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PIECEWISE SMOOTH HOLOMORPHIC SYSTEMS

LUIZ F. S. GOUVEIA, GABRIEL RONDON AND PAULO R. DA SILVA

ABSTRACT. The normal forms associated with holomorphic systems are well
known in the literature. In this paper we are concerned about studying the
piecewise smooth holomorphic systems (PWHS). Specifically, we classify the
possible phase portraits of these systems from the known normal forms and the
typical singularities of PWHS. Also, we are interested in understanding how
the trajectories of the regularized system associated with the PWHS transits
through the region of regularization. In addition, we know that holomorphic
systems have no limit cycles, but piecewise smooth holomorphic systems do, so
we provide conditions to ensure the existence of limit cycles of these systems.
Additional conditions are provided to guarantee the stability and uniqueness of
such limit cycles. Finally, we give some families of PWHS that have homoclinic
orbits.

1. INTRODUCTION

The holomorphic systems Z = f(z) have interesting dynamical properties, for
example, the fact that these systems have no limit cycles and that they have a finite
number of equilibrium points, which are isolated provided that f is not identically
null. Moreover, holomorphic polynomial systems reduce the number of parameters
in the system. Although a polynomial system of degree n depends on n? + 3n + 2
parameters, a polynomial holomorphic system depends only on 2n + 2 parameters.
Furthermore, the holomorphic functions has its interest in several areas of applied
science, for example, in the study of fluid dynamics. In this context, it is possible
to verify that the complex potential of the conjugate holomorphic system z = f(z)
is a primitive of f(z). For more information see, for instance, [2] 8] @].

In this paper, we are interested in the study of piecewise smooth holomorphic
systems (PWHS),

2t = fT(2) = uy + ivy, when R(z) > 0,

27 = f7(2) = ug + ivy, when R(z) < 0,

(1)

where z = z + iy and f*(z) are holomorphic functions defined in a domain V < C
and satisfying that

(i) w12 = Re(f*) and vy 2 = Im(f*) are continuous;
(ii) there exist the partial derivatives (u1.2)g, (¥1,2)y, (V1,2)e, (v12)y in V, and
(iii) the partial derivatives satisfy the Cauchy—Riemann equations

(u1)e = (v1)y, (u1)y = —(v1)2, YVz=2x+iyeV,
(u2)z = (v2)y, (u2)y = —(v2)z, Vz=2x+iyeV.
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We remark that the straight line ¥ = {R(z) = 0} divides the plane in two half-
planes $% given by {z : R®(2) > 0} and {z : R(z) < 0}, respectively. The trajectories
on X are defined following the Filippov convention.

Throughout this article we use the normal forms associated with the holomorphic
functions given in [6] and [I1], namely: 1, (a + ib)z, 2", 1&%, and . For more
details see Proposition [ A priori these normal forms depends on the notion of
conformal conjugation.

One of the properties of the PWHS that we will prove here is that the sliding,
sewing and tangential regions are preserved by conformal conjugation, see Theorem
In particular, Lemma [13| establishes that regular-fold singularities are preserved
by conformal conjugation. We will use this last result to characterize the type
of tangential contact of the holomorphic functions with 3, which are conformally
conjugated to some of the normal forms. For more information see Theorem [I5]

An interesting property is that the regularized vector field associated to loses
the property of being holomorphic, see Theorems [20| and For that, we will use
the principle of identity of the analytic functions, which states: given functions f
and ¢ analytic on a domain D (open and connected subset of C), if f = g on some
S € D, where S has an accumulation point of D, then f =g on D.

Also, we are interested in regularizations of PWHS around visible regular-fold
singularities. More specifically, using Theorem 1 of [2I] and the normal forms
associated with the homomorphic functions, we propose to understand how the
trajectories of the regularized system transits through the region of regularization,
see Theorem
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FIGURE 1. Phase portrait of PWHS . The red trajectory is the
limit cycle of .

In addition, we are concerned about studying the existence of limit cycles for
the PWHS. One of the reasons for this study is the fact that the holomorphic
systems have no limit cycles, for more information see, for instance, [4} [7, 1T} [13]
T4, 15, 20, 23]. For that we will use the normal forms mentioned above and we
will establish conditions for the existence of limit cycles, see Theorems and
Furthermore, additional conditions are provided to guarantee the stability and
uniqueness of such limit cycles. In particular, Theorem establishes that the
piecewise linear holomorphic systems whose equilibrium points are on manifold %
have at most one limit cycle. Also, Corollary [26] establishes necessary and sufficient
conditions for the existence of such a limit cycle. For example, if we consider the
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PWHS

@ 2t =(1-14)(z+1), when S(z) > 0,
27 = —iz, when J(z) <0,

then it has a unique unstable limit cycle (see Figure|[1)).

In the context of piecewise linear systems in the real plane, depending on the
number of zones generated by the discontinuity manifold ¥, the maximum number
of limit cycles varies. For example, in [I0], Freire et al. considered 2 zones divided
by a straight line and proved that piecewise linear systems in the real plane have
at most one limit cycle. However, when considering 3 zones (for example, the
discontinuity manifold ¥ could be 2 parallel straight lines) it is possible to prove the
existence of more than one limit cycle, for more details see, for instance, [3, 19, 22].

We emphasize that the focus on the existence of limit cycles in PWHS is one of
the main novelties of the present study. Some of the main challenges when working
in this context is that building the first return map is a bit complicated, however,
if we use the normal forms associated with the holomorphic functions in their polar
form, it is much easier to work with. For the construction of the limit cycles we
will use the symmetry of the polar equation of the orbits of 2™ and z% and the
invariance of the rays of such normal forms.

Finally, we are going to use the invariant rays of the normal forms z" and Z% to
construct homoclinic orbits of the PWHS, for more details see Propositions [42| and
43l

1.1. Structure of the paper. In Section[2] we present some basic results on holo-
morphic functions that will be used throughout the paper. In Section[3] we use the
normal forms given in Proposition 4| to classify the sliding, sewing, and tangential
regions. For the tangential region, we study the type of tangential singularities
existing in PWHS. In Section [4 we perform an analysis of the regularization of
PWHS. In Section [5] we establish conditions for the existence of limit cycles in
PWHS. Finally, in Section [6] we give some families of PWHS that have homoclinic
orbits.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we establish some basic results that will be used throughout the
paper.

2.1. Holomorphic functions. Let F' be a holomorphic function on a domain
Y < C. Thus for any zp € V

F®)(2)

k!
for z € D(z9,R,,) < V where D(zp, R,,) is the largest possible zp—centered disk
contained in V. Unless a translation we can always assume that zg = 0.

If F' is holomorphic in a punctured disc D(zg, R)\{z0} and it is not derivable at
2o we say that zg is a singularity of F. In this case F'(z) is equal to its Laurent’s
series in D(zg, R)\{z0}

(3)  F(2) = Ao+ Ai(z — 20) + Aa(z — 20)* + ..., Ap =ay +iby =

(4) F(z) = Z _Be + Z Ap(z — 20)",
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where
F(2)(z — 20)" Yz, Ay = € F(z)

1
B —
b 2mi Jo. (2 — z0)k+!

= dz
27 Je,

with C. parameterized by z(t) = ge'’, e ~ 0.

If By # 0 for an infinite set of indices k we say that zg is an essential singularity
and if there exists n > 1 such that B, # 0 and By = 0 for every k > n then we
say that 2 is a pole of order n. Moreover, By is called residue of F' at zy and it is
denoted by By = res(F, zp).

Let F : D(0, R)\{0} — C be a holomorphic function as with zp = 0, By, =
¢k + idg and A = ay, + ib,. Consider the ordinary differential equation
(5) 2(t) = F(z(t)), teR.

The solution of (5] passing through z € D(0, R)\{0} at t = 0 is denoted by ¢ (t, 2).
We have

F(z) = i Gt idi | i(a +iby) 2F
- Zk k k .
k=1 k=0

A direct calculation using Newton’s binomial formula gives us ¥ = (x + iy)* =
Dpr + iq; with pr and g as in the table

k pk qk

1 =z Y

2 x2—9? 2zy
(6) 3 1.3 _ 31.y2 3x2y _ y?)

4 2t —62%y% + oyt 43y — dxy?

5 % —1023y% + 5xy* bty — 1022y3 +¢°

Thus
(ak + ibg)z" = (arpr — brar) + i(bepk + argr)

and ) )
ey +idy  (cxpr + drqr) + i(drpr — crqr)

2k ({L’2 + y2)k:
Hence & = Re(F(z)) and y = Im(F'(z)) must satisfy the following system

© 0
. Pk qk
z _2<Ck 5o T AT 2k>+a0+2(akpk_bkq1c)
) i (#? +y?) (2? +y?) =

0
. Pk dk
Y =Z<dk 5~ Ck k>+b0+2(bkpk+akq}c)
=\ @+ y?) (@ +y?) =

with pg,qr given in Table @ We refer to system as a holomorphic system.
The coefficients cg, d, are zero provided that F' is holomorphic at 0.
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Remark. If F = u + v is holomorphic in D(0, R)\{0} and it is not identically
null then system has a finite number of equilibrium points and all of them are
isolated. In fact, if there exists a sequence of distinct equilibria (z,,y,) of
then the sequence z,, = x, + iy, will be formed by zeros of F. Taking D(0, R)
if necessary, we can assume that z, admits a convergent subsequence z,,. In this
case F' is identically null in a set that has an accumulation point. It follows from

the principle of identity of analytic functions that F' = 0.

2.2. Conformally conjugate holomorphic functions. In this section we intro-
duce the notion of conformally conjugated holomorphic functions that allow us to
obtain the normal forms for this class of functions. Before that, we need to define
conformal mappings.

Definition 1. A map & : C — C is called conformal if it preserves angles.

In [I] was proved that the angle between 2 curves which intersect at a point z
is preserved by cozrjlformal maps (see Figure [2)).

Cy o D(Cy) v
1 (p \
\\ 6 7 A (Ch)
[
/
N / R

FIGURE 2. The angle between any two curves is preserved.

An interesting geometric property that complex analytic functions satisfy is that,
at non-critical points (points with nonzero derivative), they preserve angles and
consequently define conformal mappings.

Proposition 2. If w = ®(2) is an analytic function and ®'(z) # 0, then ® defines
a conformal map.

Notice that the converse is also valid, because every planar conformal map comes
from a complex analytic function with nonvanishing derivative.

Remark 3. Let ®(z2) be a conformal map with ®(0) = 0. Then, the linear approz-
imation of ® near 0 (first two terms of the Taylor series) is given by

B(2) ~ B(0) + &'(0)z = ' (0)z

and if y(t) is a curve with y(to) = 0 for some tg € R, then ®(y(t)) ~ ®'(0)v(t), for
all t near to tg.

We will classify the local phase portraits of piecewise smooth holomorphic sys-
tems. To do this, we start by introducing the concept of conformal conjugation.

Let F and G be holomorphic functions defined in some punctured neighborhood
of 0 € C. We say that F' and G are O—conformally conjugated if there exist R > 0
and a conformal map ® : D(0, R) — D(0, R) such that ®(0) = 0 and ®(¢p(t,2)) =
v (t, ®(2)), for any z € D(0, R)\{0} and all ¢ for which the above expressions are
well defined and the corresponding points are in D(0, R).
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Let F and G be holomorphic functions defined in some punctured neighborhoods
of z; € C and 25 € C, respectively. We say that F' and G are z;z3—conformally con-
jugated if F'(z — z1) and G(z — z2) are conformally conjugated at 0.

If F and G are holomorphic in D(0, R) then we have:

o If F(0) # 0, G(0) # 0 then F and G are O—conformally conjugated;
e If F(0) # 0, G(0) =0 then F and G are not O—conformally conjugated;
e If F(0) =0, G(0) =0 and F,G are non constant then

D(pr(t 2)) = pa(t, @(2)) = O'(2)F(2) = G(2(2)),
for |z| sufficiently small.

The following proposition, whose proof can be found in [6] [I1], gives us important
information about the normal forms of holomorphic functions.

Proposition 4. Let F be a holomorphic function defined in some punctured neigh-
borhood of wy € C.
(a) If F(wg) # 0 then F and G(z) = 1 are wo0-conformally conjugated.
(b) If F(wg) = 0 and F'(wg) # 0 then F and G(z) = F'(wg)z are we0-
conformally conjugated.
(c) If F(wg) = 0, wo is a zero of F of order n > 1 and Res(1/F,wy) = 1/v
then F and G(z) = v2"/(1 + 2"~ 1) are woO-conformally conjugated.
(d) If F(wo) =0, wo is a zero of F' of order n > 1 and Res(1/F,wy) = 0 then
F and G(z) = 2" are wo0—conformally conjugated.
(e) If wy is a pole of F' of order n then F and G(z) = Z% are woO0—conformally
conjugated.

Due to the beauty of the argument used in [I1] to demonstrate the following
result, let us reproduce its demonstration here.

Proposition 5. Let F' be a holomorphic function defined in a domainV < C. The
phase portrait of 2 = F(z) has no limit cycle.

Proof. Suppose v is a periodic orbit of 2 = F(z) with period T, i.e. pp(z,T) = 2
whatever z € 7. Let us fix any point in v and consider the transition function
given £(z) = ¢p(z,T). The transition function is analytic and is equal to identity
at all points that are in 7. Thus, this function coincides with the identity in a
neighborhood of z. This means that the periodic orbit belongs to a continuum of
periodic orbits, all with the same period T. ([l

3. PIECEWISE SMOOTH HOLOMORPHIC SYSTEMS

This section is devoted to study the piecewise smooth holomorphic systems,
2T = ft(z) = uy + iv1, when R(z) > 0,
27 = f7(z) = ug + ivy, when R(z) <0,

(8)

where z = x + iy and f*(z) are holomorphic functions. The straight line ¥ =
{R(2) = 0} divides the plane in two half-planes 3% given by {z : R(2) > 0} and
{z : R(z) < 0}, respectively. The trajectories on ¥ are defined following the Filippov
convention.

(i) % = {z € ¥ : uyug > 0} is the sewing region;
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(ii) X% = {z € ¥ : ujug < 0} is the sliding region;
(iii) ¥ = {z € ¥ : uyug = 0} is the tangent region.

We say that p € ¥° is an attracting sliding point and denote p € 37 if u; < 0 and
ug > 0. We say that p € ¢ is a repelling sliding point and denote p € X7 if u; > 0
and ug < 0.

The orbits of the PWHS by X% are naturally concatenated. The orbits by X°
follow the flow of the sliding vector field F*, which is a linear convex combination
of (u1,v1) and (ug,vy) tangent to X:

(9) FS_ <0 U1V — U2U1)
Tour—ug /)

3.1. Phase portrait of the PWHS. To study the phase portraits, we shall make
combinations of the items of Proposition

Case 1. We take 27 = f/(p)(z — 29), where f'(p) = a + ib and 2y = o + iyo. The
PWHS is

(10) { 27 =1, when R(z) <0,

2T = f'(p)(z — 20), when R(z) > 0.
In cartesian coordinates, we have

1) { (z7,97) = (1,0), when z <0,
(T, 9") = (a(x — zg) — by — y0), b(x — z0) + a(y — yo)), when x > 0.

As ujug = —axg — b(y — yo) in X, then we get the following table:

el 5 [ & [ 5 |
+]0]o0 R
T 0|+ R
Fl0] - R
— (00 R
—o |+ R
—T0 - = R
R+ | R |(=90,90— $%0) | (yo — 50, +0) | Yo — 5%o
RI-1TR | (yo— §20,+90) | (=90,90 — §%0) | Yo — §%o

Case 2. Now 2z~ and 27" are given by (a+1b)(z—20) and (c+id)(z—z0) respectively.
The PWHS is

(12) { 2~ = (a+1b)(z — z9), when R(z) <0,

2t = (c+1d)(z — 29), when R(z) > 0.
In cartesian coordinates, we have

(13) { (37) = (a(w = 20) = bly = o). bw = x0) + aly — yo)), when & <0,
(@*,y%) = (c(z — z0) — d(y — yo),d(x — x9) + c(y — yo)), when z > 0.
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FIGURE 3. Phase portrait of PWHS , with 29 =2+ 2i,a =1

and b = 1.

As uyus = d(y — yo)(azg + b(y — yo)) in 3, then we get the following table:

lalblc[d[a] ¥ | 3 | D X
O|+(0]+ R R\{yo} Yo
0+ |0 —|R (=%, %0) (4o, +0) Yo
] +]0] =10 (=0, %0) (Yo, +o0) Yo
1+ 0] — ]+ | (Yo — F70,90) | (=90, %0 — $%0) (4o, +0) Yo3 Yo — 3o
+ ] +10] =] — | (yo,% — §0) —0,Yo) (Yo — 30, +90) | Yo3Y0 — $%0
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FIGURE 4. Phase portrait of PWHS , with zg = 1—2i, b > 0,
and d < 0.
Case 3. Here, we consider 2~ = f'(p)(z — z9) and 27 = (2 — 29)", where n = 2,

f'(p) = a+ib, and zy = g + iyp. The PWHS is

(14)

{

2~ = (a+1b)(z — zp), when R(z) <0,

2t = (2 — 29)?%, when R(2) > 0.
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In cartesian coordinates, we have

(@7,97)

(15) {

(a(x — z0) — by — yo), b(z — o) + a(y — yo)), when z <0,
(&%, 97) = ((x —20)* = (y — ¥0)%, 2(x — 20)(y — yo)), when z > 0.

As ugug = (23 — (y — y0)?)(—axo — b(y — yo)) in X, then we get the following table:

LD %o | D | DK | D

+ 0 (y0> +CD) (_Ooay())

+ + (yminyymam)u (_ooaymin) (ymawayo + iL'())
(Yo + 0, )

+ - (Yo + 20, Ymin) U (=90, 90 + 20)U (Yo — %20, %0 — Z0)
(ymaqn —I—OO) (yO — Zo,Yo — %xo)

- 0 (=%, 40) (Yo, +0)

- + (=90, Ymin)o | (Yo — $0,y0 — o)V | (Yo — 20, Yo — §0)

(Ymaa> Yo + o) (Yo + w0, 0)
- - (—OO, Yo + xO)U (ymama +OO) (yO + Zo, ymin)

(ymin B ymam)

0 | sgn(zo) = sgn(a)

R\[ygmn’ y'(r)naac]

(y?min’ y?naﬁc)

0 | sgn(zo) # sgn(a)

(ygqim ygma:)

R\ [y'(r)nzn ’ y?naa:]

where Ymin ‘= min{yﬂ - %1‘0,1/0 - 110}, Ymazx ‘= maX{yO - %manO - 1‘0}7 ygmn =
min{yo + Zo,Yo — l'()}, y?naw = Inax{yo + Zo, Yo — .Z'()}-

z9 >0

..230 < 0 o = 0
FIGURE 5. Phase portrait of PWHS (14)), with zg = 2o + i, a = 1,
and b = 2.
Case 4. Now, we consider 2~ = f'(p)(z — 2z9) and 2zt = —

f'(p) =a+ib, a,b> 0, and zg = ¢ + iyo. The PWHS is

(16)

{

Writing in cartesian coordinates, we have

(7,97)
(17)

z

z

+ - 1
z—z0"

~ = (a+1ib)(z — 20), when x <0,

when z > 0.

Y—Yo

(&, §7) = ((m_mofzf@_yo)z,

(z—20)?+(y—vo)?

;n, with n = 1,
0)

(a(x — o) — b(y — yo),b(x — x0) + a(y — yo)), when x <0,

, when z > 0.
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_ zo(azo+b(y—yo)) ; : .
As uqug = i ly—y)? 0 ¥, then we get the following table:
5 | D [ = ]
R\{yo}
(=0, 90 — $20) Yo — 7o
(Yo — 370, +%0) | Yo — 3o
xo, +OO) 4

\
\

R

.

+
N X
==

: il /f/ﬂr( \
\ = V7 il\ /
g ////% LN 7
) 'fr//’ s MK \\\ \\\\HWQ
' itiie &‘\\\\\ \W {7
-2 '1m0<00 1 2 -2 1x0:!) 1 2 2 -1 x00>0 1 2
FI1GURE 6. Phase portrait of PWHS , with zg =29 —4,a =1,
and b = 1.
Case 5. Now, we consider 2~ = f/(p)(z — 20) and z+ = %, with n = 2,
v =1, f'(p) = a+ib, and 2y = iyo. The PWHS is
2z~ = (a+1b)(z —iyo), when x <0,
(18) +_ oiwe)? oy 0
zT = m, whnen r > U.
Writing in cartesian coordinates, we have
(19)
(@7,97) = (ax — b(y — yo), bz + a(y — yo)), when z <0,
. . 2?42 —(y—yo) +a(y—v0)® (Rz+z®+(y—yo0)*)(y—
(@*,9%) = ( (mig)zjﬁ)()y_yo(ilz o) ) ( (z+1§g+(y;)_73£)y2 yo)) , when z > 0.
As uqug = % in X, then we get the following table:

(o] = [ x5 [¥]
+ (907 +OO) (_007?]0) Yo
— | (=0, 0) | (yo, +0) | yo

Now, consider f* and f~ as fields in the plane (see Remark@, Le. ft = (uy,v)
and f~ = (ug,v2). Then, we can write the sewing region, the attracting sliding
region, and the repelling sliding region as follow:

E’w
23
Zs

where h(z,y) = z, ¥ =

denotes the Lie derivative of k in the direction of the vector fields f*.

{peX: frh(
{peX: frh(

)
)

: f_h(p) > 0}7
<0, f h(p) > 0}, and

{peX: fTh(p) >0, f h(p) <0},
{(z,y)lx = 0} = h=1(0), and f*h(p) = (Vh(p), f*(p)
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FIGURE 7. Phase portrait of PWHS , with zg =4, a = 1, and
b=1.
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Recall that if f1(t) := ho @« (t,p), where t — @+ (t,p) is the trajectory of f*
starting at p, then (f2)'(0) = (Vh(p), [*(p)) = f*h(p).

Remark 6. We emphasize that there is a change of coordinates p : C — R? between
vector fields in the real plane and vector fields in the complex plane (see Figure @

C F ¢

R2 ~ R2
F

FIGURE 8. Change of coordinates p : C — R? associated with the
vector fields F' and F.

Definition 7. We say that F and G are 0—conformally conjugated as functions of
R? in R? if F and G are 0—conformally conjugated as functions of C in C.

Theorem 8. Suppose that fT and g& are holomorphic and 0—conformally conju-
gate with conformal map ®. Then ® preserves sewing and sliding regions, i.e.:

(a) If pe ¥, then ®(p) € =% := B(T®).

(b) Ifp e X, then ®(p) € L5 := B(N?).

(c) Ifpe X5, then ®(p) € 55 := B(T3).
Proof. We will prove item (a), items (b) and (c¢) are verified analogously. Consider
pe X?, then fth(p) - f~h(p) = fi (p) - f{ (p) > 0. Now, let h be a function, such
that & = h~1(0). Notice that 3 = ®(X) implies that h(z,y) = h o ®(z,y), for all
(z,y) € . Moreover,
(20) Vh(p) = Vh(®(p))D®(p).

To prove that ®(p) € Y% it is enough to verify that g+7z(p) . g_ﬁ(p) > 0. Indeed,
consider fI(t) = ho @g+(t, ®(p)). Since f* and gT are O-conformally conjugate,
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then gy (£, (1)) = B o pps (t,2,y), for all (z,y) € D(0, R)\{0}. Hence, fL(t) =

hodo @+ (t,p) and using equation , we get (fi)’(()) = fi(p). Therefore,
g+ﬁ(p) -g_ﬁ(p) = fi*(p) - fi (p) > 0. Consequently, we get item (a). O

Using the same ideas of the proof of Theorem [8 we obtain the following result.

Corollary 9. Suppose that f£ and g& are holomorphic and 0— conformally conju-
gate with conformal map ®*. If (X)) = X, then

© <1—&-s2g1r1(3(:))q)4r N (1—s2gn(ac))q)_

preserves sewing and sliding regions.

3.2. Tangencial points. In the Filippov context, the notion of X-singular points
comprehends the tangential points X! constituted by the contact points between
t =y +iv; and fT = ug + jvy with 3, ie. Bt = {p € T : uy - ug = 0}, where
¥ = {R(z) = 0}.
Here, we are interested in contact points of finite degeneracy. For that reason,
consider the following definition.

Definition 10. Consider the PWHS given by . keN, and g € Xt
e ¢ is called a contact of multiplicity k between f+ and 3 when ui(q) =
v1(q) # 0, 8y7,__22 (@)( ) =0, foreachi=2,--- k-1, and(.,yk = ( ) )( ;é

ox

0. Even more, if k is even, then q is visible when vlf L(q) (;;,:2 (%) (9) <0

and invistble otherwise.
e ¢ is called a contact of multiplicity k between f and Y when us(q

):
va(q) # 0, f = (6”2)(q) =0, foreachi =2,--- ,k—1, and (.,yk_z (0”2)( ;ﬁ

ox

. .. k— 1 Ak—2 ov
0. Even more, if k is even, then q is visible when vq 0‘;k 3 ( 2) q)

and invisible otherwise.

Definition 11. Consider the PWHS given by and q € Xt:

o If q is a visible (resp. inuvisible) contact of multiplicity k between f+ and
Y and q is a visible (resp. invisible) contact of multiplicity k between f~
and X, then it is called a visible-visible (resp. invisible-invisible) tangential
singularity of multiplicity k.

o If q is a visible (resp. inwvisible) contact of multiplicity k between f* and
Y and q is an invisible (resp. visible) contact of multiplicity k between f~
and X, then it is called an invisible-visible (resp. visible-invisible) tangential
singularity of multiplicity k.

In what follows we characterize the contacts multiplicity & = 2 of the holomorphic
functions fT with ¥. These contacts are known as fold singularities.

Proposition 12. Let F = u+ v be a holomorphic function defined in some punc-
tured neighborhood of zg € C and z = x + iy. Then q is a fold singularity of F with
respect to ¥ = {R(z) = 0} 4f, and only if, u(q) =0, v(q) # 0, and I(F'(q)) # 0.

Proof. Since F' is a holomorphic function at ¢, then F'(q) = S—Z(q) + z%(q) Thus,
S(F'(q)) = %(q) The result follows from the Definition [10| for k& = 2. O



PIECEWISE SMOOTH HOLOMORPHIC SYSTEMS 13

Since conformal maps preserve angles, then tangential contacts are also preserved
by these maps. Furthermore, locally the conformal maps preserve figures in the
vicinity of the tangential contact, so if a tangential contact is even (resp. odd),
then it is preserved by said maps.

Now, consider f* and f~ as fields in the plane (see Remark@, ie. ft = (uy,v)
and f~ = (ug,v2). Then, we can write the set of tangential points as ¥t = {p €
Y fth(p) - fh(p) = 0}, where h(z,y) = z, ¥ = {(z,y)|]z = 0} = h=1(0), and
fEh(p) = (Vh(p), fX(p)) denotes the Lie derivative of h in the direction of the
vector fields f*. In addition, (f¥)'h(p) = f*((f*)""*h)(p) for i > 1.

Recall that p is a contact of order k — 1 (or multiplicity k) between f* and
¥ if 0 is a root of multiplicity k of f(t) := h o @s+(t,p), where t — @+ (t,p)
is the trajectory of f* starting at p. Equivalently, f*h(p) = (f¥)%h(p) = ... =
(f5)¥ h(p) = 0, and (f*)*h(p) # 0.

In addition, an even multiplicity contact, say 2k, is called wisible for f* (resp.
f7) when (f*)%h(p) > 0 (resp. (f7)*h(p) < 0). Otherwise, it is called invisible.

Recall that a regular-tangential singularity of multiplicity 2k is formed by a
contact of multiplicity 2k of f* and a regular point of f~, or vice versa. In the
literature, when k = 1, then a regular-tangential singularity of multiplicity 2 is
called a regular-fold singularity.

Lemma 13. Suppose that G : R? — R? and F : R2 — R? are 0-conformally
conjugate C? maps with conformal map ®. If p € ¥ is a fold singularity associated
to G, then ®(p) € ¥ := ®(X) is a fold singularity associated to F.

Proof. Let p € ¥ be a fold singularity associated to G, then 0 is a root of multiplicity
2 of g(t) = hopg(t,p). Thus, g(0) = 0, ¢'(0) = Vh(p)G(p) = 0 and g"(0) =
2
D?h, (G(p),G(p)) + Vh(p)aa%(o,p) # 0, where we have used chain rule and that
2 )
tpca(tO p) _ G(p). N . . N
Now, consider the function h, such that ¥ = h~1(0). Notice that ¥ = ®(%)

implies that h(z,y) = ho O(x,y), for all (z,y) € X. Moreover,

Vh(p) = Vh(®(p)DP(p),

BV Do) = Dhegy (DB(), DO + VA(B() D,

To prove that ®(p) is a fold singularity of F' it is enough to verify that 0 is a root
of multiplicity 2 of f(t) = ho@p(t,®(p)). Indeed, since G and F are 0-conformally
conjugate, then p(t, ®(z,y)) = ® o pa(t, z,y), for all (z,y) € D(0, R)\{0}. Hence,
using the equations of , we get f(0) = ho er(0,®(p)) = h(p) = 0, f(0) =
Vi(2(p))DP(p)G(p) = Vh(p)G(p) = 0 and

62
7(0) = D*hy(G(p), G(p)) + Vh(p) 5F (0,p) # 0.
Therefore, 0 is a root of multiplicity 2 and we can conclude the result. ([

The following result determines the type of contacts of the normal forms given
in Proposition @

Proposition 14. Let G = u+iv be a holomorphic function defined in some punc-
tured neighborhood of zy. Consider z € C\{zp} and the constants vy € R, n e N, and
kelZ.



14 L. F. S. GOUVEIA, GABRIEL RONDON AND P. R. DA SILVA

(a) If G(z) = (a+1ib)(z — 29), then G only has fold singularities with respect to
> when b # 0.

(b) If G(2) = (2 — 20)™ and n is even, then G only has fold singularities with
respect to Y.

(¢) If G(2) = (2 — 20)™ and n > 1 is odd, then G only has fold singularities
with respect to ¥ when % ¢ 7.

(d) If G(z) = m and n is even, then G only has fold singularities with
respect to 2.

(e) If G(z) = ﬁ and n is odd, then G only has fold singularities with

respect to ¥ when ("“)2(75’““) YA

(f) If G(z) = %, then G only has singularities of multiplicity even

with respect to 3.
Proof. First, consider G(z) = (a + ib)(z — z¢) whose polar form is given by
G(z) = |(a +b)(z — z0)| cos(8) + i|(a + ib)(z — z0)|sin(H).

Hence, u(z) = [(a + ib)(z — z0)|cos(0) and v(z) = |(a + ib)(z — zp)| sin(#). Notice
that w = 0 if, and only if, § = M, for all k € Z. Therefore, v = |(a + ib)(z —
20)[(=1)F # 0 when 0 = w, for all k € Z. In addition, the derivative of
the complex function (a + ib)(z — zo) is a + ib, consequently I(G’(z)) = b, when
0= w, for all k € Z. By Proposition |12| we can conclude item (a).

Now, consider G(z) = (z — zp)". Writing G in its polar form, we have that
G(z) = |z — 2z0|™ cos(nf) + i|z — zo|" sin(nB). Thus, u(z) = |z — z|™ cos(nd) and
v(z) = |z — z0|" sin(nh). Notice that v = 0 if, and only if, § = W, for all k € Z.
Therefore, v = |z — 2|"(—1)* # 0 when 6 = W, for all k € Z. Moreover, since

the derivative of the complex function (z — 29)™ is n(z — 29)" !, we have that

n—1)2k+ 1)m
2n ) ’

I(G'(2)) = n|z — 2|" 'sin <(

when 0 = M, for all k € Z. Moreover, if n is even, then % ¢ 7,
ie. S(G'(¢q)) # 0. In addition, if n is odd, then I(G'(¢)) # 0 if, and only if,
% ¢ Z. By Propositionnwe get items (b) and (c).

On the other hand, consider G(z) = —1—. Writing G in its polar form, we get

T (z—z0)"

G(z) = |z — 29| 7" cos(nB) — i|z — zo| 7" sin(nd).

Thus, u(z) = |z — 29| " cos(nf) and v(z) = —|z — 29| " sin(nd). Notice that v =0
if, and only if, § = Z2XUT for all k € Z. Therefore, v = —|z — zp|"(—1)* # 0 when
0 = W7 for all k € Z. Moreover, since the derivative of the complex function

—n—1

(z —20) ™ is —n(z — 20) , we have that

S(G'(2)) = n|z — 20| 'sin <(” + 12k + ””) 7

2n

when 6 = W, for all £ € Z. Thus, if n is even, then (n+1)(2k+1) ¢ 7, ie.

3(G'(q)) # 0. In addition, if n is odd, then S(G’(q)) # 0 if, and only if, “FLEED o
Z. By Proposition [I2] we get items (d) and (e).
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y(z—=20)"
14+(z—z0)" 1"

map. Thus we obtain the vector field F(w) =

Finally, consider G(z) = Let w = ®(2) = (2—20)' " be a conformal

y(1—n)

T Writing F' in its polar form,

we get

30 =)L+ Y eos(8) | (1~ )l sin(o)
1+ 2|w|~t cos(8) + |w|~ Z1—|—2|w|—1cos(9)—|— |w|=2"

F(w) =

Hence,

ww) 20l cos(6)
L+ 2w cos() + [w] 2
V(L —n)|w| " sin(6)

1+ 2w|~cos(0) + |w|~2"

Notice that u = 0 if, and only if, 1+ |w|~* cos(#) = 0, which implies that cos(6) # 0.

pn=Deos® () when 1 + |w| =t cos(f) = 0. Moreover, since the

Hence, v(w) = Sn ()

derivative of the complex function Wﬁ:f ) is 21(1;7)’2 , we have that
29(1 — n) cos(#)
S(F! =21 N2
S (w) @)

when 1 + |w|™! cos(#) = 0. By Proposition [I2] we get item (f).
]

Now we establish the main theorem of this section, which is a direct consequence
of Propositions [ and [14] and Lemma

Theorem 15. Let F' be a holomorphic function defined in some punctured neigh-
borhood of zy € C. Consider z € C\{zo} and the constants n € N, k € Z, and
v e R.

(a) If F(z0) = 0 and Im(F'(z9)) # 0, then there exists a conformal map ®
such that F only has fold singularities with respect to ®(X).

(b) IfF(z0) =0, 29 is a zero of F of order n > 1 withn even, and Res(1/F, zy) =
0, then there exists a conformal map ® such that F only has fold singular-
ities with respect to ().

(¢) If F(20) =0, 2o is a zero of F of order n > 1 with n odd, w ¢ 7,
and Res(1/F, zg) = 0, then there exists a conformal map ® such that F only
has fold singularities with respect to ®(X).

(d) If zo is a pole of F' of order n with n even, then there exists a conformal
map ® such that F only has fold singularities with respect to ®(X).

(e) If 2o is a pole of F of order n with n odd and w ¢ 7, then there
exists a conformal map ® such that F' only has fold singularities with respect
to ®(%).

(f) If F(20) = 0, 20 is a zero of F of order n > 1, and Res(1/F, zy) = 1/, then
there exists a conformal map ® such that F' only has tangential singularities
of multiplicity even with respect to ®(X).

Now, we present an example of a holomorphic function defined in some punctured
neighborhood of 2y = 0 € C with an essential singularity at zg = 0, which has infinite
contacts of multiplicity 3.
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Example 16. Consider the ODE

1
(22) z = 2"exp (z”) ,

where n = 1 and m = n + 1. Doing a scaling of the time and writing z = x + iy,

system (22)) becomes a real smooth planar system in a punctured neighborhood of
the origm of the form

z =P, (LL', y) COS ((feryZ)n) Qm( )Sin (f;iz’zy))n >

§ = Pl y)sin (50 ) + Qula, ) cos (2l ).

(23)

where Pp,, Qm, and R, are given by

m/!

l
Pala,y) = ) e (1,
D e T cT
Qm(z,y) = Z : m! : xm—(Qj—l)(_l)j—lij—17
= (m = (25 - 1))H2j - 1)!
Z n!
Rn T,y _ i i n—(2j—1) y2j 1
@0 = L@y (1Y
where | = s = 5 when m is even, | = mTfl and s = mTH when m is odd, s = %
when n is even, and s = ”7“ when n is odd. Now, consider the functions
Rn(z,y
ul(xvy) = Pm(I7y)COS< $2 +y Qm x y sin (CL‘Q-(f-yQ))n )
R (z,y)

_l’_

x, COS
Qm y ($2 + yQ)n

1 then ui(pr) = 0 if, and only if,

) -
vi(z,y) = Pm(amy)sin( )
>

Notice that if n is odd, m is even, and k

DL = <O, A 2((2_’31)277> And if n,m are odd and k = 1 then uy(qr) = 0 if, and only

if, qp = (O, A/ UM) Moreover,

m
n+l
nilen) = ( 2<(2_1<1+)1>w> (~1)Ft% %0,
D(py) = 0, 2
ov min—1 " B 1 m—n
aay( 1)(}%) = mn(—1)" z +k< m) 40

and

m
LH m—
vi(qr) = ( “25) (—1)*+ "5 20,
(31)1 (Qk) = 07 )
0 ovy _ 1 mT_Hl-ﬁ-l—‘rk A (*1)nTJrl 0
5 (F) (@) = mn(-1) == £ 0.

for all k € Z. By Definition [10, we conclude that py and g are contacts of multi-
plicity 3, for oll k € Z.
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We conclude this session by presenting some PWHS from Section [3] that has at
least one singularity of the above.

Example 17. We take 2t = f'(p)(z — 20), where f'(p) = a + ib, b # 0, and
zo = xo + 1yg. The PWHS is given by
{ 27 =1, when R(z) <0,

29 2t = f'(p)(z — 20), when R(z) > 0.

In cartesian coordinates, we have

(25) { (z7,y7) = (1,0), when z <0,
(@, 9%) = (a(z — 20) — b(y — vo), b(x — o) + ay — yo)), when x> 0.

Taking q = (0,y0 — $%0), we have that ui(q) = 0, vi(q) = —Mxo # 0 for

xo # 0, %(q) =b# 0, and f~(q) = (1,0). Thus, by Definition |10| we conclude
that q is a visible reqular-fold singularity when xo > 0 and q is an invisible reqular-
fold singularity when xo < 0 (see Figure B)

¥~ ot
e L i S\ AN
— T T
4 3—14»47:,:’ /K‘\\ \\
ey ZESURER NN\
R f/‘\\ N\
e P
P i g \\\‘\\

. —— e /
s ~——

—_— T \J/ //

—_— e T

—_— =T 4\\_>/,///
W — e e gy

P — M~ /v//(

FIGURE 9. The visible regular-fold singularity ¢ = (0,1), for a = 0
and b = 1.

Example 18. Consider 2~ and z given by (a+ib)(z — 29) and id(z — zo) respec-

tively, with b,d # 0 and zg = x¢ + iyg. In cartesian coordinates, we have

(26) (@7,97) = (a(z — 20) — b(y — y0), b(x — x0) + aly — o)), when z <0,
(@*,9%) = (=d(y — yo), d(z — x0)), when x> 0.

Suppose that a = 0 and xg # 0. Taking ¢ = (0,y0), we have that uy(q) = 0,
v1(q) = —dzg # 0, and %Lzl(q) = d # 0. In addition, notice that us(q) = 0,
va(q) = —bxg # 0, and %(q) =b# 0. Thus, by Deﬁm'tz'on we conclude that q is
an invisible-visible fold singularity of when xo > 0 and q is a visible-invisible
fold singularity of when zo < 0.

Suppose that a # 0 and xg # 0.

o Taking ¢ = (0,y0), we have that u1(q) = 0, v1(¢) = —dzo # 0, and %}(q) =
d # 0. In addition, notice that f~(q) = (—axg, —bxg) # (0,0). Thus, by
Deﬁm’tion we conclude that q is a visible reqular-fold singularity of
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when o > 0 and q is an invisible reqular-fold singularity of when
zgo < 0.

e Taking q = (0,30 — $x0), we have that uz(q) = 0, v2(q) = —#wo # 0,
and ‘30};1 (@) = b # 0. In addition, notice that f*(q) = (%xo, —dwo) #
(0,0). Thus, by Deﬁm’tion we conclude that q is an invisible reqular-fold
singularity of when xg > 0 and q is a visible regular-fold singularity

of when xg < 0 (see Figure[10).

FIGURE 10. The invisible regular-fold singularity ¢; = (0,1) and
the visible regular-fold singularity g2 = (0,2) for a = 1, b = 2, and
d=1.

Example 19. Consider 2~ = f'(p)(z — 20) and 27 = (z — 20)", with n = 2 and
zo = To + 1yg. In cartesian coordinates, we have

(27) (7,97) = (a(xr — x0) — b(y — yo), b(x — o) + a(y — yo)), when z <0,
(@*,9%) = (& —20)> = (y — 90)*, 2(x — 20)(y — ¥o)), when x> 0.
Suppose that b # 0 and xy # 0.

o Taking q = (0,90 + z0), we have that ui(q) = 0, vi(q) = —22% # 0, and
%(q) = 2z # 0. In addition, notice that

ug(q)——xo(a-i-b)—{ 0 ZZ Z::Z

vg(q)—afo(a—b)—{ 7&8 2; Z:Z:

and %(q) =b+#0. Thus, by Deﬁmtion we conclude that if o > 0 and
a = —b then q is an invisible-visible fold singularity of (27) and if xg <0
and a = —b then q is a visible-invisible fold singularity 0. Moreover,
if zo > 0 and a # —b, then q is a visible fold singularity of f* and a reqular
point of f~, and if vg < 0 and a # —b, then q is an invisible fold singularity
of fT and a regular point of f~ (see Figure ,
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e Taking ¢ = (0,y0 — x0), we have that ui(q) = 0, vi(q) = 223 # 0, and
2 (q) = —2x¢ # 0. In addition, notice that

ox
0 if a=hb,
wle) = a0 = { L0 07

() =+ ={ Lo 4T

and %(q) =b%# 0. Thus, by Deﬁm’tion we conclude that if o > 0 and
a = b then q is an invisible-visible fold singularity of and if zog < 0
and a = b then q is a visible-invisible fold singularity of (see Figure
.

o Taking q = (0,30 — $x0), we have that ua(q) = 0, v2(q) = —xo “2#2 # 0,
and %2 (q) = b # 0. In addition, notice that

(b—a)lbta) » [ 0 if b=+a,
B2 o= 20 if b= +ta.

2a , 0 if a=0,
vl(q)—bmo_{ £0 if a#0,

and %(q) = _TQQZ'O. Thus, by Deﬁnition we conclude that if xg > 0 and
b = ta, then q is an invisible-visible fold singularity of (27)) and if zo <0
and b = ta, then q is a visible-invisible fold singularity 0. Moreover,
if zg < 0 and b # ta, then q is a visible fold singularity of f~ and a reqular
point of fT, and if xg > 0 and b # +ta, then q is an invisible fold singularity
of f~ and a regular point of f.

ui(q) =

Now, suppose that b =0, a # 0, and xo # 0. Taking g = (0,yo £ xo), we have that
u1(q) = 0, vi(q) = F22% # 0, and %(q) = +2z¢ # 0. In addition, notice that
us(q) = —azo # 0 and 32 (q) = +azg # 0. Thus, by Deﬁnition we conclude that
q is a visible reqular-fold singularity when xg > 0 and q is an invisible regular-fold
singularity when xg < 0.

4 6

- x+

8 “;\ ~ ™ O \ R f B
SN W/
I

4 _::\\‘Q\\\\ W7
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NSNS
IS/
N7/
BN

" %
FIGURE 11. The invisible regular-fold singularity ¢; = (0, —1) and
the visible-invisible fold singularity ¢o = (0,3) for a = 1 and b = 1.

-6
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4. REGULARIZATION OF PWHS

In this section we are interested in determining if the regularized system associ-
ated with a PWHS preserves the property of being holomorphic. For that, consider
two holomorphic ordinary differential equations

=), & =1(2)

defined in C. A piecewise-smooth holomorphic system is 2 = F(z) with

(28) F:(1+sgn(3‘k))f++(1—sgn(§]?))f7'
2 2
The set ¥ = {z € C: R(z) = 0} is called switching manifold.

The regularization process of a piecewise smooth vector field F' consists in ob-
taining a one-parameter family of continuous vector fields F converging to F' when
¢ — 0. More specifically, the Sotomayor-Teixeira regularization (ST-reqularization)
is the one parameter family F* given by

(29) e (1 + </>2(§R/€))f+ N (1 wsﬂ%/s))fi

where ¢ : R — [=1,1] is a Sotomayor-Teizeira transition function, i.e. a smooth
function satisfying that ¢(t) = 1 for t > 1, p(t) = —1 for t < —1 and ¢'(t) > 0
for t € (—=1,1) and ¢®(+1) = 0 for i = 1,2,...,n. The regularization is smooth
for ¢ > 0 and satisfies that F© = f* on {z € C: R(z) = ¢} and F° = f~ on
{zeC:R(z) < —¢}.

Theorem 20. Let ¢ be a Sotomayor-Teizeira transition function. If there exists
some € > 0 such that the regularization is holomorphic then ft(z) = f~(z)
for all z € C.

Proof. The result is an immediate consequence of the principle of identity of the
analytic functions. Indeed, if two analytical functions coincide in an open subset,
then they coincide throughout their domain. (Il

Recently, some authors have considered a broader family of transition functions
(see Definition [21]) that include analytical functions such as tanh(z) and % arctan(z)
and other non-analytic functions such as the Sotomayor-Teixeira transition func-
tions. Readers are referred to [16} [I7, (18] for more information on these transition
functions.

Definition 21. The transition function ¢ : R — [—1,1] is a smooth function C™
which is strictly increasing ¢'(s) > 0 for every s such that ¢(s) € (—1,1) and
¢(s) — £1, for s > too.

Notice that
ff(z) for R(z) >0,
Fe(z) —>
f=(z) for R(z)<0.
Theorem 20 still holds for the transition functions of Definition 211

Theorem 22. Let ¢ be a transition function satisfying the conditions of Definition
. If there exists some € > 0 such that the reqularization is holomorphic then

fT(z) = f(2) for all z€ C.
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Proof. Since F¢ = u® + iv° is a holomorphic function, then its partial derivatives
satisfy the Cauchy-Riemann equations:

(30) uy = vy, U, =-vy, Vz=wx+iyeC.

If f* =wuy +ivy, f~ = ug + ivy then

(31)

u = ¢EE)U1($+Z'?/) 1+¢( )au1 L (7 + dy) — ¢(;) us(z + iy) + 1- ¢7( )au2 2 (1 + iy);
€ 1 B 1-¢(%) ou

wy = PR G (g gy) - G G (g g gy,

v = S +iy) + R @ 4 iy) - Do (o +iy) + THE L2 (2 + iy);
’U; _ 1+d;(%) ovy (ZL’ +zy) *‘l;( )61}2( + Zy)

Since f* and f~ are holomorphic functions, then its partial derivatives satisfy the
Cauchy-Riemann equations:

(u1)e = (v1)y, (w1)y=—(v1)e, Vz=2x+1iyeC;
(32) (uz)e = (va)y (uz)y=—(va)e, Vz=z+iyeC.

Thus, substituting in e using we get that ¢’§) (u1(z +dy) — ua(z +
1y)) = 0 and @(m(m + iy) — va(x +iy)) = 0, respectively. As ¢'(Z) > 0 for
all © € (—¢,¢), then ft(z +iy) = f~(x +dy) for all x € (—c,¢) and y € R.
Therefore, using the principle of identity of the analytic functions, we can conclude
that fT(z) = f7(z) for all z € C. O

Now, the trajectories of the regularized system are the solutions of the
slow—fast system

I+ e@)u + (L =p@)us . (1 +@(@)or + (1 = (@))v2
2 ) y 2 i

(33) ez =

where x = €Z.
We refer to the set S = {(Z,y) : (1 + ¢(Z))us + (1 — p(Z))uz = 0} as being the
critical manifold. System when the parameter ¢ is 0 is called reduced system.

Theorem 23. The sliding region ¥° is homeomorphic to the normally hyperbolic
part of the critical manifold S and the sliding vector field F* is topologically equiv-
alent to the reduced system.

See Figure [12]

In [B] and [I7], asymptotic methods and blow-up methods were used to study
C"-regularizations of generic regular-fold singularities respectively. Following [12],
these authors used the local normal form of Filippov systems, close to ¥ = {z =
0}, around a visible fold-regular singularity, which is given by F = (1,0) and
F = (2y,1). Notice that f* = wu; + v; is not a holomorphic function because
(ul)y =2#0= _(Ul)x-

In what follows, we are concerned in studying the regularization of PWHS around
visible regular-fold singularities. For that we use the normal forms given in Propo-
sition [4| and Theorem 1 of [21].

Consider 2zt = G(z), where G is one of the following fields:

(i) G(z) = f'(p)(z — 20), with f'(p) = a +ib, zo = xo + Yo, b < 0, and xg > 0;
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FIGURE 12. In the vertical range is drawn the phase portrait of the
slow-fast system with e = 0,Z € [—1,1],y € R. The red curve is the slow
manifold S and the sliding region ¥°. The double arrow represents the
fast flow.

(ii) G(2) = (2 — 20)?, with x¢g > 0;

(i) G(2) = =5z, with 2o < 0;

(iv) G(2) = {5215, with 0 < g < 1.
The PWHS is given by

" 27 =1, when R(z) <0
(34) { 2+ = G(z), when R(z) >0

In cartesian coordinates, we have

{ (7,97) =(1,0), when z <0,
(35) —
(zt,9") = f+(z,y), when z > 0,
where N

(i) Ji(%y) (a(z —x0) — b(y — yo), b(x — x0) + a(y — yo)),

(il) f*(z,y) = ((x —20)* = (y — y0)? 2(x — 20)(y — ¥0)),

Giil) FF(z,y) = (E=Zoty—v)@=20—y+yo) 2z —20)y o)

) ’ ((z —20)* + (¥ —40)?)? T (= 20)? + (Y —y0)?)?

f+(£lf ) _ 22 +2?(1-3xo)+ai—ad+a(—2x0+3z2 +(y—y0)?)—(1+z0) (y—yo)*>
(lv) Y - 1+z2— 2L(I0 1)— 2x0+¢0+(y—y0)2 ’
+(;E —2x(zo—1)— 2zo+ac0+(y yO) ) (y—yo)
1422 —2z(wo—1)—2z0+x3+(y—yo0)? ’

respectively. Notice that
(i) p= (0,90 — o),

) p= (0,90 — )

) p= (0 y0+$o) and

) —/ m[)7m0 +y0+royo>

(i
(iii

(iv

14z

are visible regular-fold singularities, respectively. In what follows we study the
dynamics of the regularized system of around p. For that, we consider the
translations:

(i) & = o and § = y — yo + Sa0,

(i) 2 =z and § =y — yo + xo,

)
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(iii) & =z and § = y — yo — xo, and

—/@Z—z+yo+zoyo

1+ac0 ’

(iv) =z and § =y —
respectively. Then, the vector field f + at the coordinates (Z, ) is given by
()f+( ) = (a(@ —x0) = b (§ — 20) ,b(& — m0) + a (§ — $20))

)

(i) f+( 9) = ((mffo)z*A@imo)a?(f*mo)( Yy—Zo
(iii) f¥(2,9) = (((y+$)(—y+$—2$0) —2(& — 20)(J + o) > and

—2zw0+9% (—1+z—0) (1+z0)+z(1+z0) (z+2> —3zw0+223 )+ 27 (1~ +20) /23—

(& —20)? + (§ + 20)%)?" (& — 20)® + (§ + 20)?)?
3 .
f ( y) —1+zo—§2(1+20) —x(2+2—220) (1+20) +2§4 /23—

(iv) (Z)+Q$o—\/ﬂf§—xé)(23?0—@2(1+9¢o)—37(2+9C—2900)(1+900)+223\/$3—90é))

(1+1:0)(71+m07;g2(1+m0)71(2+x72x0)(1+x0)+23}\/z(2)793§)

respectively. Recall that p = (0,0) is a visible regular-fold singularity of Ff Now,
since

() f5 (5) = =50 > 0,
(i) fy (p) =223 >0,
(iii) f5(P) = 3,z > 0, and
N 2x0+/ 22—
(iv) f5 (D) = ~Gohiiray > 0.

then there exists a nelghborhood U of p, such that f2 (z,9) > 0, for all (Z,9) e U.
Performing a time rescaling in j”r we get j”r (z,9) = (f(&,9),1), where

a(@ —xo) — b(§ — §20)

. 50 ! /b 7
W9 = 5G = 20) + alg — £a0)
L (&= x0)? = (§ — 0)?

ii T,7) = ~ =

(i) £(2.9) ( 2(z ;(mo)(yfl’o))

.. N y+2)(y— 2+ 2z

= d

(iii) f(z,9) 30 — 20)(5 + 20) an
(iV) f(j? Z?) _ _(1+9c0)(—2xx0+3)2(—1+w—x0)(1+x0)+x(1+ac0)(ac+:c2—3xx0+2;cg)+2@(1—ac+xo)q/arg—acé

respectively. Notice that F and F have the same orbits in U with the same
orientation.
Now, expanding f around (Z, ) = (0,0), we get

f(&,9) = ag + 9(9) + 29(2, 9),

@ = Gty 900) = Gl 0 HOGP) and 0(3,§) = iy, +0(0,9),
@ = 5 90) = 530" + 07, and 9(3,9) = —5; + 02, 9), and
a= -1, 9(§) = 557 + O(7), and 9(2,9) = — 35 + O(&,9), and

. . A (1420)2 (142(z0—1)0) AQ A A (14z0)(—14+zo+a2)
= L g(i) = +O(), and (&, ) = (Fzo)(Ltooted) |

(iv - g(f) = Qe (7). and (3, §) = QHmCLre
J"7y7

respectively. Now, using Theorem 1 of [21], we get the following result.

Theorem 24. Consider system , i.€. F has a wvisible fold singularity at p =
(0,p*), f5-(p) > 0, and F = (1,0) For n = 2, consider the reqularized system F¢

(J+7z0— /23 —23) (220 —§2 (1+30) —2(2+3—210) (1+30) + 24/ 22 —7)

)

9
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(29). Then, there exist po, 0y > 0, and constants § < 0 and ¢,r > 0, such that for
) n A
every p € (5/\7,00]7 0e [y6790]7 A€ (Oa )‘*)7 with \* — L 1- )\7* € (07 1)7 and
e > 0 sufficiently small, the flow of F¢ defines a map U, between the transversal
sections V5 = [e,25 \| x{—p+p*} and V§ = [5, 25 +re”=7] x {0 +p*}, satisfying
Ues: Vi, — V5 )
x —  Tp+ O(e™=7),

where
w5 = 2L 0(0%) + &+ O0(eh) + O6%y.) + Oy2), and
Ye = E)‘*U+O(EA*+T1*1)7 for n>0,
T,\ = anz +O(p3) + &+ O(ep) + B + O(3) + O(e! ).

(see Figure[13).

bo(0,7p)
’ /‘7:96 #
/ y=0+p
/S
/
! Ue(z)
p
\
/\ \
\
S sy =t
AN :I"VPE’)\‘%/L)\
T=—€ X T=¢€

FIGURE 13. The Transition Map U, of F¢.The dotted curve is the

trajectory of F passing through the visible regular-fold singularity.
The red curve is the Fenichel manifold.

5. LIMIT CYCLES OF PWHS

In Proposition [5] was shown that holomorphic systems have no limit cycles, how-
ever it is possible to prove that PWHS have limit cycles. For that reason, in this
section we focus on finding the conditions for the existence of limit cycles of the
PWHS, which are formed by the normal forms given in Proposition [4]

We start by studying the linear case. In this case, we consider equilibrium points
on manifold ¥ = {z = 0}.

Theorem 25. The piecewise linear holomorphic systems whose equilibrium points
are on manifold ¥ have at most one limit cycle.
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Proof. Without loss of generality suppose that the piecewise linear holomorphic
system has one of its equilibrium points at the origin. Thus, this system can be

written as follows:
(36) 2T = (a+ib)(z — z0), when (z) > 0,
27 = (c+id)z, when S(z) <0,

where a,b,c,d and xy are real numbers. It is easy to verify that if any of the
coefficients b,d or zy are zero then the system has no limit cycles. So we assume
that these coefficients are not zero. Consider wg € R™. If b > 0, then

2T (t) = (wo — mg)e™ (cos(bt) + isin(bt)) + xg
is a solution of 2* = (a + bi)(z — xo) satisfying that 27(0) = wo and 2*(}) =
zo — (wo — x0)e¥ . In addition,

27 (t) = —e((wo — z0)ed — xo)(cos(dt) + isin(dt))

is a solution of 2~ = (c + id)z such that 2= (0) = z¢ — (wo — o)e'r and 2z~ (%) =
e@ ((wo — wg)ed — xp), with d > 0. On the other hand, if b < 0, then

21 (t) = —(wo + xo)e™(cos(bt) + isin(bt)) + zg
is a solution of 2% = (a + bi)(z — x0) satisfying that 2% (0) = —wg and 2% (-7F) =
xo + (wo + x0)e~ % . Moreover,

27 () = e ((wo + 20)e™F + x0)(cos(dt) + isin(dt))

is a solution of 2~ = (c+id)z such that 27 (0) = z¢ + (wo +xg)e”* and z(=5) =
e~ T ((—wo — z0)e™ T —x), with d < 0.

1 M
(wo) . 5 5

b,d >0 b,d <0
F1GURE 14. The Poincaré map around z = +wy.

Therefore, the Poincaré map around z = +wy is given by
I(2) = X7 ((z — x0)er ™ — x0)

and I’ (£wg) = e*E+D)7™ (see Figure . Now, we must seek solutions for the
equation II(+wgy) = fwp. The number of roots of this equations correspond to
the number of limit cycles. If § + § = 0, then II(£wp) = fwp has no solution.
ed(1+e% )z

B provided that
—14+e'oma)™

Otherwise, we have a unique solution given by wg =

14+e%)x . . .
b> 0 and wyg = % provided that b < 0, thus we have a unique limit
—1+elE+dm
cycle I'. Finally, using the first derivative of the Poincaré map, we can conclude
C

that I is stable (resp. unstable) provides that sgn(b) # sgn($% + 5) (resp. sgn(b) =
sgn(§ + g))- O

An immediate consequence of the proof of the previous theorem is the following
result.
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Corollary 26. Letb,d, and xg be non-zero real numbers and a,c € R. The piecewise

linear holomorphic system

37) 2t = (a+1ib)(z — xo), when I(z) >0,
27 = (c+id)z, when $(z) <0,

has a unique limit cycle T if, and only if, a,b,c,d, and xo satisfy any row in tables
and and ¢ 4+ 5§ # 0. Moreover, I is stable (resp. unstable) provides that

sgn(b) # sgn(y + ) (resp. sgn(b) = sgn(§ + 5)).

(a6l % | e iw]
[+ ]+ + O+ [+ [+ +
—[+]-1+ — 0+ —[+]—
—-=1=-1- + 0o -[+]-1-

@B [+ —-[+]- — By [ol-]-1T-1+
+ |+ | — | + | sgn(zo) =sgn(f + %) + |+ 0]+ ]+
— | + |+ | + | sgn(zo) =sgn(§ + 9) — |+ 0|+ ] -
— | — | + | — | sgn(xo) =sgn(y + 9) —| =10 |-+
+ | — | = | — | sen(wo) =sgn(§ + 9) +|—10]—]|—

It is important to emphasize that the conditions given in the previous theorem
are not empty. Indeed, takinga=—1lora=0,b=1,c=—-1,d=1,and zg = —1
we have the existence of a unique stable limit cycle (see Figure [15)).

2

e
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’ ’ a=0

FIGURE 15. Phase portrait of PWHS with b = 1, ¢ = —1,
d =1, and o = —1. The red trajectory is the limit cycle of .

0 1

Now, we study the analytical vector fields 2™ for n > 2, which are divided into
5 cases that depend on n. For that, we use the symmetry of this normal form and
that the rays 2%, j = {1,--- ,2(n—1)} (resp. ﬁ, i=1{1,3,-- ,4n—-1)—1})
are invariant by the flow of the equation 2 = 2™, with n even (resp. Z = iz™, with n
odd). Moreover, we consider virtual equilibrium points of 2™ in the following sense:

given a piecewise smooth vector field
{ zt = f*(2), when §(z) >0,

(40) £~ = f(2), when () <0,
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we say that a equilibrium point zg of f* (resp. f7) is virtual when zg € X~ (resp.
20 € E+)

Theorem 27. Given n € Ny, there exist a,b,d, and yo non-zero real numbers

and zg = xo + 1yo € C satisfying table , such that the PWHS
(1) 2t =4i"(z + 2z)", when J(z) >0,
27 = (a+1b)(z — d), when I(z) <0,

has a unique stable limit cycle, where m = 0 if n is even and m = 1 otherwise.

(42)
H n \ k \a\b \ d\xo\yo\ Main condition H
2 "+ [R|R [+ d> —7o
nm d(1+e%)
dk-1|21]|—-| - t — =
0 co (2( _1)>y0< T <0
nm d(1+e%)
k 0|+ cot(2<n—1)>yo< T <0
T+e® —
gio2|=1|—|+l+|0]+]ocdEer)  y(ln=2my
1—e% 2(n — 1)
g1 s1] =4 +]0]+]o<c®Erer) o (=2m)
1—e® 2(n—1

The proof of this theorem is an immediate consequence of the following 5 proposi-
tions.

Proposition 28. Let a and b be non-zero real numbers, d € R, and zy = xg + 1Yo,
with yo > 0. If a <0 < b and d > —xg, then the PWHS

2t = (2 + 20)?, when S(z) >0,
(43) :
27 = (a+1b)(z — d), when I(z) <0,
has a unique stable limit cycle.
Proof. Writing system in Cartesian coordinates, we have
(1) (@%,97) = (= + 20)* = (y + v0)?,2(x + 20)(y + yo)), When y >0,
(7,9") = (a(x — d) — by, b(x — d) + ay), when y < 0.
Now, consider the equation for the orbits of system when y > 0

dy  2(x+20)(y + yo)
(45) dw (x +x0)% — (y + yo)?’

or equivalent
(46) —2(z + 20)(y + yo)da + ((x + 20)* — (y + yo)*)dy = 0.

We emphasize that equation will be exact when we multiply it by the in-
tegrating factor u(y) = m Thus, the solution of equation (45]), with initial

condition x(0) = wy > —x¢ and y(0) = 0, in implicit form is

(z + 20)? 4y = (wo + 20)*

Y+ Yo Yo
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Notice that y = 0 if, and only if, z = wg or x = —2z7 — wy. Hence, there exists
to > 0 such that z(tg) = —2x9 — wo and y(tp) = 0. Moreover,

27 (t) = —(d + wo + 2x0)e* (cos(bt) + isin(bt)) + d

is a solution of 2= = (a + bi)(z — d) satisfying that z7(0) = —2x¢ — wp and
27 (F) =d+ (d+ 20+ wp)e® .

Therefore, the Poincaré map at z = wy is given by IT(wg) = d+ (d+ 2z +wp)e
and IT'(wp) = e < 1. Now, we must seek solutions for the equation IT(wg) = wp.
The number of roots of this equations correspond to the number of limit cycles.
d+e% (d+2

ev : mo)’ thus we
1—e®
have only one limit cycle, which is stable. O

Since a # 0, then we have a unique solution, given by

Emphasize that the conditions given in the previous proposition are not empty.
Indeed, taking a = —1,b=1,d = 1, and 2y = ¢ we have the existence of a unique
limit cycle (see Figure [16]).
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FIGURE 16. Phase portrait of PWHS with a = -1, b = 1,
d =1, and zy = i. The red trajectory is the limit cycle of .

Remark 29. Recall that the PWHS with a = 0 and b # 0 has no limit cycles.
Even more, if a =0,b # 0, and d # —xo (resp. a =0, b # 0, and d = —x), then
we have no periodic orbits (resp. we have infinite periodic orbits).
Proposition 30. Let a,b,d, and yo be non-zero real numbers. If a,b,d < 0, yo > 0,
n = 4k for some integer k = 1, and cot (2(Zf1)) Yo < 7% < 0, then the
PWHS
(7) 2t = (2 +iyo)", when J(z) > 0,

27 = (a+b)(z — d), when I(z) <0,

has a unique stable limit cycle.

Proof. Consider 2t = (2 + 1y9)™. First, we shall prove that the solutions of z* are
symmetric about the y—axis. Indeed, writing 2% in its polar form we have

{ 7 = r"cos(n—1)6,

(48) 0 = ¢ lsin(n—1)6,
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where z + yoi = re'® = r(cos(f) + isin(#)). It is easy to see that the orbits of this
system satisfy the following equation:

(49) r = |sin(n —1)0 w16l
Since equation evaluated in m — 6 and 6 are the same, then the orbits of
are symmetric with respect to the straight line ¢ = 5. Therefore, we can conclude

the symmetry of the solutions of 2T with respect to y—axis.

Now, consider the solution z*(¢) of (47) with initial condition 27 (0) = —wy < 0.
By the symmetry of the solutions of 7 we have that there exists ¢ty > 0 such
that 27 (tg) = wy. Moreover,

27 (t) = —(d — wo)e (cos(bt) + isin(bt)) + d
is a solution of 2= = (a + bi)(z — d) satisfying that 27(0) = wo and 27 (—F) =
d+ (d—wy)e™ .

Therefore, the Poincaré map around z = —wy is given by II(z) = d+ (d+ 2)e
and IT'(—wg) = e~ < 1. Now, we must seek solutions for the equation IT(—w) =

_am
b

; . . . d(1+e%)
—wq. Since a # 0, then we have a unique solution, given by wy = e thus
—eb
we have only one limit cycle (see remark [31]), which is stable. a

2(n—1) 2(n—1)

FIGURE 17. Uniqueness of the limit cycle.

(n—2)7
2(n—1)
%, however due to the invariance of the rays of z* and the orientation of the

Remark 31. Recall that the limit cycle found is determined by rays and

trajectories, then this limit cycle is unique (see figure .

Notice that the conditions given in the previous proposition are not empty. In-
deed, taking a = =1, b= —1,d = —%, and yo = 1 we have the existence of a limit
cycle (see Figure .

Proposition 32. Let a,b,d, and yo be non-zero real numbers. If a < 0 < b,

Yo,d > 0, n = 4k — 2 for some integer k > 1, and 0 < % < cot ((27(1;3)17;) Y0,

then the PWHS
(50) 2t = (2 +1iyo)", when I(z) > 0,
27 = (a+1b)(z —d), when J(z) <0,

has a unique stable limit cycle.
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FiGURE 18. Phase portrait of PWHS @ with n = 4, a = —1,
b=-1,d= —%, and yo = 1. The red trajectory is the limit cycle

of .

Proof. Consider 2t = (z + iyo)™. Writing 27 in its polar form we have

{7‘ = r"cos(n—1)6,

(51) g = opnt sin(n — 1)6,

where 2 + yoi = re'® = r(cos(0) +1isin(f)). By the proof of Proposition [30} we know
that the solutions of 2T are symmetric about the y—axis.

Now, consider the solution 27 (¢) of (50| with initial condition z*(0) = wg > 0.
By the symmetry of the solutions of we have that there exists ty > 0 such
that 27 (tg) = —wp. Moreover,

27 (t) = —(d + wo)e (cos(bt) + isin(bt)) + d
is a solution of 27 = (a + bi)(z — d) satisfying that 27 (0) = —wo and 27 (%) =
d+ (d+wp)es .
Consequently, the Poincaré map at z = wyq is given by I(wg) = d + (d + wp)e
and IT'(wg) = e < 1. Now, we must seek solutions for the equation II(wg) = wy.
d(1+e%)

am
b

Since a # 0, then we have a unique solution, given by o= thus we have
—eZ
only one limit cycle (see Remark , which is stable. (I

It is important to note that the conditions given in the previous proposition are
not empty. Indeed, takinga = -1, =1,d = f%, and yo = 1 we have the existence
of a limit cycle (see Figure.

Proposition 33. Let a,b,d, and yg be non-zero real numbers. If a,b,d < 0, yo > 0,

n =4k — 1 for some integer k = 1, and cot (%) Yo < —% < 0, then the
—e

PWHS

(52)

2t =i(z +iyo)™, when I(z) >0,
27 = (a+b)(z — d), when I(z) <0,

has a unique stable limit cycle.
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FIGURE 19. Phase portrait of PWHS with n = 6, a = —1,
b=1,d= %, and yg = 1. The red trajectory is the limit cycle of

(0.

Proof. Consider 2% = i(z +1iyg)™. First, we shall prove that the solutions of 2™ are
symmetric about the y—axis. Indeed, writing 2* in its polar form we have
{ r = —r"sin(n—1)6,

(53) 6 = rLeos(n—1)6,

where z + yoi = 7e? = r(cos(f) + isin()). It is easy to see that the orbits of this
system satisfy the following equation:

(54) r = |cos(n — 1)0]77€C.
Since equation evaluated in m — 6 and 6 are the same, then the orbits of
are symmetric with respect to the straight line ¢ = 5. Therefore, we can conclude

the symmetry of the solutions of 2% with respect to y—axis.

Now, consider the solution z* (¢) of (52]) with initial condition 27 (0) = —wy < 0.
By the symmetry of the solutions of 7 we have that there exists tg > 0 such
that z* (tg) = wp. Moreover,

27 (t) = —(d — wo)e (cos(bt) + isin(bt)) + d
is a solution of 2= = (a + bi)(z — d) satisfying that 27(0) = wo and 27 (—F) =
d+ (d—wy)e™ 7.
Therefore, the Poincaré map around z = —wy is given by I1(z) = d+ (d+z)e~
and IT'(—wg) = e~% < 1. Now, we must seek solutions for the equation II(—wg) =

am
b

; . . . d(l+e%)
—wq. Since a # 0, then we have a unique solution, given by wy = T o= thus
X
we have only one limit cycle (see Remark [31]), which is stable. O

Notice that the conditions given in the previous proposition are not empty. In-
deed, taking a = -1, b= —1,d = —%7 and yo = 1 we have the existence of a limit
cycle (see Figure [20).

Proposition 34. Let a,b,d, and yg be non-zero real numbers. If a < 0 < b,

Yo,d >0, n =4k + 1 for some integer k = 1, and 0 < % < cot ((2?;3)17;) Y0,
€
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FIGURE 20. Phase portrait of PWHS with n = 3, a = —1,
b=—1,d=—1% and yo = 1. The red trajectory is the limit cycle

of (2. ’

then the PWHS
2t =i(z +iyo)™, when I(z) >0,

(55) { 27 = (a+1b)(z — d), when I(z) <0,

has a unique stable limit cycle.

Proof. Consider 2 = i(z + iyo)"™. Writing 27 in its polar form we have

¥ = —r"sin(n—1)0,
(56) { 6 = rLeos(n—1)0,
where z + yoi = re’® = r(cos(0) +isin(6)). By the proof of Proposition [33] we know
that the solutions of 2T are symmetric about the y—axis.
Now, consider the solution z*(¢) of (55) with initial condition 27 (0) = wy > 0.
By the symmetry of the solutions of (56)), we have that there exists tg > 0 such
that 2% (tg) = —wo. Moreover,

27 (t) = —(d + wo)e™(cos(bt) + isin(bt)) + d
is a solution of 2~ = (a + bi)(z — d) satisfying that 27(0) = —wo and 27 (}) =
d+ (d+wo)es .
Consequently, the Poincaré map at z = wy is given by II(wg) = d + (d + wp)e
and IT'(wp) = e < 1. Now, we must seek solutions for the equation IT(wg) = wp.

. . . . d(1+e%
Since a # 0, then we have a unique solution, given by %, thus we have
—eb
only one limit cycle (see Remark [31)), which is stable. O

Notice that the conditions given in the previous proposition are not empty. In-
deed, takinga = -1, b=1,d = 13—0, and yp = 1 we have the existence of a limit
cycle (see Figure [21)).

Now, we do the study of vector fields that admit poles, z% for n > 1, which
are divided into 4 cases that depend on n. For that, we use the symmetry of
this normal form and that the rays %, j=A{1-,2(n+ 1)} (resp. 2(211),
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FIGURE 21. Phase portrait of PWHS with n = 5, a = —1,
b 1,d= %, and yo = 1. The red trajectory is the limit cycle of
(155)).

j=1{1,3,---,4(n + 1) — 1}) are invariant by the flow of the equation z = =, with
n even (resp. z = Z%, with n odd).

For this normal form we consider real singularities of the pole type in the fol-
lowing sense: given a piecewise smooth vector field

{ 2T = ft(z), when S(z)

>0
2~ = f~(2), when ¥(z) <0,

9

(57)

we say that a singularity of the pole type zg of f* (resp. f7) is real when zg € X*
(resp. zp € ¥7). We recall that it is possible to construct limit cycles using virtual
singularities.

Theorem 35. Given n € N,,>1, there exist a,b,d, and yo be non-zero real numbers
satisfying table , such that the PWHS

2T =(a+ib)(z —d), when I(z) >0,
58 om
(58) 2T = Grmey when I(z) < 0,

has a unique stable limit cycle, where m = 0 if n is even and m = 1 otherwise.

H n \ k \a\b\d\yo\ Main condition H
1 5
ak—2=1|—|-|+|+] o0 d_(lie}:) ot<2(nnil)>yo
o) |11 || +]+ 0<m<cot<2(:j:1)>yo
@
4k 1| —|+|—-1]+ cot(m>y0<m<0
2 1 2
dk+1 20—+ |- |+ cot(M)yo d—(lj—eeT)
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The proof of this theorem is an immediate consequence of the following 4 proposi-
tions.

Proposition 36. Let a,b,d, and yy be non-zero real numbers. If a,b < 0, d,yo > 0,
_ . d(1+e%)

n = 4k — 2 for some integer k = 1, and 0 < j < cot (%) Yo, then the

PWHS

aT
b

(60) :
= m, when (z) < 0,

{ 2T = (a+1ib)z, when S(z) > 0,

has a unique stable limit cycle.

Proof. Consider 2= = m First, we shall prove that the solutions of z~ are
symmetric about the y—axis. Indeed, writing 2z~ in its polar form we have
7 = r "cos(n+ 1),
61 .
(61) { 0 = —r " lsin(n+ 1),

where z + yoi = e’ = r(cos() + isin(@)). It is easy to see that the orbits of this
system satisfy the following equation:

eC

| sin(n + 1)9|%+1
Since equation evaluated in m — 6 and 6 are the same, then the orbits of
are symmetric with respect to the straight line 6 = 7. Therefore, we can conclude
the symmetry of the solutions of Z~ with respect to y—axis.

Now, consider the solution z7(t) of (60]) with initial condition 2~ (0) = wgy > 0.
By the symmetry of the solutions of we have that there exists ¢ty > 0 such
that 2~ (t9) = —wo. Moreover,

2 (t) = —(d + wo)e™ (cos(bt) + isin(bt)) + d
is a solution of 2% = (a + bi)(z — d) satisfying that 2 (0) = —wp and 27 (=%) =

d+ (d+wy)e™ .
Consequently, the Poincaré map at z = wy is given by II(wg) = d+ (d+wp)e

(62) r=

am
b

and IT'(wg) = e 5~ < 1. Now, we must seek solutions for the equation IT(wg) = wy.

. . . . d(1+e%
Since a # 0, then we have a unique solution, given by %, thus we have
ed

only one limit cycle (see Remark , which is stable. (I

F1GURE 22. Uniqueness of the limit cycle.
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Remark 37. Recall that the limit cycle found is determined by rays % and
(n+2)m
2(n+1)”’
trajectories, then this limit cycle is unique (see figure .

however due to the invariance of the rays of z— and the orientation of the

It is important to emphasize that the conditions given in the previous proposition
are not empty. Indeed, taking a = —1, b= —1, and d = % we have the existence of
a limit cycle (see Figure [23).

15
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7 /'?:\\))/»// ar
10 :':':'é;/‘/,};\ :ﬁ&i\\l\b}:ﬁ
L S\WA =

-2 -1 0 1 2

FIGURE 23. Phase portrait of PWHS with n = 2, a = —1,
b=-1,d= %7 and yo = 1. The red trajectory is the limit cycle of

Proposition 38. Let a,b,d, and yg be non-zero real numbers. If a,d < 0, b,yg > 0,

. n+2)m d 1+e%
n = 4k for some integer k = 1, and cot <(2(H+)1)) Yo < —ﬁ < 0, then the
PWHS
2T =(a+ib)(z — d), when I(z) >0,
(63) 3T = . when $(2) <0
- (ZJr’iyo)”’ 9

has a unique stable limit cycle.
1

Proof. Consider z~ = Writing 2% in its polar form we have

(z+iyo)™ "
7 = r"cos(n+ 1),
(64) { 6 = —r—Lsin(n+1)6,

where 2z + yoi = re'® = r(cos(#) +1isin(6)). By the proof of Proposition [36 we know
that the solutions of 2™ are symmetric about the y—axis.

Now, consider the solution z~ (¢) of (63]) with initial condition z7(0) = —wg > 0.
By the symmetry of the solutions of , we have that there exists ty > 0 such
that 27 (tg) = wp. Moreover,

2 (t) = —(d — wo)e (cos(bt) + isin(bt)) + d
is a solution of 2t = (a + bi)(z — d) satisfying that 2% (0) = wo and 2% (¥) =
d+ (d—wp)e™ .

Therefore, the Poincaré map around z = —wy is given by II(2) = d + (d + 2)e
and IT'(—wp) = ¢ < 1. Now, we must seek solutions for the equation IT(—wp) =

amn
b
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M thus

—wp. Since a # 0, then we have a unique solution, given by wgy = T
1+ e%

we have only one limit cycle (see Remark , which is stable.
Notice that the conditions given in the previous proposition are not empty. In-

deed, takinga = -1, b=1,d = —%, and yg = 1 we have the existence of a limit
cycle (see Figure [24)).

E+05

0.0

= NN
ZZZ N (NS

-1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 0

FIGURE 24. Phase portrait of PWHS with n = 4, a = —1,
b=1,d= —%, and yo = 1. The red trajectory is the limit cycle of

[©3).

Proposition 39. Let a,b,d, and yg be non-zero real numbers. If a,d < 0, b,yg > 0,
n =4k + 1 for some integer k = 0, and cot (gz;f)f)r) Yo < —% < 0, then the
PWHS

(a +ib)(z — d), when (z) >0,
(65)

—
IS
I +

Il

2T = m, when %(Z) < O,

has a unique stable limit cycle.

Proof. Consider 2z~ = m First, we shall prove that the solutions of z~ are
symmetric about the y—axis. Indeed, writing 2~ in its polar form we have
7 = 7 "sin(n+ 1)6,
66 :
(66) { 0 = r~""lcos(n+1)6,

where z + yoi = 7€' = r(cos() + isin(@)). It is easy to see that the orbits of this
system satisfy the following equation:

eC

(67) r= —.
| cos(n + 1)@|=+1

Since equation @ evaluated in m — 6 and 6 are the same, then the orbits of
are symmetric with respect to the straight line ¢ = 5. Therefore, we can conclude
the symmetry of the solutions of 2~ with respect to y—axis.
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Now, consider the solution 2z~ (¢) of (65 with initial condition z~(0) = —wg > 0.
By the symmetry of the solutions of (66)), we have that there exists tg > 0 such
that 2~ (t9) = wp. Moreover,

2 (t) = —(d — wo)e (cos(bt) + isin(bt)) + d

is a solution of 2t = (a + bi)(z — d) satisfying that 2% (0) = wo and 27 (%) =
d+ (d—wp)es .

Therefore, the Poincaré map around z = —wy is given by I1(2) = d 4 (d + 2)e s
and IT'(—wp) = ¢ < 1. Now, we must seek solutions for the equation II(—wg) =
M, thus

—1l+ew

we have only one limit cycle (see Remark , which is stable. (I

—wp. Since a # 0, then we have a unique solution, given by wgy =

Recall that the conditions given in the previous proposition are not empty. In-

deed, taking @ = —1,b=1,d = —1, and 3y = 1 we have the existence of a limit

2
cycle (see Figure [25)).

y

f
NI
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0 1 2

FIGURE 25. Phase portrait of PWHS with n = 1, a = —1,
b=1,d= —%, and yo = 1. The red trajectory is the limit cycle of

[63).

Proposition 40. Let a,b,d, and yy be non-zero real numbers. If a,b < 0, d,yo > 0,

n = 4k — 1 for some integer k > 1, and 0 < % < cot (L> Yo, then the
— e

2(n+1)
PWHS

(68)

{ 2t = (a+ib)(z — d), when I(z) >0,

2T = m, when $(z) <0,

has a unique stable limit cycle.

Proof. Consider z~ = m Writing 27 in its polar form we have
7 = r "sin(n+ 1)6,
(69) { 6 = rlcos(n+1)0,

where 2z +yoi = e = r(cos(#) +isin(6)). By the proof of Proposition we know
that the solutions of 2™ are symmetric about the y—axis.
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Now, consider the solution z~(t) of (68) with initial condition 27 (0) = wgy > 0.
By the symmetry of the solutions of (69), we have that there exists tg > 0 such

that 2~ (t9) = —wp. Moreover,
2T (t) = —(d + wo)e™(cos(bt) + isin(bt)) + d
is a solution of 2* = (a + bi)(z — d) satisfying that 2 (0) = —wp and 27 (=F) =

d+ (d+wy)e™ 7.
Consequently, the Poincaré map at z = wy is given by II(wg) = d+ (d+wp)e

_am
b

and IT'(wg) = e 5~ < 1. Now, we must seek solutions for the equation II(wg) = wy.

d(1 +e%

Since a # 0, then we have a unique solution, given by %, thus we have
_ e

only one limit cycle (see Remark , which is stable. (]

Emphasize that the conditions given in the previous proposition are not empty.
Indeed, taking a = —1, b= —1, d = 3, and yy = 1 we have the existence of a limit

10°
cycle (see Figure [26).

E+05 el

7 N
| L Y

FIGURE 26. Phase portrait of PWHS with n = 3, a = —1,
b= —1,d= -, and yo = 1. The red trajectory is the limit cycle

10°
of .

To end this section, we give an example of a limit cycle of PWHS using the
normal form H”;ﬁ, forn=2and v = 1.

Example 41. The PWHS

g
(70) L+ (z+ 1)
27 =i(z + 0.0381415), when (z) <0,

when (z) > 0,

has at least an unstable limit cycle. Indeed, writing z* in its polar form we have

o= 1r2(;+2cos(9)(?9)
+r<+2r cos ’

(71) 9 _ rsin(0)
14+7r2+2r cos(0)’

where z + £ = re' = r(cos(9) + isin(9)). It is easy to see that the orbits of system
. 1 1
(71) satisfy the equation r = Ln(g), where ¢; = arctan( ) + 1z, with

5
0—cq wo 0+(%)
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27(0) = wo. Thus, the solutions of system can be parametrized by
o .9
2 (0) = sin(0) cos(6) . (sm (9) N 1> '

9—01 9—01 g

Notice that if wy = == and wy = <>, then 27 (w;) ~ —0.100229 and z* (ws) ~

20 00’
—0.238348.
Now,
z1 (t) = —0.062087(cos(t) + isin(t)) — 0.0381415
and

z5 (t) = —0.200207(cos(t) + isin(t)) — 0.0381415

are the solutions of 2~ = i(z + 0.0381415) satisfying that z; (0) = —0.100229 and
z5 (0) = —0.238348, respectively. Thus, z{ (m) ~ 0.0239455 and z; (7) ~ 0.162065.
Therefore, A = w(wy)—wy > 0 and A = w(wy) —ws < 0. Then, by continuity there
exists wo € (w1, ws), such that w(Wy) = Wp.

Consequently, system has a periodic orbit. Even more, numerical approxi-
mations indicate that it is an unstable limit cycle(see Figure .

f
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FIGURE 27. Phase portrait of PWHS . The red trajectory is
the limit cycle of .

6. HomocLINIC ORBITS OF PWHS

This section is devoted to give some families of PWHS that have homoclinic
orbits. For that, notice that it is possible to form homoclinic orbits in PWHS

considering 2~ = (z — z9)" or 27 = ﬁ and 2t = biz. For this we use the

invariant rays of z~ and, depending on the case, we consider z; as a real singularity
or real equilibrium point of z7.

Proposition 42. Given n € N,,>1, b, and yo be non-zero real numbers with yy > 0
and b satisfies the table (73)). Then the PWHS

2T =ibz, when S(z) > 0,
(72)

Z yws when 3(z) <0,

P
(z+1iyo
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has at least one homoclinic orbit, where m = 0 if n is even and m = 1 otherwise.

(73)

Proof. Without loss of generality assume b > 0. Consider the invariant rays

and 27

[ n [0]

k-1 | +
4k —
4k -2 | +
4k +1 | —

nm
2(n+1)

S(ntD) associated with z7. Notice that these rays intersect ¥ at points = =

cot (m> Yo and x = cot ((27;:;3)17;) 10, Tespectively.

Now,

nm

27 (t) = cot (2(71-1—1)) Yo (cos(bt) + i sin(bt))

is a solution of 2= = biz satisfying that 27(0) = cot (2(%;1)) Yo and 27 (§) =
cot <("+2)”) yo. Thus, we get a homoclinic orbit of (see Figure. O

2(n+1)

);S?J; Qi
)

Jx///ﬁ/ W/ N \\\\\\\
// /)//// /‘/H\\\ ‘{{\

-15

F1cURE 28. Phase portrait of PWHS , withn =1,b=1, and
yo = 1. The red trajectory is a homoclinic orbit of .

Proposition 43. Given n € N,,~o, b, and yy be non-zero real numbers with yy > 0
and b satisfies the table (75)). Then the PWHS

w T

has at least one homoclinic

(75)

= ibz, when $(z) > 0,

i™(z + 1yo)"™, when I(z) <0,

orbit, where m = 0 if n is even and m = 1 otherwise.

[ n [0]

4k -1 | —
4k —
4k -2 | +
4k +1 | +
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Proof. Without loss of generality assume b > 0. Consider the invariant rays %
(n72)7r

and (= associated with z7. Notice that these rays intersect ¥ at points = =

cot ( n— 1)) Yo and x = cot (%) Yo, respectively.
Now,

27 (t) = cot (m) Yo (cos(bt) + isin(bt))

is a solution of 2~ = biz satisfying that z7(0) = cot ((" Q)W) yo and 27 (%) =

2(n—1)
cot (%) yo- Thus, we get a homoclinic orbit of (see Figure.

O

/(Q S \ \\M \N

/

00 05 10 15

FIGURE 29. Phase portrait of PWHS , withn =4, b = —1,
and yo = 1. The red trajectory is a homoclinic orbit of .
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