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1 Abstract

In this paper, we consider a class of continuous maps characterized by a singularity of order xq/p

(with p, q ∈ N, p > q, and (p, q) = 1) on one side of the discontinuity boundary Σ and a linear
behaviour on the other side. Such maps arise naturally in the study of grazing bifurcations
of hybrid and piecewise flows. In this context the boundary collision of a fixed point of the
map with Σ then corresponds to a grazing bifurcation of the flow. We will start by studying
one-dimensional maps, and the main result of this paper is a classification of all bifurcation
scenarios, including: period doubling and robust chaos.

2 Introduction

With the evolution of research in non-linear dynamics, the theory of one-dimensional maps
has played a crucial role. It was in this context that the bifurcation and chaos resulting from
period doubling were initially described in [4]. When addressing the chaotic dynamics of these
maps, the analysis of linear maps in one-dimensional parts, with a single transition point, gains
prominence, being commonly known as tent maps. These maps are often used as simple and
explicit examples in calculations.

The scientific interest in piecewise smooth dynamics has grown significantly in recent years,
especially due to its relevance in applied problems. We highlight some important works: in
[6] the authors study the movement of an oscillator imposed with a single degree of freedom,
subject to an amplitude restriction. In this context, they use analytical methods in order to
examine the singularities caused by the impact of a grazing orbit.

In the study of case VI presented in [2], such maps emerge naturally in the problem. Fur-
thermore, these maps appear as Poincaré Maps associated with impact oscillator systems with
multiple impacts (see Chapter 6 of [2]).

In [7] the authors present a classification of boundary difference bifurcations in discontinuous
one-dimensional maps, depending on the configurations of the piecewise linear approximation
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in a neighborhood of the discontinuity point. Furthermore, a specific example of a system that
generates a discontinuous map is studied by considering a well-known power electronic circuit
with boost converter controlled by the current mode.

In work [8], such maps appear in simple neuron firing models.

In [1], the authors address the dynamics and bifurcations of a family of parametrized interval
maps, which exhibit a single jump discontinuity. The research shows that such maps exclusively
present periodic orbits with periods of n, n+1, 2n and 2n+2, with at least one of these orbits
being attractive.

The piecewise linear maps are simpler examples than the square root map studied in [2].
Some works in this direction where many bifurcation scenarios are considered can be found in
[3], [5], [9] and [10].

Our motivation is based on [2] where the authors analyse continuous piecewise smooth maps
composed by two parts, one linear part and the other of the order O(xγ), with γ 6= 1. More
specifically, they consider the family

h(x, µ1, µ2) =







νx+ µ1, x ≥ 0,

ν2|x|γ+µ2, x < 0.
(1)

Observe that (1) is continuous when µ1 = µ2 = µ. The authors investigate the bifurcation
of limit cycles relative to a particular case when γ = 1/2, called square root maps, and that are
given by

g(x, µ) =







g1(x, µ) = νx, H(x, µ) = x− µ ≥ 0,

g2(x, µ) =
√
µ− x+ νµ, H(x, µ) = x− µ ≤ 0,

(2)

with 0 < ν < 1.

This kind of map is of great interest, since that it naturally appears in the study of problems
related to bifurcation in impacting hybrid systems where the region H(x̄, µ̄) < 0 is called the
impacting region. Our main purpose in this paper is to study a more general family where, in
one side of the discontinuity boundary Σ, the map is linear and has a term of the order O(xq/p),
with p, q ∈ N, p > q, and (p, q) = 1 on the other side of Σ.

In this direction we considered a rational degree map, f : D × R −→ R, with D ⊂ R,
described by

f(x, µ) =







f1(x, µ) = νx+ αµ, H(x, µ) = x− µ ≥ 0,

f2(x, µ) = νx+ αµ + e p
√

(µ− x)q, H(x, µ) = x− µ ≤ 0,

(3)

where, e > 0, 0 < ν < 1, µ ∼ 0+, p, q ∈ N with p > q and (p, q) = 1. Performing the translation

in the coordinate x and the parameter µ given by x = x− αµ

ν
, and µ = µ

(

1 +
α

ν

)

we obtain

x− µ = x+
αµ

ν
− µ

(

1 +
α

ν

)

= x− µ.

Therefore, in the new (x, µ)–coordinates the map f becomes

f(x, µ) =







f1(x, µ) = νx, H(x, µ) = x− µ ≥ 0,

f2(x, µ) = νx+ e p
√

(µ − x)q, H(x, µ) = x− µ ≤ 0,

(4)
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where, e > 0, 0 < ν < 1, µ ∼ 0+, p, q ∈ N with p > q and (p, q) = 1.

We will study the bifurcation scenario of (4) in a neighborhood of the fixed point x∗ = 0
when µ∗ = 0. Observe that, associated to map (4) we have Σ = {(x, µ) ∈ D × R; H(x, µ) =
0} = {x = µ}. More specifically, we will describe all the bifurcation scenarios that may occur
in a neighborhood of the fixed point x∗ = 0 and µ∗ = 0 when the parameter ν ∈ (0, 1). It is
important to observe that map (4) generalizes the square root maps given in Chapter 4 of [2].
The main result of this paper is the following:

Theorem 1. Consider the one-dimensional family of piecewise smooth rational degree map given
by (4). This family admits, for ν ∈ (0, 1), a stable fixed point at the origin for µ ≤ 0. Related to
the dynamics of f for µ ∼ 0+ we have:

1. If
p

p+ q
< ν < 1, then there exists a robust chaotic motion close to the origin for all

sufficiently small µ ∼ 0+.

2. If 1 − q(p+ q)(p−q)/q

p
p

q

< ν <
p

p+ q
, then for all sufficiently small µ ∼ 0+, family (4)

performs a period doubling bifurcation at

(z, µPD) =

(

p

p+ q
, e

p

p−q (p+ q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1)

)

,

where M is the smallest natural number satisfying f i(νµ, µ) > µ, ∀ i ∈ {1, 2, ..,M − 1}
and fM (νµ, µ) < µ.

Moreover, the M–periodic orbit exist in terms of µ (associated with (M − 1) iterations
in the linear part of the map f and and one iteration in the non-linear part of this same
map), that is, in terms of the parameter µ, the stable fixed point of G[0] = G (given by the
map 19) exists µ ∈ IM where

µ ∈ IM = (µPD, µ1] =

(

e
p

p−q (p + q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1)

, e
q

p−q (1− ν)
q

p−q ν
p

p−q
(M−2)

]

;

3. If 0 < ν < 1− q(p + q)(p−q)/q

p
p

q

, then all the periodic orbit of (4) are stable.

3 Preliminaries Results

In this section we will present some preliminaries properties of family (4). These properties will
be useful for proving Theorem 1.

For µ ∼ 0+, consider the trapping region

W = {x; νµ ≤ x ≤ µ}. (5)

Also consider, for µ ∼ 0+ the regions

RI = {x; x ≤ µ}, and RII = {x; x ≥ µ}. (6)

Observe that W ⊂ RI .

Next proposition shows that from points of W we can reach, by the action of map (4), both
regions RI and RII .
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Proposition 2. Consider family (4) with µ ∼ 0+, e > 0 and 0 < ν < 1. Then, there exist
x0, x0 ∈ W such that x1 = f(x0, µ) ∈ RI and x1 = f(x0, µ) ∈ RII . Moreover, for x0 ∈ W with
x1 ∈ RII , there is m(x0, µ) such that xm = fm(x0, µ) ∈ W .

Proof. Note that for x0 = µ we have

f(µ, µ) = f1(µ, µ) = f2(µ, µ) = νµ < µ.

Then, for x0 < µ with x0 suficiently close to µ, we have

x1 = f(x0, µ) = νx0 + e p
√

(µ− x0)q ≈ νµ < µ.

Therefore, from the continuity of f, we have that in a neighborhood of µ denoted by Bδ(µ) we
get

f(x0, µ) < µ,∀ x0 ∈ Bδ(µ),with x̄0 < µ.

On the other hand
f(νµ, µ) = ν2µ+ e p

√
µq p
√

(1− ν)q.

In order to f(νµ, µ) > µ we must have

e >
µ− µν2

µq/p p
√

(1− ν)q
=

µ
p−q

p (1 − ν2)
p
√

(1− ν)q
. (7)

Previous inequality guarantees that for e > 0 fixed, p > q, p, q ∈ N and µ ∼ 0+ sufficiently
small we get f(νµ, µ) > µ. This means that f(νµ, µ) ∈ RII .

Again, by the continuity of f, there is δ > 0 such that if x0 ∈ Bδ(νµ) and x0 > νµ, we have
x1 = f(x0, µ) > µ, that means that x1 ∈ RII .

Now, in RII , function (4) is linear. So, for x0 ∈ RI with x1 = f(x0, µ) ∈ RII we have:

x1 = f(x0, µ) = f2(x0, µ) = νx0 + e p
√

(µ− x0)q,

x2 = f(x1, µ) = f1(x1, µ) = ν2x0 + νe p
√

(µ− x0)q,

x3 = f(x2, µ) = f1(x2, µ) = ν3x0 + ν2e p
√

(µ− x0)q,
...

xm = f(xm−1, µ) = f1(xm−1, µ) = νmx0 + νm−1e p
√

(µ− x0)q.

(8)

As in RII the dynamics is contractive (0 < ν < 1), it is possible to take m = m(x0, µ) sufficiently
large, such that fm(x0, µ) = νmx0 + νm−1e p

√

(µ− x0)q ∈ W .

We define m(x0, µ) as the first positive iteration of x0 ∈ W , such that f(x0, µ) ∈ RII , and
xm = fm(x0, µ) ∈ W.
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Figure 1: Dynamics of a point x0 ∈ W satisfying x1 = f(x0, µ) ∈ RII and xm = fm(x0, µ) ∈ W
where m = m(x0, µ).

Remark 3. Observe that the trapping region W given in (5) is such that W = [νµ, µ] = µ[ν, 1].
Therefore we can write a point x0 ∈ W into the form x0 = µz, with z ∈ [ν, 1]. Using this
notation we induce from (8) the map

F : [ν, 1] −→ W

z 7→ xm = F (z) = F

(
x0
µ

)

= νmµz + νm−1e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q,
(9)

with z =
x0
µ
, and x0 ∈ W.

In which follows we will use the map F given in (9) as an auxiliary function in order to study
the bifurcation scenarios that may occur in a neighborhood of the fixed point x = 0 of f(x, 0)
with f given in (4).

The following lemma guarantees that we can make the number of iterations m(x0, µ) given
in Proposition 2 as large as we want.

Lemma 4. With the notation of Proposition 2, for each fixed µ ∼ 0+ function m(x0, µ) is a
decreasing function defined in [νµ, µ]. Therefore its maximum M occurs for M(µ) = m(νµ, µ).
Moreover M(µ) can be taken large enough, if we take µ ∼ 0+ sufficiently small.

Proof. Observe that for fixed µ ∼ 0+, the number of iterates m is a function of x0, that is

m : [νµ, µ]× {µ} −→ N

(x0, µ) 7→ m(x0, µ).

From Remark 3 we know that

F (z) ∈ W ⇐⇒ νmµz + νm−1e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q ∈ [νµ, µ].

Now observe that there is a µ̃ ∈ [νµ, µ], with µ̃ ∼ 0+ and

νmµz + νm−1e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q = µ̃,
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if and only if

νm−1
(

νµz + e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q
)

= µ̃. (10)

Applying logarithm in expression (10), we obtain

m = 1 +
1

logν

[

log(µ̃)− log
(

νµz + e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q
)]

. (11)

Thus, taking µ ∼ 0+ fixed, we have

m(z, µ) = 1 +
1

logν

[

log(µ̃)− log
(

νµz + e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q
)]

,

that implies

mz(z, µ) = −

[

νµ− q

p
e p
√
µq(1− z)

q−p

p

]

[

νµz + e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q
]

log ν ln 10
(12)

Now, since log ν < 0 for all 0 < ν < 1, it follows by (12)

mz(z, µ) < 0 ⇐⇒
[

νµ− q

p
e p
√
µq(1− z)

q−p

p

]

< 0

⇐⇒ q

p
e p
√
µq(1− z)

q−p

p > νµ

⇐⇒ e >
pνµ

p−q

p (1− z)
p−q

p

q
.

So, for p > q, p, q ∈ N, for e > 0 fixed and µ ∼ 0+ sufficiently small we get mz(z, λ) < 0, for all

z ∈ [ν, 1], with z =
x0
µ
. Therefore, for each fixed µ ∼ 0+, m is a decreasing function of x0.

Therefore, for each fixed µ ∼ 0+, m is a decreasing function of x.

As m(., µ) is a decreasing function in [νµ, µ], it takes its maximum value in νµ. So, M(µ) =
m(νµ, µ) is the maximum number of iterations such that the orbit of νµ ∈ W returns to RI at
the point xM = fM(νµ, µ) ∈ RI .

Now in order to show that we can make M = m(νµ, µ) sufficiently large we observe that

F (z) ∈ W ⇐⇒ νµ ≤ νmµz + νm−1e p
√
µq p
√

(1 − z)q ≤ µ

⇐⇒ νµ ≤ νm−1
(

νµz + e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q
)

≤ µ

⇐⇒ νµ

νµz + e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q
≤ νm−1 ≤ µ

νµz + e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q
,

where z =
x0
µ
and x0 ∈ W. Applying logarithm to the previous inequality, we have

1

log ν
log

(

νµ

νµz + e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q

)

≥ m− 1 ≥ 1

log ν
log

(

µ

νµz + e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q

)

, (13)

that implies that

m ≥ 1 +
1

log ν
log

(

µ

νµz + e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q

)

.
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Therefore,

m ≥ 1 +
1

log ν
log

(

1

νz + eµ
q−p

p p
√

(1− z)q

)

,

or equivalently

m ≥ 1− 1

log ν
log

(

νz +
e

µ
p−q

p

p
√

(1− z)q

)

.

As, e > 0, 1 − z > 0 for z ∈ [ν, 1], and p > q it follows that m −→ ∞ as µ ∼ 0+, and we have
the result.

We now return to the study of the dynamics of F given in Remark 3. This map has the form

F : [ν, 1] −→ W

z 7→ xm = F (z) = F

(
x0
µ

)

= νmµz + νm−1e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q,
(14)

where z =
x0
µ
and x0 ∈ W.

In order to simplify the study of the bifurcation scenarios of F we will take k = M − m,
where M is given in Lemma 4 and introduce the new parameter

λ =







ν

F (ν)

µ







p/q

. (15)

Next lemma provides a useful information on the new parameter λ.

Lemma 5. The parameter λ given in (15), belongs to the interval
[
νp/q, 1

]
, that is,

λ =







ν

F (ν)

µ







p/q

∈
[

νp/q, 1
]

.

Proof. As F (ν) ∈ [νµ, µ] it follows that ν ≤ F (ν)

µ
≤ 1. Moreover, as ν > 0 we get

νp/q ≤







ν

F (ν)

µ







p/q

≤ 1.

Next lemma provides a simplification on the function F in order to make the study of
bifurcation scenarios more treatable.
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Lemma 6. Let F be given in (9), λ given by (15), and k = M−m, where M is given in Lemma

4. Then
F (z)

µ
has the form

F (z)

µ
=

ν1−k p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

+νM−k

(

z−ν
p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q

)

= G[k](z, λ)+νM−k

(

z−ν
p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q

)

, (16)

for k = 0, 1, 2... and z =
x0
µ

∈ [ν, 1].

Proof. From Lemma 4, the maximum number of iterations M(µ) occurs at the point x0 = νµ.

For this point we have z =
νµ

µ
= ν. Now from the first term on the right side of (16) we have

ν1−k q
√

(1− z)p

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

=
1

µ

ν1−k p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q

F (ν)

ν
,

=
1

µ

ν−M+m p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q

(

νMνµ+ νM−1e p
√
µq p
√

(1− ν)q

)

,

=
1

µ

(

νm−1e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q + νm+1µ
p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q

)

.

(17)

On the other hand, from the second term on the right side of (16) we get

νM−k

(

z − ν
p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q

)

=
1

µ

(

νmzµ− µνm+1
p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q

)

, (18)

where k = 0, 1, 2..... Now, adding (17) and (18) we easily obtain (16).

Now consider the map

G : [ν, 1]×
[

νp/q, 1
]

−→ [ν, 1],

given by

G(z, λ) =
ν p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

. (19)

with, z =
x0
µ
and x0 ∈ W.

Remark 7. Note that from (19), G has a fixed point at the point z, if and only if,

z
p
√

(1− z)q
=

ν
p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

. (20)

Moreover
Gz(z, λ) = −q

p

ν
p
√

(1− ν)q p
√

(1− z)p−qλq/p
< 0, (21)

that means that G(., λ) is a strictly decreasing function. Also, as G(ν, λ) =
F (ν)

µ
∈ [ν, 1] and

G(1, λ) = 0 it follows that G(., λ) has a single fixed point at [ν, 1] (see Figure 2).
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Figure 2: Graph of the identity and of function G for p = 4, q = 3, ν = 0.6 and
1

λ3/4
= 1.3.

Lemma 8. For all λ ∈
[
νp/q, 1

]
and for all z =

x0
µ

∈ [ν, 1], if
p

p+ q
< ν < 1, then

|Gz(z, λ)|> 1.

Therefore, the only possible movement of the orbits of G is chaotic.

Proof. Let G be defined in (19). Then for all z =
x0
µ

∈ [ν,1], we have

νµ < x0 ⇐⇒ ν <
x0
µ

⇐⇒ 1− ν < 1− x0
µ

⇐⇒ 1

1− x0
µ

>
1

1− ν
.

Also we have
1

1− z
>

1

1− ν
⇐⇒ 1

p
√

(1− z)q
>

1
p
√

(1− ν)q
.

Then, from (21) it follows that

|Gz(z, λ)| > |Gz(ν, λ)| =
qν

p(1− ν)λq/p
. (22)

Now for λ ∈ [νp/q, 1], we have
1

λq/p
∈
[

1,
1

ν

]

, that by (22) implies

|Gz(z, λ)|>
qν

p(1− ν)λq/p
∈
[

qν

p(1− ν)
,

q

p(1− ν)

]

. (23)

Now,
qν

p(1− ν)
> 1 ⇐⇒ ν (p+ q) > p ⇐⇒ ν >

p

p+ q
. (24)

So, if
p

p+ q
< ν < 1, it follows from (23) and (24) that

|Gz(z, λ)|> |Gz(ν, λ)|=
qν

p(1− ν)λq/p
>

qν

p(1− ν)
> 1, ∀λ ∈

[

νp/q, 1
]

. (25)

This shows that the dynamics of G(., λ) in [ν, 1] is repulsive. Therefore, G has sensitive depen-
dence on initial conditions. Moreover, we know that:

(i) As Im G ⊂ [ν, 1] , the orbits of G are bounded;

(ii) From (25) the Lyapunov exponent of any orbit is positive and there is no asymptotically
periodic orbit.
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Then it follows from Definition 3.5 of [12] that for
p

p+ q
< ν < 1, the orbit of G are

chaotic.

Next lemma guarantees that, for 1 − q(p+ q)p−q/q

p
p

q

< ν < 1, family (19) performs a period

doubling bifurcation.

Lemma 9. Let G be given by (19) with 1 − q(p+ q)p−q/q

p
p

q

< ν <
p

p+ q
. Then G performs a

period doubling bifurcation at (z, λPD) =

(

p

p+ q
,
q(p + q)

p−q

q

p
p

q

ν
p

q

1− ν

)

.

Proof. From (19) we know that

G(z, λ) =
ν p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

.

Moreover, from Remark 7 we have that if z is a fixed point of G then

z
p
√

(1− z)q
=

ν
p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

. (26)

Substituting (26) into the expression of Gz(z, λ) given in (21) we get

Gz(z, λ) = − qν

p p
√

(1− ν)q p
√

(1− z)p−qλq/p
= − qz

p(1− z)q/p(1− z)(p−q)/p
,

that implies,

Gz(z, λ) = − qz

p(1− z)
, (27)

and Gz(z, λ) depends only on the fixed point z.

Now in order to find candidates for period doubling we must study Gz(z, λ) = −1. From
equation (27), under this condition, we have

z =
p

p+ q
. (28)

Also, from (28) and equation (20) we can find the associated bifurcation parameter λPD by
solving

p

p+ q
=

ν p

√
√
√
√

(

1− p

p+ q

)q

p
√

(1− ν)q p

√

λq
PD

,

that gives

λPD =
q(p+ q)

p−q

q ν
p

q

p
p

q (1− ν)
. (29)

Moreover, as ν > 1 − q(p+ q)(p−q)/q

p
p

q

a direct computation shows that λPD > νp/q. Therefore,

from Lemma (5) λPD is inside the interval of definition of the parameter λ.
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Now, in order to apply Theorem 14 of Appendix we have to compute coefficients K1 and K2.

First it is not difficult to see that for all ν ∈
(

1− q(p + q)p−q/q

p
p

q

< ν <
p

p+ q

)

, we have

K1 = Gλ(z, λPD)Gzz(z, λPD) + 2Gλz(z, λPD)

=
1

p2









νq2(1− ν)−
2q

p λ
−

(

1+2 q

p

)

PD

(
q

p+ q

)
(

−2+2 q

p

)(

ν − (1− ν)
q

p

(
q

p+ q

) p−q

p

λ

q

p

PD

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

β









6= 0

In fact, from the previous equality it follows that K1 = 0 if and only if β = 0. However,

β = 0 if and only if λPD =
ν

p

q

(1− ν)

(
q

p+ q

) p−q

q

, that does not occur due to (29).

On the other hand, 4ν
(

p− q

2

)

(p+q)
1

q > 3ν(p−q)(p+q)
1

p , for all ν ∈
(

1− q(p+ q)p−q/q

p
p

q

,
p

p+ q

)

,

p, q ∈ N and p > q. Thus

K2 =
1

2
Gzz(z, λPD)

2 +
1

3
Gzzz(z, λPD)

3

= −4ν
(

p− q

2

)

q
q

p (p+ q)
p−q

q + 3ν(p− q)q
q

p (p + q)
p−q

p < 0.

So it follows from Theorem 14 pf Appendix that there exists a smooth curve of fixed

points of G passing through (z, λPD) =

(

p

p+ q
,
q(p+ q)

p−q

q ν
p

q

p
p

q (1− ν)

)

with the fixed point chang-

ing its stability in (z, λPD) . Moreover, there is a smooth curve γ, passing through (z, λPD) =
(

p

p+ q
,
q(p+ q)

p−q

q ν
p

q

p
p

q (1− ν)

)

such that γ − {(z, λPD)} is the union of stable hyperbolic 2-periodic

orbits. This concludes the result.

Next Lemma provides the value of the parameter µ associated with λPD by equation (15).

Lemma 10. The map G given by equation (19) performs a period doubling bifurcation for
G (z, λPD) where λPD and µ = µPD related by the equation (15) satisfies

µ = µPD =




ν

νM−1e p
√

(1− ν)q p

√

λq
PD





p

q−p

,

and λPD is given in Lemma (9). Moreover, this value of parameter corresponds to

µPD = e
p

p−q (p + q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1).

Proof. From (15) we have

λ =




ν

F (ν)
µ





p/q

.
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So the bifurcation value µ = µPD satisfy

λPD =




ν

F (ν)
µPD





p/q

,

and λPD is the parameter associated with the period doubling bifurcation of map G, given by
the Lemma 9 .

Substituting the expression of F given in (9) and of λPD given in (29) in the previous
equation we get

µ = µPD =




ν

νM−1e p
√

(1− ν)q p

√

λq
PD





p

q−p

=









ν

νM−1e p
√

(1− ν)q
q

q

p (p + q)
p−q

p ν

p p
√

(1− ν)q









p

q−p .

A direct computation provides

µPD = e
p

p−q (p + q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1).

Remark 11. As we will see in the next section, a fixed point of G given by

G = G[0] =
ν1−0 p

√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

=
ν p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

,

will be related to a M -periodic orbit of (4) in the sense that it is a maximal orbit of (4) having
an iterate in the region where (4) is a rational degree map and (M − 1)–iterates in the region
where it is linear.

Moreover, by Lemma 10, the bifurcation parameter µ = µPD where G performs a period
doubling bifurcation is given by λPD that is associated to

µPD = µ0
PD = e

p

p−q (p+ q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1)

,

by equation (15).

In a similar way, for a (M − k)–periodic orbit of (4) with one iterate in the rational degree
region and M − 2 iterates in the linear region, we have k = M − m = M − (M − k) = 1,
k = 0, 1, 2, .... As in the previous case, we will also see that, by equation (16) of Lemma 6, this
orbit will be associated with a fixed point of the map

G[k] =
ν1−k p

√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

,

By a direct computation, as in Lemmas 9 and 10 we can see that G[k] performs a period
doubling bifurcation for a λk

PD that is associated to

12



µk
PD = e

p

p−q (p+ q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1−k)

,

by equation (15).

An important fact, that also will be verified in the proof of the main theorem in the next
section, is that the qualitative behaviour of the maps

G[k] =
ν1−k p

√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

,

are similar for k = 0, 1, 2, ....

Next proposition exhibit the intervals in terms of µ on which the fixed points of G[k] exist.
Moreover it guarantees that the intervals IM (related to the fixed point of G

[0]) and the intervals
IM−k (related to the fixed point fo G

[k], with k = 1, 2, ...) given by Remark 11, are disjoint.

Proposition 12. In terms of the parameter µ, the stable fixed point of G[0] = G exists for
µ ∈ IM where

µ ∈ IM = (µPD, µ1] =

(

e
p

p−q (p+ q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1), e

q

p−q (1− ν)
q

p−q ν
p

p−q
(M−2)

]

.

Furthermore, considering IM−k with k = 1, 2, ..., the interval of µ where G[k] admits a fixed point
is such that IM ∩ IM−k = ∅. Moreover, their width are in geometric progression in the sense that
|CM |= ν

pk

p−q |CM−1|, with k = 1, 2, ....

Proof. We know that the fixed point of G exists for λ = (λPD, 1]. In terms of µ it is equivalent
to µ ∈ (µPD, µ1] where µPD is given by Lemma 10 and µ1 is given by equation 15 with λ
substituted by 1.

Now, from Lemma (10) we have

µPD = e
p

p−q (p + q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1).

On the other hand, it follows from (15) and (9) that

1 = λ =




ν

νM−1µ
q−p

p

1 e p
√

(1− ν)q





p/q

,

that implies that

µ1 = e
q

p−q (1− ν)
q

p−q ν
p

p−q
(M−2)

. (30)

Therefore, G admits a fixed point for

µ ∈ IM = (µPD, µ1] =

(

e
p

p−q (p+ q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1)

, e
q

p−q (1− ν)
q

p−q ν
p

p−q
(M−2)

]

.

Similarly, by studying map G[k] we have that the interval associated with its fixed point is

µ ∈ IM−k =

(

e
p

p−q (p+ q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1−k)

, e
q

p−q (1− ν)
q

p−q ν
p

p−q
(M−2−k)

]

,
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with k = 1, 2, ....

Since 1− q(p+ q)p−q/q

pp+q
< ν <

p

p+ q
, these intervals do not overlap, that is, IM ∩ IM−1 = ∅.

This occurs because

e
q

p−q (1−ν)
q

p−q ν
p

p−q
(M−2) < e

p

p−q (p+q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1−k) ⇐⇒ 1− q(p + q)p−q/q

p
p

q

< ν < ν−k,

for all 0 < ν < 1 and k = 1, 2, ....

Furthermore, if CM and CM−k denotes respectively the length of the interval IM and IM−k

with k = 1, 2, ..., then

|CM−k| = ν
−pk

p−q

(

e
q

p−q (1− ν)
q

p−q ν
p

p−q
(M−2) − e

p

p−q (p + q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1)

)

= ν
−pk

p−q |CM | ,
that means that its width are in geometric progression respecting

|CM | = ν
pk

p−q |CM−k| ,
with k = 1, 2, ...

Next lemma characterizes the dynamics of map G given in (19) for 0 < ν < 1− q(p+ q)p−q/q

p
p

q

.

Lemma 13. Let G be defined in (19). If 0 < ν < 1− q(p+ q)p−q/q

p
p

q

, then all the fixed points of

G are stable.

Proof. Computing the derivative of (21) with respect to z we obtain

Gzz(z, λ) =
q(q − p)ν

p2 p
√

(1− ν)q p
√

(1− z)2p−qλq/p
< 0, ∀ z ∈ [ν, 1].

This means thatGz(., λ) is a decreasing function of z. Now from (27) we know thatGz

(
p

p+ q
, λ

)

=

−1. Therefore

Gz(z, λ) > −1,∀ z ∈
[

ν,
p

p+ q

)

and ∀ 0 < ν < 1− q(p + q)(p−q)/q

p
p

q

.

Moreover, it follows from (21), that

Gz(z, λ) < 0, ∀z ∈ [ν, 1].

Then, from the last two previous inequalities we get

|Gz(z, λ)| < 1, ∀ z ∈
[

ν,
p

p+ q

)

and ∀ 0 < ν < 1− q(p+ q)(p−q)/q

p
p

q

.

This implies that z is a stable fixed point of G and we get the result.

Now we are in condition to prove the main result of this paper. It will be done in the next
section.
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4 Proof of Theorem 1

Proof. We consider the one-dimensional piecewise smooth rational degree map, f : D×R −→ R,
with D ∈ R given by

f(x, µ) =







f1(x, µ) = νx, H(x, µ) = x− µ ≥ 0

f2(x, µ) = νx+ e p
√

(µ − x)q, H(x, µ) = x− µ ≤ 0,

(31)

where, e > 0, 0 < ν < 1, µ ∼ 0+, p, q ∈ N with p > q and (p, q) = 1. Observe that, for µ∗ ≤ 0
(31) has a stable fixed point at x∗ = 0.

We defined the trapping region

W = {x : νµ ≤ x ≤ µ},

with µ ∼ 0+, and the regions RI = {x; x ≤ µ}, and RII = {x; x ≥ µ}.
From Proposition 2 it follows that if x0 ∈ W is such that x0 ≈ νµ, then f(x0, µ) ∈ RII .

Also from Proposition 2 we define m(x0, µ) as the first positive iteration of x0 ∈ W such

that fm(x0, µ) ∈ W . Taking z =
x0
µ

∈ [ν, 1] we induce the map (9)

F : [ν, 1] −→ W

z 7→ xm = F (z) = F

(
x0
µ

)

= νmµz + νm−1e p
√
µq p
√

(1− z)q,
(32)

with z =
x0
µ
, and x0 ∈ W.

Now, as in Lemma 6 we take k = M −m, where M = m(νµ, µ) is the maximum number of
iterations given by Lemma 4, and introduce the new parameter

λ =







ν

F (ν)

µ







p/q

∈
[

νp/q, 1
]

, (33)

given in Lemma 5. By Lemma 6, it follows that

F (z)

µ
=

ν1−k p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

+ νM−k

(

z − ν
p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q

)

= G[k](z, λ) + νM−k

(

z − ν
p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q

)

,

(34)

with k = 0, 1, 2... and z =
x0
µ

∈ [ν, 1], where G[0] = G and G is given in (19).

For k = 0, as M can be made sufficiently large by taking µ ≃ 0+ sufficiently small (Lemma
(4)), we have

F (z)

µ
≃ G(z, λ), (35)

where
G : [ν, 1]×

[

νp/q, 1
]

−→ [ν, 1],
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has the form

G(z, λ) =
ν p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

. (36)

On the other hand, for k 6= 0 we can write

F (z)

µ
=

ν1−k p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

+ νM−k

(

z − ν
p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q

)

=
1

νk

(

ν p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

)

+ νM−k

(

z − ν
p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q

)

.

(37)

As 0 < ν < 1 for any k 6= 0 and µ ≃ 0+ sufficiently small it follows that

F (z)

µ
≃ G[k](z, µ) =

ν1−k p
√

(1− z)q

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

.

Now, from Remark (7) we know that

Gz(z, λ) = −q

p

ν
p
√

(1− ν)q p
√

(1− z)p−qλq/p
< 0, (38)

and from 34

G[k]
z (z, λ) = −q

p

ν1−k

p
√

(1− ν)q p
√

(1− z)p−qλq/p
< 0, (39)

Also from (34) with k = 1, 2, . . . it follows that G[k](z, λ) satisfy

G[k]
z (z, λ) ≤ Gz(z, λ) = − qν

p p
√

(1− ν)q p
√

(1− z)p−qλq/p
< 0. (40)

Moreover, z is a fixed point of G[k] if and only if

z
p
√

(1− z)q
=

ν1−k

p
√

(1− ν)q
p
√
λq

. (41)

From (39) and (41) it follows that G
[k]
z (z, λ) = −1 if and only if

z =
p

p+ q
.

Therefore, it follows that the dynamics of G[k] for k = 1, 2, . . . is qualitative analogous to
the dynamics of G. So, we can focus our analysis on the case where the number of iterations is
maximum, that means that m = M = m(νµ, µ) and k = M −m = 0.

Therefore, it remains to study the possible bifurcation scenarios that may occur for G(z, λ),
with λ ∈

[
νp/q, 1

]
, in terms of 0 < ν < 1.

Related to function G we have:

(i) From Lemma 8 if
p

p+ q
< ν < 1 it admits a robust chaotic attractor close to the origin

for all small values of µ ∼ 0+;
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(ii) From Lemma 9 if 1 − q(p + q)p−q/q

p
p

q

< ν <
p

p+ q
, then for all small values of µ ∼ 0+, it

admits a period doubling bifurcation at

(z, λPD) =

(

p

p+ q
,
q(p+ q)

p−q

q

p
p

q

ν
p

q

1− ν

)

.

It also follows from Lemma (10) that µ = µPD and λPD are related by µ = µPD =



ν

νM−1e p
√

(1− ν)q p

√

λq
PD





p

q−p

, that implies that µPD = e
p

p−q (p+q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1)

.

Moreover, follows by the Proposition 2 on which the M–periodic orbit exist in terms of
µ, that is, in terms of the parameter µ, the stable fixed point of G[0] = G exists µ ∈ IM
where

µ ∈ IM = (µPD, µ1] =

(

e
p

p−q (p + q)

(
qq

pp

) 1

p−q

ν
p

p−q
(M−1)

, e
q

p−q (1− ν)
q

p−q ν
p

p−q
(M−2)

]

;

(iii) From Lemma 13 if 0 < ν < 1− q(p+ q)p−q/q

p
p

q

then all the fixed points of G are stable.

This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.

Appendix

In this section we briefly describe the basic results from bifurcation theory that we shall need
for proving the main result of this paper.

Next result guarantees sufficient conditions for a family of one-parameter maps perform a
period doubling bifurcation. This result is useful for studying family G in (19) for ν ∈ (0, 1). For
a complete proof of this Theorem see [11].

Theorem 14. Let G : R × R −→ R be a one-parameter family of maps such that, for λ =
λPD, G has a fixed point z satisfying Gz(z, λPD) = −1 with K1 = Gλ(z, λPD)Gzz(z, λPD) +

2Gλz(z, λPD) 6= 0 , and K2 =
1

2
Gzz(z, λPD)

2 +
1

3
Gzzz(z, λPD)

3 6= 0, Then:

(a) There is a smooth curve of fixed points of G passing through (z, λPD), where the stability
changes in (z, λPD).

(b) There is a smooth curve γ, passing through (z, λPD), such that γ−{(z, λPD)} is the union
of hyperbolic 2-periodic orbits.

(c) If K2 > 0 (resp. K2 < 0) then the periodic orbits are unstable (resp. stable).
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