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A QUINTIC Z;-EQUIVARIANT LIENARD SYSTEM ARISING FROM THE
COMPLEX GINZBURG-LANDAU EQUATION: (II)

HEBAI CHEN!, XINGWU CHEN?, MAN JIA! AND YILEI TANG?®

ABSTRACT. We continue to study a quintic Zs-equivariant Liénard system @ =y, § = —(aox +
a4+ agacs) — (bo + bwz)y with a2b1 # 0, arising from the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation.
Global dynamics of the system have been studied in [SIAM J. Math. Anal., 55(2023) 5993-6038]
when the sum of the indices of all equilibria is —1, i.e., a2 < 0. The aim of this paper is to study
the global dynamics of this quintic Liénard system when the sum of the indices of all equilibria
is 1, i.e., az > 0.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

With the aid of appropriate traveling wave transformations, numerous nonlinear partial dif-
ferential equations (PDEs) can be transformed into manageable nonlinear ordinary differential
equations (ODEs). Among these transformed equations, Liénard equations occupy a significant
position. Named after the French mathematician Liénard, these ODEs are characterized by the
form:

i+ f(x)t+g(x)=0

where z represents the dependent variable, © denotes its derivative with respect to an indepen-
dent variable (often time), and f(z) and g(x) are nonlinear functions of x. Liénard equations
are a significant class of ODEs, extensively utilized in various fields such as electrical mechanics,
mechanical engineering, physics, finance systems and biomedical systems, providing crucial in-
sights into system behaviors. These equations are particularly valuable because many complex
mathematical models can be transformed into a Liénard-type system, allowing researchers to
study their dynamic behaviors more effectively. This transformation facilitates a deeper under-
standing of the underlying principles governing these systems, making the Liénard equations a
powerful tool in theoretical and applied research. For further insights and detailed studies on
the applications and transformations involving Liénard equations, one can refer to sources such
as [1L 5, [6l [7, 16, 18] 22], 24] and the references therein.

In this paper, we continue our study of global dynamics for the quintic Zs-equivariant Liénard
system
(1) T =y,

= —(apz + a12® + asx®) — (bo + b12?)y
where (ag, a1, as,bo,b1) € R% and agby # 0. Feng [12] [13] proved that certain uniformly trans-
lating solutions of the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation

up =au + (by + ic1 gy — (by — ico)|ul?u — (bg — ics)|ul*u
+ (ba + ica) (Jul*w)y + (b5 +ics)(|ul*)zu

can converted to solutions of the Liénard system (dl). The Ginzburg-Landau equation, a classic
nonlinear PDE, has garnered significant attention from researchers, see [2, [14] 15|, [17] 191 20} 211
23] and the references therein. As demonstrated in [5], system () is also a versal unfolding of
the following degenerate system & = y,7 = —as2® — bja?y within the Zs-equivariant class for
sufficiently small |ag|, |a1| and |bg].
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For system (I), we have completely investigated its global dynamics in [5] for the case as < 0
(saddle case), i.e, the sum of the indices of all equilibria is —1. In this paper, our focus shifts
to the case ag > 0 focus case), i.e., the sum of the indices of all equilibria is +1. With a linear

transformation (z, y) — (ay Y 4x, ay Y 4y), system () is rewritten as

(2)

T =y,
¥ =—(mx + poa® + 2°) — (ug + bx?)y =: —g(z) — f(z)y,

where (1, p2, s, b) = (ao,alagl/z,bo,blaglﬂ) € R* and b # 0. Since system (@) is invariant

under the transformation (y,t, us,b) — (—y, —t, —us, —b), we only need to study the case b > 0.
For system (2]), Dangelmayor et al. [9] gave some cross sections of local bifurcation diagram
in a small neighborhood of (1, u2, 13) = (0,0,0) and some local phase portraits near the origin,
without a detailed quantitative analysis. Actually, one can find that the quantitative proof is
indeed non-trivial in a small neighborhood of (u1, u2, pu3) = (0,0,0) as shown in this paper. For
the convenience to read, we present the main results of this paper here.
Clearly, system (2]) has a unique equilibrium as (u1, o) belongs to the region

Gr = {(p1, p2) €R?: pg® —dps <0, pg < 0} U{(pua, p2) € R*: i >0, pg > 0}
and at least three equilibria as (i1, u2) belongs to the region
Go = {(p1, p2) € R?: pg® —4py >0, pg < 0} U{(pa, p2) € R?*: piy <0, pg > 0}

Theorem 1. System (2 has a unique equilibrium if and only if (u1,u2) € G1. Furthermore,
system ) has a unique limit cycle as ps < 0 and no limit cycles as ps > 0, and all global phase
portraits in the Poincaré disc are shown in Figure [Il.

(a) s <0,0<b<2v3 (b)) pu3 <0,6>2v3  (c) u3>0,0<b<2v/3 (d) us >0,b>2/3
FIGURE 1. Global phase portraits of (2)) in G;.

Consider (p1, p2) € Go. By the following scaling transformation

1
(3) (z,y,t) — (8:6, 5%y, §t> :

system (2]) is changed into

(4) :1-7: v 2 2 2 N ;
g =—z(ar +2°) (=1 +2%) = 0(ag + 2°)y = —g(x) — f(2)y,
where i i
2 3
(a17a276) = <8_2 + 17 gab) S [_17+OO) X (—OO,—I—OO) X (07+OO) =: Q
and

- \/—u2+\/u22—4u1 40
= : :

It is clear that system (@) has three equilibria Ejy := (—1,0), Ep := (0,0), Eyp := (1,0), and two
additional equilibria Ejj := (—v/—a1,0), Ep := (v/—a1,0) if =1 < aq <O0.



Theorem 2. Given § = §y > 0, the cross-section of the global bifurcation diagram of system
@) is given in Figure @l Bifurcation diagram of system ({@l) consists of the following bifurcation

sets:
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FIGURE 2. The slice § = ¢ of bifurcation diagram of ({@]).

(i): There is a pitchfork bifurcation surface
P :={(a1,a2,0) € Q| a1 = 0}.
(ii): There is a transcritical bifurcation surface
T :={(a1,a2,0) € Q| a; = -1}
for Ejy and E,o.
(iii): There are a supcritical Hopf bifurcation surface
Hy :={(a1,a2,0) € Q| —1<a; <0 and az =0}
for Ey and a subcritical Hopf bifurcation surface
Hy :={(a1,a2,0) € Q| a3 > —1 and ay = —1}
for Ejy and E,o.
(iv): There is a degenerate Bogdanov-Takens bifurcation curve
DBT = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| a1 = ag = 0}

for Ey, which is the intersection of Hy and P.
(v): There is a Bogdanov-Takens bifurcation curve

BT = {(al,ag,é) e ’ a] = az = —1}
for Elg and ET2, which is the intersection of Ho and T.
(vi): There is a degenerate equilibrium bifurcation surface
DE := {(al,a2,5) e | 0= 2\/§}
for equilibria at infinity.
(vii): There are two homoclinic bifurcation surfaces
HLy = {(a1,a2,6) € Q| ag = p1(a1,9), a1 > 0},
HLy, = {(al,ag,é) € Q | ag = (,02((11,5), —1l<a < 0},

where @1, pa are continuous, ¢1(ay,0) € (—1,—1/3) and p3(ay,0) € (—1,min{—1/3,a1}).

R,

Ry

DL

HL,
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(viii): There are two 2-saddle loop bifurcation surfaces
HE, = {(al,ag,é) e ’ ags = (,03(&1,5), —1l<a < 0},
HE, = {(al,ag,cS) e | ay = (,04(&1,5), —1l<a < 0},
where 3(a1,0) € (p2(a1,0),0) and p4(ar,0) € (max{ps(ai,d), —1/3},0) are continuous.
(ix): There is a double limit cycle bifurcation surface
DL := {(a1,a2,9) € Q| ag = ¢5(a1,6), a1 > a”},
where 5(a*,0) = @3(a*,0) = a* < —1/3, ps(a1,9) € (p3(as,d),min{—1/3,a1}) for
a* < a1 <0 and ¢s(a,9d) € (¢1(as,d), —1/3) for a; > 0.
(x): There are infinitely many heteroclinic bifurcation surfaces SCy;, SCa; for Ey and
equilibria at infinity, given by
SChi == {(a1,a2,6) € Q| az = Yr;(a1,6), a1 >0, § > 2v/3},

for k =1,2 and i € N respectively, where 11 ;,2; (i € N) are continuous, ¢ ;(a1,6) >

V,i(a1,60) > 1 iv1(ar,0) > Vg ir1(ar,8) > ¢s(ar,9).
(xi): There are infinitely many heteroclinic bifurcation surfaces SCs;, SCu;, SCs;, SCs

for the stable manifolds E‘Tl, E) and equilibria at infinity, given by
SC;M- = {(al,ag,é) cN ’ ag = 1/1].671'(@1,(5), —1< a; < O, 19 > 2\/5}
for k =3,4,5,6 and i € N respectively, where 13;,%4.i,0s5,i, 6, (i € N*) are continu-

ous, P3(ar,0) > yi(ar,0) > s;(ar,0) > ei(ar,0) > ¥341(a1,6) > Y4i41(ar,0) >
Vs,iv1(ar,0) > e ir1(ar, o).

(c) in Ty (d) in SLy

(e) in T3 (f) in SLs

FIGURE 3. Global phase portraits of (@) for 0 < dp < 2¢/3 and a; = —1.

Theorem 3. Given § = dy > 0, all global phase portraits in the Poincaré disc of system ({4
are given in Figures BH8, where the parameter regions for characterizing different global phase
portraits are presented in Appendix A. Moreover, system () has at most four limit cycles.

In Theorem 3 we get an upper bound 4 of the number of limit cycles for system ({]). However,
by the numerical simulations we obtain a unique large limit cycle when there are two small limit
cycles, and two large limit cycles when there is no small ones. Associated with symmetry of
system (), we conjecture that the maximum number of limit cycles is exactly 3.
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(a) in T557; (b) in T567; (C) in T577; (d) in T58i

FIGURE 4. Continued.

(e) in IIT (f) in IV

FIGURE 5. Global phase portraits of @) for 0 < 6y < 2v/3 and a; > 0.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. We study the qualitative properties of
equilibria and local bifurcation of system (2)) in Section 2. Section 3 is devoted to the research
of limit cycles, heteroclinic loops and homoclinic loops of system (2). The proofs of our main
Theorems are presented in Section 4 as well as some numerical examples.

2. LOCAL BIFURCATION

We firstly give the qualitative properties of equilibria of system () and please refer to Ap-
pendix B for a comprehensive proof.

Lemma 4. For any (u1, 2, 13, b) € R3 x RY, equilibria of system () and their properties are
given in Table [, where Ey := (0,0) and

— Vi —4 — o — 24
Ejy = _\/ 2 + 2#2 MI,O By o= _\/ 2 P M1’0

2

9

,_ —fig — /115 — 4 _ —fpi2 + /15 — 4
B, = 0], Ee= ; Lol

2

Note that the qualitative properties of equilibria of system (@) are easily obtained by the
scaling transformation ([B]). We find the following local bifurcations in system (2]).
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(1) n R4

FIGURE 6. Global phase portraits of (@) for dp > 2v/3 and a; > 0.

Proposition 5. For any (u1, pa, p3,b) € R3 x RT, system (@) includes the following bifurcation
surfaces.

(i): There are two pitchfork bifurcation surfaces Py and P, given by
p1 =0 and po >0
and
p1 =0 and po < 0,

respectively. For py < 0, there are three equilibria Ejs, Fg and E.o, Ey is a saddle, while
Ejy and E,9 are antisaddles. For 0 < py < € and pz > 0 (¢ > 0 is small), there is a
unique equilibrium Eg which is an antisaddle. For 0 < p1 < € and po < 0, there are five
equilibria Ep, B9, By, Ex1 and E.o, Ey, E9 and E.o are antisaddles, while Ejp and E,q
are saddles.

(ii): There is a saddle-node bifurcation surface SN, given by

p2 = —2y/pn > 0.
(iii): There is a Hopf bifurcation surface Hy about Ey, given by
p1 >0and pug =0

and a Hopf bifurcation surface Hy about Ejs and E.o, given by

p1 < p/4 and pg = b(ug — \/p3 — 4p) /2.



8 H. CHEN ET.AL.

(g) in VIII (h) in DL,

(i) in IX (j) in HE» (k) in X (1) in XTI
FIGURE 7. Global phase portraits of @) for 0 < dp < 2¢v/3 and —1 < a1 < 0.

(iv): The intersection of Hy with Py and Ps, respectively, defines with two dBTy and dBT
of degenerate Bogdanov-Takens bifurcation surfaces, given by

1= p3 =0and pus >0
and
p1 = ps3 =0 and po < 0.
(v): The intersection of Hy with SN, respectively, defines with one BT of Bogdanov-
Takens bifurcation surface, given by
pi1 = p2®/4 and pg <0,
and
f3 = bpa/2.
Proof. (i) It is obvious that the equilibria of system (&) are given by y = 0 and py + pea> +2° =
0. Then the result can be easily proven.
(ii) The equation gy + pea® 4+ 2% = 0 has the discriminant A := p3 — 4y, and then the
result follows.
(iii) The necessary condition that a Hopf bifurcation occurs at an antisaddle is the divergence
equaling zero. The divergence at Ejy is
div(y, —pa — poa® — 2° — pgy — ba’y) = —p3 — ba® = —pig

and it is zero for pus = 0. Moreover, Fjy is an antisaddle for py > 0. Thus, the Hopf bifurcation
H; is given. It follows from Lemma M that Ej is a stable weak focus of order one when p; > 0



FIGURE 8. Global phase portraits of (@) for 6y > 2v/3 and —1 < a; < 0.
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(e) in Riis; (f) in Riie: (g) in Ri17: (h) in Riis;

FIGURE 8. Continued.

and pug = 0. Therefore, the Hopf bifurcation H; is of order one. The divergence at both Ej5 and
ETQ is

div(y, —piz — poa® — 2° — pgy — ba’y) = —p3 + b(ug — \/ 13 — 4p1) /2

and it is zero for us = b(ua — \/p3 — 4u1)/2. Moreover, both Ej and E,o are antisaddles for
1 < ,u% /4. Thus, the Hopf bifurcation Hs is given. By Lemma [] again, we obtain that Ejy and
FE,.5 are unstable weak foci of order one. Thus, the Hopf bifurcation H» is of order one.

(iv) Degenerate Bogdanov-Takens bifurcation with symmetry occur when the divergence
vanishes at a cubic point, that is, u; = pz = 0 and ps # 0 hold simultaneously. When
p1 = pz3 = 0and pug < 0, by [8, p.259], the normal form of @) is & = v,y = —e12 — ey +2° — 22y,
where €1 and g9 are small real parameters. When p; = pug = 0 and pe > 0, by [8, p.259], the
normal form of @) is & = y, 7 = —e1x —e2y — x> — 2%y, where £ and €5 are small real parameters.

(v) Bogdanov-Takens bifurcation occurs when the divergence vanishes at a quadratic point,
that is, 1 = pe?/4, pz = buz/2 and pug < 0 hold simultaneously. Further, the normal form of
@) is & =vy,y = —e1 — ey + 2% —xy by [8, p.259], where 1 and €5 are small real parameters. [

In order to study the global dynamics of system (2)), we perform a study of equilibria at
infinity.

Proposition 6. For any (u1, j2, u3,b) € R? x R, the dynamics of system @) near infinity in
the Poincaré disc is as sketched in Figure 0. In particular, the periodic orbit of system (2l at
infinity is repulsive when 0 < b < 2v/3.

Proof. With a scaling transformation (y, t) — (by,t/b), system (2)) becomes

T =y,
§=—g(mx + poad + 2°) — (82 +2?)y.
By [10], we directly obtain the dynamics near infinity of system (2)), as shown in Figure
Besides, we claim that the periodic orbit of system (2]) at infinity is repulsive when 0 < b <
2+/3. Using the transformation (z,y) — (z,y — F(z)), system (2)) can be written as

(5) i=y—pzz— Lad =y — F(),

§=—mr —ppr’ —z° = —g(x).
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possibilities of (1, p2, s, b) location of equilibria types and stability
pz >0 FEy FEgo sink
p2 > —2/p1 ps =0 FEy FEy stable weak focus of order one
pn3 <0 Fy FEy source
pn3 >0 E5, Eo, Era FEg sink;

Ej2, E,2 saddle-nodes with stable nodal sector

pns =0 E2, Eo, Era Ey stable weak focus of order one;

FE;2, E,2 saddle-nodes with stable nodal sector

p1 >0 | po = —2/111 bu2/2 < p3 <0 B2, Eo, Era Ey source;

FE;2, E,2 saddle-nodes with stable nodal sector

w3 = buz/2 Ei2, Eo, Era Ey source; Ej2, Er2 cusps

ps < bua/2 Ej>, Eg, Era Ey source;

FE;2, E,o saddle-nodes with unstable nodal sector

p3 >0 Ei2, Ein, Eo, Ev1, Eva | Eo, Ei2, Ero sinks; Ejp, Eyq saddles

pns =0 Ei2, Eij1, Eo, Er1, Ero | Eg stable weak focus of order one;

Ej2, E,2 sinks; E;1, E,1 saddles

b(no— /13 —4p1)
B

p2 < —2/m1 < w3 <0 | Eia, Ejn, Eo, Ey1, Ero | Eg source; Eja, E.o sinks; Ej1, E,q saddles
3 = w E2, Ej1, Eo, Ev1, Ero | Eqg source; Ejp, Ey saddles;
FE;2, E,o unstable weak foci of order one
s < b(“Q’\/;‘%74“1) Ei2, Ei1, Eo, E;1, Era | Eo, Ej2, Ep2 sources; Ejp, E,q1 saddles
pz >0 FEy Ey stable degenerate node
p2 >0 pn3 =0 Fo FEy stable focus
pn1 =0 pn3 <0 Fo Eo unstable degenerate node
pn3 >0 Fo Ey stable degenerate node
pa =0 ns =0 Eo stable focus for b € (0,2v/3)
degenerate node for b € [2\/57 +00)
pn3 <0 Fy Eo unstable degenerate node
pn3 >0 E2, Eo, Era Eo degenerate saddle; E;5, E,2 sinks
p2 <0 pns =0 E2, Eo, Era Eo degenerate saddle;
Ej2, E,2 unstable weak foci of order one
pn3 <0 E5, Eo, Era Eo degenerate saddle; E;5, E,2 sources
us > w Eia, Eo, Era By saddle; Ejy, B, sinks
pn1 <0 pe €R E2, Eo, Era Eo saddle;

by —\/ud—4 :
3 = 2%’”) E;2, E,o unstable weak foci of order one

b(pg—/pn2—4
(2 \/52 ) Ei2, Eo, Er2 Ey saddle; Ejo, E,o sources

TABLE 1. Equilibria in finite planes of (2]).

Set a generalized Filippov transformation z(x) := fox h(s)ds. Then, from system (@) we get
2(x) = p12?/2 — pox* /4 + 29/6. Denote x1(2) and 2(2) as the branches of the inverse of z(x)
for x > 0 and = < 0, respectively. Transformation z = z(x) changes system () into

dz  Z(z)dz  h(x)dz dz  Z(x)dz  h(z)dx

for x > 0 and = < 0 separately, where Fi(z) := F(x1(2)) and F5(z) := F(x2(z)). By the
monotonicity, it is clear that there exists a value z* such that Fj(z) > Fy(z) for every z €
(2%, +00). Although system (Z) has equilibria at infinity when 0 < b < 2v/3 and Proposition 3.3
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(a) when 0 < b < 2V/3 (b) when b > 2v/3
FIGURE 9. Dynamics near infinity in the Poincaré disc of (2)).

of [6] holds for a general Liénard system system satisfying that there are no equilibria at infinity,
we can easily show that Proposition 3.3 of [6] holds for system (2]). Therefore, the assertion is
proved by Proposition 3.3 of [6]. The proof is completed. O

3. LIMIT CYCLES, HOMOCLINIC LOOPS AND HETEROCLINIC LOOPS

In this section we study the existences of limit cycles, homoclinic loops and heteroclinic loops
of system (2)). Moreover, the exact number of limit cycles is obtained if they exist. For simplicity,
let a large limit cycle be a limit cycle surrounding more than one equilibrium and a small limit
cycle be a limit cycle surrounding a single equilibrium.

Lemma 7. For any (u1, po, u3,b) € R3 x R, system @) has no limit cycles when uz > 0.
Proof. When p3 > 0, it is clear that

div(y, —px — pox® — 2% — psy — ba’y) = —puz — b2 <0
for x # 0. By the Bendixson-Dulac Criterion, system (2]) has no limit cycles. O

As follows, we study the number of limit cycles of system (2)) for us < 0. For simplicity, based
on the number of equilibria of system (2]), we give the following subsections.

3.1. System ([2) with only one equilibrium. By Lemma [ system (2] has exactly one
equilibrium if and only if (1, pa) € {(p1, p2) € R? @ pp® — 4y < 0, po < 0} U {(p1, o) € R*
p1 >0, pup >0} =: Gi.

Lemma 8. When (u1,u12) € G1, us < 0 and b > 0, system [@2) has a unique limit cycle, which
is stable.

Proof. With a Liénard transformation (x,y) — (z,y — F(x)), system (2] can be changed into
&=y — F(x),
6 .
© j=—g(a)
where F(z) := [ f(s)ds = psz+bx®/3. And Ey of system (@) becomes Eq of system (@). When
(11, 12) € Gy, system (@) has the following properties:
(i): g(x) is odd and zg(x) > 0 for = # 0,
(ii): F(z) is odd, F(z) < 0 for 0 < = < \/—3us/b and F(z) > 0 for =z > /—3us/0,
(iii): F(+00) = [;F™ f(s)ds = +oo,
(iv): f and g are C°.
Therefore, all conditions of [I8, section 4] or [24, Theorem 4.1] hold, implying that system ()
or its equivalent system () has a unique limit cycle, which is stable. ]
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3.2. System (2) with three equilibria. By Lemma] system (2)) has exactly three equilibria
if and only if either a; = —1 or a; > 0 for its equivalent system (@)). In the following, we only
need to study limit cycles for simplified system (@) and we discuss in two subcases: a; = —1
and a; > 0. Moreover, limit cycles exist only if ay < 0 by Lemma [7l

3.2.1. The case: a1 = —1.

Lemma 9. When a1 = —1, system [{l) has a unique generalized limit cycle (including singular
closed orbit) for ag < 0, which is stable. There are two continuous functions pi(0) and p2(J)
satisfying —1/3 < pa(d) < p1(0) < 0 such that

(i): system (@) has a unique limit cycle that is small when p1(§) < as < 0;

(ii): system (@) has one saddle-node loop when pa(d1) < az < p1(d);

(iii): system (@) has a unique limit cycle that is large when as < pa(d1).

Proof. By Lemma [, we know that Eo is an anti-saddle, and both Elg and Erg are saddle-nodes

or cusps for system (). Thus, the index of Fy is +1 and the indices of Ejy and 5 are 0 by [24],

Chapter 3]. Then, any limit cycle of system (@]) must surround Ey if it exists. By the symmetry

of system () about the origin, Elg must lie in the interior of a limit cycle if E, lies in it.
With a Liénard transformation (z,y) — (z,y — F(z)), system (@) is changed into

izy—&(ag:n—l—%g) ::y—F(:E),
g =—x(—1+2?)(ar + 2?).

We firstly prove that the two points (—v/—3a2,0) and (v/—3az,0) lie in the interior region
surrounded by the limit cycle of system (7)) if it exists for as < 0. Let

(7)

- T . y2
(8) E(x,y) = /0 g(s)ds + 5

It is obvious that
dE .
— |m= —g9(x)F(z).
0 " @= —a@)F@)
When |z| < v/—3az, we can obtain §(z)F(x) < 0. Assume that system () has a limit cycle v in

the strip x € [—v/—3ag, v/—3az]. Then, we have
0= %dE = j’{ —g(z)F(z)dt > 0.
v ¥

This is a contradiction. Thus, there is no limit cycles in the strip x € [—v/—3a2,v/—3az2]. In
other words, if system () has a limit cycle, it has to surround the two points (—/—3az,0) and
(v—=3az,0).

We secondly show that system (7]) has at most one limit cycle. Assume that system ()
exhibits at least two closed orbits ; and 79, where ~y; lies in the interior region surrounded by
v2, as shown in Figure Note that

(10) 7{ dE:jé dE = 0.

By the symmetry of system ([7]) about the origin, it follows that

1 1
(11) dE:—//\ dEand?{dE:—//\ dE.
Y1 2 A1B1D1 Y2 2 AoB> Do
Let y = y1(x) and y = yo(x) be A/lB\l and A/QE, respectively. Then, we have
—3a2 2 F —3a2 4 F
[ap [ ap o [T OG0,
A1 By Az Bg 0 1 — F(x) 0 Y2 — F(x)
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Ay

A,

B,

FIGURE 10. Two closed orbits v; and 2 of ().

S A CLCTTETD R
0 (1 — F(2))(y2 — F(2))
(12) > 0.
Similarly, we obtain
(13) /A dE— [ dE>o0.
C1D1 Co Do

Let = z1(y) and z = z2(y) be B,Cy and I, Jy, respectively. It is obvious that z1(y) < xa2(y)
for yo, <y < yp,. On the one hand, the function y = F'(z) is increasing for = > \/—3ag. Then,
we have

ye, .

(14) //\ dE — /A dE = ' (F(z1) — F(x2))dy > 0.
B1Cy I2J2 YB,

On the other hand, the function F(z) > 0 for > /—3ay. Then, we obtain

Y1y . Yoy L
(15) F(x)dy < 0 and F(z)dy < 0.

YB,y YJq

It follows from (II)—(I%]) that
7{ dE > 7{ dE,
71 72

which contradicts (I0). Therefore, either system () or its equivalent system (@) has at most
one limit cycle.

We thirdly prove that system () has a unique limit cycle that is large when as < —1/3.
It follows from Lemma @] that El2 and Erg are saddle-nodes with one stable nodal part when
as > —1, cusps when as = —1 and saddle-nodes with one unstable nodal part when as < —1. If
as < —1/3, then E5 and E,4 lie in the strip [—v/—3a2,v/—3az]. By the aforementioned analysis,
we know that system (@) has no limit cycles lying in the strip [—v/—3ag2, v/ —3az]. Evidently,
system (@) has no small limit cycles when ag < —1/3. We claim that the relative location of
stable and unstable manifolds of Ejy and E, is shown in Figure [[1] when as < —1/3. If the
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Ay

Yl
N

Eo By X

B

B

(a) for —1 <az < —1/3

Ay Y
5
A
PA
Ep E, Er2 e Ep Ey Erz X
B B
(b) for az = —1 (c) for az < —1

FIGURE 11. Relative location of stable and unstable manifolds of Ej; and E,o of [@).

relative location of stable and unstable manifolds of El2 and Erg is not shown in Figure 1]
we will obtain that system (d) has a heteroclinic loop or a small limit cycle by the Poincaré-
Bendixson Theorem. This is a contradiction. The assertion is proven. Therefore, system (@) has
at least one limit cycle that is large when ay < —1/3 by Proposition [6l and Poincaré-Bendixson
Theorem. Then, the uniqueness of limit cycles of system () is proven and it is large when
as < -1 / 3.

We finally discuss the remainder case —1/3 < ag < 0. Since Elg is a saddle-node with one
stable nodal part when as = —1/3, denote the intersection point of the unstable (resp. stable)
manifold of Ej; and the positive (resp. negative) y-axis by A (resp. B), as shown in Figure
[di(a). Let the coordinate of a general point P be (xp,yp). As proved in Lemma 3.3 of [3], we
can similarly prove that y4 + yp is increasing as us decreases. On the one hand, ya + yg > 0
when as = —1/3. Since El2 is a saddle-node with one stable nodal part when —1 < ay < —1/3,
denote the intersection point of the unstable (resp.the left-most stable; the right-most stable)
manifold of Ejs and the positive (resp. negative) y-axis by A (resp. B; B). On the other hand,
we claim that y4 + y5 < 0 when pg = 0. By Hopf bifurcation, system () occurs a small limit
cycle when —e < ap < 0, where € > 0 is small. It is clear that y4 + yz = 0 is impossible. If
ya +yg > 0, system (@) has at least one large limit cycle by the Poincaré-Bendixson Theorem,
which contradicts the uniqueness of closed orbit. By the Intermediate Value Theorem, there
exist respectively two values ag = p;(d) and as = p2(J) such that y4 +yp =0 and ya +y5 =0,
where —/8/3 < p3(8) < p1(d) < 0. Here, system (@) has a unique small limit cycle when
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p1(9) < az < 0, one saddle-node heteroclinic loop when p2(d) < as < p1(§), and one large limit
cycle when —1/3 < ag < p2(9). Then, the proof is finished. O

3.2.2. The case: a; > 0. The existence of small limit cycles is only meaningful for a small limit
cycle surrounding Erg or Elg, because Eo is a degenerate saddle for a; = 0 or a saddle for
a; > 0 by Lemma [l The existence of large limit cycles is only meaningful for a large limit
cycle surrounding FEj, Erg and Elg, because the vector field of system () is symmetric about
the origin.

Lemma 10. System () has no limit cycles when —1/3 < as < 0.

Proof. Assume that system (l) exhibits a limit cycle Ty when ay = —1/3. Consider energy
function E(z,y) again, as shown in (). Clearly, fﬁFo dE = 0. However, from (@) we can show

that 561“0 dE = ﬁ:‘o —62%(a1 + 22)(—1 + 2?)%dx/3 < 0 for az = —1/3. This is a contradiction.
Therefore, both system (7]) and system (@) have no limit cycles when as = —1/3.

y

FIGURE 12. Large limit cycle of (@) for —1/3 < as < 0.

Assume that system () exhibits a small limit cycle I’ surrounding the equilibrium (1, £'(1))
for ag € (—1/3,0). Let

N x —P(1))2
E(z,y) = /0 g(s)ds + w

Then, we have

dE(z, A . 5

#’(ﬂ) =—g(z)(F(z)— F(1)) = —g(x + 1)z —1)%(2® +a1)(@® + 2+ 1+ 3a)z <0
for x € (0,1) U (1, 400). However, we can show that deE = ¢ —§(x)(F(z) — F(1))dz = 0
for ag = —1/3. This is a contradiction. Therefore, system (7)) has no small limit cycles when

—1/3 < ag < 0. So does system (). Assume that system (7)) exhibits a large limit cycle T’
surrounding the point (1, F(1)) for ag = ¢ € (—1/3,0), where ¢ is a constant. See Figure 2]
where A, H (resp., B,G; C,F; D; E) are intersection points between I' and the y-axis (resp.,
x =+/—3ag; = 1; y = yp; y = yg) and yp,yc are respectively ordinates of B,G. By the
symmetry of system (), we have 2 [;== dF = §.dE . Then, we obtain

/A/E "= /AAB —j(@)F (x)dt < 0.

/AdE<0and /AdE<0.
DE GH

It is similar to prove that
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Let x = z1(y) and © = z2(y) represent the segment orbits BC and C/’b, respectively. Since [ ()
is strictly increasing for x > \/—3ag, we have F(x;(y)) — F'(z2(y)) < 0. Further, we obtain

| e = [ a@e) - P <o
BCD YB

Similarly, we can prove [ dE < 0. Thus, we have $pdE < 0, which contradicts §. dE = 0.

Therefore, neither system ([7]) nor system () can have large limit cycles when —1/3 < ay < 0. O

Lemma 11. System (@) has exactly one limit cycle when ay = —1, which is stable, hyperbolic
and large.

Proof. Firstly, we discuss small limit cycles of system ([7l), which is equivalent to system (H).
When ay = —1, with transformation

(16) (@,9) = (z + Ly + F(1)),

we move (1, F(1)) of system () to the origin of the following system
i=y—Fx+1)+FQ1)=y— F(z),

y=—g(x+1) = —g(x),

where F(:T) = 6(x3/3 + %), g(z) = 25 + 53:~4 + (9 + a1)a® + (7 + 3a1)z? + 2(a; + 1)z and
f(x) == F'(z) = 6(z + 2*). It is clear that F(0) = 0, zg(z) > 0 for z € (—1,0) U (0, +00),

f(z) <0for =1 <z <0 and f(x) > 0 for > 0. Thus, the conditions (i)-(iii) of Proposition
9 of [7] hold. Assume that there exist z1 and x5 such that

(17)

A~

(18) F(z1) = F(z2) and fa) _ f(2)

A~

g(x1)  G(w2)’
where 0 < z1 < 1 < x9. By the first equality of (I8]), we have that

(19) —3+ a2t +xix0 425 =0,
It follows from the second equality of (I8]) that
(20) ai + :17% + z1T9 + x% =0.

According to (I9) and (20), we obtain a; = —3, which contradicts to a; > 0. It means that there
are no solutions for equations (I8)) with F=F, f: f and g = g, where —1 <21 <0 < zo. It
follows from Corollary 10 of [7] that system (7)) has no limit cycles in the zone z > —1, i.e.,
system () has no small limit cycles.

Secondly, we discuss large limit cycles of system (7). Denote A := (z4,0) and B := (zp,0)
be respectively the first intersection points of the stable and unstable manifold of the right-
hand side of Fy and the z-axis. Let D := (xp,0) be the first intersection point of an orbit
crossing C' := (z¢,0) and the z-axis, where ¢ € (zp ,xp  +¢) and € > 0 is sufficiently

small. According to the stability of E,s and the nonexistence of small limit cycles, it is clear

that x4 < zp and z¢ < xp when ag = —1, see Figure [3[a). By z4 < zp, Proposition
and Poincaré-Bendixson Theorem, system (2]) has at least one large limit cycle when ag = —1.

Assume that v, := AlBllflC\lDlAl is a large limit cycle of system (@), where x4, = xp, = 0,
rp, = xc, = x5 and yg, = F(xy,), as shown in Figure [3(b). Next, we will show that
T2

(21) fz)dt > 0.
7
By the symmetry, we can obtain
~ 1 ~
(22) /\f@w:—ff@ﬁ
A1B1Dy 2 7

From F(z) = 6(—a 4 23/3), we know that y = F/(x) has two inverse functions 21 (w) and za(w)
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(a) Stable and unstable manifolds in system (@) (b) A large limit cycle v1 of system ()

(¢) w-y plane

FIGURE 13. Orbits for the case ag = —1.

for z > 0, where x;(w) € (0,1) and z3(w) € (1,00) when ag = —1. By changing variable x of
system (7)) to the variable w = F'(x), we obtain two equations
dy  A\i(w)
2 — =
(23) prii—

where \ij(w) = §(z;(w))/f(x;(w)) and i = 1,2. By ([@3) and (I?III) we _hax have )\2( ) > )\1( )
Let y = y1(w), y = y2(w), y = z1(w) and y = zo(w) represent ByHy, B1A;, CiHy and C1 Dy,
respectively. By the Comparison Theorem, it follows that yo > y; and 2z < z1. We claim that
yr, > 0. Otherwise, assume that yg, < 0. Let D be the interior region of v;, see Figure [I3|(b).

Set Dy be the interior region surrounding by Bl/H??;l and w = F(1 (1), Dy be the interior region

surrounding by A/lgl, 0/1171, w=0and w = 13’(1) see Figure [[3(c). It is clear that Dy C Ds.
By Green’s Formula, it follows that

ﬁl[—ﬁ(aﬁ)da:—i—(ﬁ(a:) _y)dy = / /D F(@)dudy
_ 2<//Dldwdy—//pzdwdy>
0

which contradicts fﬁn [—§(x)dz 4+ (F(z) — y)]dy = 0. This proves the assertion yg, > 0.
When as = —1, we obtain

(F(z) — F(1)f(x) _ P(@%/3 —x+2/3)
g() (22 + a1)z '
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Then,

d <(F(w)—F(1))f(w)> 8%k(x)

dx g(2) T 32222 + a)?

where r(z) = (2a; + 6)z3 — 622 — 2a1. Since #'(z) = 6(a; + 3)x? — 122 > /(1) = 6 + 6a; > 0,
we have mink(z) = k(1) = 0 for > 1. Consequently, (F'(z) — F(1))f(x)/g(x) is increasing.

Let y = fa(w) and z = Z(w) represent respectively B;O and C10. By the proof of Theorem
2.1 of [II] or Lemma 4.5 of [24] Chapter 4], it follows that

(24)  f(a)dt— /B __ faya <.

B,0Cy
On the other hand, we have

0 0
e [ fwar = [ [
B0 B1 A4 FQ) Y2 —w Py Y2 —w

_ /0 (Y2 — ¥2) dw

2y (Y2 —w) (G2 — w)

(25) > 0.

Similarly, we have

(26) - /A F@)dt > 0.
OC D, Ch

By 22), 24), 25) and (20), it follows that [ ATBD, f(x)dt > 0 and then (2I)) holds. Therefore,

both system (7]) and system (4]) has a unique large limit cycle when ay = —1, which is hyperbolic.
Combining the nonexistence of small limit cycles, we obtain that system () has a unique limit
cycle when as = —1, where the limit cycle is stable, large and hyperbolic. O

Proposition 12. When ay > 0, there exist two continuous functions p1 and @5 satisfying
-1 < pi(a1,9) < ¢s(ar,d) < —1/3 and
(1): system (@) has no limit cycles when ¢s(ay,d) < ag < 0;
(ii): system (@) has a unique limit cycle when as = @5(ay,0), which is semi-stable and
large;
(iii): system @) has two limit cycles when ¢1(a1,0) < az < ps(ai,d), where they are large,
the inner one is unstable and the outer one is stable;
(iv): system (@) has one figure-eight loop and one limit cycle when ay = v1(ay,0), where
the figure-eight loop is unstable, and the limit cycle is stable and large;
(v): system (@) has two small limit cycles and one large limit cycle when —1 < ay <
¢1(a1,9), where the small ones are unstable and the large one is stable;
(vi): system (@) has one limit cycle when as < —1, where the limit cycle is stable and
large.

Proof. By Lemmas [1 [[0 and [[1], we only need to study the number of limit cycles of system ({l)
for ag € (—o0, —1) U (—1,—1/3).

For simplicity, we firstly discuss large limit cycles. Assume that system ([7]) exhibits at least
two large limit cycles I'y and T'g for ag < —1 or —1 < ay < —1/3, where I'y lies in the interior
region surrounded by I's, as shown in Figure [l We aim to prove that

(27) f@ydt < ¢ f(z)dt,
INt I'y

which implies that system ([7]) has at most two large limit cycles. Firstly, we prove that

(28) /A/lB\l f(z)dt < /A/QB\2 f(z)dt
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(b) for —1 < a2 < —1/3

FIGURE 14. Two large limit cycles of (7).

and
(29) /A fla)dt < /A fa)dt.
C1Dq C2Dao
For each i = 1,2 let y; represent @, we can calculate that
| f(x)dt
A;B;
1 nll
F
- -/ Wy,
0 F(z) —yi(x)

_ _/1 F'(@) — yi@) + i)
0 F(z) - yi(z)

1 1 . S AC))
= — —_— d X)) — 7;:1; - ~ 2 dx
/o o) — gty ) o) /o F@) - yi(@)

F(1) —y(1 ! /
F(0) — (0 o F(x)—yi(z)
F(0) — y;(1 F) — (1
| EO) —y B (1) — il
Y

1) - ()

© = u(0)

©-u)| | Iy
O =0 "1FO) —um| h @ —n@?
PO -p)|, [ e,
0 <>+/o 70 ‘
(1) - ()

© ()

(1) - P

= —In|= = /1 = §() dx
F(0) —y;(1 ) — yi(x) 0 (F(x) —yi(r))?
N, F(1 — (1 g(x) p

_ |- Fa @@
yi(1) /o yi(z)(F(x) — yi(x))?
Further, we have
. 5 M yi(1) — F(1) I y2(1) _71%(1) 1 r)dx
/A/QB\Q f(g;)dt—/A/lE flapae = 1n |20 | 2 +/0 H(z)dz,
where
9(x)F(x) g(@)F(z)
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Evidently, yo(z) — F'(z) > y1(x) — F(z) > 0,y2(x) > y1(z) > 0, j(z) < 0 and F(zx) < 0 for every
x € (0,1) because of ag < —1 or —1 < as < —1/3. It follows that
yi() —F(1) _ ye(l) = F(1)
yi(1) y2(1)

which implies that (28] holds. It is similar to prove that ([29) holds. On the other hand, we can
prove that

(30) /B/1(71 f(z)dt < /3/262 f(z)dt.

It is not difficult to compute that
[F(x) = F())f(x) _ 8* (2 +2+1+43as) (22 +ap)

> 1 and H(z) >0,

a(z) 3 2+ (2 +ay)
When as < —1 or =1 < ay < —1/3,
22+ as)/(z? +x a x
(31) d[(z? + +1Zx3 2)/(@*+a)] (1 +(i22}r(i;2 ) = ¢
and
(32) dl(z* + a2)/(a1 + 2%)] _ 2(a1 — az)z >0

dx ~ (ag + 22)?

for z > 0. It follows from BI) and B2) that [F(z)—F(1)]f(z)/§(x) is increasing for 2 € (1, +00).
Therefore, according to the proof of Theorem 2.1 of [I1] or Lemma 4.5 of [24, Chapter 4], we
obtain ([B0). In conclusion, 27) holds by 28], 29) and B0). Therefore, both system () and
system (@) have at most two large limit cycles when as < —1 or —1 < ag < —1/3.

We secondly discuss small limit cycles for the case ay € (—oo, —1) U (—1,—1/3). As proved
in Lemma 3.3 of [4], x4 decreases continuously and xp increases continuously as 8 := das
decreases. So, we still get x4 < xp when as < —1, which is same as the case as = —1
(see Figure [[3(a)). Assume that system (@) exhibits small limit cycles surrounding E,5 when
ay = a < —1, where « is fixed. Since the vector field of system (4] is rotated on 3, there is an
annulus region of Poincaré-Bendixson for as = —1, which contradicts the nonexistence of small
limit cycles surrounding E, in this case. Therefore, system (@) has no small limit cycles when
as < —1. Combining the nonexistence of small limit cycles for ay < —land the statement (iii)
of Proposition [ system (4]) has a unique small limit cycle surrounding E, for arbitrarily fixed
0 when —1 < as < —1+ ¢ and € > 0 is sufficiently small.

With the help of the above analysis results, in the following we give the proof of the statements
(1)-(vi) of Proposition

Firstly, we prove statement (vi). When as < —1, system () has at least one large limit cycle
by x4 < xp, Proposition [l and Poincaré-Bendixson Theorem. We know that system () has at
most two large limit cycles and has no small limit cycles when ay < —1 by above analysis. We
claim that system (4]) has a unique limit cycle in the case as < —1, that is stable and large.
Otherwise, this contradicts 27)). When ay = —1, system (@) has also a unique limit cycle that
is stable and large by Lemma [Tl This proves statement (vi).

Secondly, we prove statement (iv). System (@]) has no small limit cycles when ay < —1, see
the statement (vi). It implies that 24 < zp. Besides, by above analysis system () has no limit
cycles as —1/3 < ay < 0, which means x4 > xp. Moreover, as proved in Lemma 3.3 of [4],
x 4 decreases continuously and xp increases continuously as as decreases for arbitrarily fixed §.
Therefore, there is a unique function ¢j(a1,0) such that x4 —xp = 0 if and only if as = ¢1 (a1, d)
for system (d)), which implies the existence of a figure-eight homoclinic loop. Regarding the
saddle Ey of system (), its eigenvalues are denoted by A_ and Ay, where A_ + A, = —f. Since
as < 0, the homoclinic loop of system () is unstable by Theorem 3.3 of [§]. We claim that there
exist no small limit cycles in the interior of the homoclinic loop. Otherwise, this contradicts the
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uniqueness of small limit cycles for —1 < ay < —1 4 €. By the stability of the homoclinic loop,
Proposition [6] and Poincaré-Bendixson Theorem, we can prove that there is a unique large limit
cycle surrounding the figure-eight homoclinic loop, which is stable. This proves statement (iv).

Thirdly, statement (v) directly holds from statements (vi) and (iv) by the rotated properties
of the vector field.

Then, we prove statement (ii). Combining the statements (v) and (iv), we obtain that
system (@) has two limit cycles that are large, when ¢;(aq,0) < as < p1(a1,0) + € and € > 0 is
sufficiently small. We have known that system (@) has no limit cycles when —1/3 < ay < 0 by
above proof. Since the vector field of system () is rotated on f, there is a function ¢5(ay,d)
such that system (@) has a unique limit cycle if and only if as = ¢5(a1,d), which is semi-stable
and large. This proves statement (ii).

Statement (iii) can be obtained by statements (v), (iv) and (ii).

At last, statement (i) follows from statement (ii) and the nonexistence of limit cycles for
—1/3 < ay < 0 by Lemma The proof is completed. O

3.3. System () with five equilibria. By Lemma Ml system (@) has exactly five equilibria
if and only if —1 < a7 < 0. Elg, Ep, Ey, E.1 and Erg of system (2l) become Ejy = (—1,0),
Ep = (—v/=a1,0), Ey := (0,0), B,y = (v/=a1,0) and E, := (1,0) of system (@) respectively.

By Lemma [l the equilibria Ell and Erl of system () are saddles. Moreover, the vector field
of system () is symmetric about the orlgln Therefore, it suffices to give the existence of small
limit cycles of system () surrounding Ey or E,s.

Lemma 13. System ) has no small limit cycles surrounding Ey when ay < ay/3, at most one
small limit cycle surrounding Eo when as > a1/3, no small limit cycles surrounding Erg when
ay < =1 oras > (a1 — 1 —+/—a1)/3, and at most one small limit cycle surrounding E,o when

1 <ap < (a1 —1—/an)/3.

Proof. Tt suffices to study small limit cycles of system (7). When as < a1/3, assume that system
([@) exhibits a small limit cycle T’y surrounding the origin, i.e., T'g lies in the zone |z| < \/—a3.
Let E(x,y) be defined in (). For |z| < y/—a; and ay < ay/3, it is clear that §(z)F(z) < 0.
Associated with (@), we get ﬁ:‘o dE = ﬁ:‘o —§(x)F(x)dt > 0. This contradicts ﬁ:‘o dE = 0. Thus,
system ([7]) has no small limit cycles surrounding the origin when as < aq/3.

When ay > a;1/3, as proven in Lemma[d] we can obtain that system ([7]) has at most one small
limit cycle surrounding the origin.

In the following paragraphs, we distinguish four cases to discuss the existence of small limit
cycles of system () surrounding E,s.

Consider ay = —1. With transformation (I8]), we move (1, (1)) of system (Z) to the origin of
system (7). Tt is clear that F(0) = 0, z§(x) > 0 for z € (v/=a; — 1,0) U (0, +00), f(x) < 0 for
v—a1 —1<x<0and f(x) > 0 for z > 0. Therefore, the conditions (i-iii) of Proposition 9 of
[7] hold. Assume that there exist 21 and x9 such that (I8) holds, where v/—a1—1 < 1 < 0 < .
It follows from the first equality of (I8]) that

(33) 23+ 22+ x129 4 321 + 329 = 0.
By the second equality of (I8,
(34) a1+ (x1+1)% + (21 + D(z2 + 1) + (22 + 1)* = 0.

By B3)) and (34), it follows that a; = —3, which contradicts —1 < a; < 0. By Corollary 10 of
[7], system (I7) has no limit cycles in the zone x > \/—a; — 1. In other words, system (@) has

no small limit cycles surrounding E,o when ay = —1.
Consider ay < —1. By Lemma M, we know that E,o of system () is a source when ay < —1
or an unstable weak foci of order one when ay = —1. Assume that system () has at least one

small limit cycle surrounding E'Tg when as = A < —1 and I'y is the innermost small limit cycle
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surrounding Erg, where A is fixed. Since the vector field of system () is rotated on agy, there
is an annulus region of Poincaré-Bendixson for ag € (A, —1], which contradicts the nonexistence
of small limit cycles surrounding E,2 when as = —1. Thus, system () has no small limit cycles

surrounding Erg when as < —1.
Consider ag > (a; —1 —+/—ay)/3. Let

~ X _ A 2
E(z,y) = /1 !}(S)ds—l—w_

Then
dE . . .
= lm = —9(@)(F() - F(1)) <0
for # > v/=aj. Assume that system () exhibits a small limit cycle I'; surrounding (1, 1, (1)
i.e., Ty lies in the zone x > /=aj. Then, we have §, dE = §. —g(z)(F(z) — F(1))dt <
E(

)

0,
which contradicts fp dE = 0. Thus, system (7)) has no small limit cycles surrounding (1, F'(1))
when as > (a3 — 1 —+/—a1)/3.

Consider —1 < as < (a3 — 1 — v/—a1)/3. Assume that system (@) has at most two small
limit cycles surrounding E,o when —1 < ag < (a1 — 1 — /—ay)/3, where ', I'y are the such
innermost two limit cycles and I'; lies in the interior of T'y. As proven in Lemma [0 we have
'ff‘l dE < fﬁfz dE, which contradicts 'ff‘l dE = fﬁfz dE = 0. Thus, system (@) has at most one small

limit cycle surrounding E,o when —1 < ag < (a1 — 1 —+/—a1)/3. The proof is completed. O

)

In the following three lemmas, in order to give the exact number of limit cycles for system
(M), we study the existence of large limit cycles. Since the vector field of system () is symmetric
about the origin, the existence of large limit cycles is only meaningful for a large limit cycle
surrounding all equilibria.

Lemma 14. System ) has a unique limit cycle when as < —1, which is stable and large.

Proof. By Lemma @] Eo, Elg, FE,y of system (H)) are unstable and Ell, E,q of system (@) are
saddles when as < —1. From Lemma [I3] system @) has no small limit cycles when ay < —1.
Therefore, the stable and unstable manifolds of Ell and F,q of system (d]) are shown in Figure
[[5la). Moreover, since equilibria at infinity of system (]) are repelling by Proposition [6, system
(@) has at least one large limit cycle by the Poincaré-Bendixson Theorem. So does system ([7]).

When ay = —1, assume that system ([7]) exhibits a large limit cycle 71, as shown in Figure
[[5(b). For the statement f,yl f (x)dt > 0, the proof is the same as the proof of Proposition
The details are omitted. It means that system (7)) has at most one large limit cycle, which is
stable. Combining the existence of large limit cycles and the nonexistence of small limit cycles,
we directly obtain that system (7)) has a unique limit cycle when ay = —1, which is stable and
large.

When ay < —1, suppose that system ([7]) exhibits at least two large limit cycles, where I'y, I'y
are the two innermost limit cycles, and I' lies in the interior of I'y, see Figure [[5l(c). As proven
in Proposition 121 we get

fla)dt > f(x)dt
r, Ty

Moreover, since the outmost limit cycle is externally stable and the innermost one is internally
stable, system ([7]) has also at most one large limit cycle, which is stable. Based on the existence
of large limit cycles and the nonexistence of small limit cycles, system (7)) has a unique limit
cycle when as < —1, which is stable and large. The proof is completed. O

Lemma 15. System (dl) has at most two large limit cycles when —1 < ag < (a1 — 1 — v/—a1)/3,
and at most one large limit cycle when ay/3 < ag < 0.
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(a) Invariant manifolds of (@) for as < —1

(¢) Two large limit cycle I'y and I's of (@) for as < —1

FIGURE 15. The discussion of large limit cycles of {) for ag < —1.

Proof. When —1 < as < (a1 — 1 — y/—a1)/3, suppose that system (7)) exhibits at least two large
limit cycles I'y and 'y, where T’y lies in the interior of I'g, as shown in Figure [[6[(a). Our task
now is to prove

(35) fxydt < ¢ fla)dt,
I I

which implies that system ([7]) has at most two large limit cycles. Let y = y1(x) and y = ya(x)
be respectively A1 B; and AsBs. Then, we have

/A/1§1 fla)dt — /A/2B\2 f(x)dt :/0 - T f(?($)d$ —/O - - ‘i(?(m)d:n

A~

(36) _ /F f@)e—y)
0 (y1 — F(ﬂﬂ))(ln - F(ﬂﬂ))

<0,
because f(x) < 0 for z € (0, V/—h) when —1 < as < (a1 — 1 — /—a1)/3. Similarly, we obtain

(37)  flxydt— | f(x)dt <o.
I1J; IsJo
As proven in Lemma 3.4 of [4], we get

(38) /Bfla flz)dt < /3/262 f(z)dt and //\ fle)dt < | __ f(x)dt.

H1[1 H2I2
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y =F (x)

(a) Two large limit cycle I'y and I'z of (@) for —1 < (b) A large limit cycle v of (@) for & < a2 <0
an < a171;\/fal

(¢) The large limit cycle v in (23)

FIGURE 16. Discussion of large limit cycles of () for as € (—1, B=Y="] U [4,0).

As proven in Proposition 2}, [F'(z)—EF(v/=h)]f(x)/§(z) is increasing for = € (v/—h, +00). Then,
by the proof of Theorem 2.1 of [I1] or Lemma 4.5 of [24] Chapter 4],

(39) /C _ Hwie /C __ Jwyit <o

By (B6H39)), it follows that (B3] holds. Therefore, system (7]) has at most two large limit cycles
when —1 < ag < (a3 — 1 —y/—a1)/3. So does system ().

When a/3 < ay < 0, assume that system () exhibits a large limit cycle -, as shown in Figure
( ). Slmllarly, v of system () in the positive half-plane is changed into the orbit segments

BAU BDIUTJ of equations @3), where A\j(w) = §(zi(w))/f(z;(w)) and i = 1,2, as shown in
Figure [I6l(c). Letting y = §1(w) and y = g2(w) represent respectively the orbit segments BA
and BC' in the wy-plane, we get §1(w) > g2(w). On the one hand,

. . 0 dw 0 dw
E(\jf(x)dt - EZ f($)dt == /;6(12\3/72 Yo — W - /26112\3/72 Yy —w

(40) Y (91 — 72)
B /LZ;/T? (01 —w)(J2 — w)dw
> 0.

Similarly, we can obtain

(41) /A f@)dt — | f(z)dt > 0.
HI JI
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On the other hand, it is clear that

(42) /A f(z)dt > 0.

CDH
By (40H42), ﬁ/ f(x)dt > 0. Thus, system () has at most one large limit cycle for a1/3 < as < 0.
So does system ([@l). The proof is completed. O

Lemma 16. System (@) has no large limit cycles when —1/3 < a3 <0 and —1/3 < ag <0, at
most one large limit cycle when aq < as < a1/3 and —1 < a; < —1/3.

Proof. Firstly, assume that system () has a large limit cycle ' for a; = ag = —1/3, as shown
in Figure [[7(a). We claim that A (w) = \o(w) in 23]), where w = F(z) for x > 0. On the one
hand, when F(azl) = F(xg), we have 212 + z129 + 222 = 1, where 0 < z; < V3/3 < xg < 1.
On the other hand, when the second equation of (8] holds, we also have 212+ 2129 + 20° = 1.
Then, the assertion is proven. Thus, the two equatlons in (|23I) are same. Letting y = ¢ (w) and

y = Y2(w) represent respectively the orbit segments BA and BC in the 1e wy- plane it follows from
([@3) that g1(w) = g2(w). In the wy-plane, the two orbit segments BA and BC coincide, and
the two orbit segments TH and 1.J coincide, as shown in Figure [[7(b). By the Green’s formula,

= Fandy+g@is = 2 [ oy
= 2w //52 duy)

= 28 — QS,)) = 2Q(S;) > 0,

where § is the domain between the y-axis and the orbit segment ADJ in the xy-plane, Sp
is the domain between w = (\/_ /3) and the orbit segment BDI in the wy-plane, Sy is the
domain between the y-axis, w = (\/_ /3) and the orbit segments BA IH in the wy-plane, S3
is the domain between the y-axis and the orbit segment CDH in the wy-plane. This contradicts
$rly — F(z))dy + g(z)dz = 0. Thus, system (@) has no large limit cycles for a; = ag = —1/3.
Secondly, assume that system () has a large limit cycle I" for —1/3 < a3 < 0 and ay = —1/3,
as shown in Figure [8(a). When F(ml) = 13’(332), we have 212 4+ 129 + 222 = 1, where 0 < 21 <
\/3/3 < x93 < 1. Further, when the second equality of ([I8) holds, by 212 + z129 + 222 = 1 we
also have x1z9(z129 + 1) = 0, which contradicts 0 < z1 < v/3/3 < 29 < 1. Then, we can obtain

A(C)

J H HW)

(a) in zy-plane (b) in wy-plane

FIGURE 17. A large limit cycle I" of ([@) for a; = as = —1/3.
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(a) in zy-plane (b) in wy-plane
FIGURE 18. A large limit cycle I' of (7)) for —1/3 < a; < 0 and az = —1/3.

that A\ (w) < Ag(w) in 23]). Letting y = ¢1(w) and y = J2(w) represent respectively the orbit

segments BA and BC' in the wy-plane, it follows from (23] and the Comparison Theorem that
71 (w) < ga(w). See Figure [I§(b). Then, Ss is a subset of 1. By the Green’s formula,

$ - Faniy+gwis = 2 [ oy

o[, o= [ o)
2(2(81) = Q(S2)) > 0

which contradicts §(y — F(z))dy + g(x)dz = 0. Thus, system (@) has no large limit cycles for
—1/3<a; <0 and ag = —1/3.

Thirdly, assume that system (@) has a large limit cycle for (a1, a2) = (a*,b*), where —1/3 <
a* < 0, —1/3 < b* < 0, and T is the outermost large limit cycle. Since the vector field of
system () is rotated on ag, I' is broken when (aj,as) = (a*,—1/3), as shown Figure By
the annulus region of Poincaré-Bendixson Theorem, there is a stable limit cycle surrounding
when (a1,a2) = (a*,—1/3), which contradicts the nonexistence of large limit cycles.

Finally, assume that system (@) has a large limit cycle I for a1 < as < a1/3 and —1 < a3 <
—1/3, as shown in Figure 20l(a). We claim that A\j(w) > Aa(w) in [23]), where w = F(x) for

FIGURE 19. Discussion on large limit cycles of () for —1/3 < ag < a; < 0.
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J H > 1

(a) in zy-plane (b) in wy-plane

FIGURE 20. A large limit cycle I' of (@) for a1 < as < a1/3 and —1 < a3 < —1/3.

x> 0. When (I8) holds, we have
a;12a;22 + 2120 — a2(3a2 +1) 3ax+1 —0
(a;12 + ag)(x22 + ag) as — aj -

where 0 < 1 < /—a1 < @2 < 1. Let k := x1 + x2. Then, z129 = k2 + 3a2 > 0 and
(212 + az)(22% +ag) < 0, implying that x € (v/—3az,2y/—az). Define h(c) := (2a +1 —a1)o? +
((ag — aq)(6ag + 1) + 5a2(3az + 1))o + 2a2(3as + 1)(3az — a1). Notice that

)
(CLQ — al)(6a2 + 1) + 5&2(3&2 + 1) (CLQ — al)(2a2 — 11) — 7&22 — a9
(

x12 +xi20 + $22 = —3as,

— + 4das = < 0.

2(2&2 —1—1—(11) 2(2a9 —1—1—(11)

We check that h(—4as) = 2as(1+az)(a; —az) > 0, implying h(k?) > 0 for & € (v/—3az,2v/—az).
Then, the assertion is proven. Letting y = g1 (w) and y = §2(w) represent respectively the orbit

segments BA and BC in the wy-plane, it follows from (23]) and the Comparison Theorem that
71 (w) > go(w). We also claim that yp > 0, where yp is the ordinate of D. See Figure 20(b).
Otherwise, &7 is a subset of Sy, implying similarly the nonexistence of large limit cycles. As
proven in the case of a1/3 < as < 0 of Lemma [[5] we can similarly obtain that system () has
at most one large limit cycle for a; < as < a1/3 and —1 < a3 < —1/3. Moreover, the limit cycle
is stable and hyperbolic if it exists. O

Lemma 17. System ([{) has at most four large limit cycles when (a1 —1 —+/—a1)/3 < az <
min{a;, —1/3} and —1 < a; <O0.

Proof. Firstly, we consider that 6 > 0 is sufficiently small. By Appendix C, system () has at
most four large limit cycles.

Secondly, we consider that 0 > 0 is not small and let 5 := Jas. Assume that system (@) has
at least five large limit cycles for (a1, (,0) = (a0, Bo,d0), where (ap — 1 — \/—)/3 < By <
min{ag,—1/3} and —1 < ap < 0. Let I'y,...,I's be the outermost five limit cycles in order,
where I'; lies in the interior regions surrounded by I's and I'5 is externally stable. Notice that
the vector field of system (@) is rotated with respect to f and §. Then, we can obtain that
stable limit cycles expand and unstable ones contract as one of 3, decreases. Next, we adapt
the following steps.

(i): When a1 := g and 8 := fy are fixed, we lessen 0 and claim that there exists d; € (0, dp)
such that either I'y and I's coincide, or I's and I'y coincide, or I'1 and an interior limit
cycle coincide, and

(Oéo —1—+/ —Oé(])51/3 < By < min{a051, —51/3}.
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Otherwise, this is a contradiction since system (4]) has at most one large limit cycles
when 5y > min{agd;, —01/3} by Lemma [I6

(ii): When a1 := ag and § = 0y are fixed, we increase [ and can find a value 5 = (3 €
((ag — 1 — \/—a)d1/3, Bo) such that either I'y and I's coincide, or I'y and I's coincide.
Otherwise, if

pr < (g —1—+/—0ag)o1/3
this is a contradiction since system (@) has at most two large limit cycles by Lemma [I5]
(iii): When a1 := a9 and (3 := f; are fixed, we lessen ¢ and claim that there is a value

0 = 62 € (0,01) such that either I'y and I's coincide, or I'y and an interior limit cycle
coincide, and

(Oé() —1— —a0)52/3 < ,81 < min{a05g, —(52/3}.

Otherwise, this is a contradiction since system (4 has at most one large limit cycle when
51 < —Qp — 52 by LemmaﬂZl

(iv): Repeating the aforementioned steps, there is an integer n such that §,, is small in the
2n + 1-th step. Moreover, system (@) has at least four large limit cycles in the moment
and one of them is semi-stable. However, when there is a semi-stable large limit cycle,
system (@) has at most three large limit cycles with sufficiently small 6 > 0 by Appendix
C. It induces a contradiction.

Therefore, system (@) cannot have five large limit cycles for (a7 — 1 — /—a1)/3 < as <
min{a;,—1/3} and —1 < a; <0. O

By Lemmas and [I7), there are at most four large limit cycles and no small limit cycles
for (a; — 1 —+/—a1)/3 < az < min{a;,—1/3} and —1 < a; < 0. By the analysis of Appendix
C and numerical simulations, we conjecture that there are at most two large limit cycles for
(@ —1—+/=a1)/3 < ag < min{a;, —1/3} and —1 < a; < 0. Based on the conjecture and other
results, we can obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 18. There are four continuous functions ¢a(ai,d),ps3(ay,0),ps(a1,d),s(ar,0)
such that the following statements hold:

(i): system ({@) has a unique limit cycle when agy < —1, which is stable and large;

(ii): system (@) has two homoclinic loops and one large limit cycle when as = @a(aq, )
and —1 < ay; < 0, where the homoclinic loops are unstable and the large limit cycle is
stable;

(iii): system (@) has two small limit cycles and one large limit cycle when —1 < ag <
wa(ay,d), where the small ones are unstable and the large one is stable;

(iv): system (@) has one stable two-saddle loop surrounding all of E‘o, E‘lz,E‘rg and no limit
cycles when as = p3(ay,9d) and —1 < ay < a*;

(v): system (@) has one unstable two-saddle loop surrounding all of Ey, EIQ, E,5 and ezxactly
one stable large limit cycle when as = p3(ai,d) and a* < a; < 0;

(vi): system @) has two large limit cycles when @a(a1,0) < az < ¢3(a1,d) and —1 < a3 <
0, where the homoclinic loops are unstable and the large limit cycle is stable;

(vii): system (@) has two limit cycle when pa(ai,d) < az < @s(a1,d) and a* < a3 < 0,
where they are large, the inner one is unstable and the outer one is stable;

(viii): system (@) has a unique limit cycle when ag = @s(ar,0) and a* < a1 < 0, which is
semi-stable and large;

(ix): system ) has no limit cycles when pz(ai,d) < as < p4(a1,d) and —1 < ay < a* or
v5(ar,9) < as < p4(a,d) and a* < a; < 0;

(x): system (@) has one two-saddle loop only surrounding Ey if and only if ay = w4(aq,d),
which is stable ;

(xi): system ({@l) has two limit cycle when py(a1,d) < az <0 and —1 < a1 < 0, where they
are small and stable;
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(g) as @2(a1,0) < az < @s(ai,d), (h) as az = ¢s(a1,9), a* <a1 <0 (i) as =1 < a2 < p2(ai,9)
a* <ar <0
1 Yy
9 =
(j) as a2 = wa(a1,9) (k) as @a(a1,0) < a2 <0

F1cure 21. All phase portraits of @) when —1 < a; < 0 and ay < 0.

where p3(a*,0) = a*, —1 < pa(a1,0) < @3(a1,d) < wi(a,d) < 0 and @a(ai,d) < —1/3 <
w4(ai,0) for =1 < ay <0 and ps3(a1,9d) < s5(a,d) < —1/3 for a* < ay < 0. See Figure 21

Proof. Firstly, by Lemma [I4] the statement (i) follows, as shown in Figure 2] (a).

Denote P := (zp,0) and @ := (x¢g,0) be respectively the first intersection points of the
stable and unstable manifold of the right-hand side of E,1 and the z-axis. By Lemma [ and
the statement (i), we know that E,5 of system (@) are unstable and system (@) has no small
limit cycles when ay < —1. It implies that zp < g when ap < —1 since system (@) has
small limit cycles for zp > xg and as < —1 by the annulus region of Poincaré-Bendixson
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Theorem and system (@) has a homoclinic loop only surrounding E, for zp = zq. By Lemmas
@ and I3, we know that E,o of system () are stable and system (4]) has no small limit cycles
surrounding E,» when as > (a1 — 1 —+/=a1)/3. It implies that xp > xzg when az > (a1 —
1 — y/—a1)/3. Furthermore, as proved in Lemma 3.3 of [4], zp increases continuously and zp
decreases continuously as ag increases since the vector field of system () is rotated on as.
Therefore, there is a unique function ¢z (ay,d) € (=1, (a1 —1—+/—a1)/3) such that zp —xzg =0
if and only if as = pa(ay,0) as shown in Figure 2] (b). Since the saddle quantities at FE,q and
Ej are 0(ap — az) > 0 for a; > ag, the small homoclinic loop only surrounding E,; and the
small homoclinic loop only surrounding Fj are unstable by [8, Theorem 3.3, Chapter 3]. In
other words, zp < z¢ if and only if as < p2(a1,0), and xp > z¢ if and only if ag > ¢a(ay,9).
Then, the statements (ii) and (iii) hold.

Denote @ := (0,yg) and S := (0, yg) be respectively the first intersection points of the stable
and unstable manifold of the right-hand side of Ej;; and the y-axis. On the one hand, when
a; =0 and —1 < ay < 0, since system (@) has no limit cycles and the origin is stable, we obtain
yg + ys < 0. Otherwise, system () has no small closed orbits surrounding Ey for yQ +ys = 0.
This is a contradiction. On the other hand, when as = a;/3 and —1 < a; < 0, since system
(@) has no limit cycles and the origin is unstable, we obtain yg + yg > 0. Otherwise, system
(@) has no small closed orbits surrounding E, for yo +ys < 0. This is a contradiction. When
a; € (—1,0) is fixed, since the vector field of system () is rotated on ag, there is a unique value
az = p4(a1,d) € (a1/3,0) such that yg +ys = 0, i.e., system (@) has a small homoclinic loop
surrounding Eg. Since the sum of saddle quantities at FE,q and Ell is 0(ay — ag) and negative for
a1 < a9, the small homoclinic loop only surrounding E is stable by [8, Theorem 3.3, Chapter
3]. Then, the statement (x) holds.

Denote M := (xr,0) be the first intersection points of the unstable manifold of the right-hand
side of E'll and the z-axis. It is clear that zp; > xp for as = ¢2(aq,0). By Lemmas @ and [I3] Ey
of system (2)) are unstable and there is no small limit cycles surrounding Ey when as < —ay /3.
It implies that x3; < xn when ay < —aq/3. By Lemmas@ and [7 Ey of system (2)) are stable and
there is no small limit cycles when as = 0. It implies that x;; > xp when as = 0. Furthermore,
as proved in Lemma 3.3 of [4], s increases continuously and zp decreases continuously as as
increases. Therefore, there is a unique function @s(aj,d) such that xp; — zp = 0 if and only
if as = p3(a1,d). Since the sum of saddle quantities at E, and Ej d(a; — az) and positive
(resp. negative) for a; > as(resp. a; < a2), a heteroclinic loop is unstable (resp. stable) by
[8, Theorem 3.3, Chapter 3]. In other words, zj); < zp if and only if ay < ¢3(aq,d), and
xpy > xp if and only if ag > p3(a1,0). By Lemma [6l and the Poincaré-Bendixson Theorem,
system (2)) has at least one large limit cycle for as = @3(a1,0) and a; > ag. Associated with
that system (2]) has at most two large limit cycles, system (2]) has exactly one large limit cycle
for ay = p3(ay,0) and a; > ay. Assume that system (2)) has at least one large limit cycle for
as = ¢3(a1,0) and a1 < ag. By Lemma [0 and the stability of heteroclinic loop, there are at
least two large limit cycles for ag = p3(a1,0) and a; < ag. By the heteroclinic bifurcation, there
are at least three large limit cycles for ay = @3(a1,0) + € and a1 < ag, where 0 < ¢ < 1. This
is a contradiction. Then, the statements (iv) and (v) hold. Furthermore, there is a continuous
function ag = p5(a1,9) € (ps(ai,d), min{ag, —1/3}) such that system (2)) has a semi-stable large
limit cycle. Then, the statement (viii) holds. Since the remainder statements can be similarly
proved, we omit them. ]

4. PROOFS OF THEOREMS [1H3] AND SIMULATIONS

Proof of Theorem [1. By Lemmas [ 8 @, Proposition [6] the proof can be obtained directly. [

Proof of Theorem[2. By Proposition [ statements (i)-(v) hold. By Proposition [0 statement
(vi) holds. By Proposition [I8], statements (vii)-(x) hold. When system (4] has neither large
limit cycles nor large singular closed orbits (including large heteroclinic loops and figure-eight
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loops), the orbit connections between equilibria at finity and equilibria at infinity have many
cases since the vector field of system (4) is rotated on ag. Statements (xi) holds. Finally,
according to those bifurcation sets, we give the complete bifurcation diagram in Figure2 — O

Proof of Theorem [3. The parameter plane 6§ = Jy € (0,2v3) (resp. 6 = dy € [2V/3,4+00))
are divided into the parameter regions I,II,..., X (resp., Ry,...,R11) by these bifurcation
surfaces. Moreover, the corresponding global phase portraits in the Poincaré disc can be obtained
according to lemmas and propositions in Sections 3 and 4. By Proposition [I8], there are at most
three limit cycles for ag € (—o0, (a1 — 1 — /—a1)/3] U [min{a;, —1/3},0) and —1 < a; < 0.
By Lemmas and [T, there are at most four large limit cycles and no small limit cycles for
(@ —1—+/=a1)/3 < ag < min{a;,—1/3} and —1 < a; < 0. Thus we get an upper bound 4 of
the number of limit cycles. O

In the following, we illustrate our theoretical results with some numerical examples.

Example 1. Consider (aj,ag,d) = (0.5,—0.1,1). The numerical phase portrait shows that
system (@) has no limit cycles and three equilibria in the parameter region I, as shown in Figure
22] (a).

Example 2. Consider (aj,ag,d) = (0.5,—0.7,1). The numerical phase portrait shows that
system () has exactly two large limit cycles and three equilibria in the parameter region 17, as
shown in Figure 221 (b).

Example 3. Consider (aj,ag,d) = (0.5,—0.9,1). The numerical phase portrait shows that
system () has exactly two small limit cycles, one large limit cycle and three equilibria in the
parameter region I11, as shown in Figure 22 (c).

Example 4. Consider (a1,a9,d) = (0.5,—1.1,1). The numerical phase portrait shows that
system (4]) has exactly one large limit cycle and three equilibria in the parameter region IV, as
shown in Figure 22] (d).

Example 5. Consider (aj,as,0) = (—0.5,—1.1,1). The numerical phase portrait shows that
system () has exactly one large limit cycle and five equilibria in the parameter region V, as
shown in Figure 22 (e).

Example 6. Consider (aq,a2,0) = (—0.5,—0.95,1). The numerical phase portrait shows
that system () has exactly two small limit cycles, one large limit cycle and five equilibria in the
parameter region VI, as shown in Figure 22 (f).

Example 7. Consider (aq,a2,0) = (—0.5,—0.85,1). The numerical phase portrait shows
that system () has exactly one large limit cycle and five equilibria in the parameter region VII,
as shown in Figure 23] (a).

Example 8. Consider (aj,as,0) = (—0.02,—0.63,1). The numerical phase portrait shows
that system () has exactly two large limit cycles and five equilibria in the parameter region
VIII, as shown in Figure 23 (b).

Example 9. Consider (a1, ag,d) = (—0.5,—0.1,1). The numerical phase portrait shows that
system (@) has no limit cycles and five equilibria in the parameter region /X, as shown in Figure
(c).

Example 10. Consider (aj,as,d) = (—0.5,—0.05,1). The numerical phase portrait shows
that system (M) has exactly one small limit cycle surrounding E, and five equilibria in the
parameter region X, as shown in Figure 23] (d).

Example 11. Consider (a1, a2,d) = (—0.5,0.5,1). The numerical phase portrait shows that
system (@) has no limit cycles and five equilibria in the parameter region X I, as shown in Figure
23 (e).
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APPENDIX A

€Q| a2><,05(a1,5),a1 20,0<5<2\/§},

€ Q| @3(a1,0) < ap < @a(a,6),—1 < a; <a*,0 < 3§ < 2V3},

I = {(ay1,a2,0)
IT = {(a1,a2,9) € Q| @i(a1,0) < az < @s(ar,d),a; > 0,0 < § < 2v/3},
IIT = {(a1,a9,0) € Q| —1<ay < @i(ar,d),a; >0,0<d < 2V3},
IV = {(a1,a2,6) € Q| ap < —1,a;3 > 0,0 < < 2v3},
V o= {(a1,02,0) €Q| ap < —1,-1<a; <0,0 <3 <2V3},
VI = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| —1<ay<aay,d),—1<a; <0,0<8<2V3},
VII = {(ay,a2,9) € Q| @a(ar,0) < ay < @3(ar,d),—1 < a; <0,0 <3 < 2V3},
VIIT = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| p3(a1,6) < as < ps(a1,0),a* <a; <0,0<d < 2V3},
IX = {(a1,a9,0) € Q| ¢s5(a1,08) < ag < pa(ay,d),a* <a; <0,0 <8 <2V3}U
(a1,az,0) )
( 9)

3(a1,0)
5(a1,0)
(a1,9)
@alar,8) <ay <0,—1 <a; <0,0<6d<2V3},
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€Q| ag>0,—1<a; <0,0<d<2V3},

< ay = ¢5i(a1,6) < palar,d),—1 < ay <a*,§ >2V3},

Rgy; = { < ay = ¢g,i(a1,0) < pa(ar,6),a* < a3 < 0,5 >2v3}U

{( 9)
DL, {(a1,a2,0) € Q| az = ps(ar,6),a; > 0,0 <6 < 23},
DL, {(a1,a2,8) € Q| as = ps(a1,6),a* <a; <0,0 <8< 2V3},
HE, = {(a1,a2,9) € Q| as = p3(a1,8),—1 <a; <a*,0 <3< 2V3},
HE;; = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| ay = @3(a1,0),a* <a; <0,0 <3< 2V3},
SLy = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| az = p3(—1,0),a1 = —1,0 > 0},
SLy = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| ag = pa(—1,6),a1 = —1,0 < § < 2V/3},
T, = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| as < —1,a1 =—1,6 > 0},
Ty = {(a1,a2,9) € Q| —1<as <p3(—1,0),a1 = —1,0 > 0},
Ty {(a1,a2,8) € Q| p3(~1,8) < az < pa(~1,8),a1 = —1,0 < § < 2V/3},
Ty {(a1,a9,6) € Q| p4(—1,0) <ay <0,a; = —1,0 < § < 23},
Ts {(a1,a2,6) € Q| az>0,a; = —1,0 < § < 2v/3},
Ry = {(a1,02,0) € Q| ag = ¢1(a1,8),a1 > 0,6 > 2V3},
Ri9i = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| a2 = ¢2,(a1,0),a1 >0,5 > 2\/5},
Rizi = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| ¢ai(a1,0) < ag < é14(a1,0),a1 > 0,86 > 2v3},
Riy = {(a1,a2,9) € Q| ¢1i41(a1,9) < az < ¢p24(ai,96),a1 > 0,5 > 2\/§},
Ry {(a1,a2,8) € Q| @i1(a1,0) < az < ws(ay,d),a; > 0,5 > 2v/3},
R3 {(a1,a2,0) € Q| —1<ay <yi(a,d),a; >0,6 >2V3},
Ry {(a1,a2,8) € Q| ag < —1,a; > 0,6 > 2V3},
Rs {(a1,a2,0) € Q| a3 < —1,-1<a; <0,8 >2V3},
Rg {(a1,a2,0) € Q| —1<as < po(ar,d),—1 <ay <0,6 >2V3},
Ry {(a1,a2,0) € Q| @alay,d) < as < w3(ay,d),—1 < a; <0,5 > 2v3},
Rs = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| p3(a1,d) < ag < gs(a1,d),a” <ay <0,§ > 2\/§},
Ro1; = {(a1,a2,6) € Q| ¢5(ai,d) < az = ¢s5(a1,0) < pa(ai,d),a” <a; <0,6 > 2\/@} U
( 9)
( 9)
( 9)

{ € Q| 3(a1,6) < ag = ¢gi(a1,6) < pa(a1,6), =1 < a1 < a*,0 > 2v3},
Rgz; = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| max{ps(ai,?),psi(ar,d)} < as < min{ps(ai,d), s :(ai, o)},
a* < a; < 0,6 >2V3}U{(a1,a9,0) € Q| max{ps(a1,d),psi(a1,0)} < as
< min{p4(a1,9), ¢5:(a1,0)}, —1 < a1 < a*,§ > 23},
Ry = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| max{ps(ai,?),dsi+1(a1,0)} < as <min{ps(ar,0), ¢s,i(a1,0)},
a* < a1 <0,6 >2V3}U{(a1,0a2,6) € Q| max{ps(ai,d),¢sr1(a1,6)} < as
< min{py(ar,d), ¢i(a1,0)}, —1 < a1 < a*, 8 > 23},

Rioni = {(a1,02,0) € Q| @u(a1,0) < az = ¢s(a1,6) <0,—1 < ay <0,6 >2V3},
Rio2i = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| w4(a1,0) < ag = ¢44(a1,9) <0,—-1<a; <0,0 > 2v/3},
Rigzi = {(a1,a2,9) € Q| @a(ai,0) <az = ¢5,(a1,6) <0,—-1 <a; <0,0 > 2\/§},
Riosi = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| @a(a1,0) < as = dg(a1,0) < 0,—1 < ay < 0,8 >2V3},
Riosi = {(a1,a2,9) € Q| max{ps(a1,0),dsi(a1,0)} < az < min{0, ¢3;(ai,0)},

—1<a; <0,6 >2V3},



Rio6i

Rio7i

Riosi
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{(a1,a2,0) € Q| max{p4(a1,d),

~1<a; <0,6 >2V3},

{(a1,a2,0) € Q| max{p4(a1,d),

~1<a; <0,6 >2V3},

{(a1,a2,0) € Q| max{p4(a1,d),

—1<a; <0,6 >2V3},

{(a1,a2,8) € Q| ag = ¢3(a1,0) >0,—1 < a; <0,5 > 23},

{(a1,a2,0) € Q| ag = ¢s;(a1,8) >0,—1 < ay < 0,5 >2V3},

{(a1,a2,0) € Q| ag = ¢54(a1,0) >0,—1 < a; <0,5 >2V3},

{(a1,a2,0) € Q| ag = ¢g4(a1,0) >0,—1 < ay < 0,5 >2V3},

{(a1,a2,0) € Q| max{0,ps;(a1,6)} < ag < ¢34(a1,06),—1 < a; < 0,6 > 23},
{(a1,a2,6) € Q| max{0,¢5;(a1,0)} < az < ¢si(a1,d),—1 < ay < 0,6 > 2V3},
{(a1,a2,0) € Q| max{0, ps(a1,8)} < ag < ¢54(a1,0),—1 < a; < 0,6 > 23},
{(a1,a2,0) € Q| max{0, 3,41(a1,0)} < az < ¢gi(ar,d),—1 < ay < 0,5 >2V3},
{(a1,a2,0) € Q| as = cp5(a1,(5) a; > 0,6 > 23},

{(a1,a2,8) € Q| ag = ¢s(a,6),a* < ay < 0,6 >2V3},

{(a1,a2,8) € Q| as = p3(a1,6), -1 < ay < a*,6 > 2V3},

{(a1,a2,0) € Q| az = ¢3(a1,d),a* <ay <0,8 >2v3},

{(a1,a2,0) € Q| ag = pi(a1,8) = ¢54(a1,6),—1 < a; < 0,6 > 2V/3},

{(a1,a2,0) € Q| ag = @4(a1,8) = pe4(a1,6),—1 < a; < 0,6 > 2v/3},

{(a1,a2,9) € Q | qﬁﬁ,i(al,é) < as = @4(@1,5) < ¢5,i(a1,9),—1 <a; <0,6 > 2V/3},
{(a1,a2,0) € Q| ¢s5,41(a1,0) < az = pa(a1,0) < ¢g,i(ar,9),—1 <a; <0,6 > 2\/§},
{(a1,a2,0) € Q| ag = @4(—1,0) = ¢5.:(a1,9),a; = —1,5 > 2V/3},

{(a1,a2,0) € Q| az = @4(—1,0) = ¢g.i(a1,9),a; = —1,5 > 23},

{(a1,a2,0) € Q| 6(a1,0) < az = pa(—1,0) = ¢5.i(a1,0),a1 = —1,8 > 2v/3},
{(a1,a2,8) € Q| ¢5i41(a1,6) < ag = pa(—1,0) = dpi(a1,8),a; = —1,86 > 2V/3},
{(a1,a2,0) € Q| w3(—1,8) < ag = ¢5.(a1,0) < pa(—1,6),a1 = —1,5 > 2v/3},
{(a1,a2,0) € Q| @3(—1,8) < az = ¢g.i(a1,0) < pa(—1,8),a1 = —1,8 > 2v/3},
{(a1,a2,0) € Q| max{ps(—1,6),¢6i(—1,0)} < az <min{ps(—1,6),d5,(—1,0)},

a; = _176 > 2\/5}7
{(a17a275) € | HlaX{(’Dg)(—l,(S
a; = _176 > 2\/5}7

¢54(a1,0)} < ay < minf{0, ¢4 i(a1,9)},
P6,i(a1,0)} < az < min{0, ¢5;(a1,9)},

#3,i41(a1,0)} < az < min{0, ¢6 ;(a1,0)},

)7¢5,i+1(_175)} <az < min{(p4(_175)7¢6,i(_175)}7

{(a1,a2,8) € Q| @a(~1,0) < as = ¢3,(a1,6) < 0,a1 = —1,8 > 2V/3},
{(a1,a2,0) € Q| wa(—1,8) < ag = ¢g;(a1,0) < 0,a; = —1,5 > 2V/3},
{(a1,a2,0) € Q| @a(—1,8) < az = ¢54(a1,0) < 0,a; = —1,5 > 2V/3},
{(a1,a2,0) € Q| @4(—1,6) < agz = ¢g(a1,0) <0,a1 = —1,0 > 2v/3},
{(a1,a2,6) € Q| max{ps(—1,0),¢4i(—1,0)} < az < min{0, ¢3;(—1,0)},

ap = —1,5 > 2\/§},
{(a1,a2,6) € Q| max{ps(—

175)7¢5,i(_176)} < ag < min{O, ¢47i(_175)}7
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ap = —1,6 > 23},

Tyri = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| max{ps(—1,9),d6,(—1,0)} < az < min{0, ¢5,;(—1,0)},
a; = —1,0 > 23},

Tysi = {(ai,a2,0) € Q| max{ps(—1,9),d3,+1(—1,0)} < az < min{0, ¢¢,;(—1,0)},
a1 = —1,6 > 2v/3},

T = {(a1,a2,6) € Q| a2 = d3,(a1,8) > 0,01 = —1,5 > 2v/3},

T50; {(a1,a2,8) € Q| ag = ¢qi(a1,0) >0,a1 = —1,5 > 2v/3},

Ts3; {(a1,a2,9) € Q| a <;S5Z(a §) >0,a; = —1,6 > 2v/3},

Tsyi = {(a1,a9,0) € Q| az = ¢gi(ar,d) >0,a; = —1,5 > 2V/3},

Tssi = {(a1,a2,0) € Q| ¢4Z( 1,0) < ag < ¢3i(—1,8),a2 > 0,a1 = —1,86 > 2V/3},

Tse: {(a1,a2,0) € Q| ¢5:(—1,0) < ag < ¢ai(—1,6),a2 > 0,a1 = —1,8 > 2V/3},

T57; {(a1,a2,0) € Q| ¢6i(—1,0) < ag < ¢54(—1,6),a2 > 0,a3 = —1,8 > 2V/3},

Tssi = {(a1,a9,0) € Q| ¢3:01(—1,6) < az < ¢g:(—1,8),as > 0,a; = —1,8 > 2v/3}.

APPENDIX B

Proof of Lemma[j It is easy to check that the number and abscissas of equilibria of system (2])
are determined by the equation z(z* + poz? + 1) = 0. Notice that the number of roots of the
equation x(x* + poz? + 1) = 0 is determined by the relationship between A := p3 — 4u1 and
0 and the relationship between s and v/A. Thus, we show the number of equilibria of system
@) by the following nine cases:

Case (I): System (@) has five equilibria Eja, Ejy, Ey, Eri, Evg when A > 0 and pg < —VA,
that is, g1 > 0 and po < —2,/p1.

Case (II): System (2)) has three equilibria Ep, Ey, Eyo when A > 0 and py = —V/A, that is,
p1 =0 and pg < 0.

Case (III): System (2]) has three equilibria Ej, Ey, Ero when A > 0 and —VA < py < VA,
that is, p1 < 0 and pe € R.

Case (IV): System (@) has one equilibrium Fy when A > 0 and g = VA, that is, j; = 0
and pg > 0.

Case (V): System (@) has one equilibrium Ey when A > 0 and p > VA, that is, g3 > 0
and pg > 2,/p1.

Case (VI): System (2]) has three equilibria Ep, Ey, Frs when A = 0 and po < 0, that is,
p1 >0 and pg = —2./p11.

Case (VII): System (@) has one equilibrium Fy when A = 0 and p = 0, that is, 1 = pg = 0.

Case (VIII): System (2] has one equilibrium Ey when A = 0 and po > 0, that is, g3 > 0
and pg = 2,/p1.

Case (IX): System (2) has one equilibrium Ey when A < 0, that is, g1 > 0 and —2y/p1 <
p2 < 2y/p1.
As a consequence, we obtain the location of equlhbrla of system @), as illustrated in Table [1
We now study the quahtatlve properties of Elg, Ell, Eo, Erl, 2 of system (@) in turn.

The Jacobian matrix at Ejy is the following form

0 1
Jg, = .
Fo ( —H1 —H3 )

According to detJg, = p1 and trJg, = —pus, it follows that Ey is a saddle for w1 < 0, a sink for
w1 > 0 and pg > 0, and a source for g1 > 0 and pg < 0. When g1 > 0 and ps = 0, with the
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scaling transformation

(v, 1) = (v, ﬁ»

system (2)) becomes

T =y, ,
| = —x p2,.3 1.5
§=—e—ta’ - g’ - JRey.

By [8, p.211], we calculate the first focal value for system (@3] and get that at the origin
b
<0
811

because of b > 0. Therefore, the origin of system (@3] is a stable weak focus of order one and so
is Fo. As pup = pg = 0, system (2]) is simplified as

(43)

gs = —

T =y,
U= —pox® — x5 — ba?y.

It follows from [24, Theorem 7.2 of Chapter 2] that Ey of system (@) is a degenerate saddle for
e < 0, a degenerate center or focus for pus > 0, a degenerate center or focus for ps = 0 and
b € (0,2/3), and a degenerate node for ys = 0 and b € [2V/3, +-00). Letting

(44)

3 5 2
Hox x Y
H(l’,y):T‘i‘g"‘?a
we have H ()
H(x,y 2.2
o lm xy”® <0,

implying that a stable focus for jp > 0, or ps = 0 and b € (0,2+/3). Furthermore, for p; = 0
and ps3 # 0, using the translation transformation

(@, y) = (z - % Y),

system (2)) is changed into

o _H2(p  YN3 L YNS b Y2
(45) r= ua(x MB) ua(x MB) u3(x ug) Y
g =—pzy — pa(x — L) — (z = L)° = bz — L)%y

Solving ¢ = 0 of system (43]), we obtain

—p5+0b 3
@x i ,Ug M2M3 Mz 5+O( )
M3 Ng

by the Implicit Function Theorem. Substituting (48] into the first equation of system (@3], we
have

(46) y=—

d_iﬂz_ﬂx3+ M3+bM2M3 33 2+ 0(29).
dt H3 ,Ug
According to [24] Theorem 7.1 of Chapter 2], it follows that the origin of system (45 is a stable
degenerate node for p1o > 0 and p3 > 0, an unstable degenerate node for pp > 0 and pg < 0,
and a degenerate saddle for pp <0 and pg # 0. So is F.
The Jacobian matrices at both Ejs and E, are of the following form

0 1
JE‘zQ = JE‘rz = < A —I-,LLQ\/Z — g — b(—u2+\/3) > :

By Cases (I), (II), (III) and (VI), we know that the necessary conditions of the existence of
Elg and Erg are A > 0 and ps < VA. Therefore, we obtain detJ = detJ, B, = \/_(\/— —
p2) > 0 for A > 0 and det.J B, = detJp =0 for A =0. It is easy to check that trJg =
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trdp = —p3 — b(—p2 +VA)/2 < 0 for pz > —b(—pz +V/A)/2 and trJg = trJg, >0
for pg < —b(—ug ++/A)/2. Tt follows that both Ejy and E,o are sinks for A > 0 and pg >
—b(—pz ++/A)/2, and sources for A > 0 and p3 < —b(—pz +VA)/2. When A > 0 and
w3 = —b(—p + V/A)/2, by the following translation transformation

[—p2 + VA
(x, y) — |z + fay )
S'czy,

(47) — (—A + poVA) + ) 2B (2,5 — 5V/A)a? + (4ptp — 5VA)2?
—54/ 7“2;\/_:174 — 2° — br?y — 2by/ 7_“2;\/&:@

implying that FE,5 becomes the origin of system (47]). Under the scaling transformation

system (2)) becomes

t
(y,1) = | VA = p2VAYy, ———= |,
A — pgVA
system ([47)) can be written as
T =y,
L V=i +Va bz 5VA 3 5 V-umatVA
(48) y= x+\/_A 2 m(z/@ 5VA)a? + SR Y T O SAs m\/ﬂ
25— 22y — \/2b \/—uz+xfx

BTy ey Vv
From [8 p.211], we calculate the first focal value for system (@8] and get that at the origin

2VA —
g5 — bVA—pa)

WEVA = VA

because of RERS VA. Hence the origin of system (48]) is an unstable weak focus of order one

and so is E,s. By the symmetry of system (2]) about the origin, Elg is an unstable weak focus
of order one.
As A =0 and pug = bug/2, by the following translation transformation

(z, y) = (wﬂ/_;z, Y),

system (2)) becomes
T =y,
§ = pov/—2p2x* + dpga® — 51/ k22t — a® — by/=2pgxy — baty

implying that F, becomes the origin of system (@J). It follows from [24, Theorem 7.3 of Chapter
2] that the origin of system (49) is a cusp and so is E,s. By the symmetry of system (2)) about
the origin, Ejs is a cusp for A = 0 and p3 = bia /2.

When A = 0 and pg3 # bus/2, using the translation transformation (x,y) — (x++/—pu2/2,y),
system (2)) can be rewritten as

(49)

T =y,

50) . _
(50) § = poy/—2px? + dpga® — 51/ h2at — b + (—ps + b”z) — by/2pazy — b’y
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meaning that E,5 becomes the origin of system (B0)). For simplicity, denote k =: 3 — bus/2.
Then, using the translation transformation (z,y) — (z — y/k,y), system (B0) is changed into

b= R )2 e ) B[R ) e g
(51) — V2 = Py - fe - Py,
§ = 1oy "Zale — ) + dpala — 1 =5/ - Pt - @0 - B
—by/=2pa(x — Py — bz — )%y — ky.

Solving y = 0 of system (&Il), we get

-2
by the Implicit Function Theorem. Substituting (52)) into the first equation of (BII), we have
V=2
Z_f _ K2 - M2x2 +O(a:3).

We know pp = —2,/111 by Case (VI). It can easily be checked that k > 0 for uz > bus/2 and
k < 0 for ps < bug/2. Based on [24] Theorem 7.1 of Chapter 2|, it follows that the origin of
system (B1) is a saddle-node with one stable nodal sector for pug > bus/2 or a saddle-node with
unstable nodal sector for ps < bus/2. So is E,5. By the symmetry of system @) about the
origin, Ejs is a saddle-node with one stable nodal sector for w3 > bus/2 or a saddle-node with
unstable nodal sector for pg < bus/2 when A = 0.

The Jacobian matrices at both Ell and Erl are the following form

0 1
JA = JA = ’
En Er1 ( —A — ,uz\/z —H3 M >

By Case (I), we know that the necessary conditions of the existence of Ej; and E,q are A > 0
and ps < —VA. Then, we have detJEl1 = detJE1 = A + psVA < 0. Therefore, both Ej; and

~

E,q are saddles. The proof of Lemma [4] is complete. ]

APPENDIX C

TJ/

FIGURE 24. The phase portrait of (G3)).

When 6 = 0, system () is a Hamiltonian system

T =y,
(53) § = —z(ay + 22)(~1 +22),
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which has the first integral ([8). The level curves {E(x,y) =e, e > e} are shown in Figure 24]
where e; := min{0, —a; /4 — 1/12}. In this proof, we only care these closed orbits surrounding
five equilibria, i.e., {E(x,y) = e, e > ey}, where ey := a12/4 + a13/12. Let L := {(x,y)|lzr =
0, y > v/2e3}. Then, the large closed level curve intersects L at exactly one point (0, a(e)).
Thus, L can be parameterized by e. For every e € (eg, +00), consider the orbit of system (B3]
passing through P, € L. When the orbit goes forward and backward from P,, it has respectively
two intersection points (1 and (o with the positive z-axis. Let the piece of orbit from Q)1 to Qo
denote by (e, d,az). Clearly, v(e, d,az2) is an orbit if and only if Q1 = Q2. Moreover, Q1 = Q2
if and only if F(Q1) = E(Q2). It is to notice that

Cfi—]f @ dt = —d(az + 22)yPdt = —6(ay + 2%)ydz,

implying that

t(Q2) dE )
B - BQ) = [ g ar=— [ oa+a)yis
Q1) v

Thus, (e, 0, az) is a closed orbit if and only if fﬁ/(ag + 2?)ydr = 0. Let

F(e,6,¢) = /(a2 + 2?)yd.
v
By the same way as Lemma 1.5 of [8, Chapter 4], we can prove that the function F'(e,d,as) is
continuous and C'*° in 4 and a9 on a set
U={(e,az)lea < e < 400, 0<6<0p,( <az <o},
where g is positive and (; < (o are constants. Moreover, F' € C"* in h on the set
V ={(e,b,{)|ea < e < 400, 0 <6 <8y, < ag < (o}
By Taylor expansion, it follows that
Fle,8,¢) = F(e,0,¢) + O(6),
where

F(e,0,¢) = 7{ (ag + 2?)ydx = azly(e) + Ix(e),

e

Ii(e) = ¢r, xlydx for i = 0,2 and T, is the large closed orbit of system (E3)). Let

_ Ix(e)
o [()(e) ’

P(h)

where e > e5. By

(ap — 1)at  ab
=14/2 2 - 7 2
Y \/e+a1x 5 3

it follows that

(54) Il(e) = x—d;z:, for i e N.
r. ¥y
On the one hand, it follows from (G4]) that
n(e) ,.i,2 -1 1
(55)  Lie) =2 / . = e =2e{(e) + arllae) = 5 Tlale) = 3li(e).
—n(e

On the other hand, by an integration by parts, we have

i+l n(e) pitl 35
(56) Ii(e) =2 "I?_y[(eg - L/ "oz — (ap — )z’ — o )dx '
e i L e y
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By y(—n(e),e) = y(n(e),e) = 0 and (G0), it follows that

a1[{+2(e) (a1 — 1)Iz{+4(€) Iz,+6( e)
Ii(e) = —— . .
(57) (e) 1+ 1 1+ 1 1+ 1

Taking ¢ = 0,2,4 in (57) and solving I}(e), I5(e), I1,(e), we obtain
Ig(e) =Io(e) + arly(e) — (a1 — 1)I)(e),
I(e) =(1 = a1)Io(e) + 3Iz(e) — (a1 — Var Iz(e) + (af — a1 + 1)L (e),
Io(e) =(a? — a1 + 1)Ip(e) — 3(ay — 1)Iz(e) + 5I4(e) + a1(a? — ay + 1)I5(e)
— (a1 = 1)(1 + a}) I (e).

Taking i = 0,2,4 in (53]) and using (58), we obtain that

(58)

3e a 1—a
Ioe) =7 I5(e) + 5 Th(e) + ——Ii(e),
e :(1—a1)el, . +a1—a%+861, . +9+140L1—i-9a%1, .

g Y 8 2 96 4
(59) 2 2 3

3(5 + 6a; + Hai)e , 3(bay + 6aj + ba3 + 8¢ — 8aye) ,

Ii(e) = I I
45 + 73a; — 73a? — 45a3 + 384e
+ ST Ii(e).

Letting V = (Iy(e), Iz(e), I4(e)) ", then by (5J), we have
(60) (12Ie + C)V' = RV,

where I is an unit matrix of order 3, and

0 4(11 1-— aq 8 0 0
61) C=1 0 a1(1—ay) (14 a1)? , R= a; —1 12 0
0 a1(1+a1)? 142a; —2a? —a} —(1+a1)? 3(a;—1) 16
Taking
3
(62) Z(e) = 7 (a1 = 1)Ix(e) + Iu(e)

and using (&0), we have

Iéj(e) ari(e) ajz(e) I(e)
(63) ) | o) | = | enl) ano | ().
Z"(e) asi(e) asz(e)
where
D(e) =3e(3ar + 12e + 1) (—af — 3a} + 12¢) ,
ayr(e) = —3e(3+ Tay — 7a1 — 3a1 + 48e),
a12(e) =10a? + 3a3 — 12e + 3a1 (1 + 4e),
(64) az1(e) =3e(10a? + 3a3 — 12¢ + 3a1 (1 + 4e)),
ax(e) = — 12(1 + ay)’e,
asy(e) = — —e( 743 — 3a] + 4e + a3 (7 + 4e) + a1 (3 + 56¢)),
aze(e) = — 3(—3 — Tay + 7a? + 3a} — 48¢)e.
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Let M (e) = azly(e) + Iz(e). By (62) and (63]),
(aza11(e) + azi(e))Ip(e) + (azaiz(e) + az(e))Z’(e)

M//(e) _
(65) ) D(e)
:lg(e) (agai1(e) + agi(e) + (agaia(e) + ag(e))wle)),
where

satisfies the differential equation

¢ =12¢(1 + 3a; + 12¢)(—3a? — @} + 12¢),

W =vg(e) 4 v1(e)w + vy (e)w?,

(67)
and
vo(e) = — 9e(3ay + 7a? — Tai — 3a] + 4e + 56aie + 4ale),
(68) vi(e) =24¢(3 + Tay — 7a? — 33 + 48e¢),
va(e) = — 4(3ay + 10a? + 3a3 — 12e + 12az¢).

In the following, we will split some cases to study the number of zeros of M”(e) in (G5]) for
e > eg.

First, we consider a; = —1/3. In the case, es = 2/81, and
3az + 1) (w(e) + 9e)Ij(e)

M"(e) = 0 :

() e(8le — 2) » ez

Notice that ay < min{a;,—1/3} = —1/3. Thus, the number of zeros of M"(e) in (ez, +00)
equals the number of intersection points of the curve I' = {(e,w) | w = w(e),e € (e3,00)} and
the straight line £ = {(e,w) | w4+ 9¢ = 0,¢e € (e2,00)} in the (e,w) plane.

Using (63), we have the asymptotic expansion of w(e) near e — e

2 2 1
(69) w(e) = "9 3log(e—ez) to <log(e — 62)> '

and the asymptotic expansion of w(e) when e — 400

w(e) = coe§ +o (e%> ,
where ¢ is a positive constant. In this case, w(e) satisfies the differential equation
¢ =e(8le — 2),
(70) o
w =3(w* + 18ew + 2e¢).

Notice that the horizontal isocline of this system has two branches

wh(e) = —9e + V/81e2 — 2¢, w™ (e) = —9e — \/81e2 — 2e.

Moreover, w*(e) has the asymptotic expansion near e — e;
2
(71) w+(e):—§+\/§\/e—62—9(e—eg)+o(e—eg).

Comparing (69]) with (7)), we have
w(e) >wt(e), e— es.
It follows from system (70 that
dw

T 0, forw>w'(e), e> ea.
e
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Thus, we have w(e) > w'(e) for all e € (e3, +00). Further, we obtain
w(e) > wt(e) > —9e, e € (ez,+00).

This implies that the curve I' and the straight line £ have no intersection points in the (e, w)
plane. Hence, the function M”(e) has no zeros in (e2,+00). And we obtain that M (e) has at
most two zeros in (eg, +00).

When a; # —%, denote

A(e) = aganr(e) + aa(e), and Ble) = azaia(e) + axle),

where a;;’s are given in (64). Obviously, B(e) is a polynomial of e with degree at most 1.
And it is not identically zero. Thus, the number of zeros of M”(e) in (ez,+00) equals the
number of intersection points of the curve I' = {(e,w) | w = w(e),e € (e2,00)} and the curve
C ={(e,w) | Ale) + B(e)w = 0,¢ € (e2,00)} in the (e, w) plane.

Using (63), we have the asymptotic expansion of w(e) near e — e

(72) w(e) = ia1(3 +a1) + ?g;éi i_:;)) +o0 (log(el— 62)> ,
and the asymptotic expansion of w(e) when e — +oo
(73) w(e) = cred 4o (e%> , ¢ >0.
Note that the horizontal isocline of system (67]) has two branches
wt(e) = —v1(e) + \/1)1 — 4ug(e )1)2(6)7 w(e) = —v1 (e \/Ul — 4wy (e )vg(e)7
21)2( ) 2112( )

where v;(e),7 = 0,1,2 are given in (G8), and for e > e9
va(e) > va(e2) = —dai (14 a1)*(3 + ay) > 0,
vi(e) — dvg(e)va(e) = 144e (3} + Tai — Tay — 64e — 3) (a} + 3af — 12¢) (3a; + 12 + 1) > 0.

Moreover, wt(e) has the asymptotic expansion

1 V3 [7a} + 6a; + 3 3(4a? +3a1 + 1) (e — e2)
4) wh(e) == L T e — — ).
(74) w™(e) 4a1(a1—|—3) > ] Ve —eat+ (a1 12 +o (e —e)

Comparing ([72)) with (7)), we have w(e) > w™(e) as e — es. It follows from system (G7)) that

dw >0, forw>wt(e), e>es.
de
Thus, we have w(e) > wt(e) for all e € (e, +00).
For the curve C, denote w¢(e) = ggeg Moreover, denote by [; the curve ay = (114;[21) It is
easy to verify that 3% = W <Ofor —1<a; <0,and ap =0 when a; = —1, as = —%

when a; = —% and ag = —1 when a; = 0. That is, the curve [; passing through (—1,0), (— % -1

and (0, —1) is deceasing on (—1,0). Thus, the curve [; intersects the line ay = a; at A = (— :1,), —%)
and is above the line as = a; when —1 < a1 < é, and the curve [y intersects the curve
as = UTV=Y with B = (af,a}) with af = (=33 — V97 4+ /930 + 661/97) ~ —0.19, such
2
that al_lgv_al < —(11111) < —% when —% < ay < aj and the curve 11 is below the curve
ag = % V=% when a} < a1 < 0, see Figure
__ (4a)?
When ay = —ﬁ,
3e (12e — af — 2a% + 2a; + 1)
we(e) =

al(al + 1)2
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A
e //r>

o e

C
F1GURE 25. The graphs of the curves of C and T'.

Since we(e) = +ai1(ar + 3) and

3 (24e — a} — 203 + 2a1 + 1) _ 3 (a} +4a? + 2a; + 1)
al(al + 1)2 al(al + 1)2

Thus, we(e) < we(ez) < w(e), when e > eg. For this case, the function M”(e) has no zeros in

(e2,+00). When ay # _(ta)?

wp(e) = <0, e>es.

l—a1 ?
3(—=1+4+ a1 —4asz)e(e — &) , 3(—1+ ay — 4az)(e? — 2&9e + €182)
we(e) = 3 —, we(e) = 2 s 32’
(14 2a; + af + ag — a1a2)(e — é2) (14 2a1 + af + a2 — a1a2)(e — é2)
where
s - B+a)(1 +3a1)(a1 — a2 + ara2) . a1(3 + a1)(1 + 3aq)as
b 12(—1 + a; — 4ay) " T 12(1+ 201 + a2 + ag — arag)’

Notice that % VU < ay < min{ay, —%} with —1 < a7 < 0. Thus, as < a; and —1 + a1 —
4as > —1 — 3az > 0, implying that

1
e; >0, for —1<a1<—§,

1
(75) e; <0, for —§<a1<0,

(1 + CL1)2(3 + al)(al — ag)

> 0.
12(—1 + a1 — 4ay)

€2 — €1 =

Moreover, we have
1 %(3 -
€x — €z = a1l + 1) —;al)(al az) >0
12(1 4 2a1 + af + ag — ajaz)

if as < — (11tc21)27 and
1 2(3 -
(76) er— gy = AT A B m)lo —w)
12(1 4 2a;1 + af + a2 — a1a2)
if ag > —%. It follows that when as < —(11+_'211)2, only the right half branch of the curve

we(e) is located at e > eg and
3(—1+ a1 —4az)e(e —e1)
1+ 2a; +a? + az — ayaz)(e — &)

we(e) = ( < 0,

2
while when as > —%,

we(e) =

the curve we(e) has two branches for e > ey and

3(=1+4 a1 —4az)e(e —e1)
(14 2a1 + a2 + az — ajaz)(e — &)

<0, ifeg < e < e,
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and
3(—=14 a1 — 4ag)e(e —e1)
(14 2a1 + a2 + az — ajaz)(e — &)

wel(e) = >0, if e > ey > eq.

Moreover, since

a1a2(1 + CL1)2(3 + CL1)2(1 + 3(11)2(@1 — ag)(l + a2)
144(—1 + ay — 4ag)(1 + 2a1 + a2 + ag — ajaz)?

e — 16y = >0

_ (1+a1)?
1—a1
\/eg — e182) and decreasing on the interval (es + 2 — €163, +00). When as > — (1+a1) , We
have that the curve we(e) is decreasing on the interval (62—\/ €3 — e1e2,e2) J(e2, éat++/E3 — €162)

and increasing on the interval (es + 2 — €16é9, +oo)
When ay < — (1+a1) , compare es w1th és + /€5 — e1es. A direct computation shows that
(77)

when ay < , we obtain that the curve we(e) is increasing on the interval (és,és +

2 160 — (63— 82)? = ar1(1+a1)?(3 + a1)?(a; — a2)(1 + 3a; + 4a?) o (=14 ay)a?
2 12 2 2 144(—=1 4+ a1 — 4a2)(1 + 2a4 —|—a%+a2—a1a2) 14 3ay +4a%
(—1+4a1)a? das _ 2a1(1+a1)?(2a1—1)
1+3a1+4a? " dar —  (14+3a1+4af)?
for —1 < a1 < 0, and as = —1 when a1 = —1, ap = —3 When a1 = —% and as = 0 when

Denote by Iy the curve ao = It is easy to Verify that >0

a; = 0. That is, the curve ly passing through (—1, —1),( +,—3%) and (0,0) is increasing on
(—=1,0). Owing to
dCL2 d (al—l—\/—a1>

=2 -0 d —
dag lay=—1 M Qe 3

a1=-—1 27

we obtain that the curve I insects the curve ay = @=1V"% at C' = (a}*, a5*) with af* ~ —0.49
and intersects the line as = a1 at A, see Figure Two cases are considered.

. —1 2 _ _
(i) When ay < Ls;%’ €2 — €163 — (e3 — €2)? < 0 from (7)), thus we have
1

Ea+ (/€3 — €182 —eg = /&5 — €182 — (€2 — &2) < 0.

Hence, the curve we(e) is decreasing on the interval (e, +00). Combing with

1
we(eg) = Zal(al + 3),

it follows that for e > es,
we(e) < welez) < wle),

which implies that the function M”(e) has no zeros in (ez, +00) when (a1,a2) € G;. And we
obtain that M (e) has at most two zeros in (ez, +00).

(ii) When ag > Cltae 2 56 — (eg — &2)% > 0 from (TT), thus we have
2 1-‘1—3(11-‘1—401%7 2 1€2 2 2 9

€2 + 4/ €5 —6162—62 \/é%—éléQ—(€2—52)>0.

Hence, the function w(e) is increasing on the interval (eg, €3 + 1/ é% — e1€2) and is decreasing on

the interval (€9 + — €169, +00). Notice that near e — e;'

3((=1+4a1)a? — (1 + 3ay + 4a?)az)
a1(1 + CL1)2(CL1 — a2)

(78) we(e) = ial(al +3)+ (e —e2) +o(e — e3),

and

(79) we(e) = —oo, when e — 400.
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Comparing the results in (72)), ([73)), (78) and (79)), we have

<0 we(e) < w(e), when e — e,
(80) we(e) < w(e), when e — 4o00.

We claim that the function M”(e) has at most two zeros in (ez, +00) when (aq,as) € Gy. To
prove this, we show that there exists exactly one point of the curve C at which the vector field
([67)) is tangent on the curve C. We call it the contact point. A direct computation gives that

dwe(e)  dw(e) _ 3
(81) de B de ‘wzwc(e) B 432(6)\11(6)7
where
U(e) =thoe” + thre + o
(82) = —48(a1 — 4as — 1) (5a] — 8ayas + 6a1 + 8as + 5) € + 4(a1 + 3)(3a; + 1)

(Ga%ag + 3a3 — 3a3a3 + 30a3ay + 10a? — T4ara3 — 30aias + 3a; — 3a3 — 6a2) e
+ aq (a1 + 3)2(3a1 + 1)2a2(3a1a2 + 4ay — 3as).

5+6a1+5a%‘ ¢ dag _ —11—10a; +5a?
8(—1+4a1) day 8(—1+4a1)?
—1<a1<#,amd%<0for#<al<0,andagz—%Whenalz—l,agz—%when
a1 = —% and ag = —% when a; = 0. That is, the curve I3 passing through (—1, —i), (—%, —%)
-1, #) #,0). Thus, we obtain
that the curve l3 intersects the line as = a7 at A, and insects the curve as = L?)\/__al at

D = (aj™,a3™) with af* = 4 (~135 + 36v/TT +4v/802 = 240V/T1) ~ —0.118, which locates

between the curves [; and [y when —% < a1 <0, see Figure 23l In the region G, it follows from

5+6a1+5a] .
ﬁ that 1o > 0. Since

Denote by I3 the curve ay = It is easy to verify tha > 0 for

and (0,—3) is increasing on ( and is decreasing on (

as <

1
(83) W(eq) = —§a1(1 +a1)%(3 + a1)* (a1 — az)(—3a1 — 1843 + 5a} — 9as — 30a;1ay — 41atas),

(=14a1)a?

. . 1
and in the region Go, —1 < a; < —3 and a > 1301 +4a2

(84)
—3a; — 18a? + 5a3 — 9ay — 30ayag — 41aiay = a1(—3 — 18ay + 5a?) + (=9 — 30a; — 41a?)asy

_ ~ar(1+an)(1 + 3a1)(3 + 6ay + 7ai)
1+ 3a; + 4a?

<0,

we have ¥(eg) < 0 from (83) and (B4]). Further, ¥(e) has a unique zero in (es, +00) by 19 > 0.
This confirms that there are exactly one contact point on the curve C for e > es. It follows
from the result in (80) that the curve C and the curve I' has at most two intersection points
when e > eo, otherwise, extra contact points will emerge, which results in a contradiction, see
Figure Therefore, the function M (e) has at most four zeros on the interval (ea, +00) when
(al, CLQ) € (s.

Finally, we study the number of zeros of M (e) on the interval (es, +00) when (a1, az) locates in
the regions GG3 and (G4 and their intersection curve /3. Notice that in these regions —% <a; <0

2
and ag > —%. For this case, ea < €3 and é; — /€3 — €163 < 0 < ey by (TH) and ([76). Thus,
the function we(e) is decreasing on the interval (es, &2) | J(€2, & + /€3 — €182) and is increasing
on the interval (2 + /€3 — €182, +00).
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F1GURE 26. The graphs of the curves of C and T'.

Notice that near e — e, we(e) has the asymptotic expansion (78), and

(85) we(e) = —oo, when e — €,
we(e) — 400 when e — &5,

and when e — +oco

3(—1+a; —4a)
86 wele) = e+ o(e).
(86) (€)= T a0t Fayaray HOO)

Comparing the results in (72)), (73), (78], (85) and (80), we have

we(e) < w(e), when e — e,

< w(e), when e — &5,
(87) _+
(e), when e — é3,
(e), when e — +o0.

By the result in (87) and the monotonicity of the function we(e) in (e2,€2) and the function
w(e), we know that the curves C and I' do not have intersection points when e € (eg,€2). In the
following, we just need to consider e > és.

2
For (a1,a2) € I3 = 0G3|J0Gy, —% < a; < ai™ and ay = %. One has 99 = 0 and

U(e) has a unique zero

(1 —ay)a1(3+ a1)(1+ 3a1)(5 + 6a; + 5a?)

“T 7411 — 76a; — 12647 — T6a3 + 11a?)

Since

(—5 + al)al(l + a1)2(3 + al)(3 + 2a1 + 11&%)

T T 72011 — 7641 — 12647 — 7647 + 11a))

<0,

we have there is no contact point on the curve C for e > e from (BI)). Thus, by the result in
([®T), the curve C and the curve I' has no intersection points when e > e, otherwise, an extra
contact point will emerge, which results in a contradiction. Therefore, the function M (e) has at

most two zeros on the interval (eg, +00) for (a1, az2) € I3 = 0G3|J 0G4.
5+6a1+5a%

. 1 *okok
In the region G, —5 < a1 < ™ and a2 < 5=y

< —%, one has 2 > 0 and

Py = a1a2(3 + a1)2(1 + 3&1)2(4(11 — 3as + 3(11(12) > a1a2(3 + a1)2(1 + 3(11)3 > 0.
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A direct computation shows that

5(3 +a1)?(1+ 3a1)?(11 — 76a; — 126a? — 76a3 + 11af)
(01 5+6aj+5a2 16(—1 5 >0
02= =Ty (=14 )
" ‘ 4334 a1)*(1 + 3a1)%(1 — 19a; — 44a? — 1943 + af) -
1 ag=— (1ltaa11)2 - (—1 + (11)2

(0}

4
P :5(3 4+ a1)(1 + 3a1)(15 4+ 12v/—a1 + 34a; — 52v/—aja; + 12643
- 3

+ 52v/—a1a? + 34a3 — 12/ —a1a3 + 15a1) > 0.

It is also easy to verify that 1)1 > 0 by considering the intersection points of the curve ¢y = 0 and
l1,l3 and a9 = %\/Tal for a; € (—%,0). Thus, the function ¥(e) has no zero in (&, 400).
In other words, there does not exist the contact point on the curve C for e > &5 from (&I
when (ay,a2) € Gs. Similarly, by the result in (87) the curve C and the curve I' has no
intersection points when e > €5. Otherwise, an extra contact point will emerge, which results in
a contradiction. Therefore, the function M (e) has at most two zeros on the interval (ey, +00)
for (a1, a2) € Gs.

a2

(<)

v

F1GURrRE 27. The graphs of the curves of C and T.

5+6a1 +5a%
8(— 14+aq )

Py = a1a2(3 + a1)2(1 + 3a1)2(4a1 —3as + 3a1a2) > a1a2(3 + CL1)2(1 + 3(11)3 > 0.

A direct computation shows that

In the region Gy, —% < a; <0 and < ag < —%, one has 2 < 0 and

(88)
W(ey) = ar(1+a1)?(3 + a1)*(1 + 3a1)?(a; — az)as(1 + az)(15 + 34a; + 15a2 + 12a3 — 12a1az)
2 3(1+ 2a1 + a3 + az — ajaz)? ’
and
5
(89) 15 4 34a; + 15a% + 12a5 — 12a1ay > 53+ a)(1+3a) > 0.

Hence, we have ¥(e3) > 0 from (B8) and ([89). Further, ¥(e) in (82) has a unique zero in
(é2,+00) by 19 < 0. This confirms that there is exactly one contact point on the curve C for
e > é9. It follows from the result in (87) that the curve C and the curve I' has at most two
intersection points when e > 5. Otherwise, extra contact points will emerge, which results in a
contradiction, see Figure 271 Therefore, the function M (e) has at most four zeros on the interval
(e2,4+00) when (a1,as) € Gy.
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