic function at point (y∗0 , y∗1). From (4), one gets

(5)
dyL

dy0
(y∗0) =

y∗0WL(y
∗
1)

y∗1WL(y∗0)
and

dyR

dy0
(y∗0) =

y∗0WR(y
∗
1)

y∗1WR(y∗0)
,

being

(6) WL(y) = DLy2 − aTLy + a2 and WR(y) = DRy2 − aTRy + a2.

As mentioned in Section 2.2, function WL (resp. WR) must be strictly positive for
every interval [yL(y0), y0] (resp. [yR(y0), y0]) with y0 ∈ I.

From (5), one has δ′(y∗0) = C(y∗0, y∗1)F(y∗0 , y∗1), where functions C and F are real
functions defined by

C(y0, y1) =
−y0(y0 − y1)

y1WR(y0)WL(y0)

and

(7) F(y0, y1) =
WL(y1)WR(y0)− WL(y0)WR(y1)

y0 − y1
.

Since WR(y
∗
0) > 0 and WL(y

∗
0) > 0, then the sign of δ′(y∗0) is determined by the sign

of F. Substituting (6) into F(y0, y1), we get

F(y0, y1) = a3(TL − TR) + a(DLTR − DRTL)y0y1 + a2(DR − DL)(y0 + y1),

which is a quadratic function. Moreover, curve γ = {(y0, y1) ∈ R
2 : F(y0, y1) = 0}

describes a hyperbola, possibly degenerate. Denote

(8) Q = {(y0, y1) ∈ R
2 : y1 6 0 6 y0}.

One can easily see that the curve γ splits the set Q \ γ into two disjoint connected
set, Q \ γ = R+ ∪ R−, where

(9) R± = {(y0, y1) ∈ Q : sign(F(y0, y1)) = ±sign(aTL)}.

Notice that R− could be the empty set, nevertheless (0, 0) ∈ R+ because F(0, 0) =
a3(TL − TR) and TLTR < 0.
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Now, we are going to see that (y∗0 , y∗1) ∈ R+ and, therefore, the corresponding
periodic orbit is a hyperbolic limit cycle whose stability is given by sign(aTL) 6= 0.
Notice that this implies the uniqueness of the limit cycle.

If R− = ∅, then it is trivial that (y∗0 , y∗1) ∈ R+, so let us assume that R− is not
empty.

Let us consider the graphs γL = {(y0, yL(y0)) : y0 ∈ IL} and γR = {(y0, yR(y0)) :
y0 ∈ IR}, which are contained in Q. Clearly, point (y∗0 , y∗1) ∈ γL ∩ γR. From (4), γL

and γR are orbits of the following cubic vector fields
(10)
XL(y0, y1) = −

(

y1WL(y0), y0WL(y1)
)

and XR(y0, y1) = −
(

y1WR(y0), y0WR(y1)
)

,

respectively. From now on, orbits γL and γR will be endowed with the orientation
given by the corresponding vector field. These objects are illustrated in Fig. 2 of
next section for a particular example.

In the sequel, we shall study the vector fields XL and XR along the curve γ for
(y0, y1) ∈ int(Q). From (7), if (y0, y1) ∈ int(Q), the equation F(y0, y1) = 0 is equiva-
lent to equality WL(y1)WR(y0) = WL(y0)WR(y1). Thus, substituting this last equal-
ity into 〈∇F(y0, y1), XL(y0, y1)〉 and 〈∇F(y0, y1), XR(y0, y1)〉 and using expression
(7) of F we get

GL(y0, y1) =
〈

∇F(y0, y1), XL(y0, y1)
〉
∣

∣

(y0,y1)∈γ

= WL(y1)a
(

TLWR(y0)− TRWL(y0)
)

and

GR(y0, y1) =
〈

∇F(y0, y1), XR(y0, y1)
〉∣

∣

(y0,y1)∈γ

= WR(y1)a
(

TLWR(y0)− TRWL(y0)
)

,

respectively. Since TLTR < 0, we conclude that

(11) sign(GL(y0, y1)) = sign(GR(y0, y1)) = sign(aTL) ∀ (y0, y1) ∈ γ.

This means that each curve γL and γR intersects γ at most once in int(Q) and, if this
intersection exists, it must be crossing γ from R− to R+. This behavior is illustrated
In Fig. 3 of the next section.

Now, since a 6= 0, the origin is a quadratic contact point of the continuous piece-
wise linear system (2). Thus, at least one of the Poincaré half-maps is defined for
y0 > 0 sufficiently small and can be continuously extended to y0 = 0 with im-
age y1 = 0, see Remark 1 of [2] (in the example considered in the next section,
this is the case of the backward Poincaré half-map yR, see Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 2(b)).
Consequently, the graph of such a Poincaré half-map contains the origin and, since
(0, 0) ∈ R+, it cannot intersect the set γ (see Fig. 3). Hence, point (y∗0 , y∗1) ∈ int(Q) is
contained in R+, that is F(y∗0 , y∗1) 6= 0 and sign(F(y∗0 , y∗1)) = sign(aTL). This implies
that the corresponding periodic orbit is a hyperbolic limit cycle and its stability
is determined by sign(aTL), namely it is attracting (resp. repelling) provided that
aTL < 0 (resp. aTL > 0).

The proof is concluded.
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4. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLE

Let us consider the continuous planar piecewise linear system (2) for values

(12) TL = 0.4, TR = −0.3, DL = 3, DR = 0.1, and a = −0.2.

Let us also consider the corresponding linear systems (SL) and (SR) involved in
system (2) for the same values given in (12). As it was said in last paragraph of
Section 1, the values of parameters given in (12) have been fixed just for the sake of
illustrating, with nice and simple figures, some issues mentioned in the previous
sections. Obviously, many other choices could also be taken with the same purpose.

The phase planes of linear systems (SL) and (SR) are shown in Fig. 1. Solid
curves are real pieces of orbits of piecewise system (2) but dotted ones are pieces
of orbits of the linear systems that do not correspond to orbits of (2). The orbits of
piecewise system (2) are obtained by suitable concatenations of the solid curves.

Both linear systems correspond to focus configurations. However, while the
equilibrium of system (SL) is a real unstable equilibrium of system (2), the sta-
ble equilibrium of system (SR) is not an equilibrium of system (2), because it is
located in the open half-plane {(x, y) ∈ R : x < 0}. Besides that, the domain
of the forward Poincaré half-map yL is [0,+∞) and its range is (−∞, ȳ1], where
ȳ1 = yL(0) (see Fig. 1(a)), while the domain of the backward Poincaré half-map
yR is [0,+∞) and its range is (−∞, 0], taking into account that it can be continu-
ously extended to the origin as yR(0) = 0 (see Fig. 1(b)). Note that polynomials
WL(y) = DLy2 − aTLy + a2 and WR(y) = DRy2 − aTRy + a2 are strictly positive for
every y ∈ R. In particular, as mentioned in Section 2.2, they are strictly positive for
the domains and ranges of both Poincaré half-maps, as stated in [2].

In Fig. 2, vector fields XL and XR, together with some of their orbits have been
shown in the fourth quadrant Q given in (8) (for the sake of clarity, vectors have
been normalized in the figure). Among all the curves, the ones corresponding to the
forward and backward Poincaré half-maps have been highlighted by their thick-
ness. Taking into account the direction induced by the flow, we see that curve γL

begins at point (0, ȳ1) and γR begins at the origin. This agrees with the previous
descriptions of the domains and ranges of yL and yR obtained from Fig. 1.

A limit cycle for system (2) with parameters given in (12) exists if curves γL and
γR have an isolated intersection point in the open set int(Q). Since in Fig. 3 we can
observe such an intersection point, then the system has a limit cycle.

Some other important elements for the theoretical analysis developed in the pre-
vious section have been added in Fig. 3. In fact, the dashed curve corresponds to
hyperbola γ, given by equation F(y0, y1) = 0 for the values of the parameters fixed
in (12), being F the function defined in (7). The vector fields XL and XR (once they
have been normalized) are sketched on curve γ in order to show that they point to
R+ (defined in equation (9)). Notice that vector fields XL and XR have the same di-
rection and sense over γ (this is a direct conclusion from the equalities F(y0, y1) = 0
and (11)). Therefore, their normalizations are equal over γ.

In this example, we can check that, as was theoretically deduced in previous
section, at least one of the curves of the Poincaré half-maps (γR in this case) is
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(a) (b)

FIGURE 1. Phase planes of the linear systems involved in (2) for
values (12): (a) system (SL), (b) system (SR). Solid curves are real
pieces of orbits of piecewise system (2), while dotted ones stand for
pieces of orbits of the linear systems (SL) and (SR) that do not cor-
respond to orbits of system (2). Note that, in (a), the interval (ȳ1, 0),
where ȳ1 = yL(0), is not included in the range of yL. However, in (b),
the backward Poincaré half-map yR can be continuously extended to
the origin as yR(0) = 0, due to the quadratic contact.

always contained in region R+ because it begins at the origin and cannot cross
curve γ. On the contrary, curve γL begins from a point of region R− and must pass
through γ in order to intersect γR. Since a new intersection of γL and γR would
require that both curves pass through curve γ once more, which is impossible, the
maximum number of limit cycles must be one.

5. SOME CONCLUSIONS AND FURTHER DIRECTIONS

It has just been observed that the proof of Lum–Chua’s conjecture can be signifi-
cantly shorten and simplified, and additionally unified, by using the novel charac-
terization of Poincaré half-maps given in [2].

This fact motivates us to analyze other problems of piecewise linear systems by
using the ideas, concepts, and techniques developed in this work.

On the one hand, we would like to look for better ways to solve some previously
worked problems, those involving closing equations and Poincaré maps, with the
additional purpose of developing a common method of study. On the other hand,
this approach allows us to consider open problems whose study with traditional
techniques have turned out to be very hard to deal with.
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(a) (b)

FIGURE 2. (a) Sketch of vector field XL given in equation (10) and
several orbits of its flow (note that the vectors have been normal-
ized for a clearer view of their directions). The thickest curve corre-
sponds to the graph γL of the forward Poincaré half-map yL. This
graph contains point (0, ȳ1), where ȳ1 = yL(0). (b) Idem for vector
field XR given in equation (10). Note that, due to the second order
contact, the origin lies in the graph γR of the backward Poincaré
half-map yR.

Among the open problems, we can mention the uniqueness of limit cycles in
planar piecewise linear differential systems without sliding region. This problem
has been addressed by several authors, usually via large case-by-case analyses (see,
for instance, [7, 8, 9, 10, 13, 16]), some of them involving transcendental implicit
equations due to the flight time. However, in spite of the previous efforts, as far as
we know, the uniqueness of limit cycles in this case has remained an open problem.
Currently, we are working in this problem and the present technique has also been
proved to be very effective [3].

We can also mention the problem of the existence of a finite upper bound for the
maximum number of limit cycles in discontinuous planar piecewise linear differen-
tial systems. One can find some partial results in the literature for some non generic
families of piecewise linear differential systems (see, for instance, [6, 11, 17]). The
technique and ideas developed in the present paper allowed us to easily obtain a
finite upper bound, which we are currently improving.
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FIGURE 3. Diagram, in the fourth quadrant Q, of the relative posi-
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normalized like in previous figures, are sketched over the curve γ

(dashed). Actually, both normalized vector fields coincide on γ.
Note that the orbits of XL and XR can cross curve γ from R− to R+.
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(FAPESP) grants 2018/16430-8, 2018/ 13481-0, and 2019/10269-3, and by Conselho
Nacional de Desenvolvimento Cientı́fico e Tecnológico CNPq grants 306649/2018-7
and 438975/ 2018-9.

REFERENCES

[1] A. A. Andronov, A. A. Vitt, and S. E. Khaı̆kin. Theory of oscillators. Dover Publications, Inc., New
York, 1987. Translated from the Russian by F. Immirzi, Reprint of the 1966 translation.

[2] V. Carmona and F. Fernández-Sánchez. Integral characterization for poincaré half-maps in pla-
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