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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we study limit cycle bifurcations for a class of general near-Hamiltonian
systems near a heteroclinic loop with an elementary saddle and a nilpotent saddle. Firstly,
we consider the behaviors of the unperturbed system, providing the phase portraits of the
system and the necessary conditions for the appearance of a heteroclinic loop with an ele-
mentary saddle and a nilpotent saddle by using the relevant qualitative theory. Then, with
consideration of the expression of the first-order Melnikov function, we derive its expansion
near the heteroclinic loop by employing some techniques and properties of Abelian integral.
Finally, we investigate the coefficients of the expansion, and show that there can exist at

least 4["] + 1 limit cycles under disturbance.

I. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

It is well-known that the second part of Hilbert’s 16th problem, which is to investigate the
maximal number of limit cycles that a planar polynomial differential system can have, still
remains open (see [1]). In 1977, Arnold proposed the so-called weakened Hilbert’s 16th
problem, which is to study the maximal number of simple zeros of the Abelian integral
(see [2]). Recently, extensive studies on piecewise dynamical systems have caught attention
of researchers (see [3-6]). This class of systems plays an important role and has lots of

applications in many fields including biology [7-9], engineering [10, 11|, neural network [12—-



14], control theory [15-17].

Piecewise dynamical systems exhibit more complex dynamical behavior than the smooth
cases, and there are still a large number of unsolved problems that is yet unexplored. To
the best of our knowledge, enormous results focus on the maximal number of limit cycles
appearing in piecewise differential systems under the condition that the plane is divided into
two parts by one switching manifold with small perturbations so far, see, e.g. [18-23]. Until
now, there exist some distinguished results, which are concerned on estimates of the number
of limit cycles near a heteroclinic orbit. In 2018, the number of limit cycles was derived
for piecewise differential systems having a generalized heteroclinic loop with an elementary
saddle and a nilpotent saddle or with an elementary saddle and a cusp [24]. In 2021, it was
proved that there are at least 3n — 1 limit cycles emerging from a generalized heteroclinic
loop with a cusp and a nilpotent saddle in a piecewise cubic polynomial system [25]. Now

we consider the following class of piecewise smooth systems:

r=y,
x <0,
y=a(z—">b),
; (1)
r=y,
< x>0,
y = c(x —d)*,
\
1
where a > 0,6 <0,¢>0,d>0,r>1,5>1and a(=b) 1 = c(—=d)**t. In
r+1 s+ 1

particular, when s = 1, r odd (even) and r > 2, system (1) will be the considered system in
[24]. When r = 2 and s = 3, system (1) will be the considered system in [25].

In this paper, by using the first order Melnikov function, we investigate the number of
limit cycles bifurcating from a generalized heteroclinic loop with an elementary saddle and a

nilpotent saddle of a switching differential system described by

<$ . z <0,
y:(l(flf—b)g,
) (2)
T=Y,
x>0,
y:C(ZE—d),




where

1 1
a>0,b<0, ¢c>0,d>0, Zab4:§cd2. (3)

Then we perturb system (2) with piecewise polynomials of degree n > 1. It follows that

(

T=y+ep (z,y), _0
x )

y=alz—0b7+eq (z,y),
? (4)

T=y+ept(x,y),
(z,y) 230,

|y =clr—d)+ eqt(z,y),

n n
where p*(z,y) = a;';m’yj and ¢*(z,y) = > b;';xzyj are polynomials of degree n, ¢ > 0
i+5=0 i+7=0
is a small parameter, agg and bj-? are arbitrary coefficients.

Employing Melnikov function method, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Assume that (3) holds. For system (/), the mazimal number of limit cycles

near the generalized heteroclinic loop L, which is equal to the maximal number of simple zeros

1 1
of I(h) for h near Zab‘l, is 4[n i

| +1 and it can reach the bound.

—1
According to Theorem 4 in [24], if it takes m = 3, we can get n+2[nT] +1 limit cycles for

(272

4

n—1 2n—4 . . 9 n .
5 -1 1 ]hm1tcyclesfor2§n§4andn+[2n]—zl+2—;[5—(21+1)]

limit cycles for n > 4 near L in system (4). As a comparison, we get more limit cycles when

n<2,n+2|

n < 4 or n > 15 by simple verification. Then, compared to the result in [25|, where the
maximal number of limit cycles near a heteroclinic loop is 3n — 1 for taking r =2 and s = 3
in system (1), we have more limit cycles when n = 1,3 and same number of limit cycles when
n = 2, which means we can get more limit cycles near a heteroclinic loop in a simpler system
by applying some low-order polynomial perturbations. The proof of Theorem 1 is given in

section III.
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Figure 1. Phase portrait of system (2).

II. HETEROCLINIC BIFURCATIONS OF SYSTEM (4)

It can be shown that the corresponding Hamiltonian functions for system (2) are given by

H™(z,y) = 3y — taz* + abz® — 3ab®z* 4+ ab’z, x <0,

H(x,y) = ()

HF(z,y) = 1y* — Lea® + cdw, > 0.

System (2) has a generalized elementary center at (0,0) (the definition about ‘elementary

center’ can be found in [26]). There is a family of periodic orbits from (5) given by
L,=1L, UL}

L ®

= {(:B,y)lH_(x,y) =hx< O}U{(l’,y)|H+(ZE,y) =h,x> 0}7 h e (O7Zab )7

which intersect the y-axis at A;(h) = (0,v2h) and Ag(h) = (0,—v2h). As h — 0, L

1
approaches to (0,0). As h — Zab‘l, L, approaches to a heteroclinic loop L with a saddle
point (d,0) and a nilpotent saddle point (b,0) (see Fig. 1). By Theorem 1.1 of [27], the

generalized first order Melnikov function of system (4) can be written as

1
I(h) =1 (h)+1I%(h), he0, Zab4), (7)
where . .
I*(h) :/ Z bfjxiyjdx— Z afjxiyjdy. (8)

" itj=0 i+j=0
Lh



A. The Algebraic Structure of I(h)

At the beginning of this section, we introduce some integrals for convenience, which are

given by
— (et _op)i
) 1
C(h) = / t'(2h +t* — §ab4)’f+%dt,
($)Tb
) (9)
c2d
Cii(h) = /‘ (20 + ¢* — cd®)F 24,
(cd?—2h)3
where h € (0, iab“), andi = 0,1,---. Then, we obtain the following lemma.
1 . .
Lemma 2. For h € (0, Zab‘*), we have the following expansions:
(
i(1)(2h)F + B;(1)(2h — 3ab")Cip(h), k=1,
j—1
C(hy =  oulk)2h)H + VR 2 aull = 3) TL Ao = D21 = Jabty (20~
k
+ 11 () (2h — 3ab")* Cig(h), &k > 2,
\ J=1
and
( 3
(1) (2h)2 + 6;(1)(2h — cd2)C’:6(h) k=1,
k—1 4
Cii(h) = WA + VIR Y ik = j) H 0i(k — 1)(2h — ed?)i (2h)F~7
]:
k
+ I 6:(7)(2h — cd®)*C(h), k=2,
\ Jj=1
where i =10,1,--- and
-1 Q. i+l 4(k+ 1)
7 k = a szJrla 7 9
(k) i+1+4@+§%2> pilk) = z+1+4@+§)k€N+ (10)
]_ 1 . k a '
(k) = g - 2

i+1+2(k+3) i+1+2(k+1)



Proof. Firstly, we have

; 1 1 1 2h — 1apt L )
tZ 2h t4 - = b4 k+§dt — / 2 1 k+§d tl+1+4(k+§)
/ (2h+ 22 i+ 1Ak + D) (——— + 1724 )

1
i+ 1+4(k+ D)
4(2h — Lab*)(k + 1)
i+ 1+4(k+ 3)
] 1 1 2h—0d2 1 . 1
tH(2h + t? — ed®)*T2dt = / 1)k+3 g(pit1i+2(k+3)
/( + ed’) i+1+2(k+3) ( 12 + 1) ?)
1 4
= 2k + 7 — cd?)M2
i+1+2(k+3) ( )
2(2h — cd?)(k + 1)
i+1+2(k+1)

- 1
tz+1(2h + t4 . 5abél)k;_|_l

: 1
/tl(zh +tt — éab4)k+%—1dt,

/ti(zh 12— ed?)Fra L,
Then, we get
Cin(h) = aq(k)(2R)*+2 + Bi(k)(2h — —ab4>cm (),
Ciin(h) = 7i(k)(2h)5*2 + 8(k) (2h — cd®) O (h),
So Lemma 2 holds for all £ € NT by induction. O

Lemma 3. Assume that (5) and (6) hold, then I=(h) will have the following forms:

(
2a
+ 0,2k k+1
Z Az?kIsz +22k+1(2h)

i+2k=0 k
(

‘ Z Ao i (h) — 57 + 1 (2h)"3,
i+ 2k=0 k=0

h € (0, ~ab"), (11)

where

H=bt i1y
A bm+1 ]+1ai+l,j’

+ _ i, j+1
IE(h) = / vyl dr. (13)
Ly

Here Ao, 1 +2k=0,1and ---, n—1, aar’%, k=0,1,--- [§] are independent with each

(12)

other.

Proof. The first-order Melnikov function I(h) has the following expansion:

= Z b;’;/x v de — Z f al]x i dy + Z / amx ldy. (14)

i45=0 i4j=0 i+j=0_—"_
L+ L+UAOA1 A()A1



Hence, by using Green formulas, one obtains that

n—1 i1 (5] 2%5-% .
+(p) — + + i g+l : ki
I7(h) = ig:o(bi,jﬂ + mam,j) /x y'rdr+ =2k + 1 (2h)7=.

When j is odd, let j =2k + 1,k > 0, one has

/$iyj+ldx = /xiy2k+2dﬂc = /x"(Qh + ca? — cdr)"dr = 0.

+ + +
Ly Ly, Ly

(15)

Summarizing the above discussions, it gives the form of I*(h) in (11). Similarily, we can get

the expression of I~ (h).

Now, we can denote I*(h) as

where

Z Az 2k:Iz:t2k

i+2k=0
Then, we have the following results.

Lemma 4. For system (/), Ii(h) have the following expansions:

N
= Z B(i%]atzk + Z B i 5, n =2,
k=0
[25] [nTQ] [25°3] [254]
= Z By ol or(h) + Z By o d1a(h) + Z By o5 0 (h) + Z By o1, ( (2h)*
k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0

where
By = Agop + LA li +2k <n—1, i > 1, k> 0),

Biy, = LA li+2k<n—1,i>1, k>0),
Bryy = ATy + LAy li+2k<n—1,i>3, k>0),
Byop = Ao + LA li + 2k <n—1,i>3, k>0),
Byop = Ay + L(A i +2k <n—1, >3, k>0),
Brop =LA li+2k<n—1,i>3, k>0)

and L(e) denotes a linear combination.

]

+3 n >4,

Y

(18)



Proof. Firstly, differentialing both sides of H(z,y) = h, we have

cxdr — cddx — ydy = 0.

Multiplying both sides by z'~1y***! and integrating along L, one has

CTl) = oIy ()~ [y = (20)

Ly
Then, we have
- 22y
. 1 — i— 71—
/l,z L2 gy = 7{ AT / F 2y — ek
2k + 3 1—1

L L UAgA; AoA; I (h),

- m 1—2,2k+2
Then, with (9) and (20), it implies that
By
2k 43 ¢ 1B
o) =l (0) = & [ 42y = dif ()

ApA1

Iij,sz(h) = dlitl,Qk(h)

2 1
2k + 3¢

(2h)k+%, (21)

where 7 > 2, k£ > 0.
Further, we can prove the form of I,/ (h) in (18) by using mathematical induction. Firstly,

let n = 2, one has that
[;(h) = Aatojcio(h) + Aiofffo(h)

) (22)

which means (18) holds for n = 2. Next, assuming the conclusion holds for n, n > 2, it is

easy to find that

I;r—ﬁ—l(h): Z A:lezrzk(h)

i+2k=0

(3] (23] n

= Z A(J)rzklgtzk(h) + Z Ai%l;j%(h) + Z Ai%];;k(h).
k=0 k=0

i+2k=0,i>2



From (21), it implies that

Z Az 2ka+2k(h)

1+2k=0,i>2

1—1 1
= Z Asz(d[z 12k(h) - 2k+3517;t2,2k+2(h))

1+2k=0,i>2

n—1
1+1 1
- Z dA;ZrL%Iszk(h) - Z 2k+1cAz+2 2k—2l;,r2k(h)
i+2k=0,i>1 i+2k=0,k>1

= Z Bi—t—2k]1—~:2k<h)
i+2k=0
where
By, = LAy li + 2k <n,i > 2,k > 0).
Consequently, we get that

(3]

2
];_Jrl(h) = ZA(J{%]J% Z A1 2k d]oJrzkz h) — 2% L3 T 3¢ C Z Az QkIer%
k=0 i+2k=0

Hence, the expression of ;7 (h) in (18) is proved by mathematical induction.

In a similar way, differentialing both sides of H~(x,y) = h, we obtain that

ydy — ax’dx + 3abxr*dx — 3ab*xdx + ab*dr = 0.

Then, we get the following equation by multiplying both sides of it by x'~3y?**! and inte-
grating it along L, ,
a/xikaJrldx_Bab/xi1y2k+1dx+3ab2/ 2y g
h
Ly Ly
h h (23)
_ab3/xi—3y2k+ldx _ /xi—3y2k+2dy —o.
Ly Ly
As a result, we have that
_ _ _ _ 1—3 1 __ .
Liop(h) = 3bI7 g (h) = BV° I 4 5 (h) + U° I 5 5. (h) — mgh%zm(h)’ 124, o
_ _ _ 2 1 3
I35 (h) — 3b2[1,2k(h) + b3]0,2k(h) T ok 35(2h)k+2~

Finally, we can also obtain the expression of I (h) in (18). So it ends the proof. O
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Considering with Lemmas 2-4, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5. Taking into account with (5) and (6), for h € (0, 1ab*), one has that
I (h) in (8) has the following form that

[nfl]

ZDO% (2h — cd®)*C(h) +ZD1% My o>, (25)
where C3(h) appeared in (9), and Dy, Ddy, - - Bg’z[n 3 D}y, DY, -+ , D12z are indepen-

dent with each other.

I=(h) in (8) has the following expression that

[23"] (23]
1
I~ Z Dy g, (2h — 5ab‘*)’fqo(h) + D Dipy(2h = Sab")*Cii (k)
= k=0
[” =5 3]
1
+ Z D, 5 (2h — ab4) Cin(h) + Ds_,zk(zh>k+5, n 23,
k=0 k=0

where Ci(h) are shown in (9) and Dy, Doy, - -+, D, 0.2(251) Dyy, Dygs -+, D, (s Dy,

Dy, ,D2’2[n;3], D3y, Dy, - - - ,Dg,Q[%] can be seen as free parameters. Here

Dy = 2¢7 2 Afy + L(Alyli + 2k <n— 1, > 1,k > 0),

-1
D(—{% = 20_%Hﬁo(j)A$2k+L(A:2k|i+2k <n-—112> 17k > 0)7 k= L2, 7[n 2 ]7
j=1
+ 2a3’2 + n
0= 5 LA g li+2k <n—1,i> 1k >0), l{::0,2,---,[§].
Proof. For n > 1, from Lemma 3 and 4, it follows that
51 9qt
I"(h) =L, (h) + GO
2k+1
k=0
o g,
= Z By ar ook (h) + Z B2, (2h)" + £ 2k + 1(%)
which denotes as
[254] (3]
IH(h) = Biolion(h) + > By (20)2, n > 1, (26)

k=0 k=0
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where .
A 2a02k n—3
Bf:% 2]{3—}—1 +L(Bi~_2k|k_071’ 7[ 9 ])

Noticing that L; is divided into two parts by z-axis which can be written as

1 d? — 2h
y = (2h+c(x —d)* — cd®)2, x Od—\/ ),

1 — 2h
y=—02h+c(r—d)?—cd)?, z€(0,d—
we have
/cd2 2h
Iy, (h) = /xiy%“dx =2 / (2h + ez — d)? — ed®) 2 da.
Ly 0
Let t = —c2 (x — d) and then one has that
c%d
L) = 2 / (d—te3)i(2h — od® + £2)F+hdt. (27)
Ved>—2h
Based on (26) and (27), it follows that
3] %] 2d
~ 1 1 1
It(h) =) By (2h)2 + Z 2¢72 By, / (2h — cd® 4 22 at
k=0 k=0 N —
3] c2d
=Y B+ Z Bf o / (2h — cd?® + 1*)*+ 3 dt,
h=0 Ved?—2h

where
Baf% = QC*%AJ’% + L(Aifzk]z' +2k<n—1,i>1k>0),

. 2a+
BI% — Qk(fk1 + L(A;f%\z’ +2k<n—1,i>1,k>0).

Hence, from Lemma 2, for n > 5, we derive that

3]
I (h) = >~ Bio(20)72 + BHOG () + Biy(po(1)(2h)7 + po(1)(2h — ed®) Cii (h)

N3

o
»—AD

k—1 j—1
+ Z By 0o(k)(2R) 2 + V20 Y ag(k — ) [ Bolk — 1)(2h — cd?) (2h)~
j=1 1=0

+ H Bo(§)(2h — cd®)*C3i (R)).
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which means (25) holds. Denote matrix

J4 69(l)abal)aéa"' 1902[” 1]7l)fb>l)12a"' 7l)fé[gb) ¢411 0
3(1436,143&, ) 71402[l§i}7a867a357'"' 7a02[g]) Ao Ags
where A1, As1, Ao are [25] x [2H], [252] x [2H], [222] x [2£2] matrices respectively and

A = 2¢ 2 diag(1, Bo(1), [ [ o). » [ Bo(i))

Ay = 2diag(1,

Therefore, we have

n n—1
o252 3t (5] 1 =] &
|J4’ |¢411H¢422’——2 Cc 2t 2

We can easily know the coefficients in (25) are free parameters. Now, we prove (ii)

Analogously, for n > 7, one has that

(254 (254]
Z Boardoae(h) + Y Biodia(h)
k=0
["73} [254] [%] 2=
S 43 0,2k 1
+ Z BQ,2k12,2k + Z By o, (2h)"2 2% + 1(2h)k+2-
k=0 k=0

Then, we have

QI3

h h (232
“(h) =) Booploae(h) + > BiopIige(h) + Y Byolyy(h) + ) Byoy(20)F2
k=0 k=0 k=0
where

. 2ay o, n—4
B32k:2k%1+L( 32k|k*0a1’ ,[ 9 ])

Then, letting ¢ = —(=)4(x — b), one has that

VS

0
. ‘ 1 . 1
Liop(h) = /l”ly%ﬂdx =2 / x'(2h + Ea(:v —b)* — —ab*)Ftady

2
L abt—4hn 411
h bJr(i)

—
ISR
S~—
e
\ (S
—~~
S
|
—
ISR
SN—
e

. 1
£ (2h + t* — 5ab“)’“*%dt.
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Hence,(28) can be rewritten as

25Y) ~(g o
2.,
=Y 2B [ et ahar
= .
(8)Th
[252] (2521
2 1 2 1 1
+3 0 B [ -Gt - Jat)
k=0 .
(3)Th
25 ~( 2 ) 2]
E3 20 B [ (b= YRR - et Y By o)
k=0 L k=0
(3)Th
(A1) —(#—Qh)%{
~ - 1
=S B, (2h + t* — Zab*)* 24t
k=0 L
($)Th
[n=2) *(%*Qh)%
2 L 9 N .
+ Y By, / (b= (S)it)(2h+ ' = Sab")* =t
k=0 1
(34
eI ek
. 2.,
BT (2N 4)2 4 AN\k+5
+ > By (b= C)it)*(2h +t' — —ab")**2dt
k=0 .
(3)Th
3]
+Y By, (20)F,
k=0
(29)
where
- 2
By, = 2(5)iA(;2k + L(Apyli+2k <n—1,i> 1,k > 0),
. 2.,
By = —2(5)5/11% + L(Ayli+2k <n—1,i>2,k >0),
. 2
By, = 2(5)%14{;% + L(Aryli+2k <n—1,0 >3,k >0),
A 20 o, _ . .
By = w1 L(Ajli+2k<n—1,i>3,k=>0).
From Lemma 2, we derive the conclusion in (ii). This finishes the proof. O

Next, from Lemma 5, we have the following proposition.
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Proposition 6. Assume that (4) and (6) hold. Then, for n > 1, 1(h) has the following

1
expression when h € (0, =p),

2

(3] (25

I(h) = Agar(2h)2 + 3 Ay (20 — p)FCif(R)

k=0 k=0
(23] (252

+ Y Asok(2h = p)FCio(h) + Y Asak(2h — p)*Cy ()
k=0 k=0
[252]

+ Z Agor(2h — p)*Ci (),
k=0

1
wh’erep = Za’b47 AO,Qk(k = 07 T [%])7 Al,2k(l = 17 27 k= 07 T [%])7 A3,2k(k = 07 T [%])7
Agoe(k=0,---,[252]) can be seen as free parameters.

This then implies the following corollary:

Corollary 7. Suppose that (/) and (6) hold. Then, I(h) has the following expression for

1
h e (0,-),
( p)

A00(2h>% + A02(2h)% + AwC’:{)(h) -+ AQOCZ'B (h) -+ AgoC;l (h), n = 2,

where the coefficients are independent with each other.

B. The Asymptotic Expansion of I(h) near L

Firstly, we denote

u=2h—p, (30)
and introduce the following lemma.

Lemma 8. For 0 < —u < 1, C;{(h) can be expressed as

Cib(h) = noulnful + )~ noxu,mo < 0. (31)

k>0

where Mg, Mok, k > 0 are all real constants.
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Proof. We have the expression of I;"(h) with (30) that

1 1 1
c2d c2d c2d
cim = [ e —adia= [fareia= [ i (@)
(cd272h)% \u\% \u|%

Based on t € [(2)1b, —|u|], we have ut™* € [~1,u(2)"'b~*] C [~1,0). Hence, C;(h) can be

written as

1 l |

eld c2d c2d

CH(h) = /ti+1(ut—2 + 1)% /t”lZd uk2k — deuk / 2k gy

1 k>0 k>0 )

ul 2 ful %

1 c2d
— d U z 2k+2
=D _di okt [
£>0

where dy, k > 0 satisfy (1+2)2 = 3 dya®, = € [—1,1]. By calculating, it is not hard to get

k>0
doml gL g VTR 33
0o— 4 1 — 57 k — (2]{;)” ) = 4. ( )

Then, it follows that

1
Ch(h) = Z dkukz_ t* Zk‘l 3 +d1u1nt|62d

k>0,k#1
d —1)*d 1 1
= > gttt S Ul dun(cha) — Sl
E>0,k#1 k>0,k#1

Immediately, we obtain the expression in (31) by denoting
d
—’“kcl—kcﬁ—?’f, k>0, k#1

o = _§d1:

Mok =

where

0o < 0.

This ends the proof. O

Lemma 9. For 0 < —u < 1, we have

Cy(h) = 00|u|% + Za%uk, Ci(h) = oyuln |u| + Zalkuk, Ch(h) = 02|u|% + Za%uk,

k>0 k>0 k>0

(35)



where

UO<O7 01<0, 0-2>0

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 8, one has that

~(e —2m gk i
Calh) = / F(2h+t - 2ab4)%d N / t(u+t')2dt = / 2 (ut= + 1) 2 dt.
()40 (&) (24

Since t € [(2)7b, —|u|7], we have ut™* € [~1,u(2)"'b~4] C [~1,0). Similarily, we get

1
—lul®

Cio(h) = / ¢t Z dut=**dt

k>0

1
—[ul*

= Z dyu / fi2—ak gy
k>0

(2)1b

E_1 ;
1c2>0 det” 73y (G)Zb

Z dku t4 4k k
\ E>0,k#1 (§)%b

( 1)k+1q 43 it3-dk . o )
kZ>0 z-l—)3 4kk’ - Z 13— 4k(%) Tyt 4kuk, 1=20,2

(SIS

i=0,2,

|“| ‘u|71

%+duln t| i=1

k .
3 41)4:k| - 4E;Zk(%)17kb4f4kuk’ + idluln lu| — dmln((%)ib)7 i=1,
(£>0,k#1 k>0,k#1
where p
k Q. i+3—4k . o .
S pit3—4k 09 k>
T =32 ;o 1=0.2 k20,
di a1 gy g
= — b k> k+#1
7= 1) k20 kAL
_ (=1)**d, a\ i
= 3 o~ hi(g)n
k>0,k#1
— 1)k
03 = (.?2—42, =0,2,
k>0 Lo -
1
o1 = Z_Ldl’
with

00<0, 01<0, o092>0.
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Then, it follows that

Proposition 10. Assume that (5) and (6) hold, for n > 1, I(h) near L have the following
ETPTeSSION:
[24]
3 1 3 . .
[(h) :010+030|u\1+2(cm ln|u]—|—ch~+62¢|u]1+03Z-|u]1)]u\’+ Z C1i|u‘l, 0< —u <K 1,
=1 >["5 41
the coefficients coj, i = 1,2, - - ,[”TH], c1i,1 = 0,1, -- ,[”T“], Coint = 1,2, -- ,[%], C3i,1 =

0,1,---, ["T_l] can be taken as free parameters. Here

n+1 ) n+1
D+ Lleli =01, [F2=))

-1 —1 1
DD Ll = 1,2, (P> (2

Proof. From Proposition 6, Lemma 8 and Lemma 3.6 in [25], forn > 1, 0 < —u < 1, we

C; :L(COZ’Z = 1,2, cee ,[

+L(CQZ|Z:1,2, ,[

]+ 1.

have

ZCZU + Z Ay gku nouln |u| + ZUOW

i>0 k>0
+ Z Ay Qku 00|U|4 + ZUOkU
k>0
+ Z A42ku 0'2|U|4 + ZUQkU
k>0
Then, one has
[244]
I(h) = }:cMMInmL%z)mWI+§:cﬂMﬁ’+§:cﬂmﬁ’
>0

which is the expression in Proposition10. The coefficients are

coi =(—1)'moAiai-1) + (—1)'014320-1),7 = 1,2, -, [n ;— 1],
cm:q+LQh%%:0,~Jn_1D+LQh%W:O,~Jn;1D
LAk =0, ) 4 LAk =0, )i =01,
C2; :(—1)1'7102144,2(1—1),1' =1,--, [n ; 1]7
n—1

csi =(—1)'00Ag0i,1 = 0,1, |
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From Lemma 8 and proposition 6, We can define a matrix B

. Doy 1 Co b}y Cl0, 1€y}, Cat, Gy [n1], Caty o 4 Cy 1)
O(Arg,++ Apgpazt), o, Cpusay, Ao, o Agguzay, Agg, -, Ay ppuc))
Bu 0 0 0
. BQI BQQ BZS '824
1o 0 By 0
0 0 0 Bu

where
Bll = nOdiag(_L 17 ) (_1)[T])7
822 - dlag(L 17 T 1)7

833 = Ugdiag(l, —1, s (—1)[%73})’
234

B44 = UOdiag(17 _17 ) (_1)[ 2

Hence, we have

4 [n+1} [n—l] [n—l] [nTH] [ng?)] [nT_l] [n+1] [n—l] [n—l] nT_l]
|B| :H Bii| =m9 * ‘09 * 0y (=1)* (=1)° H (=1)'=—m* 0¢° 03 ° H (=1)".
i=1 i=1 =0 i=0 i=1
By Lemma 8 and 9, we derive
Bl £ 0.
Therefore, the coefficients referred in Proposition 10 are independent of each other. O]

III. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

In this section, we will give the proof of Theorem 1.

Proof. From Proposition 10, it is proved that the coefficients cy;,i = 1,2, -, ["T“], Cli, 1 =
0,1,---, [”TH], Coiyt = 1,2,++-, [”T_l], c3i, 0 =0,1,--+, [”T_l] are all free parameters. Let
‘ n+1
0<cgim1 K e K0y K —Cg L gt =1,2,--- 9 ],

0<cp<Kes, 0< C3 [ni1) < 1.

such that the sigh of I(h) in Proposition 10 has been changed 4[7‘7“] +1,n > 1 times as

—u > 0 sufficiently small. It implies that /(h) can have 4[”7“] + 1,n > 1 simple zeros near
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L. When
o =0,i=1,2,- ,[”;rl],
ci=0,i=0,1,-- ,[”"2”],
Coi = 0,i=1,2,-- ,[”;1],
e =0,i=0,1,-- ,[”;1],

by Proposition 10, we have
1
I(h)=0,h € (0, Zab‘*).

n—+1

Therefore, it implies that the maximal number of simple zeros of I(h) is 4] J+1,n>1

1
as —u >0, ie h< Zab4’ is sufficiently small. O
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