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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[n+1
2

] + 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–
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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:ẋ = y,

ẏ = a(x− b)r,
x < 0,

ẋ = y,

ẏ = c(x− d)s,
x ≥ 0,

(1)

where a > 0, b < 0, c > 0, d > 0, r ≥ 1, s ≥ 1 and
1

r + 1
a(−b)r+1 =

1

s+ 1
c(−d)s+1. In

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ẋ = y,

ẏ = a(x− b)3,
x < 0,

ẋ = y,

ẏ = c(x− d),
x ≥ 0,

(2)
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where

a > 0, b < 0, c > 0, d > 0,
1

4
ab4 =

1

2
cd2. (3)

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

ẋ = y + εp−(x, y),

ẏ = a(x− b)3 + εq−(x, y),
x < 0,

ẋ = y + εp+(x, y),

ẏ = c(x− d) + εq+(x, y),
x ≥ 0,

(4)

where p±(x, y) =
n∑

i+j=0

a±ijx
iyj and q±(x, y) =

n∑
i+j=0

b±ijx
iyj are polynomials of degree n, ε > 0

is a small parameter, a±ij and b
±
ij are arbitrary coefficients.

Employing Melnikov function method, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Assume that (3) holds. For system (4), the maximal number of limit cycles

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

of I(h) for h near
1

4
ab4, is 4[

n+ 1

2
] + 1 and it can reach the bound.

According to Theorem 4 in [24], if it takesm = 3, we can get n+2[
n− 1

2
]+1 limit cycles for

n < 2, n+2[
n− 1

2
]−[

2n− 4

4
] limit cycles for 2 ≤ n ≤ 4 and n+[2n]− 9

4
+2−

[n−2
4

]∑
i=0

[
n

2
−(2i+1)]

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

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.



4

A1

Lh+

A0

Lh-

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(x, y) =

H
−(x, y) = 1

2
y2 − 1

4
ax4 + abx3 − 3

2
ab2x2 + ab3x, x < 0,

H+(x, y) = 1
2
y2 − 1

2
cx2 + cdx, x ≥ 0.

(5)

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

Lh = L−h ∪ L
+
h

= {(x, y) |H−(x, y) = h, x < 0} ∪ {(x, y) |H+(x, y) = h, x ≥ 0}, h ∈ (0,
1

4
ab4),

(6)

which intersect the y-axis at A1(h) = (0,
√

2h) and A0(h) = (0,−
√

2h). As h → 0, Lh

approaches to (0, 0). As h → 1

4
ab4, Lh 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

I(h) = I−(h) + I+(h), h ∈ (0,
1

4
ab4), (7)

where

I±(h) =

∫
L±
h

n∑
i+j=0

b±ijx
iyjdx−

n∑
i+j=0

a±ijx
iyjdy. (8)
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A. The Algebraic Structure of I(h)

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

given by

C−ik(h) =

−(ab
4

2
−2h)

1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

ti(2h+ t4 − 1

2
ab4)k+

1
2dt,

C+
ik(h) =

c
1
2 d∫

(cd2−2h)
1
2

ti(2h+ t2 − cd2)k+
1
2dt,

(9)

where h ∈ (0, 1
4
ab4), andi = 0, 1, · · · . Then, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 2. For h ∈ (0,
1

4
ab4), we have the following expansions:

C−ik(h) =



αi(1)(2h)
3
2 + βi(1)(2h− 1

2
ab4)C−i0(h), k = 1,

αi(k)(2h)k+
1
2 +
√

2h
k−1∑
j=1

αi(k − j)
j−1∏
l=0

βi(k − l)(2h− 1
2
ab4)j(2h)k−j

+
k∏
j=1

βi(j)(2h− 1
2
ab4)kC−i0(h), k ≥ 2,

and

C+
ik(h) =



γi(1)(2h)
3
2 + δi(1)(2h− cd2)C+

i0(h), k = 1,

γi(k)(2h)k+
1
2 +
√

2h
k−1∑
j=1

γi(k − j)
j−1∏
l=0

δi(k − l)(2h− cd2)j(2h)k−j

+
k∏
j=1

δi(j)(2h− cd2)kC+
i0(h), k ≥ 2,

where i = 0, 1, · · · and

αi(k) =
−1

i+ 1 + 4(k + 1
2
)
(
a

2
)
i+1
4 bi+1, βi(k) =

4(k + 1
2
)

i+ 1 + 4(k + 1
2
)
,

γi(k) =
1

i+ 1 + 2(k + 1
2
)
c

i+1
2 di+1, δi(k) =

2(k + 1
2
)

i+ 1 + 2(k + 1
2
)
,

k ∈ N+. (10)
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Proof. Firstly, we have∫
ti(2h+ t4 − 1

2
ab4)k+

1
2dt =

1

i+ 1 + 4(k + 1
2
)

∫
(
2h− 1

2
ab4

t4
+ 1)k+

1
2d(ti+1+4(k+ 1

2
))

=
1

i+ 1 + 4(k + 1
2
)
ti+1(2h+ t4 − 1

2
ab4)k+

1
2

+
4(2h− 1

2
ab4)(k + 1

2
)

i+ 1 + 4(k + 1
2
)

∫
ti(2h+ t4 − 1

2
ab4)k+

1
2
−1dt,∫

ti(2h+ t2 − cd2)k+
1
2dt =

1

i+ 1 + 2(k + 1
2
)

∫
(
2h− cd2

t2
+ 1)k+

1
2d(ti+1+2(k+ 1

2
))

=
1

i+ 1 + 2(k + 1
2
)
ti+1(2h+ t2 − cd2)k+

1
2

+
2(2h− cd2)(k + 1

2
)

i+ 1 + 2(k + 1
2
)

∫
ti(2h+ t2 − cd2)k+

1
2
−1dt.

Then, we get

C−ik(h) = αi(k)(2h)k+
1
2 + βi(k)(2h− 1

2
ab4)C−i,k−1(h),

C+
ik(h) = γi(k)(2h)k+

1
2 + δi(k)(2h− cd2)C+

i,k−1(h),

So Lemma 2 holds for all k ∈ N+ by induction.

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

I+(h) =
n−1∑

i+2k=0

A+
i,2kI

+
i,2k(h) +

[n
2
]∑

k=0

2a+0,2k
2k + 1

(2h)k+
1
2 ,

I−(h) =
n−1∑

i+2k=0

A−i,2kI
−
i,2k(h)−

[n
2
]∑

k=0

2a−0,2k
2k + 1

(2h)k+
1
2 ,

h ∈ (0,
1

4
ab4), (11)

where

A+
i,j = b+i,j+1 +

i+ 1

j + 1
a+i+1,j, (12)

I±i,j(h) =

∫
L±
h

xiyj+1dx. (13)

Here Ai,2k, i + 2k = 0, 1 and · · · , n − 1, a+0,2k, k = 0, 1, · · · [n
2
] are independent with each

other.

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

I+(h) =
n∑

i+j=0

b+ij

∫
L+
h

xiyjdx−
n∑

i+j=0

∮
L+
h ∪
−−−→
A0A1

a+ijx
iyjdy +

n∑
i+j=0

∫
−−−→
A0A1

a+ijx
iyjdy. (14)
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Hence, by using Green formulas, one obtains that

I+(h) =
n−1∑
i+j=0

(b+i,j+1 +
i+ 1

j + 1
a+i+1,j)

∫
L+
h

xiyj+1dx+

[n
2
]∑

k=0

2a+0,2k
2k + 1

(2h)k+
1
2 . (15)

When j is odd, let j = 2k + 1, k ≥ 0, one has∫
L+
h

xiyj+1dx =

∫
L+
h

xiy2k+2dx =

∫
L+
h

xi(2h+ cx2 − cdx)k+1dx ≡ 0.

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

I±(h) = I±n (h) +

[n
2
]∑

k=0

2a+0,2k
2k + 1

(2h)k+
1
2 , h ∈ (0,

1

4
ab4), (16)

where

I±n (h) =
n−1∑

i+2k=0

A±i,2kI
±
i,2k(h). (17)

Then, we have the following results.

Lemma 4. For system (4), I±n (h) have the following expansions:

I+n (h) =

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

B+
0,2kI

+
0,2k(h) +

[n−2
2

]∑
k=0

B+
1,2k(2h)k+

3
2 , n ≥ 2,

I−n (h) =

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

B+
0,2kI

−
0,2k(h) +

[n−2
2

]∑
k=0

B−1,2kI
−
1,2k(h) +

[n−3
2

]∑
k=0

B−1,2kI
−
2,2k(h) +

[n−4
2

]∑
k=0

B−3,2k(2h)k+
3
2 , n ≥ 4,

(18)

where
B+

0,2k = A+
0,2k + L(A+

i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 1, k ≥ 0),

B+
1,2k = L(A+

i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 1, k ≥ 0),

B−1,2k = A−1,2k + L(A−i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 3, k ≥ 0),

B−2,2k = A−2,2k + L(A−i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 3, k ≥ 0),

B−3,2k = A−3,2k + L(A−i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 3, k ≥ 0),

B−4,2k = L(A−i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 3, k ≥ 0)

(19)

and L(•) denotes a linear combination.
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Proof. Firstly, differentialing both sides of H+(x, y) = h, we have

cxdx− cddx− ydy = 0.

Multiplying both sides by xi−1y2k+1 and integrating along L+
h , one has

cI+i,2k(h)− cdI+i−1,2k(h)−
∫
L+
h

xi−1y2k+2dy = 0. (20)

Then, we have

∫
L+
h

xi−1y2k+2dy = −
∮

L+
h ∪
−−−→
A0A1

i− 1

2k + 3
xi−2y2k+3dx−

∫
−−−→
A0A1

xi−1y2k+2dy =


−
∫
−−−→
A0A1

y2k+2dy, i = 1,

− i− 1

2k + 3
I+i−2,2k+2(h), i ≥ 2.

Then, with (9) and (20), it implies that

I+i,2k(h) = dI+i−1,2k(h)− i− 1

2k + 3

1

c
I+i−2,2k+2,

I+1,2k(h) = dI+0,2k(h)− 1

c

∫
−−−→
A0A1

y2k+2dy = dI+0,2k(h)− 2

2k + 3

1

c
(2h)k+

3
2 ,

(21)

where i ≥ 2, k ≥ 0.

Further, we can prove the form of I+n (h) in (18) by using mathematical induction. Firstly,

let n = 2, one has that

I+2 (h) = A+
0,0I

+
0,0(h) + A+

1,0I
+
1,0(h)

= A+
0,0I

+
0,0(h) + A+

1,0(dI
+
0,0(h)− 2

3

1

c
(2h)

3
2 )

= (A+
2,0 + dA+

1,0)I
+
0,0(h)− 2

3c
A+

1,0(2h)
3
2 ,

(22)

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

easy to find that

I+n+1(h) =
n∑

i+2k=0

A+
i,2kI

+
i,2k(h)

=

[n
2
]∑

k=0

A+
0,2kI

+
0,2k(h) +

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

A+
1,2kI

+
i,2k(h) +

n∑
i+2k=0,i≥2

A+
1,2kI

+
i,2k(h).
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From (21), it implies that

n∑
i+2k=0,i≥2

A+
i,2kI

+
i,2k(h)

=
n∑

i+2k=0,i≥2

A+
i,2k(dI

+
i−1,2k(h)− i− 1

2k + 3

1

c
I+i−2,2k+2(h))

=
n−1∑

i+2k=0,i≥1

dA+
i+1,2kI

+
i,2k(h)−

∑
i+2k=0,k≥1

n
i+ 1

2k + 1

1

c
A+
i+2,2k−2I

+
i,2k(h)

=
n∑

i+2k=0

B̄+
i,2kI

+
1,2k(h),

where

B̄+
i,2k = L(A+

i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n, i ≥ 2, k ≥ 0).

Consequently, we get that

I+n+1(h) =

[n
2
]∑

k=0

A+
0,2kI

+
0,2k(h) +

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

A+
1,2k(dI

+
0,2k(h)− 2

2k + 3

1

c
(2h)k+

3
2 ) +

n∑
i+2k=0

Ã+
i,2kI

+
i,2k(h).

Hence, the expression of I+n (h) in (18) is proved by mathematical induction.

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

ydy − ax3dx+ 3abx2dx− 3ab2xdx+ ab3dx = 0.

Then, we get the following equation by multiplying both sides of it by xi−3y2k+1 and inte-

grating it along L−h ,

a

∫
L−
h

xiy2k+1dx− 3ab

∫
L−
h

xi−1y2k+1dx+ 3ab2
∫
L−
h

xi−2y2k+1dx

−ab3
∫
L−
h

xi−3y2k+1dx−
∫
L−
h

xi−3y2k+2dy = 0.

(23)

As a result, we have that

I−i,2k(h) = 3bI−i−1,2k(h)− 3b2I−i−2,2k(h) + b3I−i−3,2k(h)− i− 3

2k + 3

1

a
I−i−4,2k+2(h), i ≥ 4,

I−3,2k(h)− 3b2I−1,2k(h) + b3I−0,2k(h)− 2

2k + 3

1

a
(2h)k+

3
2 .

(24)

Finally, we can also obtain the expression of I−n (h) in (18). So it ends the proof.
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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, 1
4
ab4), one has that

I+(h) in (8) has the following form that

I+(h) =

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

D+
0,2k(2h− cd

2)kC+
i0(h) +

[n
2
]∑

k=0

D+
1,2k(2h)k+

1
2 , n ≥ 1, (25)

where C+
i0(h) appeared in (9), and D+

00, D
+
02, · · · , B+

0,2[n−1
2

]
, D+

10, D
+
12, · · · , D1,2[n

2
] are indepen-

dent with each other.

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

I−(h) =

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

D−0,2k(2h−
1

2
ab4)kC−i0(h) +

[n−2
2

]∑
k=0

D−1,2k(2h−
1

2
ab4)kC−i1(h)

+

[n−3
2

]∑
k=0

D−2,2k(2h−
1

2
ab4)kC−i2(h) +

[n
2
]∑

k=0

D−3,2k(2h)k+
1
2 , n ≥ 3,

where C−i0(h) are shown in (9) and D−00, D
−
02, · · · , D−0,2[n−1

2
]
, D−10, D

−
12, · · · , D−1,2[n−2

2
]
, D−20,

D−22, · · · , D−2,2[n−3
2

]
, D−30, D

−
32, · · · , D−3,2[n

2
] can be seen as free parameters. Here

D+
00 = 2c−

1
2A+

00 + L(A+
i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 1, k ≥ 0),

D+
0,2k = 2c−

1
2

k∏
j=1

β0(j)A
+
0,2k + L(A+

i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 1, k ≥ 0), k = 1, 2, · · · , [n− 1

2
],

D+
10 =

2a+0,2k
2k + 1

+ L(A+
i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 1, k ≥ 0), k = 0, 2, · · · , [n

2
].

Proof. For n ≥ 1, from Lemma 3 and 4, it follows that

I+(h) =I+n (h) +

[n
2
]∑

k=0

2a+0,2k
2k + 1

(2h)k+
1
2

=

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

B+
0,2kI

+
0,2k(h) +

[n−2
2

]∑
k=0

B+
1,2k(2h)k+

3
2 +

[n
2
]∑

k=0

2a+0,2k
2k + 1

(2h)k+
1
2 ,

which denotes as

I+(h) =

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

B+
0,2kI

+
0,2k(h) +

[n
2
]∑

k=0

B̂+
1,2k(2h)k+

1
2 , n ≥ 1, (26)
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where

B̂+
1,2k =

2a+0,2k
2k + 1

+ L(B+
1,2k|k = 0, 1, · · · , [n− 3

2
]).

Noticing that L+
h is divided into two parts by x-axis which can be written as

y = (2h+ c(x− d)2 − cd2)
1
2 , x ∈ (0, d−

√
cd2 − 2h

c
),

y = −(2h+ c(x− d)2 − cd2)
1
2 , x ∈ (0, d−

√
cd2 − 2h

c
),

we have

I+i,2k(h) =

∫
L+
h

xiy2k+1dx = 2

d−
√

cd2−2h
c∫

0

xi(2h+ c(x− d)2 − cd2)k+
1
2dx.

Let t = −c 1
2 (x− d) and then one has that

I+i,2k(h) = 2c−
1
2

c
1
2 d∫

√
cd2−2h

(d− tc−
1
2 )i(2h− cd2 + t2)k+

1
2dt. (27)

Based on (26) and (27), it follows that

I+(h) =

[n
2
]∑

k=0

B̂+
1,2k(2h)k+

1
2 +

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

2c−
1
2B+

0,2k

c
1
2 d∫

√
cd2−2h

(2h− cd2 + t2)k+
1
2dt

=

[n
2
]∑

k=0

B̂+
1,2k +

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

B̂+
0,2k

c
1
2 d∫

√
cd2−2h

(2h− cd2 + t2)k+
1
2dt,

where
B̂+

0,2k = 2c−
1
2A+

0,2k + L(A+
i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 1, k ≥ 0),

B̂+
1,2k =

2a+0,2k
2k + 1

+ L(A+
i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 1, k ≥ 0).

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

I+(h) =

[n
2
]∑

k=0

B̂+
1,2k(2h)k+

1
2 + B̂+

00C
+
i0(h) + B̂+

02(ρ0(1)(2h)
3
2 + ρ̄0(1)(2h− cd2)C+

i0(h))

+

[n−1
2

]∑
k=2

B̂+
0,2k(α0(k)(2h)k+

1
2 +
√

2h
k−1∑
j=1

α0(k − j)
j−1∏
l=0

β0(k − l)(2h− cd2)j(2h)k−j

+
k∏
j=1

β0(j)(2h− cd2)kC+
i0(h)).
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which means (25) holds. Denote matrix

A =
∂(D+

00, D
+
02, · · · , D+

0,2[n−1
2

]
, D+

10, D
+
12, · · · , D+

1,2[n
2
]))

∂(A+
00, A

+
02, · · · , A0,2[n−1

2
], a

+
00, a

+
02, · · · , a0,2[n2 ])

=

A11 0

A21 A22

,
where A11,A21,A22 are [n+1

2
]× [n+1

2
], [n+2

2
]× [n+1

2
], [n+2

2
]× [n+2

2
] matrices respectively and

A11 = 2c−
1
2diag(1, β0(1),

2∏
j=1

β0(j), · · · ,
[n−1

2
]∏

j=1

β0(j)),

A22 = 2diag(1,
1

3
,
1

5
, · · · , 1

2[n
2
] + 1

).

Therefore, we have

|A| = |A11||A22| = 2[n+1
2

]+[n+2
2

]c−
1
2
[n+1

2
]

[n
2
]∏

k=1

1

2k + 1

[n−1
2

]∏
k=1

(
k∏
j=1

β0(j)) 6= 0.

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

Analogously, for n ≥ 7, one has that

I−(h) =

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

B−0,2kI
−
0,2k(h) +

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

B−1,2kI
−
1,2k(h)

+

[n−3
2

]∑
k=0

B−2,2kI
−
2,2k(h) +

[n−4
2

]∑
k=0

B−3,2k(2h)k+
3
2 +

[n
2
]∑

k=0

2a−0,2k
2k + 1

(2h)k+
1
2 .

Then, we have

I−(h) =

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

B−0,2kI
−
0,2k(h) +

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

B−1,2kI
−
1,2k(h) +

[n−3
2

]∑
k=0

B−2,2kI
−
2,2k(h) +

[n
2
]∑

k=0

B̂−3,2k(2h)k+
1
2 (28)

where

B̂−3,2k =
2a−0,2k
2k + 1

+ L(B̂−3,2k|k = 0, 1, · · · , [n− 4

2
]).

Then, letting t = −(
a

2
)
1
4 (x− b), one has that

I−i,2k(h) =

∫
L−
h

xiy2k+1dx = 2

0∫
b+(ab

4−4h
a

)
1
4

xi(2h+
1

2
a(x− b)4 − 1

2
ab4)k+

1
2dx

=2(
2

a
)
1
4

−(ab
4

2
−2h)

1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

(b− (
2

a
)
1
4 t)i(2h+ t4 − 1

2
ab4)k+

1
2dt.
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Hence,(28) can be rewritten as

I−(h) =

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

2(
2

a
)
1
4B−0,2k

−(ab
4

2
−2h)

1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

(2h+ t4 − 1

2
ab4)k+

1
2dt

+

[n−2
2

]∑
k=0

2(
2

a
)
1
4B−1,2k

−(ab
4

2
−2h)

1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

(b− (
2

a
)
1
4 t)(2h+ t4 − 1

2
ab4)k+

1
2dt

+

[n−3
2

]∑
k=0

2(
2

a
)
1
4B−2,2k

−(ab
4

2
−2h)

1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

(b− (
2

a
)
1
4 t)2(2h+ t4 − 1

2
ab4)k+

1
2dt+

[n
2
]∑

k=0

B̂−3,2k(2h)k+
1
2

=

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

B̂−0,2k

−(ab
4

2
−2h)

1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

(2h+ t4 − 1

2
ab4)k+

1
2dt

+

[n−2
2

]∑
k=0

B̂−1,2k

−(ab
4

2
−2h)

1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

(b− (
2

a
)
1
4 t)(2h+ t4 − 1

2
ab4)k+

1
2dt

+

[n−3
2

]∑
k=0

B̂−2,2k

−(ab
4

2
−2h)

1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

(b− (
2

a
)
1
4 t)2(2h+ t4 − 1

2
ab4)k+

1
2dt

+

[n
2
]∑

k=0

B̂−3,2k(2h)k+
1
2 ,

(29)

where
B̂−0,2k = 2(

2

a
)
1
4A−0,2k + L(A−i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 1, k ≥ 0),

B̂−1,2k = −2(
2

a
)
1
2A−1,2k + L(A−i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 2, k ≥ 0),

B̂−2,2k = 2(
2

a
)
3
4A−2,2k + L(A−i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 3, k ≥ 0),

B̂−3,2k =
2a−0,2k
2k + 1

+ L(A−i,2k|i+ 2k ≤ n− 1, i ≥ 3, k ≥ 0).

From Lemma 2, we derive the conclusion in (ii). This finishes the proof.

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, I(h) has the following

expression when h ∈ (0,
1

2
ρ),

I(h) =

[n
2
]∑

k=0

A0,2k(2h)k+
1
2 +

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

A1,2k(2h− ρ)kC+
i0(h)

+

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

A2,2k(2h− ρ)kC−i0(h) +

[n−2
2

]∑
k=0

A3,2k(2h− ρ)kC−i1(h)

+

[n−3
2

]∑
k=0

A4,2k(2h− ρ)kC−i2(h),

where ρ =
1

4
ab4, A0,2k(k = 0, · · · , [n

2
]), Al,2k(l = 1, 2, k = 0, · · · , [n−1

2
]), A3,2k(k = 0, · · · , [n−2

2
]),

A4,2k(k = 0, · · · , [n−3
2

]) can be seen as free parameters.

This then implies the following corollary:

Corollary 7. Suppose that (4) and (6) hold. Then, I(h) has the following expression for

h ∈ (0,
1

ρ
),

I(h) =

A00(2h)
1
2 + A10C

+
i0(h) + A20C

−
i0(h), n = 1,

A00(2h)
1
2 + A02(2h)

3
2 + A10C

+
i0(h) + A20C

−
i0(h) + A30C

−
i1(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− ρ, (30)

and introduce the following lemma.

Lemma 8. For 0 < −u� 1, C+
i0(h) can be expressed as

C+
i0(h) = η0u ln |u|+

∑
k≥0

η0ku
k, η0 < 0. (31)

where η0, η0k, k ≥ 0 are all real constants.
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Proof. We have the expression of I+i (h) with (30) that

C+
i0(h) =

c
1
2 d∫

(cd2−2h)
1
2

ti(2h+ t2 − cd2)
1
2dt =

c
1
2 d∫

|u|
1
2

ti(u+ t2)
1
2dt =

c
1
2 d∫

|u|
1
2

ti+1(ut−2 + 1)
1
2dt. (32)

Based on t ∈ [(a
2
)
1
4 b,−|u| 14 ], we have ut−4 ∈ [−1, u(a

2
)−1b−4] ⊂ [−1, 0). Hence, C+

i0(h) can be

written as

C+
i0(h) =

c
1
2 d∫

|u|
1
2

ti+1(ut−2 + 1)
1
2dt =

c
1
2 d∫

|u|
1
2

ti+1
∑
k≥0

dku
kt−2k =

∑
k≥0

dku
k

c
1
2 d∫

|u|
1
2

ti−2k+1dt

=
∑
k≥0

dku
k 1

i− 2k + 2
ti−2k+2

∣∣c 12 d
|u|

1
2
,

where dk, k ≥ 0 satisfy (1 + x)
1
2 =

∑
k≥0

dkx
k, x ∈ [−1, 1]. By calculating, it is not hard to get

d0 = 1, d1 =
1

2
, dk =

(−1)k−1(2k − 3)!!

(2k)!!
, k ≥ 2. (33)

Then, it follows that

C+
i0(h) =

∑
k≥0,k 6=1

dku
k 1

2− 2k
t2−2k

∣∣c 12 d
|u|

1
2

+ d1u ln t|c
1
2 d

|u|
1
2

=
∑

k≥0,k 6=1

dk
2− 2k

c1−kd2−2kuk +
∑

k≥0,k 6=1

(−1)kdk
2k − 2

|u|+ d1u ln
(
c

1
2d
)
− 1

2
d1u ln |u|.

Immediately, we obtain the expression in (31) by denoting

η0k =
dk

2− 2k
c1−kd2−2k, k ≥ 0, k 6= 1

η0 = −1

2
d1,

(34)

where

δ0 < 0.

This ends the proof.

Lemma 9. For 0 < −u� 1, we have

C−i0(h) = σ0|u|
3
4 +

∑
k≥0

σ0ku
k, C−i1(h) = σ1u ln |u|+

∑
k≥0

σ1ku
k, C−i2(h) = σ2|u|

5
4 +

∑
k≥0

σ2ku
k,

(35)
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where

σ0 < 0, σ1 < 0, σ2 > 0.

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

C−i0(h) =

−(ab
4

2
−2h)

1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

ti(2h+ t4 − 1

2
ab4)

1
2dt =

−|u|
1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

ti(u+ t4)
1
2dt =

−|u|
1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

ti+2(ut−4 + 1)
1
2dt.

Since t ∈ [(a
2
)
1
4 b,−|u| 14 ], we have ut−4 ∈ [−1, u(a

2
)−1b−4] ⊂ [−1, 0). Similarily, we get

Ci0(h) =

−|u|
1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

ti+2
∑
k≥0

dku
kt−4kdt

=
∑
k≥0

dku
k

−|u|
1
4∫

(a
2
)
1
4 b

ti+2−4kdt

=


∑
k≥0

dku
k 1
i+3−4k t

i+3−4k
∣∣−|u| 14
(a
2
)
1
4 b
, i = 0, 2,∑

k≥0,k 6=1

dku
k 1
4−4k t

4−4k
∣∣−|u| 14
(a
2
)
1
4 b

+ d1u ln−t|−|u|
1
4

(a
2
)
1
4 b
, i = 1,

=


∑
k≥0

(−1)k+1dk
i+3−4k |u|

i+3
4 −

∑
k≥0

dk
i+3−4k (a

2
)
i+3−4k

4 bi+3−4kuk, i = 0, 2∑
k≥0,k 6=1

(−1)kdk
4−4k |u| −

∑
k≥0,k 6=1

ξk
4−4k (a

2
)1−kb4−4kuk + 1

4
d1u ln |u| − d1u ln

(
(a
2
)
1
4 b
)
, i = 1,

where
σik =

dk
4k − i− 3

(
a

2
)
i+3−4k

4 bi+3−4k, i = 0, 2, k ≥ 0,

σ1k =
dk

4k − 4
(
a

2
)1−kb4−4k, k ≥ 0, k 6= 1,

σ11 =
∑

k≥0,k 6=1

(−1)k+1dk
4− 4k

− d1 ln
(a

2

) 1
4
b,

σi =
∑
k≥0

(−1)k+1dk
i+ 3− 4k

, i = 0, 2,

σ1 =
1

4
d1,

with

σ0 < 0, σ1 < 0, σ2 > 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

expression:

I(h) = c10+c30|u|
3
4 +

[n+1
2

]∑
i=1

(c0i ln |u|+c1i+c2i|u|
1
4 +c3i|u|

3
4 )|u|i+

∑
i≥[n+1

2
]+1

c1i|u|i, 0 < −u� 1,

the coefficients c0i, i = 1, 2, · · · , [n+1
2

], c1i, i = 0, 1, · · · , [n+1
2

], c2i, i = 1, 2, · · · , [n−1
2

], c3i, i =

0, 1, · · · , [n−1
2

] can be taken as free parameters. Here

ci =L(c0i|i = 1, 2, · · · , [n+ 1

2
]) + L(c1i|i = 0, 1, · · · , [n+ 1

2
])

+ L(c2i|i = 1, 2, · · · , [n− 1

2
]) + L(c3i|i = 1, 2, · · · , [n− 1

2
]), i ≥ [

n+ 1

2
] + 1.

Proof. From Proposition 6, Lemma 8 and Lemma 3.6 in [25], for n ≥ 1, 0 < −u � 1, we

have

I(h) =
∑
i≥0

ciu
i +

[n−1
2

]∑
k=0

A1,2ku
k(η0u ln |u|+

∑
k≥0

η0ku
k)

+

[n−2
2

]∑
k=0

A2,2ku
k(σ0|u|

3
4 +

∑
k≥0

σ0ku
k)

+

[n−3
2

]∑
k=0

A4,2ku
k(σ2|u|

5
4 +

∑
k≥0

σ2ku
k).

Then, one has

I(h) =

[n+1
2

]∑
i=1

c0i|u|i ln |u|+
∑
i≥0

c1i|u|i +

[n−1
2

]∑
i=1

c2i|u|
1
4
+i +

[n−1
2

]∑
i=0

c3i|u|
3
4
+i,

which is the expression in Proposition10. The coefficients are

c0i =(−1)iη0A1,2(i−1) + (−1)iσ1A3,2(i−1), i = 1, 2, · · · , [n+ 1

2
],

c1i =ci + L(A1,2k|k = 0, · · · , [n− 1

2
]) + L(A2,2k|k = 0, · · · , [n− 1

2
])

+ L(A3,2k|k = 0, · · · , [n− 2

2
]) + L(A4,2k|k = 0, · · · , [n− 3

2
]), i = 0, 1, · · · ,

c2i =(−1)i−1σ2A4,2(i−1), i = 1, · · · , [n− 1

2
],

c3i =(−1)iσ0A2,2i, i = 0, 1, · · · , [n− 1

2
].
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From Lemma 8 and proposition 6, We can define a matrix B

B =
∂(c01, · · · , c0,[n+1

2
], c10, · · · , c1,[n+1

2
], c21, · · · , c2,[n−1

2
], c31, · · · , c3,[n−1

2
])

∂(A10, · · · , A1,2[n−1
2

], c0, · · · , c[n+1
2

], A40, · · · , A4,2[n−3
2

], A20, · · · , A2,2[n−1
2

])

=


B11 0 0 0

B21 B22 B23 B24
0 0 B33 0

0 0 0 B44


where

B11 = η0diag(−1, 1, · · · , (−1)[
n+1
2

]),

B22 = diag(1, 1, · · · , 1),

B33 = σ2diag(1,−1, · · · , (−1)[
n−3
2

]),

B44 = σ0diag(1,−1, · · · , (−1)[
n−1
2

]).

Hence, we have

|B| =
4∏
i=1

|Bii| = η
[n+1

2
]

0 σ
[n−1

2
]

0 σ
[n−1

2
]

2

[n+1
2

]∏
i=1

(−1)i
[n−3

2
]∏

i=0

(−1)i
[n−1

2
]∏

i=0

(−1)i = −η[
n+1
2

]

0 σ
[n−1

2
]

0 σ
[n−1

2
]

2

[n−1
2

]∏
i=1

(−1)i.

By Lemma 8 and 9, we derive

|B| 6= 0.

Therefore, the coefficients referred in Proposition 10 are independent of each other.

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 c0i, i = 1, 2, · · · , [n+1
2

], c1i, i =

0, 1, · · · , [n+1
2

], c2i, i = 1, 2, · · · , [n−1
2

], c3i, i = 0, 1, · · · , [n−1
2

] are all free parameters. Let

0 < c3,i−1 � c0i � c1i � −c2i � c3i, i = 1, 2, · · · , [n+ 1

2
],

0 < c10 � c30, 0 < c3,[n+1
2

] � 1.

such that the sigh of I(h) in Proposition 10 has been changed 4[n+1
2

] + 1, n ≥ 1 times as

−u > 0 sufficiently small. It implies that I(h) can have 4[n+1
2

] + 1, n ≥ 1 simple zeros near
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L. When

c0i = 0, i = 1, 2, · · · , [n+ 1

2
],

c1i = 0, i = 0, 1, · · · , [n+ 1

2
],

c2i = 0, i = 1, 2, · · · , [n− 1

2
],

c3i = 0, i = 0, 1, · · · , [n− 1

2
],

by Proposition 10, we have

I(h) ≡ 0, h ∈ (0,
1

4
ab4).

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

2
] + 1, n ≥ 1

as −u > 0, i.e. h <
1

4
ab4, is sufficiently small.
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