arXiv:2108.09933v1 [math.DS] 23 Aug 2021

On the number of limit cycles for Bogdanov-Takens system
under perturbations of piecewise smooth polynomials
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Abstract In this paper, we study the bifurcate of limit cycles for Bogdanov-Takens system (i =
y, ¥y = —x + z%) under perturbations of piecewise smooth polynomials of degree 2 and n
respectively. We bound the number of zeros of first order Melnikov function which controls
the number of limit cycles bifurcating from the center. It is proved that the upper bounds
of the number of limit cycles with switching curve x = y*™(m is a positive integral) are
(39m +36)n+77m+21(m > 2) and 50n+52(m = 1) (taking into account the multiplicity).
The upper bounds number of limit cycles with switching lines z = 0 and y = 0 are 11 (taking
into account the multiplicity) and it can be reached.
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61. Introduction and the main results

The determination of limit cycles is one important problem in the qualitative theory of planar
differential systems. Stimulated by non-smooth phenomena in the real world such as control
system [1], economics [12], nonlinear oscillations [20], and biology [5], [14], the investigation
of limit cycles for piecewise smooth differential systems has attracted many attentions.

Many scholars have studied the number of limit cycles for piecewise smooth differential
systems. In [11] and [17], the authors studied the expressions of the first order Melnikov
function for the piecewise Hamiltonian systems under the piecewise perturbations.

For the piecewise smooth differential systems with the switching lines, there have been
a lot of results for example [4,16,18,23,26]. Nowadays many scholars begin to pay attention
to the study of piecewise smooth differential systems with the nonlinear switching curves
(see [2,6,19,21,22,24,27-29)).

It is shown by Horozov and Iliev in [9] that any cubic Hamiltonian can be transformed
into the following normal form

1 1 1
H(z,y) = §(x2 + %) — gx?’ + axy® + gby?’,

where a, b are parameters lying in the region
1
G= {(a,b) =3 <a<1,0<b<(1 —a)(1—|—2a)1/2},

Moreover, their respective vector fields Xy are degenerate if (a,b) € 0G. If (a,b) € 0G,
then in suitable coordinates (see [13]) all respective basic dynamics of Xp can be classified
into eight types that contain Bogdanov-Takens system with the fisrt integral

1 1 1 1
H(z,y) =2+ sy —za® =h, he (0,%).
( 7y) 2 2y 3 ) ( ) 6)
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Motivated by [23-25], in the present paper, we study the upper bounds of the number
of limit cycles bifurcating from the period annuluses of Bogdanov-Takens system when it are
perturbed inside any discontinuous polynomial differential systems. Concretely, we consider
the following systems (0 < |e| < 1)

y+ept(z,y) ©>

( i ) B —x+ 2+ eqt(x,y) |’ (1.2)
Yy y+ep(z,y) <y
—x+ 22+ eq (z,y) )’ ’

where m is a positive integral and

= Z a7y, (z,y) Z by,

i+j=0 1+35=0
and )
y+ept(z,y) r> 0,y >0
—z+a?+eqt(z,y) )’ ’ ’
( @ ) B —r+ 2?2 +eqt(n,y) )’ ’ ’ (1.3)
—r+ 22 +eq (2,y) ’ ’
y+ep(2,y) v <0,y >0
|\ —z+ a2 +eq(z,y) R
where

2
= > ey, ¢F(ay) Z a5y,

i+5=0 145=0
2
_ St i,]
- Z Pi ity (2, y) Z qwl“ Y.
i+7=0 1435=0

Let H(n) be the number of limit cycles for system (1.2) and (1.3) bifurcating from the period
annulus (taking into account the multiplicity). The main results are as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Consider system (1.2), by using the first order of Melnikov function in ¢, the
upper bounds of the number of limit cycles (taking into account the multiplicity) bifurcating
from period annuli are

(i) If the switching curve is y = z?, then H(n) < 50n + 52.

(i) If the switching curve is y = 2™ (m > 2), then H(n) < (39m + 36)n + 77m + 21.

Theorem 1.2. Consider system (1.3), by using the first order of Melnikov function in ¢, the
upper bounds of the number of limit cycles (taking into account the multiplicity) bifurcating
from period annuli are 11, and the upper bounds can be reached for some p; J(pl J) and

6i;(Giy) (1,5 =10,1,2).



Remark 1.3. B. Li et al. [15] considered respectively systems (1.2).—o under continuous
perturbations of arbitrary polynomials with degree n. It is proved that for perturbed system
(1.2).—0, the exactly upper bound of the first order Melnikov function (Abelian integral) is
n—1, and the exactly upper bound of the second order Melnikov function is 2n—2 (n is even)
or 2n — 3 (n is odd) when the first order Melnikov function vanishes. S. Sui et al. [23] and
W. Cui et al. [3] considered respectively systems (1.1) under discontinuous perturbations
of arbitrary polynomials with degree n with switching line y = 0 and z = 0. It is proved
that the upper bound of number of the isolated zeros of Abelian integrals for perturbed
Bogdanov-Takens system are 12n + [%} + 5 and 16n + [g} — 10 respectively.

§2. Preliminaries

Next, we shall introduce the first order Melnikov function of discontinuous differential
systems. For 0 < |e|] < 1, we consider the following Near-Hamilton system:

. 4) = {(H;<x,y> ept(ry), —H (r.9) +eq(2,9). x> 0(y). 1),

(H, (7,y) +ep~(2,y), —H; (z,y) + eq~(z,y)), ©<Y(y),

where v(x) is analytic with ¢(0) = 0, and p*(z,y) and ¢*(x,y) are polynomials with degree
n. System (2.1). has two sub-systems:

i= Hfi@y)+et@y),
{@J = —H}(z,y) +eq" (x,y), = ¥(y), (2.2)
and . .
T = Hy_ xz,y —|—€p_ x,Y), N
{?J = —H, (z,y) +eq (z,), <v(y)- (2.3)

Suppose that (2.1).—¢ has a family of periodic orbits around the origin and satisfies the
following assumptions.

Assumption (I). There exists an open interval ¥ such that for each h € X, there
are two points A(h) and B(h) on the curve xz = ¥ (y) with A(h) = (¢(a(h)),a(h)) and

B(h) = (¥(b(h)),b(h)) satisfying
H*(A(h)) = HY(B(h)) = h, H (A(h))= H (B(h)), a(h) <0< b(h).

Assumption (II). The subsystem (2.2).— has an orbital arc L; starting from A(h)
and ending at B(h) defined by H*(x,y) = h (z > 1(y)). The subsystem (2.3).— has an
orbital arc L, starting from B(h) and ending at A(h) defined by H™ (z,y) = h(xz < ¢¥(y)).

Assumption (III). For each h € X,

HE(z,9)0 (y) + H(z,y) #0 at points A(h) and B(h).

This means that the orbital arcs L;- are not tangent to curve z = 1 (y) at points A(h) and
B(h).

Under the assumptions Assumption (I),(II) and (III), system (2.1).—¢ has a family
of non-smooth periodic orbits L, = L" U L, (h € ¥). For definiteness, we assume that the
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orbits L, orientate clockwise. For x = v (z), the authors [24] established the bifurcation
function F'(h,€) for (2.1).. Let F(h,0) = M(h). In [24], the authors obtained the following

results.

Lemma 2.1.[24] Under the assumptions Assumption (I),(II) and (III), we have
(1) If M(h) has k zeros in h on the interval ¥ with each having an odd multiplicity,
then (2.1), has at least k limit cycles bifurcating from the period annulus for 0 < |¢| < 1.
(ii) If M(h) has at most k zeros in h on the interval ¥, taking into account the multi-
plicity, then there exist at most &k limit cycles of (2.1) bifurcating from the period annulus.
(iii) The first order Melnikov function M (h) of system (2.1). can be expressed as

i

H(A)d (a(h)) + H/(A)
H (A)y'(a(h)) + Hy (A)

M(h) = /+ g dr —ptdy + / q dx —p dy. (2.4)
L} Ly

h

Definition 2.2.[7] We say that V is a Chebyshev space, provided that each non-zero
function in V has at most dim(V) — 1 zeros, counted with multiplicity.
Let S be the solution space of a second order linear analytic differential equation

z +a()x 4+ ay(t)z =0 (2.5)

on an open interval I.

Lemma 2.3.[7] The solution space S of (2.5) is a Chebyshev space of the interval T if and
only if there exists a nowhere vanishing solution z((t) € S(zo(t) # 0,Vt € 1).

Lemma 2.4.[7] Suppose the solution space of the homogeneous equation (2.5) is a Chebyshev
space and let R(t) be an analytic function on I having [ zeros (counted with multiplicity).
Then every solution z(t) of the non-homogeneous equation

x4 a(t)x + ag(t)r = R(t)

has at most [ + 2 zeros on L
In this section we first introduce some results for determining the numbers of isolated
zeros of a function.

Definition 2.5.[8] Let F = (fo(z), fi(x), ..., fu(x)) be an ordered set of C* functions on an
open interval J C R. The ordered set (fo(z), fi(z), ..., fu(z)) is said to be an ECT-system
on J if, for all kK =1,2,...,n,n + 1, any nontrivial linear combination

aofo(z) +arfi(x) +- -+ ap1fr1()

has at most k — 1 isolated zeros on J counted with multiplicities.

Lemma 2.6.[8] The ordered set (fo(z), fi(x),..., fu(x)) is an ECT-system on J if and only
if, foreach k =1,2,....n+ 1,
W(.an fl> SaS) fk—l) 7& 0

for all = € J, where W ( fy, f1, -, fr—1) is the Wronskian of functions fo(z), fi(x), ..., fr_1(z).

§3. Proof of Theorem 1.1



This section we consider system (1.2). System (1.2).—o has two singular points. There
are a center O(0,0) corresponding to h = 0, a saddle S(1,0) corresponding to h = %. For
h € (0, %), by Lemma 2.1, we have

M(h) = /L+ ¢ (z,y)dz — p*(z,y)dy + / ¢ (z,y) —p (z,y)dy, (3.1)

where

Ly (L) = {(z, ) H(z,y) = h,2 > y*(z <y*™)}.
Suppose that H(x,y) = h and y = 0 intersects at (Z(h),0) and (Z(h),0) (Zz < 0 < Z).
x =y*" and H(z,y) = h intersects at points A(u(h)*™,u(h)) and B(u(h)*™, —u(h)). In the
following we denote u(h), J; j(h) and I; ;(h) as u, J;; and I, ;. Hence we have

1 1 1

For 7,57 > 0, let
JZ’J(}L) :/ I'iyjdflf, [Z’](h) :/ .f(fly]d.l’
Ly "

Without loss of generality, we only consider the case of m = 1. For m > 2 it can be proved
similarly. For polynomial f(h), we denote it as f(u) if we substitute (3.2) into f(h).

Lemma 3.1. Consider system (1.2) for h € (0, §). Then M(h) can be expressed as

M(h) = a(h)Jor + B(h)Ji1+y(h)lox +n(h) 111 + P(u), (3.3)
g
where dega(h), y(h) < [25], degB(h), n(h) < [2] — 1, and ®(u) = ;) cu?(c; are

constants).

Proof. First we assert that

2 o
2142541
E p22j+1 7«2]+1+ § pl2j—|—1 12]+1+ § : z2j 223 2]+1U ) (34)
i4+2741=0 14-2541=0 i+25=0

Using Green’s formula we have

/ ryldy = — ! : / :Ei_lyj+1dx+//\ A TR —/A iyl dy
L J+ L BOA BOA

1 1+ (=1) 9
g — AT 2L
]+1 1,9+1 ]+1

Similarly, we can obtain

14 (=1) Y2+

idy = ———J;_1
/zy Y 1 1,j+1 T 1

Thus,

h) = Z Pishii + Z Pilig Z ﬂill)ju%-i-j—i-l’

i+j=0 i+j=0 i+j=0



i+1 =+

Noticing the symmetry of H(z,y), we have .J; o; = I; 5; = 0. Therefore we can get (3.4).

Next, differentiating (1.1) with respect to x, we obtain

dy

r+y==—22=0.

ox

Multiplying (1.1) and (3.5) by z'y/dx and integrating over L;", we have

Jiv1j — Jic1j42 = Jizoj —

J+1
1 1 1
2

2 3

1 1+ (_1)j+1u2i+j+2 —0
J+2

Sdivey + 5dijre — 5divs; =

)

hJi ;.

Elementary manipulations reduce Eqs. (3.6) and (3.7) to

6j J
T2 43542 TP 2i 43542
6=2) o 8(+d)
2i+3j+2 M 24342

Similarly, we have

Jij =

6J J

5»J 22+3]+2 J—2 2Z+3]+2 +2,5-2
6(i —2) 3(i+J)
Lij=—r——F—"7hli3j+ 5=l 1
2t+37+2 2t+37+2
By (3.6), let : =0, j = 1, we can obtain
2

J2,1 = J1,1 —Ju

3

Similarly, we can obtain

2
[271 = ]1,1 + §u3.

Jiraj2—

2_17j

% + 35 + 2

2i+3j + 2

2(1+ (_1)j_1)u2i+j+2
2 +3j +2

3(1+ (_1)j+1)u2i+j—2
2% +3j 12

Then using (3.4) and (3.8)—(3.13) we can obtain (3.3). This ends the proof.

2(1+ <_1)j_1)u2i+j+2

3(1+ (_1)j+1)u2i+j—2

Y

(3.5)

(3.10)

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

Lemma 3.2. Let Vl(h) = (J071, J171)T, Vz(h) = ([071, 1171)T, and O'(U) = ]./(]. + 2u2 — 2u4)
Then the vector functions V1 (h) and Va(h) satisfy respectively the following Picard-fuchs

equations:
Va(h) = (Bih + C1)Vy(h) — W (u),
where
()
Bih + = ,
' ' wh 3h—g5

2u+ Bu?

ot

W)= 7
(u) (%u + Bud + 3P

7

6
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Proof. By direct computations, we have

e Iy ~ 4107 2i+2j+1 Ou(h)®

iy 2 T2 _ 9 1
. 'y ahdx+ 2(h)'y(z, h) o u(h) o (3.16)

Jz'l,2j+1 =2(2j + 1)/

Differential H(x,0) = h and H(u? u) = h with respect to h, we have
oz 1 ou 1

oh  z(l—z) 0h u+2ud—2u5

Through the analysis of the singular points of the system, we have ‘%(h)‘ < 00. Notice
ay = 1/y, we can obtain that

J;,2j+1 = (2§ + 1) Jigj1 — do(u)u® ¥+,

Similarly, we have o
[;,2j+1 = (2§ + 1) L; 051 + 4o (u)u® T2+,

Thus we have

]. / . .

Jigj+1 = 213 (Ji,2j+3 + 40(u)u2l+2’+3) , (3.17)
1 / . .

Liojp1 = m ([Z-,2j+3 - 4U(u)u2l+2j+3> . (3.18)

Combining (3.8)—(3.13), we can obtain (3.14) and (3.15).

Lemma 3.3. Let J() = J()71 + [071, Jl = J171 + [171 and D(h) = h(6h — 1) Then J() and Jl
satisfy

!

Jo [Ko,0(h)Jo + ko1 (R)J1] (3.19)

1
D(h)
1
D(h)
where koo(h) = 5h — 1, ko (h) = 6/7, kio(h) = —h and ky,(h) = Th.

Proof. By (3.14), we have

J; [k10(h)Jo + k11(R) ], (3.20)

det(Byh + C1)Vy(h) = (Bih + C)* (Vi(h) — W (u)). (3.21)

_1

— 3u® = h, we can obtain

Comblnlng Tu? + u

/ 1

J071 D(h) [k‘o o(h)Jo,l + kO,l(h)Jl,l + wl(u)] s
/ 1

‘]1,1 (h) [k’l o(h)Jo,l + kl,l(h)Jl,l + ’LUQ(U)] s

where



Similarly, we have
Iy ==~ (koo(h) o1 + ko1(R)I11 — wi(u)],

1171 = W [klp(h)[o’l + kl,l(h)ll,l — ’LUQ(U)] .

Therefore, we can get (3.19) and (3.20) by Jy = Jo1 + o1 and J; = Jy1 1 + I;1. This ends
the proof.

S

Lemma 3.4. Let ¢1(h) = a(h)Jo + B(h)Ji. Then for h € (0, %), there exist polynomials
P;(h)(i = 0,1,2) such that L(h)¢i(h) = 0, where

2 d
where degPs(h) < ny, degPi(h) < n; — 1, degPy(h) < n; — 2, and
ny = [(n—1)/2] + [n/2] + 2.
In addition, we have

Mi(h) := L(h)M(h) = 3(h)Iox + 7(h) 11 + @(u), (3.23)

where degy(h) < 2 [21] + [2] + 2, degri(h) < [%57] +2[2] + 1 and ®(u) is a rational
fraction of wu.
Proof. Differential both sides (3.21) and combining (3.14), we have

, 1 5 .
Joqa = D) <_5J0’1 + wl(u)) ;

1" 1 7 *
J171 = W (—J()J + éjl’l + w2(u)) s

where 5
wi(u) = —£U(7 —39u? — 72u* — 46u8 — 24u® + 32u') o (u)?,
2
wi(u) = —ﬁu(?) + 3u? + 77u* 4+ 1761’ 4 22u® — 1206 + 32u'?) o (u)?.
Similarly, we have
1 1 5 *
Io,1 = W <6[0’1 - wl(u)) )
1 1 7 *
1171 = W <—[071 + 61171 — w2(u)> .
Hence,
1 5 1 1 7
Jy=———=Jo, Sy =—=—=|-Jo+=/1]). 3.24
Suppose that
S s—1 s—2
Py(h) = pash®, Pi(h) = pixh®, Po(h) = porh".
k=0 k=0 k=0
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Using (3.19), (3.20) and (3.24), we can obtain
L(h)é1(h) = Po() D(R) (h) + Pi(h)D(h)¢y(h) + Po(h)én (h)
= X(h)Jo +Y(h)J,

where X (h) and Y (h) are polynomials with degree no more than 2[(n —1)/2] + [n/2] + 2
and [(n —1)/2] + 2 [n/2] + 1 respectively. Let

deg X degY

X(h)y =" whi, Y(h) =Y yh,
i=0 J=0

x; and y; are expressed by po i, p1y linearly. So L(h)¢1(h) = 0 is satisfied if we let
2, =0, y; =0, (0<i<degX, 0<j<degY). (3.25)

System (3.25) is a homogeneous linear equation with 3 [(n —1)/2] 4+ 3[n/2] + 5 equations
about 3 [(n — 1)/2]+3 [n/2]+6 variables of py i, p1x and po . It follows that from the theory
of linear algebra that exist poy, p1x and pox such that the result holds. Let

, ou

By (0) = & () D) o+ () () () + wsfa) (5(a) ) (326)
0at) = (¥ (035 ) GED)+ 20l =)+ 25 o) il =) +us(5 ). (327

By the same progress, we can obtain

1" !

L(h)M(h) = Py(h)D(h)M " (h) + Pi(h)D(h)M (h) + Py(h)M(h)
= X(h)Joy + Y (h)Ji1 +7(h) o + i(h) 11 + ©(u),

where
degF(h) < 2 [” > 1] + [g] 42, degii(h) < {"T_l} +2 [g] 4,
and
D (u) = Py(u)Ps(u) + Py (u)®1(u) + Po(u)®(u). (3.28)
This ends the proof.
Let 5
1 (u) = é'(U)D(U)a—Z — wi(u)y(u) — wa(u)ij(u), (3.29)
Dy(u) = (é’(u)%) %D(u) — 2wy — 2wyl — Wi — wii. (3.30)

Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.4, we can obtain the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢o(h) = 5(h)Jo + 7(h)Ji. Then for h € (0,1), there exist polynomials
P;(h)(i = 0,1,2) such that L(h)¢o(h) = 0, where

L(h) = Py(h)D(h)=— + Pi(h)D(h)—— + Py(h), (3.31)



and
My(h) := L(h)M;(h) = ®(u), (3.32)

where degpg(h) < ng, degf’l(h) <ng—1, degf’o(h) <ng—2,
D(u) = Py(u)Py(u) 4+ Py(u) Py (u) + Po(u)®(u), (3.33)

and
ny =3([(n—1)/2] +[n/2]) +6

Proof for the Theorem 1.1. Denote L£(uy, ug, us, ..., Up_1, Uy) is the linear combination
of function uy, us, us, ..., un_1, U,. First, we will analysis the structure of ®(u) and ®(u).

Through direct computation we can get for polynomial f(h) with degree no more than

no, it can become the linear combination of 1, u?, w?, ..., u* 2 u?" (n < 3ng) by h =

(u) (i =1,2), we can obtain

su? + Su* — suf. Thus, from the expression of ®(u), w;(u), w}

Oy (u) = o(u) - L(u, u®, u°, TS al ke uﬁ[%]+13),

By(u) = o(u)® - L(1, u?, u?, ., LTI S0 1y

=o(u)? L1, 2, u, .. u 2 ),
with k1 = 6 ["T_l] +3 [%] + 14. Similarly, we can get
b (u) = Py(u(h))a(u) + Pr(u(h))Pi(u) + Py(u(h))P(u)
=o(uw)" L1, u?, ut, . e ) B,

with ko = 15 ["T_l} +12 [g} +41. Suppose u, satisfys %uf + %ufﬁ — %ui = %, then the number

of zeros of function f(h) are same with the number of zeros of function f(u) in h € (0, %)
and u € (0,u,). Notice 1 + 2u? — 2u? # 0 and function 1, u, u?, ...,u’ are ECT-system in
u € (0,u,), we have

4 {Ci)(u) —0,u€ (o,u*)} <k, # {éf)(u) —0,ue (O,u*)} < ky.
Next, we analysis the number of zeros of function ¢1(h) and ¢o(h). Since
To) = Joa() 4 o) = § o= [ [ dzay 20,
LiuL;;
LiuLy

we let

S(h) = Ji(h)/Jo(h), F(h) = = a(h) + B(h)S(h).

Then F'(h) satisfy the following Riccati equation

/

D(h)B(h)F (h) = —ko1B(h)F(h)* + Ny(h)F(h) + Na(h),
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with N;(h) and Ns(h) are polynomials with degree no more than [“7'] + [%] — 1 and
2 ”T_l} + [%} — 1 respectively. Thus we have
#{d1(h) = 0,h € (0,1/6)} < #{D(h)5(h) = 0,h € (0,1/6)} + # {N2(h) = 0,h € (0,1/6)} + 1

<2([(n—1)/2) + [/2]) + 1.
Similarly, we get

#{g2(h) = 0,h € (0,1/6)} <6([(n—1)/2]+ [n/2]) +9
Therefore By Definition 2.2 and Lemma 2.3-2.4, we can obtain

# M) =0, he (0,1/6)} < # {Dw) = 0,ue (0,u)}
+3 (# {f’g(h)D(h) —0,h e (0, 1/6)} 44 {6a(h) =0, h € (0, 1/6)}) +2
< 42[(n —1)/2] + 39 [n/2] + 94,
H#{M(h) =0, he(0,1/6)) <#{M(h)=0,he (0,1/6)}
+ 3 (#{P(h)D(h) =0,h € (0,1/6)} + # {¢1(h) = 0,h € (0,1/6)}) + 2
< 51[(n —1)/2] + 48 [n/2] + 111,
84. Proof of Theorem 1.2

This section we consider system (1.3). Similar to the Lemma 2.1, we can obtain

M(h) = /L+ ¢ (z,y)dz —p*(z,y)dy + / ¢ (z,y) —p (z,y)dy

A T R

where
L,) =A{(z,y)|H(z,y) = h,x >0,y > 0(x < 0,y > 0)},
h

) ={(z,y)|H(x,y) =h,x >0,y <0(zx <0,y <0)}.
Let

JZ’J(}L) = /L+ I'iyjdflf, [Z’](h) = / l’iyjdl’,
h h

Jij(h) = / iyfidr, I;(h) = / a'yldx.
Ly Ly,
Then we have J; ;(h) = (—1)7T'J; ;(h), I; j(h) = (=1)7*'L; ;(h). Then we have

M(h) = (pgo — P30)Joo + (Plo — Plo)Jro + (g1 + Fo1)Jon
+ (Pé‘ro /0;,0)!]2,0 + (Pfl + Pfl)t]l,l + (P(JJF,2 - ﬁ(J)r,z)JOQ
+ (P00 — Poo) oo + (P10 — Pro)lio + (Po1 + Poa)loa
+ (P2_0 P2 0)120 + (/011 +P1 1)[11 + (/002 5&2)[0,2
:= po,0Jo,0 + P1,0J1,0 + Po,1Jo,1 + P20J20 + P1r1d11 + PoaJon
+ qo,0do,0 + q1,0L1,0 + oo + q20d20 + qiali1 + qoidoa
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where /)zig(ﬁzig) = qzij(qzig) + ﬂpzﬁu l(pz—l—lj 1) ( =1) and P?,Eo(ﬁfo) = pfo(ﬁ;to)- By direct
computation, we have

- _ 1. 1_ 1.
J()70 = l’(h), [07() = —l’(h), JLQ = 51’(}1)2, [17() = —51’(}1)2, J270 = gl’(h)g (43)

1 1 1
Z(h) = cos <g + % arccos(12h — 1)) + 3 Z(h) = —cos (5 arccos(12h — 1)) + 3

x)'/2, then for x > 0 small enough, by the implicit theorem we have

r = ¢(u) :—\/EU—QUQ 11\/§ 3 Q 4 379 20 B — 565 505 56— 751 5L 5

3 54 g 3240 5832 9072
1687 o5 161809 oy TATE3 oo STR00ES ooy
~ o333 2"~ groaa V2~ Tmmeriao V2"~ Tecosiosd ¥ 2 (“(ig)
Therefore
#(h) 5 n3 ,
Joo = / \/2h + §x3 — 22dr = V2h — 2u?¢ (u)du
Oh% ' 1
:/ \/2h — 2(h3u)2¢ (h2u)d(h2u) = \/§h/ VI =202 (h2u)d(u)
0
1 2 379 226
= V2h [ —=v2r — 2V2hE — h———iz— wh? — hi
V2 ( Ve gvahe 288V/}T VS — g VETh — iV
3755 064 - - 1132663 207938
- 2mh?® — 2hz — — /271" — 2h >
331776V 2"~ 3s05 V2 T Tamsraze V2 orazoss V2
61116755
_ 2000 kSt o(R
10319560704 ¥ 2™ + o ))’
(4.6)

0

0 0
hw{/ ¢%+§ﬁ—xmx:/lvﬁﬁiﬁﬁwmu:¢%/“Jtiawﬁw@
z(h) 1 .
: 22
:=v5h<—%v§n+3v6hz 2&f/_h+- L ans 39 mon i 220 o3

20736 5103
3755 964 1132663 207938
- orh? + _OS0 okt 4 23
331776 ¥ 2™ + 32505 V20" ~ Ta33772ma Y 2+ Gramogs V20
61116755
_ 22D ok 1 o(hP) )
To310560704 ¥ 2™ ol ))
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Similarly, we can obtain

112 2 20924
Jia(li) = \fh(i B4 Smhe 12y 020 ) 20924

8 405 10368 127575
65863 319442 5919829 218941144
Th® + 74 I e — (4.8)
1492992 2679075 179159040 2387055825

336369143 .
12300250880 ol )) ‘

In addition, for h > 0 sufficiently small

2431 1024
i(h) = fhz+3h+ EVGIE +3—h2+77fh* 89015 1 2881 g 4 10240

1062347 117145627 14003665 2 47714(?2608 2 (4.9)
i VM ooz "+ Tazaea VM T g o),
1 2 ) 3 2431 10240
Z(h) = —V2h? + Sh— §\/Ehz —7h2 — —fhz Eh?’ — 4—86fh 5 —pt
S N
Therefore, combining (4.3)—(4.4) and (4.6)—(4.10), we can get |
=Y 6, (4.11)
i>1
where
81 = vV2(poo + o),
g = —g(%,o — Poo) — g(QO,l +po,1) — (q1.0 — P1o),s
03 = g\/?(%,o + Ppoo) + g(QO,l —Dpo1) — g\/?(%g —Ppoz2) + g\/i(qLo + P10)
- g\@(ﬁh,l —pi1) + g\/ﬁ(%,o + P2,0),
04 = —2—3(%0 Poo) — %W(% 1+ Ppoa) + %(QOQ + Po2) — %(Ch,o + P10)
+ g\/iﬂ((h,l +pi1) — %(C&o — P20,
05 = ;71 2(g00 + Poo) + 125(%1 —po1) o f(Qoz +Ppo2) + = f(Qlo + p1o)
- % 2(qi1 —p1a) + 5\/5(612,0 + p20),
06 = 22?(%0 Poo) — %W(QO,I +poa) — g(%,z —Po2) — 38210(611 0= P1o)
+ %ﬂﬂ'(%& +pi1) — %0(612 0= P20),

13



2431 452 143

07 = 136 2(go,0 + poo) + 5103(% 1—Do1) + \/7( Qo2 + Po2) + 2—7\/5(611,0 + p1o)
20924 43
~ 197575 \/5(6111 p11) + o7 \/§(Q2,o +p2,o),
10240 3755 448 3584
dg = —79(%,0 - po,o) - MW(QOJ +P0,1) - %(CIOQ - p0,2) - %(Ch,o - pl,o)
65863 3584
2 _ QU0 _
1492992\/_ (g1 +Dp11) 213 (g2,0 — P2,0),
1062347 1928 4862
Sg = ——\/2 klY5)
9 59133 f(%,o + poo) + 32805(% 1—Do1) + 2187\/7(% 2+ Do2)
46189 319442 46189
Tw\@(%,o + Pl,o) - m\/ﬁ(%l - Pl,l) 9187 \/7(612 0 P2,0)>
5 1171456( ) 1132663 ( n ) 4096< )
= - — I — _
10 19633 qo,0 — Po,0 71663616 do,1 T Po,1 799 do,2 — Po,2
45056 5919829 45056
- W(Qw —p1o) + mﬁﬂ(qM +p11) — Tg(ch,o — P20),
14003665 415876 96577
o1 = Wﬁ(%,o + poo) + m(%,l —po1) + @\/E(CIOQ + po2)
2414425 218941144 2414425
M\/i(%,o + p1o) — m\/ﬁ(qM —p11) + M\/ﬁ(%,a + pap),
S _47710208( B - 61116755 (o + - 1171456( B )
127 T gy o0 T P00) T eg780352 " A0t T PO T Tag4g 0.2 T Po.2
16400384( ) n 336369143 \/— ( n ) 16400384( )
_—— —_ —_— ’7"' _—— —_
50049 0T PLO) T 19800450880 ¥ ALt T PLY T g0 g 420 T P20,
and
(Si - E(él, (52, (53, ceey 512), 1 Z 13. (412)

Then we calculate that
a (517 527 537 547 557 567 577 587 597 5107 5117 512)
0 (Po,o, P1,0,Po,1,P2,0, P1,1, Po,2, 90,0, 91,0, 90,15 42,0, 41,1, C_Io,z)
59886739950651665292703225049 2

~ 15759206625811548028684506048 "

which means that dy, s, ..., 412 can be chosen arbitrary. On the other hands, by (4.12) we
have

(4.13)

M(h) = h28, (1+ Pi(h,8))+héy (1 + Pa(h, 6))+h=85 (1 + Py(h, 8))++ - +h%615 (1 + Pia(h,9)),
where 6 = (51,52,53...,512) and
P, e C® P(0,6)=0, (i=1,2,..,12).

Therefore, M(h) = 0 when 6; = J = --- = 615 = 0. By [11], we can get the Theorem 1.2
combining (4.13). This ends the proof.
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