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Abstract

The main goal of this paper is to give a complete fractal analysis of
piecewise smooth (PWS) slow-fast Liénard equations. For the analysis, we
use the notion of Minkowski dimension of one-dimensional orbits gener-
ated by slow relation functions. More precisely, we find all possible values
for the Minkowski dimension near PWS slow-fast Hopf points and near
bounded balanced crossing canard cycles. We study fractal properties of
the unbounded canard cycles using PWS classical Liénard equations. We
also show how the trivial Minkowski dimension implies the non-existence
of limit cycles of crossing type close to Hopf points. This is not true for
crossing limit cycles produced by bounded balanced canard cycles, i.e. we
find a system undergoing a saddle-node bifurcation of crossing limit cycles
and a system without limit cycles (in both cases, the Minkowski dimension
is trivial). We also connect the Minkowski dimension with upper bounds
for the number of limit cycles produced by bounded canard cycles.
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1 Introduction

The main purpose of this paper is to give a fractal classification of piecewise
smooth (PWS) continuous slow-fast Liénard equations{

ẋ = y − F (x),

ẏ = ϵG(x),
(1)

with

F (x) =

{
F−(x), x ≤ 0,

F+(x), x ≥ 0,
G(x) =

{
G−(x), x ≤ 0,

G+(x), x ≥ 0,
(2)

where ϵ ≥ 0 is a singular perturbation parameter kept small, F± andG± are C∞-
smooth functions, F±(0) = F ′

±(0) = 0 and G±(0) = 0. The set Σ = {x = 0} is
called the switching line or switching manifold. For the classification, we will use
the notion of Minkowski dimension (always equal to the box dimension [13,40])
of one-dimensional monotone orbits generated by so-called slow relation (or
entry-exit) function (see Section 3). We refer to [1,7,10] and references therein
for the definition of the notion of slow relation function in smooth planar slow-
fast systems.

One of the important properties of such one-dimensional monotone orbits
is their density. The density is usually measured by calculating the length of
δ-neighborhood of orbits as δ → 0 and comparing the length with δ1−s, 0 ≤
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s ≤ 1. In this way we obtain the Minkowski dimension of orbits, taking values
between 0 and 1 (for more details, see Section 2). The bigger the Minkowski
dimension of the orbits, the higher the density of orbits. Following [12, 32, 44],
the Minkowski dimension of orbits generated by the Poincaré map near foci,
limit cycles, homoclinic loops, etc., is closely related to the number of limit
cycles produced in bifurcations (roughly speaking, the bigger the Minkowski
dimension, the more limit cycles can be born).

Similarly, in smooth planar slow-fast systems, the Minkowski dimension of
orbits generated by a slow relation function plays an important role in detecting
the codimension of singular Hopf bifurcations in a coordinate-free way [7], find-
ing the maximum number of limit cycles produced by canard cycles [20,21,24],
etc. For a more detailed motivation we refer the interested reader to [7, Section
1] and [8, Section 1]. Since these papers deal only with smooth slow-fast sys-
tems, it is natural to ask whether we can use similar methods to study fractal
properties of PWS slow-fast systems.

Σ

X− X+

Figure 1: A crossing periodic orbit where Σ is the switching manifold.

Piecewise smooth systems [15] are an active field of recent research. The
determination of crossing limit cycles, for example, is an important problem in
PWS theory in the plane (see [3, 17, 19, 28, 29] and references therein). Such
cycles intersect the switching manifold Σ at points where the vector fields X−
and X+ point in the same direction relative to Σ (see Figure 1).

In this paper we are interested in the following limit periodic sets of the
PWS slow-fast system (1) (we also refer to Figure 2 in Section 3). Assume
that the curve of singularities of (1) contains a normally attracting branch
{y = F+(x), x > 0} and a normally repelling branch {y = F−(x), x < 0}. Then
the balanced canard cycle Γŷ, with ŷ > 0 when ϵ = 0, consists of a portion of
the normally attracting branch, a portion of the normally repelling branch and
a horizontal fast orbit at level y = ŷ. These canard cycles may produce crossing
limit cycles after a perturbation of (1) if the slow dynamics of (1) defined along
the curve of singularities points from the attracting branch to the repelling
branch and it has a regular extension through the origin (x, y) = (0, 0) (see
Section 5). This can be done by merging two smooth slow-fast Hopf points [11]
into a so-called PWS slow-fast Hopf point located at the origin (x, y) = (0, 0)
(see assumption (4) in Section 3). The PWS slow-fast Hopf point is the limit of
Γŷ when ŷ → 0. If ŷ → ∞, we can have an unbounded canard cycle, which will
be denoted by Γ∞, consisting of the curve of singularities and a part at infinity
(see Section 3.3).
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The main goal is to give a complete fractal classification (i.e., we find all pos-
sible Minkowski dimensions) of the PWS slow-fast Hopf point and Γŷ described
in the previous paragraph, related to the PWS continuous Liénard family (1).
The fractal classification of the PWS slow-fast Hopf point is given in Theorems
3.1 and 3.2 in Section 3.1, whereas the possible Minkowski dimensions of Γŷ are
given in Theorem 3.3 in Section 3.2. We assume that Γŷ is balanced, that is, the
slow divergence integral computed along the portion of the curve of singularities
contained in Γŷ is zero (see Section 3.2 and [10]). In Theorem 3.4 in Section
3.3 we compute Minkowski dimensions near Γ∞ when (1) is a PWS classical
Liénard system (that is, F± are polynomials of degree n+1, n ≥ 1, and G± are
linear). Theorems 3.1 to 3.4 are proven in Section 4.

In Section 5, the link between the Minkowski dimensions computed in Section
4 and the number of crossing limit cycles of a perturbation of (1) near Γ0 =
{(0, 0)}, Γŷ and Γ∞ is addressed (see system (49) in Section 5). We focus our
study to the case in which the Minkowski dimensions are trivial (that is, equal
zero). Geometrically speaking, close to a PWS Hopf point, trivial Minkowski
dimension of orbits tending to Γ0 means that the connection between center
manifolds are broken in the blow-up locus, so we cannot expect crossing limit
cycles (see Section 5.1 and Figure 4). However, trivial Minkowski dimension
of orbits tending to Γŷ does not imply the absence of limit cycles. Indeed, we
present an example in which the system undergoes a saddle-node bifurcation of
limit cycles (see Section 5.2). Finally, in Section 5.3 we give examples in which
the Minkowski dimension of orbits tending to Γ∞ is trivial, but, nevertheless,
one can expect crossing limit cycles. The number of limit cycles related to higher
Minkowski dimensions is a topic for future study (see Remark 6 in Section 5 for
some results in that direction).

In the smooth setting, that is, when the functions F and G in (2) are C∞-
smooth, we deal with a smooth slow-fast Hopf point at the origin (x, y) = (0, 0)
and the following discrete set of values of the Minkowski dimension can be
produced (see [7]): 1

3 ,
3
5 ,

5
7 , . . . , 1. From these values, which can be computed

numerically [7], we can read upper bounds for the number of limit cycles pro-
duced by the smooth slow-fast Hopf point (for more details see [7, Theorem
3.4]). Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 imply that the PWS slow-fast Hopf point produces
infinitely many new values: 0, 12 ,

2
3 ,

3
4 , . . . . We strongly believe that they give

information about the number of limit cycles produced by the PWS slow-fast
Hopf point. This is a topic of further study.

Similarly, besides old values of the Minkowski dimension when F is a poly-
nomial of even degree n + 1 and G is linear ( 12 ,

3
4 , . . . ,

n−2
n−1 , see [8, Remark

1]), in the piecewise smooth setting, Γ∞ produces the following new values:
0, 45 ,

6
7 , . . . ,

n−1
n . We refer to Theorem 3.4 for more details.

The main reason why we assume that F± and G± are C∞-smooth is because
we want to detect all possible Minkowski dimensions of orbits. We need higher-
order Taylor expansions (i.e., higher degrees of smoothness of F± and G±) in
order to find larger Minkowski dimensions of orbits (see Sections 4.1 and 4.2).

Let us highlight the differences between our approach and those already
presented in the literature concerning PWS slow-fast systems. In [4, 38] the
authors studied the existence of crossing canard limit cycles in piecewise smooth
Liénard equations, in such a way that the origin is a corner point of the critical
manifold (or curve of singularities) positioned in Σ, in the sense that F ′(0) in
(1) is not well defined. Moreover, the critical manifold of the models studied in
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such references presents a “van der Pol - like” shape. On the other hand, in [9]
the authors also address the existence of canard limit cycles, but considering a
three-zoned piecewise smooth Liénard equation instead. In [2, 14] the authors
studied the existence of canard cycles in four-zoned and three-zoned piecewise
linear (PWL) systems, respectively.

In all those references, [2, 4, 9, 14, 38], the authors fixed a linear function G
in (1) (that is, G− = G+) and defined F in a piecewise smooth way. Moreover,
in their models, the critical manifold loses smoothness in the intersection with
the switching manifold. On the other hand, in this paper, we allow both F
and G to be defined in a piecewise smooth way. Moreover, in the study of the
Hopf point and the bounded canard cycle, we do not require G to be linear. In
addition, the intersection between the critical manifold and Σ is not a corner
point. Finally, our main tools are Fractal Geometry, Slow Divergence Integrals
and Slow-Relation Functions, which were not used in those previous references.

A connection between sliding canard cycles in regularized PWS systems and
the slow divergence integral can be found in [23].

2 Minkowski dimension

Let U ⊂ RN be a bounded set. One defines its δ-neighborhood (or δ-parallel
body) as Uδ := {x ∈ RN | dist(x, U) ≤ δ}, where dist(x, U) denotes the eu-
clidean distance from x to the set U . Denote the Lebesgue measure of Uδ by
|Uδ|. For s ≥ 0, we introduce the lower s-dimensional Minkowski content of U

Ms
∗(U) = lim inf

δ→0

|Uδ|
δN−s

,

and similarly, the upper s-dimensional Minkowski content M∗s(U) (replac-
ing lim infδ→0 with lim supδ→0 above). We then define the lower and upper
Minkowski (or box-counting, since they always coincide) dimensions of U as:

dimBU = inf{s ≥ 0 | Ms
∗(U) = 0}, dimBU = inf{s ≥ 0 | M∗s(U) = 0}.

When the upper and lower dimensions coincide, we refer to their common
value as the Minkowski dimension of U , denoted by dimB U . For a compre-
hensive treatment of Minkowski dimension, we direct the reader to [13, 40]
and the references therein. Furthermore, if there exists a d such that 0 <
Md

∗(U) ≤ M∗d(U) < ∞, we say that U is Minkowski nondegenerate in which
case, d = dimB U necessarily.

Consider a bi-Lipschitz mapping Φ : U ⊂ RN → RN1 , i.e., there exists a
constant ρ > 0 such that

ρ ∥x− y∥ ≤ ∥Φ(x)− Φ(y)∥ ≤ 1

ρ
∥x− y∥

for all x, y ∈ U . Then it is well-known that

dimBU = dimBΦ(U), dimBU = dimBΦ(U).

Moreover, if U is Minkowski nondegenerate, then Φ(U) is also Minkowski
nondegenerate (refer to [42, Theorem 4.1]).
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We also introduce here some notation used throughout this paper. For two
sequences of positive real numbers (al)l∈N and (bl)l∈N converging to zero, we
write al ≃ bl as l → ∞ if there exists a small positive constant ρ such that
al

bl
∈ [ρ, 1ρ ] for all l ∈ N.
Note that the Minkowski dimension has proven to be a useful tool in fractal

analysis of various dynamical systems which enables one to extract informa-
tion about the cyclicity of the system directly from analyzing the Minkowski
dimension of one of its orbits [36, 43] or even by looking just at the Minkowski
dimension of a discrete orbit generated by the suitable Poincaré map [12,44] or
even Dulac map [31]. Furthermore, since the Minkowski dimension is always
equal to the box dimension [13] which can be effectively computed numeri-
cally [5, 7, 16, 33–35, 39, 41], it is natural to expect that numerical methods for
determining cyclicity via the Minkowski dimension can be developed which puts
further value to the results in our paper.

It was also shown that the Minkowski dimension is useful in providing a
novel tool for formal and analytic classification of parabolic diffeomorphism in
the complex plane. Even for the formal classification of parabolic germs one
first needs to extend the definition of the Minkowski dimension either as in [37]
or alternatively also look at higher order terms in the asymptotic series of the δ-
neighborhood of the orbit as δ tends to zero [30]. The latter approach is closely
connected to the theory of complex (fractal dimensions) and associated fractal
zeta functions introduced by Lapidus and van Frankenhuijsen [27] for subsets of
R and then extended to the general case of subsets of RN in [26]. Furthermore,
in order to tackle the analytic classifications of parabolic germs one needs to
further extend and adapt the theory of complex dimensions as in [25].

Finally, note that, in contrast to the Minkowski dimension, the Hausdorff
dimension would not extract us any relevant information from orbits of dy-
namical systems. The reason for this stems from the countable stability of the
Hausdorff dimension which renders all of the orbits of the dynamical systems to
have either dimension 1 in the continuous case, or 0 in the discrete case. On the
other hand, the lack of the countable stability of the Minkowski dimension is
exactly the reason which makes it interesting and useful for the fractal analysis
of orbits of dynamical systems. Of course, as it is well known, an attractor of a
dynamical system can have nontrivial Hausdorff dimension (strange attractors
such as Lorenz or Hénon, etc). However, in all cases mentioned above, as well as
in this paper the attractor is either a point (possibly at infinity) or a piecewise
smooth curve, hence of trivial Hausdorff dimension.

3 PWS slow-fast Liénard systems and statement
of results

We consider a PWS slow-fast Liénard equation

X− :

{
ẋ = y − F−(x),

ẏ = ϵG−(x),
for x ≤ 0, X+ :

{
ẋ = y − F+(x),

ẏ = ϵG+(x),
for x ≥ 0,

(3)

where 0 < ϵ≪ 1 is a singular perturbation parameter and F± and G± are C∞-
smooth functions. We assume that X− and X+ have a slow-fast Hopf point at
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the origin (x, y) = (0, 0), that is, they satisfy (see also [11, Definition 1.1])

F±(0) = F ′
±(0) = G±(0) = 0, F ′′

±(0) > 0 and G′
±(0) < 0. (4)

We say that system (3) satisfying (4) has a PWS slow-fast Hopf point at
(x, y) = (0, 0). For ϵ = 0, system (3) has the curve of singularities

S = {(x, F−(x)) | x < 0} ∪ {(0, 0)} ∪ {(x, F+(x)) | x > 0}.

We denote by S− (resp. S+) the branch of S contained in x < 0 (resp.
x > 0). We refer to Figure 2. From (4), it follows that (near the PWS slow-
fast Hopf point) S− (resp. S+) consists of normally repelling (resp. attracting)
singularities. Then we can define the slow vector field of (3) along S, near
(x, y) = (0, 0), as the following PWS vector field

Xs
− :

dx

dτ
=
G−(x)

F ′
−(x)

, x ≤ 0, Xs
+ :

dx

dτ
=
G+(x)

F ′
+(x)

, x ≥ 0, (5)

where τ = ϵt is the slow time (t denotes the fast time in (3)). Its flow is called
the slow dynamics. Using (4), it is clear that (5) has a removable singularity in
x = 0 and the slow dynamics is regular and it points from the attracting branch
S+ to the repelling branch S−. Notice that the slow vector field [6, Chapter 3]
of the smooth slow-fast system X− (resp. X+) along S− (resp. S+) is given by
Xs

− (resp. Xs
+) defined in (5). See also [22].

In this paper we focus on fractal analysis of 3 different types of limit periodic
sets of (3), for ϵ = 0 (see Figure 2): (a) the PWS slow-fast Hopf point at
(x, y) = (0, 0) (Section 3.1), (b) bounded canard cycles Γŷ, ŷ > 0, consisting of
the fast horizontal orbit of (3) passing through the point (0, ŷ) and the portion of
S between the ω-limit point (ω(ŷ), ŷ) ∈ S+ and the α-limit point (α(ŷ), ŷ) ∈ S−
of that orbit (Section 3.2), and (c) an unbounded canard cycle consisting of S
and a part at infinity (Section 3.3). When we deal with the canard cycles in (b)
and (c), we need some additional assumptions on the functions F± and G±:

F ′
−(x) < 0, G−(x) > 0, ∀x ∈ L−, F ′

+(x) > 0, G+(x) < 0, ∀x ∈ L+, (6)

where L− = [α(ŷ), 0[ and L+ =]0, ω(ŷ)] in case (b) and L− =] − ∞, 0[ and
L+ =]0,∞[ in case (c). The assumptions in (6) imply that the slow vector field
(5) is well-defined on the closure L− ∪ L+ and it has no singularities.

The canard cycles considered throughout this paper are, in fact, crossing
canard cycles according to Filippov’s convention [15]. More precisely, when one
deals with piecewise smooth vector fields, one can define sewing and sliding
regions in the switching locus Σ = {x = 0}, which are given by

Σw =
{
(x, y) ∈ Σ ; (y − F−(x))(y − F+(x)) > 0

}
,

Σs =
{
(x, y) ∈ Σ ; (y − F−(x))(y − F+(x)) < 0

}
,

respectively. It follows directly from assumptions in (4) that Σs = ∅ and Σw =
Σ\{0}.

Slow divergence integrals (see [6, Chapter 5] and [22]) play an important role
in fractal analysis of the limit periodic sets defined above. The slow divergence
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S+

x = 0

Γŷ

y0

y1

y2

y0

y1
y2

y0
y1
y2

I+I−

(ω(ŷ), ŷ)(α(ŷ), ŷ)

S−

Figure 2: The phase portrait of (3) for ϵ = 0, with indication of the slow
dynamics along the curve of singularities S. Orbits U = {y0, y1, . . . } generated
by the slow relation function H can converge to the PWS slow-fast Hopf point
(x, y) = (0, 0), a canard cycle Γŷ (green) or the unbounded canard cycle.

integral of X− (resp. X+) associated with the segment [α(y), 0] (resp. [0, ω(y)])
are given by

I−(y) := −
∫ 0

α(y)

F ′
−(x)

2

G−(x)
dx < 0, I+(y) := −

∫ 0

ω(y)

F ′
+(x)

2

G+(x)
dx < 0, (7)

respectively, where α(y) < 0, F−(α(y)) = y, ω(y) > 0 and F+(ω(y)) = y. The
argument y > 0 of I± is close to y = 0 (case (a)), y = ŷ (case (b)) or large
enough (case (c)). It is not difficult to see that I ′±(y) < 0 and I±(y) → 0 as y
tends to 0. We also define

I(y) := I+(y)− I−(y). (8)

Our goal is to compute the Minkowski dimension of orbits generated by
so-called slow relation function H (or its inverse) defined by

I−(H(y)) = I+(y). (9)

See [10, Section 4] for more details concerning the slow relation function in
the framework of smooth slow-fast systems. We denote by U the orbit of y0 > 0
by H, that is, U = {yl = H l(y0) | l ∈ N}, in which H l is the l-fold composition
of H. In Section 3.1 (resp. Sections 3.2 and 3.3) we consider orbits U that tend
to 0 (resp. ŷ and ∞).

3.1 Fractal analysis of the PWS slow-fast Hopf point

In this section we consider (3) in a small neighborhood of the PWS slow-fast
Hopf point (x, y) = (0, 0). Since the integrals I− and I+ are (continuous)
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decreasing functions and tend to zero as y → 0, it is clear that, for each y > 0
small enough, there is a unique H(y) > 0 such that (9) holds. Analogously,
for each y > 0 small enough, there is a unique H−1(y) > 0 such that I−(y) =
I+(H

−1(y)). Furthermore, we also assume that there is a small y∗ > 0 such
that I defined in (8) is nonzero in the open interval ]0, y∗[.

Now, given y0 ∈]0, y∗[, if I > 0 (resp. I < 0) on ]0, y∗[ then we denote by U
the orbit {y0, y1, y2, . . . } defined by

I−(yl+1) = I+(yl) (resp. I−(yl) = I+(yl+1)), with l ≥ 0.

Observe that U is the orbit of y0 by H (resp. H−1) and it tends monotoni-
cally to 0 as l → ∞. Conversely, if y0 > 0 and the orbit of y0 by H (resp. H−1)
tends monotonically to 0, then I > 0 (resp. I < 0) in the open interval ]0, y∗[,
for a small y∗ > 0.

Theorem 3.1. Consider a PWS slow-fast Liénard system (3) and assume that
(4) is satisfied. Given y0 ∈]0, y∗[, let U be the orbit with the initial point y0 (as
defined above). Then dimB U exists and

dimB U ∈
{
m− 1

m+ 1
| m = 1, 2, . . .

}
∪ {1}. (10)

If dimB U ̸= 0, 1, then U is Minkowski nondegenerate. These results do not
depend on the choice of the initial point y0 ∈]0, y∗[.

Remark 1. From (10) in Theorem 3.1 it follows that dimB U can take the
following discrete set of values: 0, 13 ,

1
2 ,

3
5 ,

2
3 ,

5
7 , . . . , 1. We point out that the

values 1
3 ,

3
5 ,

5
7 , . . . (m even) and 1 are found near smooth slow-fast Hopf points

(see [7]). Besides these old values of the Minkowski dimension, the PWS slow-
fast Hopf point in (3) also produces infinitely many new values: 0, 12 ,

2
3 , . . . (m

odd). See also Theorem 3.2 and Remark 2.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 goes as follows (for more details we refer to Section
4.1). Firstly, using assumptions (4) we can write

F±(x) = x2f±(x),

where f−, f+ are C∞-smooth functions and f±(0) > 0. Then, it can be easily
checked that the homeomorphism

T (x, y) =


(x
√
f−(x), y), x < 0,

(x, y), x = 0,

(x
√
f+(x), y), x > 0,

(11)

is a Σ-equivalence in the sense of [18, Definition 2.20], which brings X− (resp.

X+) defined in (3), locally near (x, y) = (0, 0), into X̃− (resp. X̃+), after
multiplication by ψ′

− > 0 (resp. ψ′
+ > 0), where

X̃− :

{
ẋ = y − x2,

ẏ = ϵG−(ψ−(x))ψ
′
−(x),

x ≤ 0, X̃+ :

{
ẋ = y − x2,

ẏ = ϵG+(ψ+(x))ψ
′
+(x),

x ≥ 0,

(12)

9



and ψ± is the inverse of x→ x
√
f±(x). System (12) has a Liénard form similar

to (3), with a PWS slow-fast Hopf point at (x, y) = (0, 0). We show that (3)
and (12) have the same slow relation function (Section 4.1), and therefore they
produce the same orbits. Thus, it suffices to give a complete fractal classification
of (12), using the Minkowski dimension. Such fractal classification is given in
Theorem 3.2 below. In summary, Theorem 3.1 follows from Theorem 3.2.

We define

Ḡ(x) := G−(ψ−(x))ψ
′
−(x) +G+(ψ+(−x))ψ′

+(−x). (13)

In what follows, m0(Ḡ) denotes the multiplicity of the zero x = 0 of Ḡ, and
gm0(Ḡ) ̸= 0 denotes the m0(Ḡ)-th Taylor coefficient of Ḡ about x = 0, if m0(Ḡ)
is finite. In Section 4.1 we prove the following result.

Theorem 3.2. Consider (12) and let H be its slow relation function. Given
y0 ∈]0, y∗[, then the following statements hold.

1. Suppose that 1 ≤ m0(Ḡ) < ∞. If (−1)m0(Ḡ)+1gm0(Ḡ) > 0 (resp. < 0),

then the orbit U = {yl | l ∈ N} of y0 by H (resp. H−1) tends monotonically
to 0 and holds the bijective correspondence

m0(Ḡ) =
1 + dimB U

1− dimB U
. (14)

Moreover, if 1 < m0(Ḡ) <∞, then U is Minkowski nondegenerate.

2. If m0(Ḡ) = ∞, then dimB U = 1.

The above results do not depend on the choice of the initial point y0 ∈]0, y∗[.

Remark 2. From (14), it follows that

dimB U =
m0(Ḡ)− 1

m0(Ḡ) + 1
.

This and Statement 2 of Theorem 3.2 imply (10).
If we assume that F and G in (2) are C∞-smooth, then the function Ḡ

defined in (13) is even and, as a consequence of Theorem 3.2, we have the
following sequence of values of dimB U : 1, 13 ,

3
5 ,

5
7 , . . . .

3.2 Fractal analysis of bounded balanced canard cycles

In this section we focus on the fractal analysis of bounded balanced canard
cycles Γŷ, with ŷ > 0. We call Γŷ a balanced canard cycle if I(ŷ) = 0, with I
being the integral defined in (8). From now on, we assume that Γŷ is balanced.
Due to Equations (6), (7) and the Implicit Function Theorem, it follows that
there is a function H(y) such that H(ŷ) = ŷ and

I−(H(y)) = I+(y),

for y kept close to ŷ (see (9)). If we differentiate this last equation, we obtain
H ′ > 0 (recall that I ′±(y) < 0). This implies that orbits generated by H are
monotone.

Assume that there exists a small y∗ > 0 such that I is nonzero in the open
interval ]ŷ, ŷ + y∗[. Given y0 ∈]ŷ, ŷ + y∗[, if I > 0 (resp. I < 0) in ]ŷ, ŷ + y∗[,
then U denotes the orbit {y0, y1, y2, . . . } defined by

10



I−(yl+1) = I+(yl) (resp. I−(yl) = I+(yl+1)), with l ≥ 0.

Notice that U is the orbit of y0 by H (resp. H−1) and it converges mono-
tonically to ŷ as l → ∞. See also Section 3.1.

Denote by mŷ(I) the multiplicity of the zero y = ŷ of I. When mŷ(I) is
finite, imŷ(I) ̸= 0 is the mŷ(I)-th Taylor coefficient of I about y = ŷ. The fractal
classification of Γŷ is given in Theorem 3.3 and it will be proved in Section 4.2.

Theorem 3.3. Consider system (3) and let H be its slow relation function
defined near a balanced canard cycle Γŷ. If y0 ∈]ŷ, ŷ + y∗[, then the following
statements are true.

1. Suppose that 1 ≤ mŷ(I) < ∞. If imŷ(I) > 0 (resp. < 0), then the orbit
U = {yl | l ∈ N} of y0 by H (resp. H−1) tends monotonically to ŷ and
the following bijective correspondence holds

mŷ(I) =
1

1− dimB U
. (15)

Moreover, if 1 < mŷ(I) <∞, then U is Minkowski nondegenerate.

2. If mŷ(I) = ∞, then dimB U = 1.

The above results do not depend on the choice of the initial point y0 ∈]ŷ, ŷ+y∗[.

Remark 3. Using (15), it follows that

dimB U =
mŷ(I)− 1

mŷ(I)
.

This result, combined with Statement 2 of Theorem 3.3, produces the fol-
lowing set of values of dimB U : 0, 12 ,

2
3 , . . . , 1. We highlight that, in the PWS

setting, we do not obtain new values of the Minkowski dimension in comparison
with the smooth setting due to the C∞-smoothness of I− and I+ at y = ŷ. In
other words, the above values also can be produced by balanced canard cycles in
the smooth setting (see also [20]).

3.3 Fractal analysis of PWS classical Liénard equations
near infinity

In this section we consider a special case of (3), namely PWS classical Liénard
equations of degree n+ 1, which are given by ẋ = y −

n+1∑
k=2

B−
k x

k,

ẏ = −ϵA−
1 x,

x ≤ 0,

 ẋ = y −
n+1∑
k=2

B+
k x

k,

ẏ = −ϵA+
1 x,

x ≥ 0, (16)

where n ∈ N1, B
±
n+1 ̸= 0, A±

1 > 0 and B±
2 > 0. It is clear that system (16)

satisfies (4). Additionally, it is assumed that (16) satisfies (6) with L− =]−∞, 0[
and L+ =]0,∞[. As a direct consequence of (6), we have (−1)n+1B−

n+1 > 0 and

B+
n+1 > 0.

11



After a rescaling (x, t) = (a±X, c±T ), we can bring (16) into ẋ = y −
(
(−1)n+1xn+1 +

n∑
k=2

b−k x
k

)
ẏ = −ϵa−1 x

 ẋ = y −
(
xn+1 +

n∑
k=2

b+k x
k

)
ẏ = −ϵa+1 x

(17)
where a±1 > 0, b±2 > 0 (when n = 1, we have b±2 = 1) and we denote (X,T ) again
by (x, t). It can be easily checked that (16) and (17) have the same slow relation
function, and therefore it suffices to give a complete fractal classification of (17)
near infinity.

Denote F−(x) = (−1)n+1xn+1 +
n∑

k=2

b−k x
k, F+(x) = xn+1 +

n∑
k=2

b+k x
k and

G±(x) = −a±1 x. Then we have

F ′
±(x)

2

G±(x)
= − (n+ 1)2

a±1
x2n−1 (1 + o(1)) , x→ ±∞.

This and (7) imply that I±(y) → −∞ as y → +∞. Let us recall that I±
are (strictly) decreasing functions and I±(y) → 0 as y tends to 0. We conclude
that the slow relation function H (see (9)) is well-defined for all y > 0.

We suppose that there exists y∗ > 0 large enough such that I = I+ − I− is
nonzero in the open interval ]y∗,∞[. Given y0 ∈]y∗,∞[, if I < 0 (resp. I > 0)
on ]y∗,∞[, we define the orbit U = {y0, y1, y2, . . . } by

I−(yl+1) = I+(yl) (resp. I−(yl) = I+(yl+1)), with l ≥ 0.

Then U is the orbit of y0 by H (resp. H−1) and it tends monotonically to +∞.
We define the lower Minkowski dimension of U by

dimBU = dimB

{ 1

y
1

n+1

l

| l ∈ N
}
, (18)

and similarly for the upper Minkowski dimension dimBU . If dimBU = dimBU ,
then we denote it by dimB U and call it the Minkowski dimension of U . In
Section 4.3, system (17) will be studied on the Poincaré–Lyapunov disc of degree
(1, n + 1) and the exponent of yl in (18) is related to that degree (see also [8,
Section 2] for more details).

We introduce the notation

F+(x)− F−(−x) =
n∑

k=2

(
b+k + (−1)k+1b−k

)
xk

= (b+2 − b−2 )x
2 + (b+3 + b−3 )x

3 + · · ·+ (b+n + (−1)n+1b−n )x
n

=: f2x
2 + f3x

3 + · · ·+ fnx
n. (19)

In the case n = 1, then F−(x) − F+(−x) = 0. When one of the coefficients
fk in (19) is nonzero, we denote by k0 the maximal k with the property fk ̸= 0.
Now we are able to state the main result of this section. Theorem 3.4 is proved
in Section 4.3.

Theorem 3.4. Consider system (17) and the associated slow relation function
H. Given y0 ∈]y∗,∞[, the following statements hold.
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1. Suppose that a−1 ̸= a+1 . If a−1 > a+1 (resp. a−1 < a+1 ), then the orbit
U = {yl | l ∈ N} of y0 by H (resp. H−1) tends monotonically to +∞ and

dimB U = 0.

2. Suppose that a−1 = a+1 and that one of the coefficients fk is nonzero with
k0 ̸= n − 1. If fk0

(1 + k0 − n) > 0 (resp. fk0
(1 + k0 − n) < 0), then the

orbit U = {yl | l ∈ N} of y0 by H (resp. H−1) tends monotonically to
+∞, U is Minkowski nondegenerate and

dimB U =
n+ 1− k0
n+ 2− k0

. (20)

These results do not depend on the choice of the initial point y0.

If a−1 = a+1 and f2 = · · · = fn = 0, then we have H(y) = y (I ≡ 0) and each
orbit U is a fixed point ofH with the trivial Minkowski dimension (dimB U = 0).

Remark 4. Suppose that F− = F+ and it is a polynomial of even degree n+ 1
(n odd) and G− = G+ (a−1 = a+1 ). Then (19) implies that fk = 0 for k even
(hence, k0 is odd and k0 ̸= n−1). From (20) it follows that we have the following
Minkowski dimensions of U : 1

2 ,
3
4 , . . . ,

n−4
n−3 ,

n−2
n−1 (see also [8, Remark 1]).

In the PWS setting, we get for n odd or even: 0, 12 ,
3
4 ,

4
5 , . . . ,

n−2
n−1 ,

n−1
n . We

refer to Statement 1 and Statement 2 of Theorem 3.4. The case k0 = n − 1 is
a topic of further study. We believe that in this case the Minkowski dimension
is different from 2

3 and we have to deal with more complicated expansions of
functions.

4 Proof of Theorems 3.1–3.4

4.1 Proof of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2

We consider (3) and assume that (4) is satisfied. Recall that the integrals I−
and I+ are defined in (7) and I in (8). We denote by Ĩ−, Ĩ+, Ĩ the integrals
I−, I+, I computed for system (12):

Ĩ±(y) = −4

∫ 0

±√
y

x2

G±(ψ±(x))ψ′
±(x)

dx, Ĩ(y) = Ĩ+(y)− Ĩ−(y). (21)

Since the slow divergence integral is invariant under changes of coordinates
and time reparameterizations (see [6, Chapter 5]), we have Ĩ±(y) = I±(y) (this

can be easily seen if we use the change of variable s = ψ±(x) in Ĩ±). Now, it is

clear that H defined in (9) is also the slow relation function of (12) (Ĩ−(H(y)) =

Ĩ+(y)). This implies that Theorem 3.1 follows from Theorem 3.2. Therefore, in
the rest of this section we prove Theorem 3.2 and, from now on, When we refer
to (21), we use I−, I+, I instead of Ĩ−, Ĩ+, Ĩ.

We will prove Theorem 3.2 for I > 0 on ]0, y∗[. Let y0 ∈]0, y∗[. Then the
orbit U of y0 by H tends monotonically to 0 as l → ∞ (I−(yl+1) = I+(yl) with
l ≥ 0, see Section 3.1). The case where I < 0 on ]0, y∗[ can be treated in a
similar fashion.
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We introduce the notation

g±(x) = G±(ψ±(x))ψ
′
±(x),

and therefore Equation (13) can be written as

Ḡ(x) = g−(x) + g+(−x).

From assumption (4) and the definition of ψ± after (12), it follows that
g±(0) = 0 and g′±(0) < 0. Moreover, using Taylor series of g± at the origin, one
can write the integrand in (21) as

x2

g±(x)
=

1

g′±(0)
x+O(x2). (22)

For the integral I(yl) we get

I(yl) =I+(yl)− I−(yl+1) + I−(yl+1)− I−(yl)

=4

∫ −√
yl+1

−√
yl

x2

g−(x)
dx

=− 2

g′−(0)
yl

∫ 1

yl+1
yl

(1 +O(
√
yls)) ds. (23)

In the second step in (23) we use I−(yl+1) = I+(yl) and in the last step we

use (22) and then the change of variable s = x2

yl
.

The idea is to compare (23) with equivalent asymptotic expansions of (21).
There are three cases that must be considered: m0(Ḡ) = 1, 1 < m0(Ḡ) < ∞
and m0(Ḡ) = ∞.

(a) m0(Ḡ) = 1. This holds if, and only if, g′−(0) ̸= g′+(0).
Using (21) and (22), we get

I(y) =− 4

∫ 0

√
y

x2

g+(x)
dx+ 4

∫ 0

−√
y

x2

g−(x)
dx

=2

(
1

g′+(0)
− 1

g′−(0)

)
y(1 + o(1)), (24)

where o(1) tends to zero as y → 0. It is clear from (24) that I > 0 is equivalent
to g′−(0) > g′+(0) (and recall that g′±(0) < 0). From (24) with y = yl, (23) and
yl → 0 as l → ∞ it follows that

lim
l→∞

yl+1

yl
=
g′−(0)

g′+(0)
∈]0, 1[.

This implies that the orbit U converges exponentially to zero as l → ∞, that
is, there exist λ ∈]0, 1[ and a constant c > 0 such that 0 < yl ≤ cλl for all l.
It follows from [12, Lemma 1] that dimB U = 0 and the Minkowski dimension
does not depend on the choice of y0. This completes the proof of Statement 1
of Theorem 3.2 when m0(Ḡ) = 1.
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(b) 1 < m0(Ḡ) < ∞. This holds if, and only if, g′−(0) = g′+(0). Using Taylor
series at 0, one can write the integrand of (21) as

x2

g±(x)
=

x2

T±(x) + γ±xm0(Ḡ) +O(xm0(Ḡ)+1)

=
x2

T±(x)
− γ±(

g′±(0)
)2xm0(Ḡ) +O(xm0(Ḡ)+1), (25)

where T± is the Taylor polynomial of degree m0(Ḡ)−1 of g± at x = 0, T ′
±(0) =

g′±(0) and γ± is the m0(Ḡ)-th Taylor coefficient of g± about x = 0. Notice that

gm0(Ḡ) = γ− + (−1)m0(Ḡ)γ+ ̸= 0, (26)

where gm0(Ḡ) denotes the m0(Ḡ)-th Taylor coefficient of Ḡ about x = 0 (recall
its definition after Equation (13)). A direct consequence of (26) is

(−1)m0(Ḡ)+1gm0(Ḡ) = (−1)m0(Ḡ)+1γ− − γ+. (27)

The integral I can be written as

I(y) =− 4

∫ 0

√
y

x2

T+(x)
dx+ 4

∫ 0

−√
y

x2

T−(x)
dx

+
4(−1)m0(Ḡ)+1gm0(Ḡ)(
g′+(0)

)2
(m0(Ḡ) + 1)

y
m0(Ḡ)+1

2 (1 + o(1))

=
4(−1)m0(Ḡ)+1gm0(Ḡ)(
g′+(0)

)2
(m0(Ḡ) + 1)

y
m0(Ḡ)+1

2 (1 + o(1)), (28)

where o(1) tends to zero as y → 0. In the first step in (28) we use (21), (25),
(26) and the fact that g′−(0) = g′+(0) (because m0(Ḡ) > 1). We also used the
relation (27). Moreover, in the second step we use the fact that∫ 0

√
y

x2

T+(x)
dx =

∫ 0

−√
y

x2

T−(x)
dx.

This follows directly from T−(x) = −T+(−x) (observe that the Taylor poly-
nomial T−(x) + T+(−x) of degree m0(Ḡ) − 1 of Ḡ, defined in (13), at x = 0
is identically zero). A simple consequence of (28) is that I > 0 if, and only if,
(−1)m0(Ḡ)+1gm0(Ḡ) > 0.

Finally, (28) and The Mean Value Theorem for Integrals applied to (23)
yield

yl − yl+1 ≃ y
m0(Ḡ)+1

2

l , l → ∞, (29)

where the notation ≃ was introduced in Section 2. Note that ν := m0(Ḡ)+1
2 > 1.

It follows from Equation (29) and [12, Theorem 1 and Remark 1] that the orbit
U is Minkowski nondegenerate and

dimB U = 1− 1

ν
=
m0(Ḡ)− 1

m0(Ḡ) + 1
,
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and these results are independent of the choice of y0. We have proved Statement
1 of Theorem 3.2 for 1 < m0(Ḡ) <∞.

(c) m0(Ḡ) = ∞. Using similar steps to the ones used in case (b), it is not
difficult to see that for every ν̃ > 0 then I(y) = O(yν̃), when y → 0. This
and (23) imply that for every ν̃ > 0 then yl − yl+1 = O(yν̃l ), when l → ∞.
Following [12, Theorem 6] we have dimB U = 1, and once again the Minkowski
dimension does not depend on y0. This completes the proof of Statement 2 of
Theorem 3.2.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 3.3

Suppose that Γŷ is a balanced canard cycle with the associated slow relation
function H defined in Section 3.2. We prove Theorem 3.3 for I > 0 in the open
interval ]ŷ, ŷ + y∗[. In this case, the orbit U of y0 ∈]ŷ, ŷ + y∗[ by H converges
monotonically to ŷ as l → ∞. We have ŷ < H(y) < y, for each y ∈]ŷ, ŷ + y∗[.
The case I < 0 on ]ŷ, ŷ + y∗[ can be treated in a similar way.

We have

I(y) = I+(y)− I−(y)

= I+(y)− I−(H(y)) + I−(H(y))− I−(y)

=

∫ α(H(y))

α(y)

F ′
−(x)

2

G−(x)
dx.

In the last step, we use I−(H(y)) = I+(y) and (7). From (6) and The
Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, it follows that α′(y) < 0 and

I(y) = ζ(y)(y −H(y)),

where y is kept near ŷ and ζ is a positive smooth function. This implies that
y = ŷ is a zero of multiplicity m of I(y) if, and only if, y = ŷ is a zero of
multiplicity m of y −H(y).

We know that the following result holds (see [12,32]).

Theorem 4.1. Let F̃ be a smooth function on [0, ỹ[, F̃ (0) = 0 and 0 < F̃ (y) < y
for each y ∈]0, ỹ[. Define H̃ = id− F̃ and let U be the orbit of y0 ∈]0, ỹ[ by H̃.
Then dimB U is independent of the initial point y0 and, for 1 ≤ m ≤ ∞, the
following bijective correspondence holds:

m =
1

1− dimB U

where m is the multiplicity of the zero y = 0 of F̃ . If m = ∞, then dimB U = 1.

Theorem 3.3 follows from Theorem 4.1 with ỹ = y∗, F̃ (y) = y+ ŷ−H(y+ ŷ)
and H̃(y) = H(y + ŷ)− ŷ. When 1 ≤ mŷ(I) <∞, it is clear that I > 0 if, and
only if imŷ(I) > 0. Moreover, for 1 < mŷ(I) < ∞, the orbit U is Minkowski
nondegenerate (see e.g. [12, Theorem 1]).

16



4.3 Proof of Theorem 3.4

In this section we focus on system (17) and prove Theorem 3.4. In Section
4.3.1, we study the Poincaré–Lyapunov compactification of (17) and detect the
unbounded canard cycle. Section 4.3.2 is devoted to a fractal classification of
(17) at infinity in the positive y-direction. In Section 4.3.3, we complete the
proof of Theorem 3.4 by using the invariance of the slow divergence integral
under changes of coordinates and changes of time.

4.3.1 Poincaré–Lyapunov compactification

This section is devoted to study the dynamics of (17) near infinity on the
Poincaré–Lyapunov disc of degree (1, n+ 1).

In the positive x-direction we use the transformation

x =
1

r
, y =

ȳ

rn+1
,

with r > 0 small and ȳ kept in a large compact set. In the new coordinates
(r, ȳ), system (17) becomes (after multiplication by rn)

ṙ = −r
(
ȳ − 1−

n∑
k=2

b+k r
n+1−k

)
,

˙̄y = −ϵa+1 r2n − (n+ 1)ȳ

(
ȳ − 1−

n∑
k=2

b+k r
n+1−k

)
.

(30)

Suppose that ϵ = 0. On the line {r = 0} system (30) has two singular
points: ȳ = 0 and ȳ = 1. The eigenvalues of the linear part at ȳ = 0 are given
by (1, n + 1) and the eigenvalues of ȳ = 1 are given by (0,−(n + 1)). This
implies that ȳ = 0 is a hyperbolic repelling node and ȳ = 1 is a semi-hyperbolic
singularity with the ȳ-axis as the stable manifold and the curve of singular points
ȳ = 1 +

∑n
k=2 b

+
k r

n+1−k as center manifold.
It is not difficult to see, using the invariance under the flow and asymptotic

expansions in ϵ, that center manifolds of (30)+0 ∂
∂ϵ at (r, ȳ, ϵ) = (0, 1, 0) are

given by

ȳ = 1 +

n∑
k=2

b+k r
n+1−k − r2n

(
a+1
n+ 1

+O(r)

)
ϵ+O(ϵ2).

If we substitute this for ȳ in the first component of (30), divide out ϵ and
let ϵ→ 0, we obtain the slow dynamics

r′ = r2n+1

(
a+1
n+ 1

+O(r)

)
.

Since a+1 > 0, the slow dynamics points away from the singularity r = 0.
In the negative x-direction we use the transformation

x =
−1

r
, y =

ȳ

rn+1
,

and system (17) changes (after multiplication by rn) into
ṙ = r

(
ȳ − 1−

n∑
k=2

b−k (−1)krn+1−k

)
,

˙̄y = ϵa−1 r
2n + (n+ 1)ȳ

(
ȳ − 1−

n∑
k=2

b−k (−1)krn+1−k

)
.

(31)
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When ϵ = 0, the line {r = 0} contains two singularities of (31): ȳ = 0 and
ȳ = 1. The eigenvalues of the linear part at ȳ = 0 (resp. ȳ = 1) are (−1,−(n+1))
(resp. (0, n + 1)). Hence, ȳ = 0 is a hyperbolic attracting node and ȳ = 1 is a
semi-hyperbolic singularity with the ȳ-axis as the unstable manifold. The curve
of singularities is given by ȳ = 1 +

∑n
k=2 b

−
k (−1)krn+1−k. The slow dynamics

along the curve of singularities is given by

r′ = r2n+1

(
−a−1
n+ 1

+O(r)

)
,

and it points towards the origin r = 0 because a−1 > 0.
In the positive and negative y-direction, there are no extra singularities.

After putting all the information together, we get the phase portrait near infinity
of (17) for ϵ = 0, including direction of the slow dynamics (see Figure 3). Now,
it is clear that the unbounded canard cycle consists of the curve of singularities
of (17), denoted by S, and the regular orbit connecting the two semi-hyperbolic
singularities at infinity (these two points are the end points of S).

x = 0

Figure 3: The phase portrait near infinity of (17), with ϵ = 0. We have a
crossing near the switching line x = 0.

4.3.2 Fractal Analysis Near Infinity

Since the attracting branch and the repelling branch of the curve of singularities
are visible in the positive y-direction (see Figure 3), it is natural to present the
fractal analysis in the positive y-direction. We have

x =
x̄

r
, y =

1

rn+1
,

and system (17) becomes (after multiplication by rn)


ṙ =

ϵa−
1

n+1r
2n+1x̄,

˙̄x = 1−
(
(−1)n+1x̄n+1 +

n∑
k=2

b−k r
n+1−kx̄k

)
+

ϵa−
1

n+1r
2nx̄2,

x̄ ≤ 0, (32)
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
ṙ =

ϵa+
1

n+1r
2n+1x̄,

˙̄x = 1−
(
x̄n+1 +

n∑
k=2

b+k r
n+1−kx̄k

)
+

ϵa+
1

n+1r
2nx̄2,

x̄ ≥ 0. (33)

When ϵ = 0, system (32) has a normally repelling curve of singularities
x̄ = Φ−(r) satisfying Φ−(0) = −1 and

1− (−1)n+1Φ−(r)
n+1 −

n∑
k=2

b−k r
n+1−kΦ−(r)

k = 0, (34)

and (33) has a normally attracting curve of singularities x̄ = Φ+(r) satisfying
Φ+(0) = 1 and

1− Φ+(r)
n+1 −

n∑
k=2

b+k r
n+1−kΦ+(r)

k = 0. (35)

Recall from Equation (19) that fk = b+k + (−1)k+1b−k , for k = 2, . . . , n. The
following lemma gives a useful connection between Φ− and Φ+.

Lemma 4.2. The functions Φ−(r) and Φ+(r) defined in (34) (resp. (35))
satisfy

Φ+(r) = −Φ−(r)−
1

n+ 1

n∑
k=2

fkr
n+1−k (1 +O(r)) ,

Proof. The lemma can be easily proved using Φ+(r) = −Φ−(r) when f2 = · · · =
fn = 0 (see (34) and (35)).

If we substitute Φ−(r) (resp. Φ+(r)) for x̄ in the r-component of (32) (resp.
(33)) and divide out ϵ, then we obtain the slow dynamics along x̄ = Φ±(r):

r′ =
a±1
n+ 1

r2n+1Φ±(r). (36)

Let r̃ > 0 be small and fixed. For r ∈]0, r̃[, we define the slow divergence
integral of (32) along the portion [r, r̃] of x̄ = Φ−(r)

J−(r) = −(n+ 1)

∫ r̃

r

(n+ 1)(−1)n+1Φ−(s)
n +

n∑
k=2

kb−k s
n+1−kΦ−(s)

k−1

a−1 s
2n+1Φ−(s)

ds < 0,

(37)
and the slow divergence integral of (33) along the portion [r, r̃] of x̄ = Φ+(r)

J+(r) = −(n+ 1)

∫ r̃

r

(n+ 1)Φ+(s)
n +

n∑
k=2

kb+k s
n+1−kΦ+(s)

k−1

a+1 s
2n+1Φ+(s)

ds < 0. (38)

Observe that J+ is the integral of the divergence of (33) for ϵ = 0, com-
puted in singular points (s,Φ+(s)), where the variable of integration is the time
variable of the slow dynamics (36). A similar remark holds for the integral
J− (but it is computed in backward time). From (37) and (38) it follows that
J±(r) → −∞ as r → 0.
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Let J̃ ∈ R be arbitrary but fixed. For r0 ∈]0, r̃[, we suppose that the sequence
(rl)l∈N, defined by

J+(rl)− J−(rl+1) = J̃ , l ≥ 0,

tends monotonically to 0 as l → ∞. The case where (rl)l∈N, tending to 0 as
l → ∞, is defined by J+(rl+1)− J−(rl) = J̃ can be treated in a similar way.

Remark 5. In Section 4.3.3 the constant J̃ will be equal to the slow divergence
integral −I

(
1

r̃n+1

)
, with I defined in (8).

We can write

J+(rl)− J−(rl) = J̃ + J−(rl+1)− J−(rl). (39)

Let us first study J+(rl)−J−(rl). For simplicity sake, we write Φ± = Φ±(s).
From Lemma 4.2 and the relation b+k = fk + (−1)kb−k , one can check that

(n+ 1)Φn
+ +

n∑
k=2

kb+k s
n+1−kΦk−1

+

a+1 Φ+

=

(n+ 1)(−Φ−)
n +

n∑
k=2

kb+k s
n+1−k(−Φ−)

k−1

−a+1 Φ−
−

n∑
k=2

fks
n+1−k

(
n− 1

a+1
+O(s)

)

=

−(n+ 1)(−1)n+1Φn
−−

n∑
k=2

kb−k s
n+1−kΦk−1

− +
n∑

k=2

kfks
n+1−k(−Φ−)

k−1

−a−1 Φ− + (a−1 − a+1 )Φ−

−
n∑

k=2

fks
n+1−k

(
n− 1

a+1
+O(s)

)

=

(n+ 1)(−1)n+1Φn
− +

n∑
k=2

kb−k s
n+1−kΦk−1

−

a−1 Φ−

−
n∑

k=2

fks
n+1−k

(
n− 1− k

a+1
+O(s)

)
+ (a−1 − a+1 )

(
n+ 1

a−1 a
+
1

+O(s)

)
. (40)

Using the integrals (37), (38) and considering the integrand (40), it follows
that

J+(rl)− J−(rl) = (n+ 1)

∫ r̃

rl

1

s2n+1

n∑
k=2

fks
n+1−k

(
n− 1− k

a+1
+O(s)

)
ds

− (n+ 1)

∫ r̃

rl

1

s2n+1
(a−1 − a+1 )

(
n+ 1

a−1 a
+
1

+O(s)

)
ds

=

n∑
k=2

fkr
1−n−k
l

(
(n+ 1)(1 + k − n)

a+1 (1− n− k)
+ o(1)

)
+ (a−1 − a+1 )r

−2n
l

(
− (n+ 1)2

2na−1 a
+
1

+ o(1)

)
+ Ĵ , (41)

where o(1) → 0 as rl → 0 and Ĵ is a constant independent of rl.
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Now, consider the term J−(rl+1)− J−(rl) in (39). Using (37), we have

J−(rl+1)− J−(rl) = − (n+ 1)2

a−1

∫ rl

rl+1

1

s2n+1
(1 +O(s)) ds

= − (n+ 1)2

a−1 r
2n
l

∫ 1

rl+1
rl

1

s̃2n+1
(1 +O(rls̃)) ds̃, (42)

where in the last step we use the change of variable s = rls̃.
Now, we use (41) and (42) in the Equation (39) and then we get

− (n+ 1)2

a−1

∫ 1

rl+1
rl

1

s̃2n+1
(1 +O(rls̃)) ds̃

=

n∑
k=2

fkr
n+1−k
l

(
(n+ 1)(1 + k − n)

a+1 (1− n− k)
+ o(1)

)
+ (a−1 − a+1 )

(
− (n+ 1)2

2na−1 a
+
1

+ o(1)

)
+ r2nl (Ĵ − J̃). (43)

We distinguish between two cases: a−1 ̸= a+1 and a−1 = a+1 . Recall that
a±1 > 0.

Case a−1 ̸= a+1 . Since (rl)l∈N tends monotonically to 0 as l → ∞, it can be
easily seen that (43) implies

lim
l→∞

rl+1

rl
=

(
a+1
a−1

) 1
2n

∈]0, 1[.

Since a−1 > a+1 , we conclude that dimB(rl)l∈N = 0 and the Minkowski di-
mension does not depend on the choice of the initial point r0 ∈]0, r̃[ (see Section
4.1). We remark that when the sequence (rl)l∈N, converging monotonically to
0 as l → ∞, is defined by J+(rl+1)− J−(rl) = J̃ , we have a−1 < a+1 .

Case a−1 = a+1 . Now the right-hand side of (43) tends to 0 as l → ∞, and we
get

lim
l→∞

rl+1

rl
= 1. (44)

Suppose that one of the coefficients fk is nonzero. Then k0 is well-defined
(see Section 3.3) and from (43) it follows that∫ 1

rl+1
rl

1

s̃2n+1
(1 +O(rls̃)) ds̃ = fk0

rn+1−k0

l

(
1 + k0 − n

(n+ k0 − 1)(n+ 1)
+ o(1)

)
, (45)

where o(1) → 0 as rl → 0.
Notice that

κ ≤ 1

s̃2n+1
(1 +O(rls̃)) ≤

1

κ

(
rl
rl+1

)2n+1

, ∀s̃ ∈ [
rl+1

rl
, 1],
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for κ > 0 small enough. This, (44) and (45) imply

rl − rl+1 ≃ rn+2−k0

l , l → ∞,

if fk0
(1+k0−n) > 0. The notation≃ was introduced in Section 2. As n+2−k0 >

1 (recall that k0 ≤ n), we have that (rl)l∈N is Minkowski nondegenerate,

dimB(rl)l∈N = 1− 1

n+ 2− k0
=
n+ 1− k0
n+ 2− k0

, (46)

and this is independent of the choice of r0 ∈]0, r̃[ (see Section 4.1).
When (rl)l∈N, tending (monotonically) to 0 as l → ∞, is defined by J+(rl+1)−

J−(rl) = J̃ , we assume fk0(1 + k0 − n) < 0.

4.3.3 Completing the proof of Theorem 3.4

Using x = x̄
r , y = 1

rn+1 we have the following relation between F±, defined in
Section 3.3, and Φ± satisfying (34) and (35):

1

rn+1
= F±

(
Φ±(r)

r

)
. (47)

The invariance of the slow divergence integral under changes of coordinates
and time reparameterizations implies that

J±(r) = −
∫ Φ±(r̃)

r̃

Φ±(r)

r

F ′
±(x)

2

G±(x)
dx, ∀r ∈]0, r̃[, (48)

with J± defined in (37) and (38) and G±(x) = −a±1 x (we use the change of

variable x = Φ±(s)
s ).

Assume that I = I+ − I− defined in (8) is negative on ]y∗,∞[, where y∗ > 0
is large enough, and let y0 ∈]y∗,∞[. (We take r̃ such that y∗ = 1

r̃n+1 .) Then
the orbit U = {y0, y1, y2, . . . } generated by I−(yl+1) = I+(yl), l ≥ 0, tends
monotonically to +∞ (see Section 3.3). If we write rl :=

1

y
1

n+1
l

(see (18)), then

it is clear that (rl)l∈N tends monotonically to 0, and

I+(yl)− I−(yl+1) = I+

(
1

rn+1
l

)
− I−

(
1

rn+1
l+1

)

= −
∫ 0

Φ+(rl)

rl

F ′
+(x)

2

G+(x)
dx+

∫ 0

Φ−(rl+1)

rl+1

F ′
−(x)

2

G−(x)
dx

= J+(rl)−
∫ 0

Φ+(r̃)

r̃

F ′
+(x)

2

G+(x)
dx− J−(rl+1) +

∫ 0

Φ−(r̃)

r̃

F ′
−(x)

2

G−(x)
dx

= J+(rl)− J−(rl+1) + I

(
1

r̃n+1

)
where we use (47) and (48). This implies that (rl)l∈N is generated by J+(rl)−
J−(rl+1) = J̃ , where J̃ := −I

(
1

r̃n+1

)
and we can therefore use the results of

Section 4.3.2. Statement 1 (resp. Statement 2) of Theorem 3.4 follows from
(18) and the case a−1 ̸= a+1 (resp. a−1 = a+1 ) in Section 4.3.2. (If I is positive
on ]y∗,∞[, then we use I−(yl) = I+(yl+1) and J+(rl+1) − J−(rl) = J̃ .) This
completes the proof of Theorem 3.4.
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5 Crossing limit cycles and Minkowski dimen-
sion

In this section we consider the piecewise smooth system of Liénard equations{
ẋ = y − F−(x),
ẏ = ϵ2(ϵα− +G−(x)),

x ≤ 0,

{
ẋ = y − F+(x),
ẏ = ϵ2(ϵα+ +G+(x)),

x ≥ 0,

(49)
where 0 < ϵ ≪ 1, α± are regular parameters kept near 0 and C∞-smooth
functions F± and G± satisfy (4) (see Section 3). We define

β± := −
2G′

±(0)

F ′′
±(0)

> 0. (50)

A natural question that arises is how to link the Minkowski dimension of
orbits defined in Sections 3.1 to 3.3 with the number of crossing limit cycles
that (49) can have for ϵ > 0. If the Minkowski dimension of orbits tending
monotonically to y = 0 is trivial or, equivalently, β− ̸= β+ (see Theorem 3.2
and note that β− ̸= β+ if, and only if, m0(Ḡ) = 1), then there are no limit
cycles near the PWS Hopf point (for the precise statement see Proposition 5.2
in Section 5.1). The condition β− ̸= β+ means that, after blowing-up the vector
field (49) + 0 ∂

∂ϵ , the connection on the blow-up locus between the attracting
branch {y = F+(x)} and the repelling branch {y = F−(x)} does not exist (see
Figure 4).

In Section 5.2 we show that trivial Minkowski dimension of orbits tend-
ing monotonically to a balanced bounded canard cycle (see Section 3.2) is not
equivalent to β− ̸= β+. Indeed, we find a system (49) undergoing a saddle-
node bifurcation of limit cycles and a system without limit cycles in which, in
both cases, the Minkowski dimension is trivial. Finally, in Section 5.3 we pro-
vide examples of PWS classical Liénard equations (49) such that the Minkowski
dimension of the unbounded canard cycle Γ∞ is trivial.

It is convenient to set ϵ2 in (49) instead of ϵ when we introduce a family
blow-up at the PWS Hopf point (see Section 5.1).

5.1 Limit cycles near the PWS Hopf point

Our goal is to study limit cycles of (49) in a small ϵ-uniform neighborhood of
the origin (x, y) = (0, 0) (i.e., the neighborhood does not shrink to the origin
as ϵ → 0). For this purpose, we start our analysis by performing a blow-up
transformation

(x, y, ϵ) = (ρx̄, ρ2ȳ, ρϵ̄),

with (x̄, ȳ, ϵ̄) ∈ S2, ρ ≥ 0 and ϵ̄ ≥ 0. We work with different charts. We point
out that only the phase directional chart {ȳ = 1} and the family chart {ϵ̄ = 1}
are relevant for the study of limit cycles of (49), produced by the PWS Hopf
point or (bounded and unbounded) canard cycles (see Figure 4).
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5.1.1 Dynamics in the chart ȳ = 1

Using the coordinate change (x, y, ϵ) = (ρx̄, ρ2, ρϵ̄), with small ρ ≥ 0 and ϵ ≥ 0
and x̄ kept in a large compact subset of R, we obtain (after division by ρ) ˙̄x = 1− F ′′

±(0)

2 x̄2 +O(ρx̄3)− 1
2 x̄ϵ̄

2
(
ϵ̄α± +G′

±(0)x̄+O(ρx̄2)
)
,

ρ̇ = 1
2ρϵ̄

2
(
ϵ̄α± +G′

±(0)x̄+O(ρx̄2)
)
,

˙̄ϵ = − 1
2 ϵ̄

3
(
ϵ̄α± +G′

±(0)x̄+O(ρx̄2)
)
.

(51)

System (51) with − (resp. +) is defined on x̄ ≤ 0 (resp. x̄ ≥ 0). Let us
briefly describe the dynamics of (51). In the invariant line {ρ = ϵ̄ = 0} there are

two singularities x̄ = ±
√

2
F ′′

±(0) , which we will denote by p±. Both singularities

have two-dimensional center manifolds, and the unstable (resp. stable) manifold
of p− (resp. p+) is the x̄-axis. Such singularities correspond to the intersection
of the critical manifold with the blow-up locus. The center behavior near p± is
given by 

ρ̇ = 1
2ρϵ̄

2

(
±G′

±(0)
√

2
F ′′

±(0) +O(ρ, ϵ̄)

)
,

˙̄ϵ = − 1
2 ϵ̄

3

(
±G′

±(0)
√

2
F ′′

±(0) +O(ρ, ϵ̄)

)
.

5.1.2 Dynamics in the chart ϵ̄ = 1

Using the rescaling (x, y) = (ϵx̄, ϵ2ȳ), with (x̄, ȳ) kept in a large compact set,
one obtains (after division by ϵ) the PWS system{

˙̄x = ȳ − F ′′
−(0)

2 x̄2 +O(ϵx̄3),
˙̄y = α− +G′

−(0)x̄+O(ϵx̄2),

{
˙̄x = ȳ − F ′′

+(0)

2 x̄2 +O(ϵx̄3),
˙̄y = α+ +G′

+(0)x̄+O(ϵx̄2).

(52)
Let us describe the dynamics in the top of the blow-up locus. For ϵ = 0 and

α± = 0, the PWS system (52) has the following form:{
˙̄x = ȳ − F ′′

−(0)

2 x̄2,
˙̄y = G′

−(0)x̄,
x̄ ≤ 0,

{
˙̄x = ȳ − F ′′

+(0)

2 x̄2,
˙̄y = G′

+(0)x̄,
x̄ ≥ 0. (53)

A first integral of (53) is given by

H±(x̄, ȳ) = e
− 2ȳ

β± (
ȳ

β±
+G′

±(0)
x̄2

β2
±

+
1

2
),

where β± were defined in (50). Note that p− (resp. p+) defined in Section 5.1.1

is the end point of the invariant curve {ȳ = −G′
−(0)

x̄2

β−
− β−

2 , x̄ ≤ 0} (resp.

{ȳ = −G′
+(0)

x̄2

β+
− β+

2 , x̄ ≥ 0}), corresponding to the level H−(x̄, ȳ) = 0 (resp.

H+(x̄, ȳ) = 0) Moreover, the curve intersects the switching locus at (0,−β−
2 )

(resp. (0,−β+

2 )). The origin (x̄, ȳ) = (0, 0) is a center for both vector fields in
(53) and it corresponds to the levels H±(x̄, ȳ) =

1
2 . The origin has a “focus-like”

behavior for β− ̸= β+ and a “center-like” behavior for β− = β+. See Figure 4.
It is now clear that, for β− = β+, the study of crossing limit cycles of

(49) in a small ϵ-uniform neighborhood of the origin (x, y) = (0, 0) has three
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(a) (b)

p− p+ p− p+

Figure 4: Phase portraits of the blown-up vector field (53) for β− ̸= β+ (Figure
(a)) and β− = β+ (Figure (b)). Each of the charts {x̄ = ±1} contains one extra
singularity of hyperbolic type. In the chart {ȳ = −1} the dynamics is regular
pointing from the right to the left.

components: (1) the study near the origin (x̄, ȳ) = (0, 0) inside the family (52),
(2) the study near the singular polycycle (it consists of p− and p+ and the
regular orbits that are heteroclinic to them), combining (51) and (52), and (3)
the study near “ovals” surrounding the origin inside the family (52). This is a
topic of further study.

Suppose that β− ̸= β+. Then the connection between p+ and p− is broken

(see Figure 4(a)). We consider the half return maps Π± :]0,∞[→]− β±
2 , 0[. We

define Π+ by considering the flow of (53) in forward time and Π− by considering
the flow of (53) in backward time.

Proposition 5.1. Consider system (53). If β− ̸= β+, then the difference map
∆(ȳ) = Π+(ȳ)−Π−(ȳ) does not have zeros in the interval ]0,∞[.

Proof. For any ȳ ∈]0,∞[, the points (0, ȳ) and (0,Π±(ȳ)) belong to the same
level curve H±(x̄, ȳ) = h±, with 0 < h± < 1

2 . If we write H±(ȳ) := H±(0, ȳ),
then we have H±(ȳ) = H±(Π±(ȳ)). This implies

H ′
±(ȳ) = H ′

±(Π±(ȳ))Π
′
±(ȳ). (54)

From (54) it follows that u = Π±(ȳ) is the ȳ > 0-subset of the stable manifold
of the hyperbolic saddle (u, ȳ) = (0, 0) of{

u̇ = ȳe
− 2ȳ

β± ,

˙̄y = ue
− 2u

β± .
(55)

We remark that u = Π±(ȳ) are contained in the second quadrant {u < 0, ȳ >
0}. The result follows by showing that u = Π−(ȳ) and u = Π+(ȳ) do not have
intersection points in the second quadrant. Suppose by contradiction that they
intersect in the second quadrant. This would imply the existence of contact
points between the orbits of system (55) with β− and the separatrix u = Π+(ȳ).
However, observe that

(ȳe
− 2ȳ

β− , ue
− 2u

β− ) · (ue−
2u
β+ ,−ȳe−

2ȳ
β+ ) = uȳ

(
e
− 2ȳ

β−
− 2u

β+ − e
− 2ȳ

β+
− 2u

β−

)
.
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For β− ̸= β+, the last equation only vanishes in the set {uȳ(u − ȳ) = 0},
and therefore there are no contact points in the second quadrant.

A direct consequence of Proposition 5.1 is the following.

Proposition 5.2. Consider the PWS Liénard equation (49) with β− ̸= β+. Let
[ȳ1, ȳ2] ⊂]0,∞[. Then there exist ϵ0 > 0 and a small neighborhood U± of α± = 0
such that for each (ϵ, α−, α+) ∈ [0, ϵ0]×U−×U+ the difference map ∆ϵ,α−,α+

(ȳ)
associated to (52) does not have zeros in [ȳ1, ȳ2].

Observe that we do not study limit cycles bifurcating close to the origin of
the phase space of (52).

5.2 Limit cycles near bounded canard cycles

Consider the PWS Liénard equation{
ẋ = y − x2

2 ,

ẏ = ϵ
(
−(1 + δ)x− x2

2 + x4
)
,

x ≤ 0,

{
ẋ = y − x2

2 ,

ẏ = ϵ
(
−x− x2

2 + x4
)
,

x ≥ 0,

(56)

with δ ∈ R kept close to 0. This section is devoted to prove the following
proposition.

Proposition 5.3. There is a continuous function ŷ :]− δ0, δ0[→ R with δ0 > 0
small and satisfying ŷ(0) > 0 such that, for each δ ∈] − δ0, δ0[, y = ŷ(δ) is a
simple zero of the slow divergence integral Iδ of (56), defined in (57).

Concerning System (56), Proposition 5.3 and Theorem 3.3 (see also Remark
3) imply that, for each δ ∈]− δ0, δ0[, the Minkowski dimension of any entry-exit
orbit tending monotonically to ŷ(δ) is equal to 0.

It can be checked that system (56) satisfies (4) for δ sufficiently small, and the

curve of singularities is given by S = {y = x2

2 }. The associated slow dynamics
is given by (see also (5))

x′ = −1− δ − x

2
+ x3, for x ≤ 0, x′ = −1− x

2
+ x3, for x ≥ 0.

The slow dynamics has a simple zero x0 > 0 and it is strictly negative for
all x ∈]− x0, x0[ and δ small enough. One can compute x0 numerically, and we
obtain x0 ≈ 1, 16537.

Using (8) we get

Iδ(y) =

∫ √
2y

0

xdx

−1− x
2 + x3

+

∫ 0

−
√
2y

xdx

−1− δ − x
2 + x3

, y ∈]0, x
2
0

2
[. (57)

Following [24, Section 5.3], we know that I0 has a simple zero ŷ0 ∈]0, x
2
0

2 [,
and it follows from the Implicit Function Theorem that this zero persists for
δ > 0 sufficiently small. One can compute zeroes of I0 numerically. Indeed, by
approximating the integrand of (57) using Taylor series and then evaluating the

integral, one obtains ŷ0 ≈ 0, 608853. Observe that
x2
0

2 ≈ 0, 679047.
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Now, we define{
ẋ = y − x2

2 ,

ẏ = ϵ2
(
ϵα− − (1 + δ)x− x2

2 + x4
)
,

{
ẋ = y − x2

2 ,

ẏ = ϵ2
(
ϵα+ − x− x2

2 + x4
)
,

(58)
with α± kept near 0. System (58) with − (resp. +) corresponds to the vector
field defined in x ≤ 0 (resp. x ≥ 0). We have

β− = 2(1 + δ) and β+ = 2,

with β± defined in (50).

Let δ̂ ∈] − δ0, δ0[, δ̂ ̸= 0. Then (58) has no crossing limit cycles Hausdorff

close to the balanced canard cycle Γŷ(δ̂), for ϵ > 0, ϵ ∼ 0, α± ∼ 0 and δ ∼ δ̂.
Indeed, notice that the connection on the blow-up locus between the attracting

branch S+ = {y = x2

2 , x > 0} and the repelling branch S− = {y = x2

2 , x < 0} of

S is broken, because β− ̸= β+ for δ = δ̂ (see Figure 4(a)).
Suppose that δ = 0 and α± = α. Then (58) becomes a smooth slow-fast

system and therefore we are in the framework of [24, Section 5.3]. Thus, for
each ϵ > 0 and ϵ ∼ 0, (58) undergoes a saddle-node bifurcation of crossing limit
cycles, Hausdorff close to Γŷ(0), when we vary α ∼ 0.

Remark 6. If y = ŷ is a zero of I of multiplicity mŷ(I), then (49) can have at
most mŷ(I) + 1 limit cycles Hausdorff close to the canard cycle Γŷ, for ϵ > 0,
ϵ ∼ 0 and α± ∼ 0. Moreover, if β±(δ) are functions of δ, β−(0) = β+(0) and
β′
−(0) ̸= β′

+(0) (connection between p+ and p− is broken in a regular way), and
I has a simple zero at y = ŷ, then for each ϵ > 0, ϵ ∼ 0 and α± ∼ 0, (49)
undergoes a saddle-node bifurcation of (crossing) limit cycles, near Γŷ, when we
vary δ ∼ 0. (We can apply this to (58).) These and other cyclicity results will
be proved in a separate paper.

5.3 Limit cycles near the unbounded canard cycle

Consider the classical PWS Liénard equation{
ẋ = y − (x4 + 2x2),

ẏ = −ϵ2x,
x ≤ 0,

{
ẋ = y − (x4 + δx2),

ẏ = −ϵx,
x ≥ 0, (59)

with δ ∈ R kept close to 1. System (59) is a special case of (17) and it satisfies
(4) and (6) with L− =] −∞, 0[ and L+ =]0,∞[. Statement 1 of Theorem 3.4
implies that, for each δ close to 1, the Minkowski dimension of any entry-exit
orbit tending (monotonically) to ∞ is equal to 0.

We focus now on{
ẋ = y − (x4 + 2x2),

ẏ = ϵ2(ϵα− − 2x),
x ≤ 0,

{
ẋ = y − (x4 + δx2),

ẏ = ϵ2(ϵα+ − x),
x ≥ 0, (60)

where α± are close to zero. We have (see (50))

β− = 1 and β+ =
1

δ
.
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Take δ̂ ̸= 1. Then β− ̸= β+ and (60) has no limit cycles Hausdorff close to
the unbounded canard cycle defined in Section 4.3.1, for ϵ > 0, ϵ ∼ 0, α± ∼ 0
and δ ∼ δ̂ (see Figure 4(a)). For δ = 1, we have the orbit on the blow-up locus
connecting p+ and p− (see Figure 4(b)), and the unbounded canard cycle may
produce limit cycles of (60) for ϵ > 0, ϵ ∼ 0, α± ∼ 0 and δ ∼ 1.
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