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Abstract

Recently, research on the complex periodic behavior of multi-scale systems
has become increasingly popular. Krupa et al. [1] provided a way to obtain
relaxation oscillations in slow-fast systems through singular Hopf bifurcations
and canard explosion. The authors derived a O(1) expression A for the
first Lyapunov coefficient (under the condition A ̸= 0), and deduced the
bifurcation curves of singular Hopf and canard explosions.

This paper employs Blow-up technique, normal form theory, and Lya-
punov coefficient formula to present higher-order approximate expressions
for the first Lyapunov coefficient when A = 0 for slow-fast systems. As
an application, we investigate the bifurcation phenomena of a predator-prey
model with Allee effects. Utilizing the formulas obtained in this paper, we
identify both supercritical and subcritical Hopf bifurcations that may occur
simultaneously in the system. Numerical simulations validate the results.
Finally, by normal form and slow divergence integral theory, we prove the
cyclicity of the system is 1.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, there has been a growing interest in the dynamic analysis
of slow-fast systems, which can be employed to describe dynamics for multiple
time scales. There are extensive applications in various fields such as bio-
chemistry [2], ecology [3], and engineering mechanics [4]. Geometric singular
perturbation theory(GSPT), developed from the geometric theory pioneered
by Fenichel [5], serves as a fundamental framework for understanding such
systems. Its core principle involves characterizing the original system as two
distinct dynamical processes on fast and slow time scales. Through qualita-
tive analysis of the layer and reduced systems, GSPT describes the dynamic
behavior of the system when ϵ is sufficiently small.

In the early stages of GSPT, it was typically limited to situations where
the critical manifold is normally hyperbolic. However, with the aid of Blow-
up methods developed by Krupa [6, 1, 7], De Maesschalck, Dumortier[8, 9,
10, 11, 12] and others , it has become possible to derive normal forms near
non-hyperbolic points on the critical manifold. This has led to the discov-
ery of new bifurcation phenomena, such as canard explosions, singular Hopf
bifurcations, and relaxation oscillations. These novel bifurcation phenomena
have practical applications in population ecology [2], engineering mechanics
[13], and other fields.

Krupa and Szmolyana[1] provide a detailed description for the process
of canard explosion occurring at a fold point in the critical manifold. In
this process, the generation of a singular Hopf bifurcation is of paramount
importance. A Hopf bifurcation refers to the occurrence of limit cycles due
to the changes in stability of an equilibrium as a bifurcation parameters vary.
If the limit cycle is stable (unstable), the bifurcation is termed supercritical
(subcritical). In recent years, it has been observed in practical scenarios
that, with changes in stability, multiple limit cycles may arise from a single
equilibrium, even accompanied by the emergence of higher-codimensional
degenerate singularity bifurcations [14, 15, 16]. To determine the cyclicity
of these periodic limit sets, it is necessary to compute Lyapunov coefficients.
This analytical approach is widely applied in various systems.

In [1], the authors provided a way to consider the normal form of the
system and provided a O(1) approximate expression A for the first Lyapunov
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coefficient with respect to ϵ. However, when A = 0, we can not determine
whether Hopf bifurcation happens. It becomes essential to further compute
higher-order expressions of the first Lyapunov coefficient with respect to ϵ.
This is crucial both for fundamental research and practical applications. In
this paper, we aim to derive the formula for the first Lyapunov coefficient for
planar differential systems under the multiscale framework. To achieve this,
we consider a general slow-fast system:

dx

dt
= f(x, y, λ, ϵ),

dy

dt
= ϵg(x, y, λ, ϵ),

(1)

where, f, g ∈ C3, 0 < ϵ ≪ 1, and λ is the bifurcation parameter. The system
(1) is referred to as the fast system. For the fast system (1), after a timescale
transformation τ = ϵt, it is transformed into the following slow system:

ϵ
dx

dτ
= f(x, y, λ, ϵ),

dy

dτ
= g(x, y, λ, ϵ).

(2)

As ϵ → 0, the fast system (1) converges to the following layer system (3):

dx

dt
= f(x, y, λ, ϵ),

dy

dt
= 0,

(3)

and the slow system is reduced to

0 = f(x, y, λ, ϵ),

dy

dτ
= g(x, y, λ, ϵ).

(4)

The critical manifold can be defined by

C = {(x, y)|f(x, y, λ, 0) = 0} .

Without loss of generality, assume that O(0, 0) is a local minimum point of
the critical curve C, i.e.

f(0, 0, 0, 0) = 0,
∂f

∂x
(0, 0, 0, 0) = 0.
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We also need the following non-degeneracy assumption

∂2f

∂x2
(0, 0, 0, 0) ̸= 0,

∂f

∂y
(0, 0, 0, 0) ̸= 0,

∂g

∂x
(0, 0, 0, 0) ̸= 0,

∂g

∂λ
(0, 0, 0, 0) ̸= 0.

Without loss of generality, suppose that

∂2f

∂x2
(0, 0, 0, 0) > 0,

∂f

∂y
(0, 0, 0, 0) < 0,

∂g

∂x
(0, 0, 0, 0) > 0,

∂g

∂λ
(0, 0, 0, 0) < 0.

In this case, the system (1), when (x, y, λ, ϵ) is the neighborhood of (0, 0, 0, 0),
can be transformed into the following normal form through a series of diffeo-
morphisms (see [1])

dx

dt
= −yh1(x, y, λ, ϵ) + x2h2(x, y, λ, ϵ) + ϵh3(x, y, λ, ϵ),

dy

dt
= ϵ(xh4(x, y, λ, ϵ)− λh5(x, y, λ, ϵ) + yh6(x, y, λ, ϵ),

(5)

where

h3(x, y, λ, ϵ) = O(x, y, λ, ϵ),

hi(x, y, λ, ϵ) = 1 +O(x, y, λ, ϵ), i = 1, 2, 4, 5.

Let

a1 =
∂h3

∂x
(0, 0, 0, 0), a2 =

∂h1

∂x
(0, 0, 0, 0), a3 =

∂h2

∂x
(0, 0, 0, 0),

a4 =
∂h4

∂x
(0, 0, 0, 0), a5 = h6(0, 0, 0, 0),

(6)

and
A = −a2 + 3a3 − 2a4 − 2a5. (7)

Denote V by a small neighborhood of the origin. For singular Hopf bifurca-
tions, there are the following classical results:
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Lemma 1.1. Suppose that the origin O is a generic fold point for λ = 0
with normal form (5). Then there exist ϵ0 > 0, λ0 > 0 such that for each
0 < ϵ < ϵ0, |λ| < λ0, equation (1) has precisely one equilibrium pe ∈ V which
converges to the canard point as (ϵ, λ) → 0. Moreover, there exists a curve
λH(

√
ϵ) such that pe is stable for λ < λH(

√
ϵ) and loses stability through

a Hopf bifurcation as λ passes through λH(
√
ϵ). The curve λH(

√
ϵ) has the

expansion

λH(
√
ϵ) = −a1 + a5

2
ϵ+O(ϵ3/2).

The Hopf bifurcation is non-degenerate if the constant A defined in (6) is
nonzero. It is supercritical if A < 0 and subcritical if A > 0.

In practical applications, when A = 0, Lemma 1.1 fail to provide relevant
outcomes. In the subsequent sections of this paper, we will discuss the case
A = 0. To begin with, we present some relevant results([17]) which can be
applied to our results.

Lemma 1.2. Consider the following planar differential system

dx

dt
=− β0y + f(x, y),

dy

dt
=β0x+ g(x, y),

(8)

with f(0, 0) = g(0, 0) = 0, and Df(0, 0) = Dg(0, 0) = 0, β0 ̸= 0, then
the stability of the limit cycle is determined by the following first Lyapunov
coefficient

L1 =
1

16
{(fxxx + fxyy + gxxy + gyyy)

+
1

β0

[fxy(fxx + fyy)− gxy(gxx + gyy)− fxxgxx + fyygyy]}|x=y=0

(9)

A non-degenerate Hopf bifurcation is supercritical if the first Lyapunov coef-
ficient L1 < 0, and subcritical if L1 > 0.

To derive the expression for the first Lyapunov coefficient in the frame-
work of slow-fast systems, we need the higher-order terms of hi in the normal
form (5). To ensure the uniqueness of system (5), we need to rewrite system
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(5) as follows:

dx

dt
= −yh1(x, y, λ) + x2h2(x, λ) + ϵh3(x, y, λ, ϵ),

dy

dt
= ϵ(xh4(x, ϵ)− λh5(x, y, λ, ϵ) + yh6(x, y, ϵ),

(10)

where

h1(x, y, λ) = 1 +
2∑

i+j=1

aij(λ)x
iyj +O(|x, y|3),

h2(x, λ) = 1 + b1,0(λ)x+O(|x|2),

h3(x, y, λ, ϵ) =
3∑

i+j=1

cij(λ, ϵ)x
iyj +O(|x, y|4),

h4(x, ϵ) = 1 +
2∑

i+j=1

di0(ϵ)x
i +O(|x|3),

h5(x, y, λ, ϵ) = 1 +
3∑

i+j=1

eij(λ, ϵ)x
iyj +O(|x, y|3),

h6(x, y, ϵ) =
2∑

i+j=0

fij(ϵ)x
iyj +O(|x, y|3), i, j ∈ N.

In the following sections, we will employ Lemma 1.2 to further generalize the
results in Lemma 1.1.

2. Main results and its proof

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that the origin O is a generic fold point for λ = 0
with normal form (10). Then there exist ϵ0 > 0, λ0 > 0 such that for each
0 < ϵ < ϵ0, |λ| < λ0, equation (1) has precisely one equilibrium pe ∈ V
which converges to the canard point as (ϵ, λ) → 0. Moreover, there exists a
curve λ1(

√
ϵ) such that pe is stable for λ < λ1(

√
ϵ) and loses stability through

a Hopf bifurcation as λ passes through λ1(
√
ϵ). The curve λ1(

√
ϵ) has the

expansion
λ1(

√
ϵ) = ϵ1/2

(
ρ1 + ρ3ϵ+O(ϵ3/2)

)
, (11)
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where

ρ1 = −1

2
(c1,0 + f0,0) , ρ3 =

ρ1
8
(ρ31 + ρ1ρ32),

and

ρ31 = a1,0c1,0 + 2c1,0f0,0 − 2c2,0 + e0,1 − f1,0,

ρ32 = a1,0 − 3b1,0 + 2 (d1,0 − e1,0 + f0,0) .
(12)

The formula for the first Lyapunov coefficient of a singular Hopf bifurcation
is:

L1(
√
ϵ) = ϵ1/2

(
1

16
ω1 +

1

32
ω2ϵ+O(ϵ3/2)

)
, (13)

where

ω1 = −a1,0 + 3b1,0 − 2(d1,0 + f0,0),

ω2 = 6a1,0b1,0c1,0 + 6a1,0b1,0f0,0 − 4a1,0c1,0d1,0 + a1,0c1,0e1,0 − 4a1,0c1,0f0,0

− 4a1,0c0,1 − 2a21,0c1,0 + 2a2,0c1,0 − 2a1,0c2,0 − 6a1,0d1,0f0,0 + a1,0e1,0f0,0

− 12a1,0f
2
0,0 − 4a21,0f0,0 + 6a2,0f0,0 + 2a0,1 (a1,0 + 2f0,0)− 2a1,1 + 2f2,0

+ 12b1,0c1,0d1,0 − 3b1,0c1,0e1,0 + 12b1,0c1,0f0,0 + 6b1,0c0,1 + 12b1,0d1,0f0,0

− 3b1,0e1,0f0,0 + 18b1,0f
2
0,0 + 4c1,0d1,0e1,0 − 8c1,0d1,0f0,0 − 8c1,0d

2
1,0 − 4c0,1d1,0

− 4c2,0d1,0 + 6c1,0d2,0 + 4c1,0e1,0f0,0 − 2c1,0e0,1 − 2c1,0e2,0 − 8c0,1f0,0

− 8c2,0f0,0 + 2c1,0f1,0 + 2c1,1 + 6c3,0 + 4d1,0e1,0f0,0 − 16d1,0f
2
0,0 − 8d21,0f0,0

+ 6d2,0f0,0 − 2d1,0f1,0 + 4e1,0f
2
0,0 − 2e0,1f0,0 − 2e2,0f0,0 − 8f 3

0,0 + 4f1,0f0,0.

The Hopf bifurcation is non-degenerate and
(1) it is supercritical if ω1 < 0 and subcritical if ω1 > 0.
(2) when ω1 = 0, the Hopf bifurcation is supercritical if ω2|ω1=0 < 0 and

subcritical if ω2|ω1=0 > 0.

Remark 2.2. It is worth noting that, in the formula (13), ω1 is consistent
with A in theorem 3.1 and 3.2 [1]. However, when A = 0, the direction of
the Hopf bifurcation and the stability of the limit cycle can be determined by
ω2|ω1=0.

Proof. We perform the following Blow-up transformation as follows:

x = rx1, y = r2y1, λ = rλ1, ϵ = r2.
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Then system (10) can be transformed into:

dx1

dt
=

3∑
i+j=1

mi,jx
i
1y

j
1 +O(|x1, y1|4),

dy1
dt

= n0,0 +
3∑

i+j=1

ni,jx
i
1y

j
1 +O(|x1, y1|4),

(14)

where

m1,0 = rc1,0,m0,1 = −1 + r2c0,1,m2,0 = 1 + r2c2,0,m1,1 = r
(
r2c1,1 − a1,0

)
,

m0,2 = r2
(
r2c0,2 − a0,1

)
,m3,0 = r(b1,0 + r2c3,0),m2,1 = r2

(
r2c2,1 − a2,0

)
,

m1,2 = r3
(
r2c1,2 − a1,1

)
,m0,3 = r4

(
r2c0,3 − a0,2

)
, n0,0 = −λ1,

n1,0 = 1− λ1re1,0, n0,1 = r(f0,0 − λ1re0,1), n2,0 = r(d1,0 − λ1re2,0),

n1,1 = r2(f1,0 − λ1re1,1), n0,2 = r3(f0,1 − λ1re0,2), n3,0 = r2(d2,0 − λ1re3,0),

n2,1 = r3(f2,0 − λ1re2,1), n1,2 = r4(f1,1 − λ1re1,2), n0,3 = r5(f0,2 − λ1re0,3).

Assume that the equilibrium of the system (14) is pr(x
∗
1, y

∗
1), which can be

expressed as:

x∗
1 = p0 + p1r + p2r

2 + p3r
3 +O(r4),

y∗1 = q0 + q1r + q2r
2 + q3r

3 +O(r4),
(15)

where

p0 = −n0,0

n1,0

, p1 = −p20n2,0 + q0n0,1

n1,0

, p2 = −p0 (p
2
0n3,0 + 2p1n2,0 + q0n1,1) + q1n0,1

n1,0

,

p3 = −p0q1n1,1 + q0 (p
2
0n2,1 + p1n1,1) + 3p1p

2
0n3,0 + 2p2p0n2,0 + p21n2,0 + q2n0,1 + q20n0,2

n1,0

,

q0 = −m2,0n
2
0,0

m0,1n2
1,0

,

q1 = −p0 (p
2
0 (m3,0n1,0 − 2m2,0n2,0) + q0 (m1,1n1,0 − 2m2,0n0,1) +m1,0n1,0)

m0,1n1,0

,

q2 =
1

m0,1n1,0

×(
p20 (p1 (4m2,0n2,0 − 3m3,0n1,0) + q0 (2m2,0n1,1 −m2,1n1,0)) + p0q1 (2m2,0n0,1 −m1,1n1,0)

−n1,0

(
p1q0m1,1 + p1 (p1m2,0 +m1,0) + q20m0,2

)
+ 2p40m2,0n3,0

)
,
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q3 =
1

m0,1n1,0

×(
2p30m2,0 (3p1n3,0 + q0n2,1) + p20 (p2 (4m2,0n2,0 − 3m3,0n1,0) + q1 (2m2,0n1,1 −m2,1n1,0))

+p0
(
2p1q0 (m2,0n1,1 −m2,1n1,0) + p21 (2m2,0n2,0 − 3m3,0n1,0) + q2 (2m2,0n0,1 −m1,1n1,0)

+q20 (2m2,0n0,2 −m1,2n1,0)
)
− n1,0 (p1q1m1,1 + q0 (p2m1,1 + 2q1m0,2) + p2 (2p1m2,0 +m1,0))

)
.

By transforming x2 = x1 − x∗
1 and y2 = y1 − y∗1 to move pr(x

∗
1, y

∗
1) to the

origin, system (14) can be transformed into:

dx2

dt
=

3∑
i+j=1

m̄i,jx
i
2y

j
2 +O(|x2, y2|4),

dy2
dt

=
3∑

i+j=1

n̄i,jx
i
2y

j
2 +O(|x2, y2|4),

(16)

where

m̄1,0 = 2p0m2,0 +
(
m1,0 + q0m1,1 + 2p1m2,0 + 3p20m3,0

)
r

+ (q1m1,1 + 2p2m2,0 + 2p0q0m2,1 + 6p0p1m3,0) r
2

+
(
m1,2q

2
0 + q2m1,1 + 2p3m2,0 + 2 (p1q0 + p0q1)m2,1

+
(
3p21 + 6p0p2

)
m3,0

)
r3 +O

(
r4
)
,

m̄0,1 = m0,1 + p0m1,1r +
(
p20m2,1 + p1m1,1 + 2q0m0,2

)
r2

+ (2p0q0m1,2 + p2m1,1 + 2p0p1m2,1 + 2q1m0,2) r
3 +O

(
r4
)
,

m̄2,0 = m2,0 + 3p0m3,0r + (q0m2,1 + 3p1m3,0) r
2 + (q1m2,1 + 3p2m3,0) r

3 +O
(
r4
)
,

m̄1,1 = m1,1r + 2p0m2,1r
2 + (2p1m2,1 + 2q0m1,2) r

3 +O
(
r4
)
,

m̄0,2 = m0,2r
2 + p0m1,2r

3 +O
(
r4
)
,

m̄3,0 = m3,0r +O
(
r4
)
, m̄2,1 = m2,1r

2 +O
(
r4
)
, m̄1,2 = m1,2r

3 +O
(
r4
)
,

m̄0,3 = O
(
r4
)
,

n̄1,0 = n1,0 + 2p0n2,0r +
(
3p20n3,0 + 2p1n2,0 + q0n1,1

)
r2 + (2p0q0n2,1 + 2p2n2,0

+6p0p1n3,0 + q1n1,1) r
3 +O

(
r4
)
,

n̄0,1 = n0,1r + p0n1,1r
2 +

(
n2,1p

2
0 + 2q0n0,2 + p1n1,1

)
r3 +O

(
r4
)
,

n̄2,0 = n2,0r + 3p0n3,0r
2 + (3p1n3,0 + q0n2,1) r

3 +O
(
r4
)
,

n̄1,1 = n1,1r
2 + 2p0n2,1r

3 +O
(
r4
)
,

n̄0,2 = n0,2r
3 +O

(
r4
)
, n̄3,0 = n3,0r

2 +O
(
r4
)
, n̄2,1 = n2,1r

3 +O
(
r4
)
,

n̄1,2 = O
(
r4
)
, n̄0,3 = O(r)5.
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Denote M = −(m̄1,0 + n̄0,1), N = m̄1,0n̄0,1 − m̄0,1n̄1,0.
If n̄1,0 ̸= 0, we perform the following transformation:

x3 = −
√
2n̄1,0x2 +

√
2

(
m̄1,0 +

M

2

)
y2, y3 =

√
2

2

√
4N −M2y2.

If m̄0,1 ̸= 0, we apply the transformation:

x3 =
√
2

(
n̄0,1 +

M

2

)
x2 −

√
2m̄0,1y2, y3 =

√
2

2

√
4N −M2x2.

Thus, system (16) can be reformulated in the following equivalent form:

dx3

dt
= m̃1,0x3 − m̃0,1y3 +

3∑
i+j=2

m̃i,jx
i
3y

j
3 +O(|x3, y3|4),

dy3
dt

= m̃0,1x3 + m̃1,0y3 +
3∑

i+j=2

ñi,jx
i
3y

j
3 +O(|x3, y3|4),

(17)

where

m̃1,0 =
1

2
(m̄1,0 + n̄0,1) , m̃0,1 = −1

2

√
2m̄1,0n̄0,1 − 4m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0 − n̄2
0,1,

m̃2,0 =
m̄0,2 (n̄0,1 − m̄1,0)− 2m̄0,1n̄0,2

2
√
2m̄2

0,1

,

m̃1,1 =
1

√
2m̄2

0,1

√
2m̄1,0n̄0,1 − 4m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0 − n̄2
0,1

×

(m̄0,1 (−m̄1,1n̄0,1 + m̄1,0 (m̄1,1 − 2n̄0,2) + 2m̄0,1n̄1,1 + 2n̄0,2n̄0,1)

−m̄0,2 (m̄1,0 − n̄0,1)
2
)
,

m̃0,2 =
1

2
√
2m̄2

0,1

(
−2m̄1,0n̄0,1 + 4m̄0,1n̄1,0 + m̄2

1,0 + n̄2
0,1

)×(
m̄0,2 (m̄1,0 − n̄0,1)

3 + 2m̄0,1

(
4m̄2

0,1n̄2,0 + 2m̄0,1n̄0,1 (n̄1,1 − m̄2,0)

+m̄2
1,0 (n̄0,2 − m̄1,1) + n̄2

0,1 (n̄0,2 − m̄1,1) + 2m̄1,0 (n̄0,1 (m̄1,1 − n̄0,2)

+m̄0,1 (m̄2,0 − n̄1,1)))) ,

m̃3,0 =
m̄0,3 (m̄1,0 − n̄0,1) + 2m̄0,1n̄0,3

4m̄3
0,1

,
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m̃2,1 =
1

4m̄3
0,1

√
2m̄1,0n̄0,1 − 4m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0 − n̄2
0,1

×

(
3m̄0,3 (m̄1,0 − n̄0,1)

2 − 2m̄0,1 (−m̄1,2n̄0,1 + m̄1,0 (m̄1,2 − 3n̄0,3)

+2m̄0,1n̄1,2 + 3n̄0,3n̄0,1)) ,

m̃1,2 = − 1

4m̄3
0,1

(
−2m̄1,0n̄0,1 + 4m̄0,1n̄1,0 + m̄2

1,0 + n̄2
0,1

)×(
3m̄0,3 (m̄1,0 − n̄0,1)

3 + 2m̄0,1

(
4m̄2

0,1n̄2,1 − 2m̄0,1n̄0,1 (m̄2,1 − 2n̄1,2)

+m̄2
1,0 (3n̄0,3 − 2m̄1,2) + n̄2

0,1 (3n̄0,3 − 2m̄1,2) + 2m̄1,0 (n̄0,1 (2m̄1,2 − 3n̄0,3)

+m̄0,1 (m̄2,1 − 2n̄1,2)))) ,

m̃0,3 = − 1

4m̄3
0,1

(
2m̄1,0n̄0,1 − 4m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0 − n̄2
0,1

)
3/2

×((
2m̄0,1

(
8m̄3

0,1n̄3,0 + 4m̄2
0,1n̄0,1 (n̄2,1 − m̄3,0) + 2m̄0,1n̄

2
0,1 (n̄1,2 − m̄2,1)

+m̄3
1,0 (m̄1,2 − n̄0,3) + n̄3

0,1 (n̄0,3 − m̄1,2) + m̄2
1,0 (3n̄0,1 (n̄0,3 − m̄1,2)

−2m̄0,1 (m̄2,1 − n̄1,2)) + m̄1,0

(
4m̄2

0,1 (m̄3,0 − n̄2,1) + 4m̄0,1n̄0,1 (m̄2,1 − n̄1,2)

+3n̄2
0,1 (m̄1,2 − n̄0,3)

))
− m̄0,3 (m̄1,0 − n̄0,1)

4
)
,

ñ2,0 =
m̄0,2

√
m̄1,0n̄0,1 − 2m̄0,1n̄1,0 − 1

2
m̄2

1,0 − 1
2
n̄2
0,1

2m̄2
0,1

,

ñ1,1 =
m̄0,2 (m̄1,0 − n̄0,1)− m̄0,1m̄1,1√

2m̄2
0,1

,

ñ0,2 =
m̄0,2 (m̄1,0 − n̄0,1)

2 + 2m̄0,1 (m̄1,1n̄0,1 − m̄1,0m̄1,1 + 2m̄0,1m̄2,0)

2
√
2m̄2

0,1

√
2m̄1,0n̄0,1 − 4m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0 − n̄2
0,1

,

ñ3,0 = −
m̄0,3

√
2m̄1,0n̄0,1 − 4m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0 − n̄2
0,1

4m̄3
0,1

,

ñ2,1 =
2m̄0,1m̄1,2 − 3m̄0,3 (m̄1,0 − n̄0,1)

4m̄3
0,1

,

ñ1,2 =
−3m̄0,3 (m̄1,0 − n̄0,1)

2 − 4m̄0,1 (m̄1,2n̄0,1 − m̄1,0m̄1,2 + m̄0,1m̄2,1)

4m̄3
0,1

√
2m̄1,0n̄0,1 − 4m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0 − n̄2
0,1

,

ñ0,3 =
1

4m̄3
0,1

(
−2m̄1,0n̄0,1 + 4m̄0,1n̄1,0 + m̄2

1,0 + n̄2
0,1

)×
11



(
m̄0,3 (m̄1,0 − n̄0,1)

3 − 2m̄0,1

(
2m̄2,1m̄0,1n̄0,1 + m̄1,2n̄

2
0,1 − 2m̄1,0 (m̄1,2n̄0,1

+m̄0,1m̄2,1) + 4m̄3,0m̄
2
0,1 + m̄2

1,0m̄1,2

))
.

It is evident that the eigenvalues of Jacobian matrix at (0, 0) of system (17)
is ϱ = m̃1,0 ± m̃0,1i. The necessary condition for the occurrence of a Hopf
bifurcation in the system is m̃1,0 = 0, which is equivalent to:

λ1 = λ1(r(
√
ϵ)) = ρ1r(

√
ϵ) + ρ2r

2(
√
ϵ) + ρ3r

3(
√
ϵ) +O(r4(

√
ϵ)).

Upon direct calculation, we find ρ2 = 0, while ρ1 and ρ3 are determined by
(12). Thus, when λ1 = λ1(r(

√
ϵ)), i.e., m̃1,0 = 0, the system (17) can be

transformed into:

dx4

dt
= −m̂0,1y4 +

3∑
i+j=2

m̂i,jx
i
3y

j
3 +O(|x4, y4|4),

dy4
dt

= m̂0,1x4 +
3∑

i+j=2

ñi,jx
i
3y

j
3 +O(|x4, y4|4),

(18)

where

m̂0,1 = −
√
−m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0, m̂2,0 = −m̄0,1n̄0,2 + m̄0,2m̄1,0√
2m̄2

0,1

,

m̂1,1 =
m̄0,1 (m̄1,0 (m̄1,1 − 2n̄0,2) + m̄0,1n̄1,1)− 2m̄0,2m̄

2
1,0√

2m̄2
0,1

√
−m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0

,

m̂0,2 =
m̄0,1

(
m̄2

0,1n̄2,0 + m̄1,0m̄0,1 (m̄2,0 − n̄1,1) + m̄2
1,0 (n̄0,2 − m̄1,1)

)
+ m̄0,2m̄

3
1,0√

2m̄2
0,1

(
m̄0,1n̄1,0 + m̄2

1,0

) ,

m̂3,0 =
m̄0,1n̄0,3 + m̄0,3m̄1,0

2m̄3
0,1

, m̂2,1 =
3m̄0,3m̄

2
1,0 − m̄0,1 (m̄1,0 (m̄1,2 − 3n̄0,3) + m̄0,1n̄1,2)

2m̄3
0,1

√
−m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0

,

m̂1,2 =
−m̄0,1

(
m̄2

0,1n̄2,1 + m̄1,0m̄0,1 (m̄2,1 − 2n̄1,2) + m̄2
1,0 (3n̄0,3 − 2m̄1,2)

)
+ 3m̄0,3m̄

3
1,0

2m̄3
0,1

(
m̄0,1n̄1,0 + m̄2

1,0

) ,

m̂0,3 = − 1

2m̄3
0,1

(
−m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0

)
3/2

×(
m̄0,1

(
m̄3

0,1n̄3,0 + m̄1,0m̄
2
0,1 (m̄3,0 − n̄2,1) + m̄2

1,0m̄0,1 (n̄1,2 − m̄2,1) + m̄3
1,0 (m̄1,2

n̄0,3))− m̄0,3m̄
4
1,0

)
,
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n̂2,0 =
m̄0,2

√
−2m̄0,1n̄1,0 − 2m̄2

1,0

2m̄2
0,1

, n̂1,1 =
2m̄0,2m̄1,0 − m̄0,1m̄1,1√

2m̄2
0,1

,

n̂0,2 =
m̄0,2m̄

2
1,0 + m̄0,1 (m̄0,1m̄2,0 − m̄1,0m̄1,1)
√
2m̄2

0,1

√
−m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0

, n̂3,0 = −
m̄0,3

√
−m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0

2m̄3
0,1

,

n̂2,1 =
m̄0,1m̄1,2 − 3m̄0,3m̄1,0

2m̄3
0,1

, n̂1,2 =
m̄0,1 (2m̄1,0m̄1,2 − m̄0,1m̄2,1)− 3m̄0,3m̄

2
1,0

2m̄3
0,1

√
−m̄0,1n̄1,0 − m̄2

1,0

,

n̂0,3 =
m̄0,3m̄

3
1,0 − m̄0,1

(
m̄3,0m̄

2
0,1 − m̄1,0m̄2,1m̄0,1 + m̄2

1,0m̄1,2

)
2m̄3

0,1

(
m̄0,1n̄1,0 + m̄2

1,0

) .

System (18) is already in the required form (8). By (11) and Lemma 1.2,
this completes the proof.

3. Applications

In this section, we will utilize the results from Theorem 2.1 to analyze
the singular Hopf bifurcation problem in a predator-prey model with Allee
effects.

In [18], the authors analyzed a predator-prey model with the Allee effect
in the prey’s growth, which reveals that mating success at low densities is
complicated due to difficulties in finding mates. In the model, this effect was
described by the function F (X) = rX

θ+X
, whereX represents the population of

the prey species, r is the maximum per capita fertility rate, and θ represents
the population density at which a species reaches half its maximum fertility,
reflecting the strength of the Allee effect.

This model of the Allee effect was proposed by Ferdy [19], which estab-
lished a competition model including the Allee effect in a patchy environ-
ment. The results showed that the Allee effect leaded to spatial segregation
of species and maintains stability. In other words, populations with this
effect can coexist in different spatial patches. Furthermore, this effect was
applied to a predator-prey model with Holling Type II functional response
[20], . The authors found that as the Allee effect becomes stronger, the
system may undergo subcritical Hopf bifurcations which leaded to unstable
periodic oscillations. In other words, the system’s equilibrium experienced
a stability switch. In [18], this model of the Allee effect was applied to a

13



predator-prey system in which the populations simultaneously have density-
dependent terms. The model is as follows,

dX

dt
= r

(
X

θ +X

)
X − dX − k1X

2 − eXY,

dY

dt
= λeXY − δY − k2Y

2,

(19)

where Y represents the population of predators, d is the natural mortality
rate, k1 is the intra-species competition rate, and e is the consumption rate.
The function F (x) = rX

θ+X
is used to describe the species fertility rate of the

prey species X. λ, δ and k2 represent the conversion rate, natural mortal-
ity rate and intra-species competition among predators, respectively. The
authors found that the system may exhibit various bifurcation phenomena.
However, the existence conditions of limit cycles and other issues related to
cyclicity for the system remain unresolved.

Assume that predator population has low conversion rate. And the aver-
age mortality, the intra-species competition rate is also very low relative to
prey population, i.e. λ = ϵλ̄, δ = ϵδ̄ and k2 = ϵk̄2, 0 < ϵ ≪ 1. Let X = r

k1
x,

Y = r
e
y, and t = 1

r
τ , then system (19) can be transformed into:

dx

dτ
= x

(
x

m+ x
− n− x− y

)
:= f(x, y),

dy

dτ
= ϵy (αx− β − γy) := ϵg(x, y),

(20)

where m = θk1
r
, n = d

r
, α = λ̄

r
, α = eλ̄

k1
, β = δ̄

r
, γ = k̄2

e
. Note that x = 0

and y = 0 are two invariant lines of system (20), and we state the following
result without proof.

Lemma 3.1. The region D = [0, 1]× [0,+∞) is the forward invariant set of
system (20).

When ϵ = 0 in system (20), we obtain the fast subsystem:

dx

dτ
= x

(
x

m+ x
− n− x− y

)
,

dy

dτ
= 0.

(21)
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Figure 1: The critical manifold of system (20).

For system (20), setting τ = s and ϵ = 0, we have the slow subsystem.

dx

ds
= x

(
x

m+ x
− n− x− y

)
,

0 = y (αx− β − γy) .

(22)

Denote F (x) = x
m+x

−n−x. By direct calculation, we can obtain the function
F (x) has a fold point M(xM , yM) in the first quadrant when

0 < m <
(
1−√

n
)2

, 0 < n < 1, (23)

where xM =
√
m−m and yM = 1− n+m− 2

√
m. Furthermore, denote:

Sa = Sa
1 ∪ Sa

2 ,

Sr =

{
(x, F (x)) | 1−m− n−√△

2
< x <

√
m−m

}
,

where

Sa
1 = {(0, y) | y ≥ 0} ,

Sa
2 =

{
(x, F (x)) | √m−m < x <

1−m− n+
√△

2

}
.

The critical manifold can be divided into the normal attracting part Sa and
the normal repelling part Sr, see Fig.1.
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4. Equilibria of system (20)

System (20) has an equilibrium at E0(0, 0). As for the boundary equilibria
E1,2(x1,2, 0), where x1,2 satisfy the equation:

x2 + (m+ n− 1)x+mn = 0. (24)

If △1 := (1−m− n)2 − 4m > 0, and 1−m− n > 0, then E1,2 exist (See Fig
(2)), and x1,2 satisfy

x1,2 =
1−m− n∓√△1

2
.

If △1 = 0, 1 − m − n > 0,E1,2 will collide and become the unique bound-
ary equilibrium E0

1,2. There are two positive equilibria E3,4(x3,4, y3,4), where

y3,4 =
αx3,4−β

γ
, and x3,4 =

−b∓
√
△2

2
are the roots of the equation

x2 + bx+ c = 0, (25)

where b = γ(m+n−1)+mα−β
α+γ

, c = m(γn−β)
α+γ

. The equilibrium E3,4 exist if and only

if △2 =
1

γ+α
(γ(m+ n− 1) +mα− β)2 − 4m(α + γ)(γn− β) > 0, as shown

in Fig.(2).

Lemma 4.1. For system (20), the boundary equilibrium E0(0, 0) is a stable
node. If △1 > 0 and 1−m−n > 0, then E1(x1, 0) and E2(x2, 0) exist, where
E1 and E2 are saddles. If △1 > 0, 1−m−n > 0 and △2 > 0, then E3(x3, y3)
and E4(x4, y4) also exist. In this case, E3 is a saddle and E4 is a non-saddle
point.

4.1. Singular Hopf bifurcation and Canard explosion

When the fold point M(xM , yM) coincides with the positive equilibrium
E2, i.e., β + γyM − αxM = 0, system (20) may undergo a Hopf bifurcation
(see Fig. (3)). To discuss the singular Hopf bifurcation, we need to derive
the normal form provided by Krupa et al.[1] and De Maesschalck et. al
[8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. First, translate the point M to the origin by x̄ = x −
xM , ȳ = y − yM , and make the transformations x̄ =

√
αxMyM√
m−1

X, ȳ = αyM√
m−1

Y ,

τ = 1√
αxMyM

t. Redefine x = x̄, y = ȳ and let β∗ = αxM − γyM , λ = β − β∗

system (20) can be transformed into:

dx

dt
= −yh1 (x, y, λ, ) + x2h2 (x, λ, ) + ϵh3 (x, y, λ, ϵ) ,

dy

dt
= ϵ (xh4 (x, ϵ)− λh5 (x, y, λ, ϵ) + yh6 (x, y, λ)) ,
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Figure 2: The existence of equilibria E0, E1,2, E3,4.
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Figure 3: If E4 coincides with the critical point M , the system may have canard explosion.

where

h1 (x, y, λ, ϵ) = 1 +
αyM√

αxMyM(
√
m− 1)

x+O(|x, y|4),

h2 (x, y, λ, ϵ) = 1−
√
αxMyM

(
√
m− 1)2

x+O(|x|2),

h3 (x, y, λ, ϵ) = 0,

h4 (x, y, λ, ϵ) = 1 + +O(|x|3),
h5 (x, y, λ, ϵ) = 1 +

α√
m− 1

y +O(|x, y|4),

h6 (x, y, λ, ϵ) = − γyM√
αxMyM

+
αx√
m− 1

+
γ
√
αxMyM

(1−√
m)xM

y +O(|x, y|3).

If we choose λ as the bifurcation parameter, then

λ =
(β − β∗) (1−√

m)

α
√
αxMyM

= 0 ⇔ β = β∗.

Next, we demonstrate the existence of the Hopf bifurcation. By directly
computing, we can get

a1 =
∂h3

∂x
(0, 0, 0, 0) = 0,

a2 =
∂h1

∂x
(0, 0, 0, 0) =

αyM√
αxMyM

√
m− 1

,

a3 =
∂h2

∂x
(0, 0, 0, 0) = −

√
αxMyM

(
√
m− 1)2

,

18



a4 =
∂h4

∂x
(0, 0, 0, 0) = 0,

a5 = h6(0, 0, 0, 0) =
αxM − β − 2γyM√

αxMyM
,

A = −a2 + 3a3 − 2a4 − 2a5 =
Ψ(m)√

αxMyM(1−√
m)

yM ,

where Ψ(m) = 2γ(1−√
m)+α− 3α

√
m. Note that dΨ(m)

dm
= −3α+2γ

2
√
m

< 0 and

(23), there are two cases as follows,

Case 1. when α+2γ
3α+2γ

≤ 1−√
n, i.e. n ≤

(
2α

3α+2γ

)2

, the following statements

hold.

a). if 0 < m <
(

α+2γ
3α+2γ

)2

, then A > 0.

b). if
(

α+2γ
3α+2γ

)2

< m < (1−√
n)2,then A < 0.

c). if m =
(

α+2γ
3α+2γ

)2

,then A = 0.

Case 2. If α+2γ
3α+2γ

> 1−√
n, i.e. n >

(
2α

3α+2γ

)2

, then A > 0.

As A = 0, it is easy to verify that the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 is

established. In this case, m =
(

α+2γ
3α+2γ

)2

, and

ω2|ω1=0 =
γ(3α + 2γ)2

(
9
√
2(3α + 2γ)

√
α + 2γy

3/2
M + 8

(√
2α

√
(α + 2γ)yM + 1

))
8α2(α + 2γ)

> 0.

According to Theorem 2.1, in this case, an unstable limit cycle can be bi-
furcated from the fold point M(xM , yM) of system (20), and we have the
following two results.

Theorem 4.1. For system (20) with γ = β+αm−α
√
m

−m+2
√
m+n−1

, △1 > 0, 1−m−n >

0, there is an equilibrium E4(x4, y4) near the fold point M(xM , yM), which
satisfies E4 → M when (λ, ϵ) → (0, 0). Moreover, there is a singular Hopf
bifurcation curve λh(

√
ϵ), s.t. the equilibrium E4 is stable when λ < λh(

√
ϵ).

When λ passes through λh(
√
ϵ), the system will undergo a Hopf bifurcation,

where

λh(
√
ϵ) = −a1 + a5

2
ϵ+O(ϵ3/2) = −αxM − β − 2γyM

2
√
αxMyM

ϵ+O(ϵ3/2).
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Applying the normal form (3.1), (3.15) and (3.16) in [1], the singular Hopf
bifurcation curve λh(ϵ) is obtained. Applying Theorem 3.2 in [1], we have
the following Hopf bifurcation and canard explosion.

Theorem 4.2. For system (20) with γ = β+αm−α
√
m

−m+2
√
m+n−1

, △1 > 0, and 1 −
m − n > 0, a ϵ-family of canard cycles without head Γ(ϵ, s) bifurcate from
the limit periodic set Γ(s), where s ∈ (0, yM) if y3 < 0, and s ∈ (0, yM − y3)
if y3 ≥ 0. λ = λ(s,

√
ϵ), 0 < ϵ ≪ 1. Moreover, λ(s,

√
ϵ) satisfies

|λ(s,√ϵ)− λc(
√
ϵ)| ≤ e−1/ϵK ,

where K > 0 is a constant, and

λc(
√
ϵ) = −

(
a1 + a5

2
+

A

8

)
ϵ+O(ϵ3/2)

=
4 (

√
m− 1) (β − αxM)− yM (α + 3α

√
m− 6γ (

√
m− 1))

8 (
√
m− 1)

√
αxMyM

ϵ+O(ϵ3/2).

(26)

Example 4.1. Let m = 0.3, n = 0.1, γ = 0.1, β = 0.2, α = 0.849561, ϵ =
0.0099 and the initial value (0.2644, 0.0961), then there is a small stable Hopf
cycle around E4, see Fig. 3(b).

Example 4.2. We apply a time reversal transformation to system (20), t →
−t, and let α = 0.8, γ = 0.4424, n = 0.1, β = 0.138485,m = 0.263075, ϵ =
0.01. Taking the initial value (0.25, 0.1375), we observe that the trajectory
spirals outward in a counterclockwise direction. On the other hand, when
the initial value is chosen as (0.25, 0.13), the trajectory spirals inward in a
counterclockwise direction. According to Poincaré-Bendixson theorem, there
exists an unstable limit cycle between these two trajectories. See Figure (4).

4.2. Cyclicity of slow-fast cycles

Let Γ(s) be slow-fast cycles without head, then it consists of the following
segments:

Γ(s) := {(x, F (x)) | x ∈ (αs, ωs)}∪{(x, yM − s) | x ∈ (αs, ωs), s ∈ (0, yM − ŷ)} .
In order to study the cyclicity Cycl(Γ(s)) of the slow-fast cycles Γ(s), we
define the slow divergence integral I(s) (see [21] and [22]). I(s) is defined as

I(s, λ0) =

∫ αs

ωs

∂f

∂x
(x, F (x), λ0, 0)

F ′(x)

g(x, F (x), λ0, 0)
dx, s ∈ (0, yM − ŷ). (27)
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0.16 0.18 0.2 0.22 0.24 0.26 0.28 0.3 0.32 0.34
0.125

0.13
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0.14

Figure 4: When α = 0.8, γ = 0.4424, n = 0.1, β = 0.138485,m = 0.263075, ϵ = 0.01, and
A = 0. Apply a time reversal transformation t → −t, and take initial value (0.25, 0.1375)
and (0.25, 0.13), according to Poincaré-Bendixson theorem, system (20) exhibits an unsta-
ble limit cycle.

We deal with the number of zeros of I(s) to study the cyclicity Cycl(Γ(s)).
Define σ(x) ∈ [αs, ωs], such that for x ∈ [xM , ωs], F (σ(x)) = F (x). Setting

h(x) =
∂xf(x, F (x), λ0, 0)

g(x, F (x), λ0, 0)
. (28)

With direct calculations, we have

x =
1

2

(
1−m− n− y +

√
(1−m− n− y)2 − 4n(m+ y)

)
,

σ(x) =
1

2

(
1−m− n− y −

√
(1−m− n− y)2 − 4n(m+ y)

)
,

then

I(s, λ0) =

∫ yM−s

yM

h(σ(x))− h(x) |x=F−1(y) dy.

Set

Ψ(x) =
m−√

m+ x

(m+ x)2 (αx− β − γF (x))
(

x
m+x

− n− x
) ,

then
h(σ(x))− h(x) = Ψ(σ(x))Ψ(x)(σ(x)− x)m

2
3F (x)Φ(y),

where
Φ(y) = (α + γ)y + γ + n(α + γ)−√

mα−m(α + γ).
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Recall that σ(x) ∈ (x̄1, xM), x ∈ (xM , x̄2), then Ψ(σ(x))Ψ(x)(σ(x)− x) < 0.
On the other hand,

Φ(0) = n(α + γ) + (1−m)γ −√
mα(1 +

√
m),

Φ(yM) = α + 2γ − (3α + 2γ)
√
m,

and

Φ(y) = 0 ⇐⇒ y =

√
mα + (m− n)(α + γ)− γ

α + γ
:= y0.

From
Φ′(y) = α + γ > 0,

it yields that Φ(y) is a monotonically increasing function. Therefore, Φ(yM −
s) < Φ(y) < Φ(yM) and (1) if m ≥

(
α+2γ
3α+2γ

)2

, i.e. y0 ≥ yM , then Φ(y) < 0.

x

Φ(y)

O

y0yMyM − s

1

(a)

x

Φ(y)

O

y0

yMyM − s

1

(b)

x

Φ(y)

O y0 yM

1

(c)

Figure 5: The relative positions of y0 and yM .

See Fig.(5)(a).

(2) if m <
(

α+2γ
3α+2γ

)2

, i.e. y0 < yM , See Fig. (5)(b)(c). In this case, to

determine the sign of Φ(y), we need to consider the relative position of y0
with respect to 0. Then

a) if y0 = 0, then ym > 0, and when y ∈ (yM − s, yM), Φ(y) > 0.
b) if y0 < 0, then Φ(y) > 0, see Fig. (5)(b).
c) if y0 > 0, then by the expression for y0 and 0 < n < (1 − √

m)2, we

have m <
(

α+2γ
3α+2γ

)2

. This contradicts m >
(

α+2γ
3α+2γ

)2

, see Fig. (5)(c).

Therefore, when m <
(

α+2γ
3α+2γ

)2

, y0 ≤ 0, Ψ(y) > 0, and when m ≥(
α+2γ
3α+2γ

)2

, Ψ(y) < 0.

Theorem 4.3. For system (20) with γ = β+αm−α
√
m

−m+2
√
m+n−1

, △1 > 0, and 1 −
m− n > 0, Cycl(Γ(s)) ≤ 1.
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5. Discussion

In this paper, we extend the Lyapunov coefficient formula for singular
Hopf bifurcations from [1] for general geometric singular perturbation sys-
tems. This extension addresses the case when the O(1)-order Lyapunov
coefficient A = 0, a situation not covered in the original work, see [1]. We
also discuss the singular Hopf bifurcation when A = 0. To illustrate its prac-
tical application, we investigate the dynamical behavior of a predator-prey
model with Allee effects. Assume that the prey’s reproductive rate is signif-
icantly higher than that of the predator, we reduce this ecological system to
a slow-fast system with a small parameter. In the multi-scale framework, we
obtain the cyclicity of singular Hopf bifurcation and canard explosion bifur-
cation curves. Additionally, utilizing the proposed method for calculating the
first Lyapunov coefficient, we derive that when A = 0, the system exhibits
a subcritical singular Hopf bifurcation, resulting in an unstable limit cycle.
Numerical examples confirm our results. Finally, using the slow divergence
integral theory, we demonstrate that the cyclicity of slow-fast limit periodic
set is 1.

It is worth noting that our extended method can be applied to find higher-
order approximations or higher-order Lyapunov coefficient formulas. Specif-
ically, if the first Lyapunov coefficient Lϵ ≡ 0, indicating the occurrence of
a degenerate Hopf bifurcation, what is the second-order Lyapunov coeffi-
cient? Furthermore, in the derived first-order Lyapunov coefficient formula,
ω1 = 0 is equivalent to A = 0 in [1]. Under this condition, if we assume
ω2|ω1 = 0 < 0 or ω2|ω1 = 0 > 0, will the canard explosion still occur? What
is the mechanism behind it? This is another crucial question that we plan
to explore in our future research.

Data availability

No data was used for the research described in the article.
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