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Abstract. This paper is devoted to the study of infinitesimal limit cycles that can bifurcate from
zero-Hopf equilibria of differential systems based on the averaging method. We develop an efficient
symbolic program using Maple for computing the averaged functions of any order for continuous
differential systems in arbitrary dimension. The program allows us to systematically analyze zero-
Hopf bifurcations of polynomial differential systems using symbolic computation methods. We
show that for the first-order averaging, ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2n−3} limit cycles can bifurcate from the
zero-Hopf equilibrium for the general class of perturbed differential systems and up to the second-
order averaging, the maximum number of limit cycles can be determined by computing the mixed
volume of a polynomial system obtained from the averaged functions. A number of examples are
presented to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed algorithmic approach.
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1 Introduction

Many real-world phenomena are modeled using autonomous systems of parametric differential
equations. In this paper, we deal with polynomial differential systems in R

n of the form

ẋ = f(x,µ), f : Rn × R
p → R

n, (1.1)

where x = (x1, . . . , xn) are variables, µ = (µ1, . . . , µp) are real parameters, and f = (f1, . . . , fn)
are polynomials in R[x].

Bifurcation analysis for differential systems of the form (1.1) is a central problem that has been
extensively explored in the theory of dynamical systems. The analysis of bifurcations of dynamical
systems usually involves heavy computations with large symbolic expressions which can neither be
performed numerically using limited precision, nor be done effectively by hand for the complexity
in question. In the past few decades, symbolic methods have been explored extensively in terms of
the qualitative analysis of dynamical systems. To a large extent, the tedious deduction problems in
qualitative analysis have been resolved and many encouraging results have been obtained regarding
the stability analysis of dynamical systems [21, 22, 55], the determination of center conditions
[41, 46, 53], the estimation of the number of limit cycles [10, 19, 50], the investigation of invariant
algebraic curves [1, 6, 42], etc. More recent progress on symbolic computation methods for the
qualitative theory of differential equations can be found in [23].

In this paper, we study the zero-Hopf bifurcations of polynomial differential systems of the form
(1.1). More precisely, we would like to compute a partition of the parametric space of µ such that,
inside every open cell of the partition, the system can have the maximum number of limit cycles
bifurcating from a zero-Hopf equilibrium point. The main techniques are based on the averaging
method and some algebraic methods with exact symbolic computation. The zero-Hopf bifurcation
in three-dimensional case has been extensively studied in the literature (see [16, 18, 27, 37] and
references therein); and it has been shown that some complicated invariant sets of the unfolding
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could be bifurcated from the isolated zero-Hopf equilibrium under some conditions. Hence, in some
cases zero-Hopf bifurcation could imply a local birth of “chaos” (see, e.g., [2, 48]). The ideas of using
the averaging method to study zero-Hopf bifurcations of nonlinear differential systems are already
presented in several papers (see [3, 9, 16, 30-32, 36, 38, 39, 45] and references therein). Here we
summarize the used techniques and introduce an algorithmic approach for systematically analyzing
zero-Hopf bifurcations by using symbolic computation. It should be noted that center manifold
theory and normal form theory are also powerful tools for the analysis of zero-Hopf bifurcations
of nonlinear differential systems (see, e.g., [18, 20, 27]). Algorithms have been developed for the
computation of center manifolds and normal forms [5, 51], but they give no qualitative information
about the bifurcated limit cycles. In contrast, using averaged functions, one can determine the
shape of the bifurcated limit cycles up to any order in the parameter ε (see, e.g., [33, 38]). On the
other hand, it has been shown in [59] that the averaging method may be unable to detect possible
limit cycles bifurcating from a zero-Hopf equilibrium, while the normal form theory can be used
to overcome the difficulty.

Recall that a limit cycle of differential system (1.1) is an isolated periodic orbit of the system.
The method of averaging is one of the best analytical methods to study limit cycles of differential
systems in the presence of a small parameter ε (see [34, 35] and references therein). Roughly
speaking, in averaging theory one replaces a vector field by its average (over time or an angular
variable) with the goal of obtaining asymptotic approximations to the original system that will be
capable of guaranteeing the existence of limit cycles. The averaging method provides a straight-
forward calculation approach for determining the number of limit cycles of the regarded particular
class of differential systems. However, in practice, the evaluation of the averaged functions is a
computational problem that requires powerful computerized resources. Moreover, the computa-
tional complexity grows very fast when the averaging order, degree, or dimension of the required
systems increases. The aim of this paper is twofold: first, we develop an efficient symbolic program
using Maple for computing the averaged functions of any order for continuous differential systems
in arbitrary dimension. Second, we use symbolic computation methods (combined with the pro-
gram) to provide a systematical and algorithmic approach for analyzing zero-Hopf bifurcations of
polynomial differential systems.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we first introduce the concept of zero-Hopf
bifurcation of differential systems and then present the basic theory of the averaging method for
studying limit cycles. Section 3 contains the main results, such as Lemma 1, which gives the
parametric formula of the standard form of averaging associated to system (2.2); and Theorem
4, which can be used to derive sufficient conditions for a given parametric differential system of
the form (2.2) to have a prescribed number of limit cycles. In Section 4, we present the outline
of the Maple program for computing the averaged functions (2.5) and propose an algorithmic
approach for automatically deriving Theorem 4. The effectiveness of our computational approach
is demonstrated in Section 5 by using results obtained for a famous jerk differential system, a class
of generalized Lorenz systems, and a 4D hyperchaotic differential system. The paper is concluded
with a few remarks.

The proofs of Lemma 1, Theorem 3, and Theorem 5 are given in appendices. The Maple
program developed in this paper can be found at https://github.com/Bo-Math/zero-Hopf.

2 Zero-Hopf Bifurcation and the Theory of Averaging

This section is devoted to the concept of zero-Hopf bifurcation of differential systems and the basic
theory of the averaging method for studying limit cycles. We assume that a polynomial differential
system of the form (1.1) has a singularity at the origin. Let J be the Jacobian matrix of the
associated linearized system at the origin. When J has a pair of purely imaginary eigenvalues (e.g.,
±bi) and the other eigenvalues are nonzero, we call the origin a Hopf equilibrium point. If some
of the eigenvalues of J other than ±bi are zero, then the origin is called a zero-Hopf equilibrium
point. Limit cycles may bifurcate from Hopf equilibria in nonlinear differential systems of the
form (1.1) as the values of the parameters in the coefficients vary. A generic Hopf bifurcation is a
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bifurcation of a limit cycle from a Hopf equilibrium and a zero-Hopf bifurcation is a bifurcation of
a limit cycle from a zero-Hopf equilibrium. Here we are interested in zero-Hopf bifurcations where
all the eigenvalues of J different from ±bi are zero; such kind of zero-Hopf bifurcation is called
complete zero-Hopf bifurcation.

The investigations in this paper are focused on complete zero-Hopf bifurcations for differential
systems of the form (1.1). In this case, system (1.1) of degree at most N can be written in the
form

ẋ1 = f1 = −bx2 +

N∑

m≥2

∑

i1+···+in=m

ai1,...,inx
i1
1 · · · xinn ,

ẋ2 = f2 = bx1 +

N∑

m≥2

∑

i1+···+in=m

bi1,...,inx
i1
1 · · · xinn ,

ẋs = fs =

N∑

m≥2

∑

i1+···+in=m

ci1,...,in,sx
i1
1 · · · xinn ,

(2.1)

where s = 3, . . . , n, b 6= 0, ai1,i2,...,in , bi1,i2,...,in and ci1,i2,...,in,s are real parameters.
Our objective is to determine how many limit cycles can bifurcate from the origin, as a zero-

Hopf equilibrium of system (2.1), when the system is perturbed inside the class of differential
systems of the same form. We shall use the method of averaging [35], up to an arbitrary order in
ε for studying limit cycles of differential systems. To do this, one usually considers the following
perturbations of system (2.1)

ẋ1 = f1 + p1(x1, . . . , xn, ε),

ẋ2 = f2 + p2(x1, . . . , xn, ε),

ẋs = fs + ps(x1, . . . , xn, ε), s = 3, . . . , n,

(2.2)

where

p1 =

k∑

j=1

εj
N∑

m∗≥1

∑

i1+···+in=m∗

aj,i1,...,inx
i1
1 · · · xinn ,

p2 =

k∑

j=1

εj
N∑

m∗≥1

∑

i1+···+in=m∗

bj,i1,...,inx
i1
1 · · · xinn ,

ps =

k∑

j=1

εj
N∑

m∗≥1

∑

i1+···+in=m∗

cj,i1,...,in,sx
i1
1 · · · xinn ,

the constants aj,i1,...,in , bj,i1,...,in and cj,i1,...,in are real, and ε is a small parameter.
Since the eigenvalues of the linearization of system (2.2) at the origin when ε = 0 are ±bi 6= 0

and 0 with multiplicity n−2, if one or several infinitesimal periodic orbits of system (2.2) bifurcate
from the origin at ε = 0, we see that such kind of bifurcation is then a complete zero-Hopf
bifurcation. In this paper, by using the averaging method, we are interested in the maximum
number of limit cycles of system (2.2) for |ε| sufficiently small, which bifurcate from the origin in
such a zero-Hopf bifurcation.

The averaging method deals with differential systems in the following standard form

dx

dt
=

k∑

i=0

εiF i(t,x) + εk+1R(t,x, ε), (2.3)

where F i : R × D → R
n for i = 0, 1, . . . , k, and R : R × D × (−ε0, ε0) → R

n are continuous
functions, and T -periodic in the variable t, D being an open subset of Rn.
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We first introduce some notations before presenting the main results about this method. Let
L be a positive integer, x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ D, t ∈ R and yj = (yj1, . . . , yjn) ∈ R

n for j = 1, . . . , L.
Given F : R × D → R

n a sufficiently smooth function, for each (t,x) ∈ R × D we denote by
∂LF (t,x) a symmetric L-multilinear map which is applied to a ‘product’ of L vectors of R

n,
which we denote as

⊙L
j=1 yj ∈ R

nL. The definition of this L-multilinear map is

∂LF (t,x)

L⊙

j=1

yj =

n∑

i1,...,iL=1

∂LF (t,x)

∂xi1 · · · ∂xiL
y1i1 · · · yLiL . (2.4)

Remark 1. The L-multilinear map defined in (2.4) is the Lth Fréchet derivative of the function
F (t,x) with respect to the variable x. Given a positive integer b and a vector y ∈ R

n, we also
denote yb =

⊙b
i=1 y ∈ R

nb.

The averaging method consists in defining a collection of functions f i : D → R
n, called the

ith-order averaged function, for i = 1, 2, . . . , k, whose isolated zeros control, for ε sufficiently small,
the limit cycles of system (2.3). In Llibre-Novaes-Teixeira [35] it has been established that

f i(z) =
yi(T,z)

i!
, (2.5)

where yi : R × D → R
n, for i = 1, 2, . . . , k, are defined recurrently by the following integral

equations

y1(t,z) =

∫ t

0
F 1(θ,z)dθ,

yi(t,z) = i!

∫ t

0

(
F i(θ,z) +

i−1∑

ℓ=1

∑

Sℓ

1

b1!b2!2!b2 · · · bℓ!ℓ!bℓ
×

∂LF i−ℓ(θ,z)
ℓ⊙

j=1

yj(θ,z)
bj
)
dθ.

(2.6)

Here Sℓ is the set of all ℓ-tuples of nonnegative integers [b1, b2, . . . , bℓ] satisfying b1+2b2+· · ·+ℓbℓ = ℓ
and L = b1 + b2 + · · ·+ bℓ. For sake of simplicity, in (2.6), we are assuming that F 0 = 0. Remark
that, related to the averaged functions (2.5) there exist two fundamentally different cases of system
(2.3), namely, when F 0 = 0 and when F 0 6= 0. We see that when F 0 6= 0, the formula for yi(t,z)
requires the solution of a Cauchy problem for i = 1, 2, . . . , n (see [35, Remark 3]). The investigation
in this paper is restricted to the case where F 0 = 0.

The following averaging theorem provides a criterion for the existence of limit cycles. Its proof
can be found in [35].

Theorem 1. Assuming the following conditions:

1. for each i = 1, 2, . . . , k and t ∈ R, the function F i(t,x) is of class Ck−i, ∂k−iF i is locally
Lipschitz in x, and R is a continuous function locally Lipschitz in x;

2. for some j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}, f i = 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , j − 1 and f j 6= 0;

3. for some z∗ ∈ D with f j(z
∗) = 0 we have det(Jf j

(z∗)) 6= 0.

Then, for |ε| > 0 sufficiently small, there exists a T -periodic solution x(t, ε) of (2.3) such that
x(0, ε) → z∗ when ε → 0.

Remark 2. The notation det(Jf j
(z)) 6= 0 means that the Jacobian determinant of f j at z ∈ V

is nonzero. In Theorem 1, the function f j for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} is assumed to be a C1 function. In
this case, instead of Brouwer degree theory, the implicit function theorem could be used to prove
Theorem 1, see [35, Remark 4].
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In practical terms, the evaluation of the recurrence (2.6) is a computational problem. Recently,
Novaes [44] used the partial Bell polynomials to provide an alternative formula for the recurrence
(2.6). This formula can make the computational implementation of the averaged functions (2.5)
easier. A partial Bell polynomial is expressed by

Bℓ,m(x1, . . . , xℓ−m+1) =
∑

S̃ℓ,m

ℓ!

b1!b2! · · · bℓ−m+1!

ℓ−m+1∏

j=1

(
xj
j!

)bj

, (2.7)

where ℓ and m are positive integers, S̃ℓ,m is the set of all (ℓ−m+1)-tuples of nonnegative integers
[b1, b2, . . . , bℓ−m+1] satisfying b1+2b2+ · · ·+(ℓ−m+1)bℓ−m+1 = ℓ, and b1+b2+ · · ·+bℓ−m+1 = m.

The following result provides an alternative formula for the averaged functions.

Theorem 2. For i = 1, 2, . . . , k the recurrence (2.6) reads

y1(t,z) =

∫ t

0
F 1(θ,z)dθ,

yi(t,z) = i!

∫ t

0

(
F i(θ,z) +

i−1∑

ℓ=1

ℓ∑

m=1

1

ℓ!
×

∂mF i−ℓ(θ,z)Bℓ,m

(
y1(θ,z), . . . ,yℓ−m+1(θ,z)

))
dθ.

(2.8)

Remark 3. Theorem 2 gives an equivalent formulation of the averaged functions via Bell polyno-
mial. But, this equivalent formulation is just focused on the form of the expressions, can not easily
be applied to the computation of averaged functions for high-dimensional differential systems due to
the operation of the L-multilinear map (see (2.4)) is missed. In other words, the m-multilinear map
in (2.8) should be applied to each term of the Bell polynomial Bℓ,m

(
y1(θ,z), . . . ,yℓ−m+1(θ,z)

)
.

For this reason, the symbolic program we develop in this paper is based on both the L-multilinear
map and Bell polynomials, which can be used efficiently for generating the integral equations (2.8).

Note that, under the assumptions of Theorem 1, one can obtain the following expression of
the limit cycle associated to the zero z∗ of f j(z):

x(t, ε) = z∗ + εy1(t,z
∗) + ε2

y2(t,z
∗)

2!
+ · · ·

+ εj
yj(t,z

∗)

j!
+O(εj+1).

(2.9)

See [35] for a proof of this result. More detailed discussions of the averaging method, including
applications, can be found in [34, 47].

The averaging method allows one to find periodic solutions of periodic nonautonomous differen-
tial systems (see (2.3)). However we are interested in using it for analyzing limit cycles bifurcating
from a zero-Hopf equilibrium of the autonomous differential system (2.2). The general study of
the exact number of isolated zeros of the averaged functions (2.5) up to every order is usually very
difficult to be done, since the averaged functions may be too complicated, such as including square
root functions, logarithmic functions, and elliptic integrals. But for zero-Hopf bifurcation analysis,
the main work here is to study the maximum number of real solutions of a resulting polynomial
system obtained from the averaged functions. Some advanced techniques from symbolic computa-
tion, such as Gröbner basis [8], triangular decomposition [54, 56], quantifier elimination [11, 12],
and real solution classification [57, 58] may be used to perform the task.

3 Theoretical Results on the Number of Limit Cycles

In this section, we present the main results on the number of limit cycles of system (2.2) obtained
by using symbolic computation methods. To study the zero-Hopf bifurcation for perturbed system
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(2.2), we should perform several changes of coordinates to transform the perturbed system into
the standard form of averaging. The main results in this paper are based on the following Lemma
1. Its proof can be found in Appendix A.

Lemma 1. The parametric formula of the standard form of averaging associated to system (2.2)
is as follows:

dR

dθ
=

R
[
cos θ · S1(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε) + sin θ · S2(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)

]

bR+ cos θ · S2(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)− sin θ · S1(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)
,

= εF1,1(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn) + ε2F2,1(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)

+ · · ·+ εkFk,1(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn) +O(εk+1),

dXs

dθ
=

R · Ss(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)

bR+ cos θ · S2(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)− sin θ · S1(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)
,

= εF1,s(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn) + ε2F2,s(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)

+ · · ·+ εkFk,s(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn) +O(εk+1), s = 3, . . . , n,

(3.1)

where

S1 =

N∑

m≥2

εm−1
∑

i1+···+in=m

ai1,...,inΨ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)

+

k∑

j=1

εj
N∑

m∗≥1

εm
∗−1

∑

i1+···+in=m∗

aj,i1,...,inΨ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn),

S2 =
N∑

m≥2

εm−1
∑

i1+···+in=m

bi1,...,inΨ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)

+

k∑

j=1

εj
N∑

m∗≥1

εm
∗−1

∑

i1+···+in=m∗

bj,i1,...,inΨ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn),

Ss =
N∑

m≥2

εm−1
∑

i1+···+in=m

ci1,...,in,sΨ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)

+
k∑

j=1

εj
N∑

m∗≥1

εm
∗−1

∑

i1+···+in=m∗

cj,i1,...,in,sΨ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)

with Ψ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn) = (R cos θ)i1(R cos θ)i2Xi3
3 · · ·Xin

n . The functions Fj1,j2(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn),
j1 = 1, 2, . . . , k, j2 = 1, 3, . . . , n are obtained by carrying Taylor expansion of expressions in (3.1)
with respective to the variable ε around ε = 0.

Remark 4. Note that the expression Sj for j = 1, . . . , n is a polynomial in ε with degree at
most k + N − 1, and without constant term. So, after carrying Taylor expansion of expres-
sions in (3.1) around ε = 0, all the functions Fj1,j2(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn), j1 = 1, 2, . . . , k, j2 =
1, 3, . . . , n are rational functions in the variables θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn. Moreover, the denominator of
Fj1,j2(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn) is a monomial with only the variable R. As a result, each of the integrand
equation in (2.6) (or (2.8)) is a polynomial in sin θ and cos θ. Hence, the resulting averaged func-
tion f i = (fi,1, fi,3, . . . , fi,n), for i = 1, . . . , k, is a collection of rational functions in the variables
R,X3, . . . ,Xn. One can check that, for each of the rational function fi,j2, j2 = 1, 3, . . . , n, its
denominator is a monomial with only the variable R.

We denote by Hk(n,N) the exact maximum number of limit cycles of system (2.2), which
can bifurcate from the origin up to the kth order averaging. The following result shows that
H1(n,N) = 2n−3.
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Theorem 3. For k = 1 and |ε| > 0 sufficiently small, there are systems of the form (2.2) having
exactly ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2n−3} limit cycles bifurcating from the origin at ε = 0.

Remark 5. Theorem 3 is a generalized version of Corollary 2 in [38], its proof can be done by
using similar techniques as in [38]. We put the detailed proof in Appendix B for the completeness.
Up to now and as far as we know, Theorem 3 is the first result about the limit cycles on the general
class perturbations of system (2.2). The number of limit cycles of system (2.2) for the first-order
averaging does not depend on N . For the study of special forms of system (2.2), we refer the reader
to [9, 16, 31, 32]. Several studies on homogeneous perturbations can be found in [3, 38].

Let η = (R,X3, . . . ,Xn), and fk(η) = (fk,1(η), fk,3(η), . . . , fk,n(η)) be the kth-order aver-
aged functions associated to system (3.1). In the following we provide an algorithmic approach
for determining the number Hk(n,N) by using methods of symbolic computation. Denote the
Jacobian of the function fk(η) by Jfk

(η). That is,

Jfk
(η) =




∂fk,1
∂R

∂fk,1
∂X3

· · ·
∂fk,1
∂Xn

∂fk,3
∂R

∂fk,3
∂X3

· · ·
∂fk,3
∂Xn

...
...

. . .
...

∂fk,n
∂R

∂fk,n
∂X3

· · ·
∂fk,n
∂Xn



.

Let Dk(η) be the determinate of the Jacobian Jfk
(η). The following result provides sufficient

conditions for system (2.2) to have exactly ℓ limit cycles bifurcating from the origin.

Theorem 4. For |ε| > 0 sufficiently small, system (2.2) up to the kth-order averaging has exactly
ℓ limit cycles bifurcating from the origin if the following semi-algebraic system

{
f̄k,1(η,µ) = f̄k,3(η,µ) = · · · = f̄k,n(η,µ) = 0,
R > 0, D̄k(η,µ) 6= 0, b 6= 0

(3.2)

has exactly ℓ distinct real solutions with respective to the variables η. Here f̄k,j(η,µ) (j =
1, 3, . . . , n), and D̄k(η,µ) are respectively the numerator of the functions fk,j(η) and Dk(η), with
µ = (µ1, . . . , µp) are parameters appearing in the averaged functions.

Proof. Assume that system (3.2) has ℓ distinct real solutions, which can be written as α1 =

(R(1),X
(1)
3 , . . . ,X

(1)
n ), α2 = (R(2),X

(2)
3 , . . . ,X

(2)
n ), . . . ,αℓ = (R(ℓ),X

(ℓ)
3 , . . . ,X

(ℓ)
n ). Note that, for

each solution αj , D̄k(αj) 6= 0 implies that Dk(η) 6= 0 in a suitable small neighborhood of η =
(0, 0, . . . , 0) with R > 0. From Theorem 1, we know that for |ε| > 0 sufficiently small, system (2.2)
has a T -periodic solution x(t,αj , ε) such that x(0,αj , ε) → αj when ε → 0. This completes the
proof.

Remark 6. Theorem 4 provides an effective and straightforward computation method to verify
whether an obtained bound (ℓ) for the number of limit cycles of a given differential system can be
reached. Its main task is to find conditions on the parameters µ for system (3.2) to have exactly ℓ
distinct real solutions. In next section, we will give a systematic approach for solving semi-algebraic
systems and analyzing zero-Hopf bifurcation of limit cycles by using symbolic computation methods
automatically. Remark that, similar to system (3.2), the semi-algebraic system for system (2.2) to
have a prescribed number of stable limit cycles bifurcating from the origin may also be formulated
by using Routh–Hurwitz’s stability criterion.

Next we recall, from sparse elimination theory, the BKK bound for Bernstein, Khovanskii,
and Kushnirenko [4, 25, 26]. The BKK bound counts the number of common complex solu-
tions of a generic polynomial system. As a result, the BKK bound of the polynomial system
{f̄k,1(η,µ), f̄k,3(η,µ), . . . , f̄k,n(η,µ)} provides a bound for the maximum number of limit cycles
that can bifurcate from the origin up to the kth-order averaging. More detailed information on the
Bernstein’s theorem and an expository account of recent work in this area can be found in [13, Sec-
tion 7]. In Table 1, we present some values of the BKK bound of H2(n,N). The results on the
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mixed volume were computed by using Emiris and Canny’s algorithm [15], for which the soft-
ware is available at https://github.com/iemiris/MixedVolume-SparseResultants. There are two
other software packages, MixedVol-2.0 [29] and PHCpack in Macaulay2 [17], which can be used for
computing mixed volumes of polynomial systems.

Table 1: Some values of the BKK bounds of H2(n,N).

n

3 4 5 6 7 · · ·

N

2 3 9 27 81 243
3 3 9 27 81 243
4 3 9 27 81 243
5 3 9 27 81 243
6 3 9 27 81 243
7 3 9 27 81 243
...

. . .

Remark 7. By observing the values of the BKK bounds of H2(n,N), we conjecture that the BKK
bound of the resulting polynomial system obtained from the averaged functions is independent of
N . Moreover, we believe that the values of the BKK bound = H2(n,N) = 3n−2. In Section 5.1,
we will provide a concrete example to show that H2(3, 3) = 3 by using our algorithmic approach.
Similar results may also be established for other specific values of n and N . How to provide rigorous
proof of “the BKK bound = H2(n,N) = 3n−2” for general n and N is an interesting question that
remains for further investigation.

4 Algorithmic Analysis of Limit-Cycle Bifurcation

The process of using the averaging method for analyzing limit cycles of a given differential system
can be divided into three steps [24, Section 4]. A minor modified version is stated as follows.

Step 1: Write a perturbed system of the form (2.2) in the standard form of averaging (2.3) up
to the kth-order in ε.

Step 2: (a) Compute the exact formula of the kth-order integral function yk(t,z) in (2.8); (b)
Derive the symbolic expression of the kth-order averaged function fk(z) by (2.5).

Step 3: Determine the number Hk(n,N) (i.e., the exact upper bound for the number of real
isolated solutions of fk(z)).

We develop a symbolic program using Maple to implement the first two steps. The Maple
program is mainly based on Theorem 2, L-multilinear map (2.4), and Lemma 1. The outline of
the Maple program is presented in Section 4.1. For Step 3, we first compute the mixed volume of
a polynomial system (derived from the Maple program) to obtain an upper bound for the number
of limit cycles, then we use Theorem 4 to check whether the obtained bound is reached. An
algorithmic derivation for Theorem 4 is given in Section 4.2.

4.1 Outline of Symbolic Maple Program

In this subsection, for the convenience of readers, we list the outline of symbolic Maple program
developed in this paper, which can be used for computing the higher-order averaged functions of
nonlinear differential systems. The program has a modular structure, and is formed by a main
process together with two auxiliary functions. The source code of the Maple program is available
at https://github.com/Bo-Math/zero-Hopf.
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The first auxiliary function, StandardForm(S, k), is a direct implementation of the formula
derivation in the proof of Lemma 1, where S = [ẋ1, ẋ2, . . . , ẋn] denotes a differential system of the
form (2.2). This function transforms a given differential system denoted by S into the standard
form of averaging SF = [dR/dθ, dX3/dθ, . . . , dXn/dθ].

The second auxiliary function, OrderKFormula(k, n), computes formula of the kth-order
integral function yk(θ,z) in (2.8). Correctness of it follows from Theorem 2. We deduce explicitly
the formulae of yk’s up to k = 3 in Appendix C. The times of computation using the Maple
program for some examples are given in Table 2.

The main process of the program, AveragedFunctions(SF, k), is based on the functions
StandardForm(S, k) and OrderKFormula(k, n), which provides a straightforward calculation
method to derive the exact expression of the kth-order averaged functions for a given differential
system. We remark that the program requires quite heavy computation, which grows notably
when one of the averaging order k, degree N , or dimension n of the required systems increases.
Because of this, each time we compute the kth-order averaged function, we will update the obtained
standard form SF by using the conditions of f1 ≡ f2 ≡ · · · fk−1 = 0.

In Section 5, we will present several examples to demonstrate the applicability and the com-
putational efficiency of the Maple program.

4.2 Algorithmic Derivation for Theorem 4

Our purpose is to derive sufficient conditions on the parameters for a given differential system
of the form (2.2) to have a prescribed number of limit cycles bifurcating from the origin. In the
following we propose a general algorithmic approach for automatically analyzing Theorem 4 by
using methods from symbolic computation. This approach is based on the one for solving semi-
algebraic systems proposed by Wang, Xia and Niu [43, 55]. The main steps of our computational
approach are summarized as follows.

STEP 1. Based on the Maple program developed in Section 4.1, formulate the semi-algebraic
system (3.2) from a differential system of the form (2.2). Denote by S the semi-algebraic system for
solving, Γ the set of inequalities of S, F the set of polynomials in Γ, and P the set of polynomials
in the equations of S.

STEP 2. Triangularize the set P of polynomials to obtain one or several (regular) triangular
sets Tk by using the method of triangular decomposition or Gröbner bases.

STEP 3. For each triangular set Tk, use the polynomial set F to compute an algebraic variety
V in µ by means of real solution classification (e.g., Yang–Xia’s method [57, 58] or Lazard–
Rouillier’s method [28]), which decomposes the parameter space R

p into finitely many cells such
that in each cell the number of real zeros of Tk and the signs of polynomials in F at these real
zeros remain invariant. The algebraic variety is defined by polynomials in µ. Then take a rational
sample point from each cell by using the method of PCAD or critical points [14], and isolate the
real zeros of Tk by rational intervals at this sample point. In this way, the number of real zeros of
Tk and the signs of polynomials in F at these real zeros in each cell are determined.

STEP 4. Determine the signs of (the factors of) the defining polynomials of V at each sample
point. Formulate the conditions on µ according to the signs of these defining polynomials at the
sample points in those cells in which the system S has exactly the number of real solutions we
want.

STEP 5. Output the conditions on the parameter µ such that the differential system has a
prescribed number of limit cycles bifurcating from the origin.

There are several packages or software for realization of certain steps in our approach. For
example, the method of discriminant varieties of Lazard and Rouillier [28] (implemented as a
Maple package DV by Moroz and Rouillier), and the Maple package DISCOVERER (see also recent
improvements in the Maple package RegularChains[SemiAlgebraicSetTools]), developed by Xia,
implements the methods of Yang and Xia [58] for real solution classification. In Section 5, we will
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apply our general algorithmic approach to analyze zero-bifurcations for several concrete differential
systems in order to show its feasibility.

5 Experiments

In this section, we explain how to apply the algorithmic tests to the study of zero-Hopf bifurcations
of polynomial differential systems and illustrate some of the computational steps by a famous jerk
differential system. In addition, using our computational approach, we also analyze the zero-Hopf
bifurcation of limit cycles for a class of generalized Lorenz systems and a 4D hyperchaotic differ-
ential system. The experimental results show the applicability and efficiency of our algorithmic
approach. All the experiments were made in Maple 17 on a Windows 10 laptop with 4 CPUs
2.9GHz and 8192M RAM.

5.1 Illustrative Example

We study the zero-Hopf bifurcation of the 3D jerk system:

ẋ = y, ẏ = z,

ż = −az − bx+ cy + xy2 − x3,
(5.1)

where a, b, c ∈ R. System (5.1) corresponds to a nonlinear third-order differential equation studied
by Vaidyanathan [52], showing that this equation can exhibit a rich range of dynamical behavior.
As shown by [7, Proposition 1] that, the origin is a zero-Hopf equilibrium when a = b = 0 and
c < 0. Here, using the second-order averaging method, we restudy the limit cycles that can
bifurcate from the origin of the jerk system (5.1). To do this, consider the vector (a, b, c) given by

a = εa1 + ε2a2, b = εb1 + ε2b2,

c = −β2 + εc1 + ε2c2, β 6= 0,
(5.2)

where the constants ai, bi and ci are all real parameters. Then the jerk system becomes

ẋ = y, ẏ = z,

ż = −(εa1 + ε2a2)z − (εb1 + ε2b2)x

+ (−β2 + εc1 + ε2c2)y + xy2 − x3.

(5.3)

Our main result on the limit cycles of system (5.3) is the following. Its proof can be found in
Appendix D.

Theorem 5. The following statements hold for |ε| > 0 sufficiently small.

(i) The first-order averaging does not provide any information about limit cycles that bifurcate
from the origin.

(ii) System (5.3) has, up to the second-order averaging, at most 3 limit cycles bifurcating from
the origin, and this number can be reached if one of the following 2 conditions holds:

C0 = [R1 < 0, R2 < 0, 0 < R3, 0 < R4] ∧ C̄,

C1 = [0 < R1, 0 < R2, 0 < R3, R4 < 0] ∧ C̄,
(5.4)

where

R1 = β2 − 3, R2 = β2a2 + 2b2,

R3 = 2β2a2 − b2, R4 = β2a2 − b2,

C̄ = [β 6= 0, R1 6= 0, R2 6= 0, R3 6= 0, R4 6= 0].

Remark 8. Theorem 5 is consistent with statement (1) of [7, Theorem 2]. The condition C̄ is
of type border polynomial excluding some exceptional parameter values, provided that C̄ does not
vanish. We prove Theorem 5 by using the second-order averaging method. Since the second-order
averaged functions cannot be identically zero, it follows that the higher-order of averaging cannot
be applied to find eventually more limit cycles.
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5.2 Other Models and Remarks

In order to save space, the details of our results on the zero-Hopf bifurcations for a class of
generalized Lorenz systems and a four-dimensional hyperchaotic differential system are placed in
Appendix E.

6 Conclusion

We develop a symbolic Maple program for computing the averaged functions of any order for
nonlinear differential systems. With the aid of this program, we reduce the analysis of zero-Hopf
bifurcations to the solution of a semi-algebraic system and introduce a systematical computational
approach for rigorously analyzing the conditions on the parameters under which a considered
differential system has a prescribed number of limit cycles bifurcating from a zero-Hopf equilibrium.
The results of experiments we performed verify the effectiveness of the proposed approach.

It would be interesting to employ our algorithmic approach for analyzing zero-Hopf bifurcations
of high-dimensional polynomial differential systems in many different fields, which are of high
interest in nature sciences and engineering. Our program, originally developed for computing
averaged functions of continuous differential systems, can also be generalized to study limit cycles
for discontinuous differential systems. As our further work, it is of great interest to give rigorous
proof of “the BKK bound = H2(n,N) = 3n−2” for general n and N (see Remark 7). Moreover, how
to provide a good bound for the number of limit cycles of system (2.2) up to kth-order averaging
(k ≥ 2) is also worthy of further study.
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A Proof of Lemma 1

To apply the averaging method, we rescale the variables by setting

(x1, x2, . . . , xn) = (εX1, εX2, . . . , εXn) . (A.1)

Then system (2.2) becomes

Ẋ1 = −bX2 +

N∑

m≥2

εm−1
∑

i1+···+in=m

ai1,...,inX
i1
1 · · ·Xin

n

+

k∑

j=1

εj
N∑

m∗≥1

εm
∗−1

∑

i1+···+in=m∗

aj,i1,...,inX
i1
1 · · ·Xin

n ,

Ẋ2 = bX1 +
N∑

m≥2

εm−1
∑

i1+···+in=m

bi1,...,inX
i1
1 · · ·Xin

n

+
k∑

j=1

εj
N∑

m∗≥1

εm
∗−1

∑

i1+···+in=m∗

bj,i1,...,inX
i1
1 · · ·Xin

n ,

Ẋs =

N∑

m≥2

εm−1
∑

i1+···+in=m

ci1,...,in,sX
i1
1 · · ·Xin

n

+

k∑

j=1

εj
N∑

m∗≥1

εm
∗−1

∑

i1+···+in=m∗

cj,i1,...,in,sX
i1
1 · · ·Xin

n .

(A.2)

Making the change of variables

X1 = R cos θ, X2 = R sin θ, Xs = Xs, s = 3, . . . , n

with R > 0, system (A.2) becomes

dR

dt
= cos θ · S1(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε) + sin θ · S2(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε),

dθ

dt
= b+

cos θ

R
· S2(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)

−
sin θ

R
· S1(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε),

dXs

dt
= Ss(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε), s = 3, . . . , n,

(A.3)

where

S1 =
N∑

m≥2

εm−1
∑

i1+···+in=m

ai1,...,inΨ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)

+

k∑

j=1

εj
N∑

m∗≥1

εm
∗−1

∑

i1+···+in=m∗

aj,i1,...,inΨ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn),

S2 =
N∑

m≥2

εm−1
∑

i1+···+in=m

bi1,...,inΨ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)

+
k∑

j=1

εj
N∑

m∗≥1

εm
∗−1

∑

i1+···+in=m∗

bj,i1,...,inΨ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn),
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Ss =

N∑

m≥2

εm−1
∑

i1+···+in=m

ci1,...,in,sΨ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)

+

k∑

j=1

εj
N∑

m∗≥1

εm
∗−1

∑

i1+···+in=m∗

cj,i1,...,in,sΨ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)

with Ψ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn) = (R cos θ)i1(R cos θ)i2Xi3
3 · · ·Xin

n .
Since b 6= 0, one can easily verify that in a suitable small neighborhood of (R,X3, . . . ,Xn) =

(0, 0, . . . , 0) with R > 0 we always have dθ/dt 6= 0. Then taking θ as the new independent variable,
in a neighborhood of (R,X3, . . . ,Xn) = (0, 0, . . . , 0), system (A.3) becomes

dR

dθ
=

R
[
cos θ · S1(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε) + sin θ · S2(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)

]

bR+ cos θ · S2(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)− sin θ · S1(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)
,

dXs

dθ
=

R · Ss(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)

bR+ cos θ · S2(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)− sin θ · S1(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn, ε)
.

(A.4)

By carrying Taylor expansion of expressions in (??) with respective to the variable ε around ε = 0,
one obtains the functions Fj1,j2(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn), j1 = 1, 2, . . . , k, j2 = 1, 3, . . . , n in (3.1). This
ends the proof of Lemma 1.

B Proof of Theorem 3

Fixing k = 1 and applying Lemma 1 to system (2.2), we obtain the following differential system

dR

dθ
= εF1(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn) +O(ε2),

dXs

dθ
= εFs(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn) +O(ε2), s = 3, . . . , n,

(B.1)

where

F1 =
1

b

( ∑

i1+···+in=2

(ai1,i2,...,in cos θ + bi1,i2,...,in sin θ)×Ψ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)

+
∑

i1+···+in=1

(a1,i1,i2,...,in cos θ + b1,i1,i2,...,in sin θ)×Ψ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)
)
,

Fs =
1

b

( ∑

i1+···+in=2

ci1,i2,...,in,s ×Ψ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)

+
∑

i1+···+in=1

c1,i1,i2,...,in,s ×Ψ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn)
)
.

Here Ψ(θ,R,X3, . . . ,Xn) = (R cos θ)i1(R cos θ)i2Xi3
3 · · ·Xin

n . Now system (B.1) comes into the
standard form (2.3) for applying the averaging method with x = η = (R,X3, . . . ,Xn), t = θ,
T = 2π, and

F (θ,η) = (F1(θ,η), F3(θ,η), . . . , Fn(θ,η)).

According to (2.5), we need to compute the first-order averaged functions:

f1,s(η) =

∫ 2π

0
Fs(θ,η)dθ, s = 1, 3, . . . , n. (B.2)

After some calculations we obtain

f1,1(η) =
πR

b

(
a1,1,0,0n−2

+ b1,0,1,0n−2
+

n∑

j=3

(a1,0,ej
+ b0,1,ej

)Xj

)
,

f1,s(η) =
π

b

(
(c2,0,0n−2,s + c0,2,0n−2,s)R

2 + 2
n∑

j=3

c1,0,0,ej ,sXj

+ 2
∑

3≤j1≤j2≤n

c0,0,ej1j2
,sXj1Xj2

)
, s = 3, . . . , n,

(B.3)

16



where ej ∈ N
n−2 is the unit vector with jth entry equal to 1 (N denotes the set of all nonnegative

integers), and ej1j2 ∈ N
n−2 has the sum of the j1th and j2th entries equal to 2 and the other equal

to 0.
Using the averaging theorem to study limit cycles of system (B.1), we need to know the number

of simple zeros of system (B.3). So we should study the zeros of the algebraic equations

a1,1,0,0n−2
+ b1,0,1,0n−2

+

n∑

j=3

(a1,0,ej + b0,1,ej)Xj = 0,

(c2,0,0n−2,s + c0,2,0n−2,s)R
2 + 2

∑

3≤j1≤j2≤n

c0,0,ej1j2 ,sXj1Xj2

+ 2
n∑

j=3

c1,0,0,ej ,sXj = 0,

(B.4)

for s = 3, . . . , n. Isolating R from the equation in (B.4) for s = 3, taking into account that
R > 0 and substituting it into the other equations of (B.4), the numerator becomes a polynomial
equation in X3,X4, . . . ,Xn of degree 2 for s = 4, . . . , n. By Bezout’s theorem [49], the maximum
number of solutions that system (B.4) can have is 2n−3. In the following, we claim that the bound
can be reached.

Let S0 be the set of algebraic systems of the form (B.4). We show that there exist many
systems in S0 having exactly 2n−3 simple zeros. Consider a family of systems

a1,1,0,0n−2
+ b1,0,1,0n−2

+ (a1,0,e3 + b0,1,e3)X3 = 0, (B.5)

(c2,0,0n−2,3 + c0,2,0n−2,3)R
2 + 2

∑

3≤j1≤j2≤n

c0,0,ej1j2 ,3Xj1Xj2 + 2
n∑

j=3

c1,0,0,ej ,3Xj = 0, (B.6)

2
∑

3≤j1≤j2≤s

c0,0,ej1j2 ,sXj1Xj2 + 2c1,0,0,ej ,sXs = 0, s = 4, . . . , n, (B.7)

with all the coefficients nonzero. Substituting the unique solution X3,0 of X3 in (B.5) into (B.7)
with s = 4, then the last equation has exactly two different real solutions X4,1 and X4,2 of X4 by
choosing appropriately the values of coefficients in (B.7). Introducing the two solutions (X3,0,X4,i),
i = 1, 2, into (B.7) with s = 5, and choosing appropriately the values of the resulting coefficients,
we obtain two different real solutions X5,i,1 and X5,i,2 of X5 for each i = 1, 2. Moreover, one can
choose the coefficients so that the four solutions (X3,0,X4,i,X5,i,j) for i, j = 1, 2 are distinct. By
induction we can prove that for suitable choice of the coefficients equations (B.5) and (B.7) have
2n−3 different solutions (X3,X4, . . . ,Xn). Note that X3 = X3,0 is fixed, so for an appropriate
choice of the coefficients in (B.6), the resulting equation can have a positive solution R for each
of the 2n−3 solutions (X3,X4, . . . ,Xn) of (B.5) and (B.7). Since the 2n−3 solutions are different,
and 2n−3 is the maximum number that equations (B.5)-(B.7) can have by Bezout’s theorem. we
conclude that every solution is simple, and so the determinant of the Jacobian of the system
evaluated at the solution is nonzero. This establishes the claim.

Using similar arguments, we can also choose the coefficients of the former system so that it
has ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2n−3} real simple solutions. Taking system (B.1) with F1 and Fs having the
coefficients as in (B.5)-(B.7), then the averaged functions in (B.3) have exactly ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2n−3}
real simple solutions with R > 0. By the averaging theorem, we conclude that there are systems
(2.2) with a number ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2n−3} limit cycles bifurcating from the origin. This completes
the proof of Theorem 3.

C Demonstration of the Maple Program

This section reports the performance of the function OrderKFormula(k, n) (see Section 4.1)
on several examples.
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Table 2: Computational times (in seconds) of the function OrderKFormula(k, n).

k

1 2 3 4 5

n

2 0. 0.024 0.034 0.055 0.107
3 0. 0.027 0.052 0.137 0.685
4 0. 0.031 0.076 0.399 4.071
5 0. 0.033 0.125 1.033 21.699
6 0. 0.039 0.203 2.563 103.486
7 0.002 0.046 0.322 5.527 440.564

The output OrderKFormula(k, 2) for k = 1, 2, 3 is: [yk,1(t, z1, z2), yk,2(t, z1, z2)], where

y1,1(t, z1, z2) =

∫ t

0
F1,1 (θ, z1, z2) dθ,

y1,2(t, z1, z2) =

∫ t

0
F1,2 (θ, z1, z2) dθ,

y2,1(t, z1, z2) =

∫ t

0
2F2,1 (θ, z1, z2) + 2

∂

∂z1
F1,1 (θ, z1, z2)× y1,1 (θ, z1, z2)

+ 2
∂

∂z2
F1,1 (θ, z1, z2) y1,2 (θ, z1, z2) dθ,

y2,2(t, z1, z2) =

∫ t

0
2F2,2 (θ, z1, z2) + 2

∂

∂z1
F1,2 (θ, z1, z2)× y1,1 (θ, z1, z2)

+ 2
∂

∂z2
F1,2 (θ, z1, z2) y1,2 (θ, z1, z2) dθ,

y3,1(t, z1, z2) =

∫ t

0
6F3,1 (θ, z1, z2) + 6

∂

∂z1
F2,1 (θ, z1, z2)× y1,1 (θ, z1, z2)

+ 6
∂

∂z2
F2,1 (θ, z1, z2) y1,2 (θ, z1, z2) + 3

∂

∂z1
F1,1 (θ, z1, z2) y2,1 (θ, z1, z2)

+ 3
∂

∂z2
F1,1 (θ, z1, z2)× y2,2 (θ, z1, z2) + 3

∂2

∂z12
F1,1 (θ, z1, z2) y1,1 (θ, z1, z2)

2

+ 6
∂2

∂z1∂z2
F1,1 (θ, z1, z2) y1,1 (θ, z1, z2) y1,2 (θ, z1, z2)

+ 3
∂2

∂z22
F1,1 (θ, z1, z2) y1,2 (θ, z1, z2)

2 dθ,

y3,2(t, z1, z2) =

∫ t

0
6F3,2 (θ, z1, z2) + 6

∂

∂z1
F2,2 (θ, z1, z2)× y1,1 (θ, z1, z2)

+ 6
∂

∂z2
F2,2 (θ, z1, z2) y1,2 (θ, z1, z2) + 3

∂

∂z1
F1,2 (θ, z1, z2) y2,1 (θ, z1, z2)

+ 3
∂

∂z2
F1,2 (θ, z1, z2)× y2,2 (θ, z1, z2) + 3

∂2

∂z21
F1,2 (θ, z1, z2) y1,1 (θ, z1, z2)

2

+ 6
∂2

∂z1∂z2
F1,2 (θ, z1, z2) y1,1 (θ, z1, z2) y1,2 (θ, z1, z2)

+ 3
∂2

∂z22
F1,2 (θ, z1, z2) y1,2 (θ, z1, z2)

2 dθ.
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D Proof of Theorem 5

We need to write the linear part of system (5.3) at the origin in its real Jordan normal form




0 −β 0
β 0 0
0 0 0


 , (D.1)

when ε = 0. For doing that we do the linear change of variables (x, y, z) → (u, v, w) given by

x =
v

β
+ w, y = u, z = −βv.

In these new variables (u, v, w), system (5.3) becomes a new system which can be written as
(u̇, v̇, ẇ). Computing the third-order Taylor expansion of expressions in this new system, with
respective to ε, about the point ε = 0, we obtain

u̇ = −βv,

v̇ = βu+ 3
v2w

β3
+

v3

β4
−

u2v

β2
+ 3

vw2

β2
−

u2w

β

+
w3

β
+ ε
((

− a1 +
b1
β2

)
v −

uc1
β

+
wb1
β

)

+ ε2
(( b2

β2
− a2

)
v −

uc2
β

+
wb2
β

)
,

ẇ = −
v3

β5
+

u2v

β3
−

w3

β2
− 3

vw2

β3
+

u2w

β2
− 3

v2w

β4

+ ε
((a1

β
−

b1
β3

)
v +

uc1
β2

−
wb1
β2

)

+ ε2
((

−
b2
β3

+
a2
β

)
v +

uc2
β2

−
wb2
β2

)
.

(D.2)

Note that system (D.2) is in the form of (2.2). Now using our Maple program to system (D.2),
we obtain the first-order averaged functions:

f1,1(R,X3) = −
πR
(
β2a1 − b1

)

β3
, f1,3(R,X3) = −

2b1πX3

β3
.

It obvious that this algebraic system has no real isolated solution with R > 0. Hence, the first-
order averaging does not provide any information about the limit cycles that bifurcate from the
origin of system (5.3).

We pass then to the second-order averaging, assuming (f1,1(R,X3), f1,3(R,X3)) = (0, 0). This
makes a1 = b1 = 0. Updating the obtained normal form and computing the second-order averaged
functions, we have

f2,1(R,X3) = −
πR

4β5
f̄2,1(R,X3),

f2,3(R,X3) =
π

β5
f̄2,3(R,X3),

(D.3)

where

f̄2,1(R,X3) =
(
β2 − 3

)
ρ+ 4β4a2 − 12β2X2

3 − 4β2b2,

f̄2,3(R,X3) = X3

((
β2 − 3

)
ρ− 2β2X2

3 − 2β2b2
)
,

with ρ = R2. A direct computation shows that the BKK bound of the polynomial system
{f̄2,1(R,X3), f̄2,2(R,X3)} is 3. So system (D.3) can have at most 3 real solutions with ρ > 0.
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As a result, system (5.3) can have at most 3 limit cycles bifurcating from the origin. In the fol-
lowing we compute a partition of the parametric space such that, inside every open cell of the
partition, the system can have 3 limit cycles.

The determinate of the Jacobian of (f2,1(R,X3), f2,3(R,X3)) is:

D2(R,X3) = det

(
∂f2,1
∂R

∂f2,1
∂X3

∂f2,3
∂R

∂f2,3
∂X3

)
= −

π2

4β10
· D̄2(R,X3),

where

D̄2(R,X3) =
(
3β4 − 18β2 + 27

)
ρ2 +

(
18β4 − 54β2

)
ρX2

3

+
(
4β6a2 − 12β4a2 − 10β4b2 + 30β2b2

)
ρ+ 72β4X4

3

+
(
−24β6a2 + 48β4b2

)
X2

3 − 8β6a2b2 + 8β4b22,

with ρ = R2.
By Theorem 4, we know that system (5.3) can have 3 limit cycles bifurcating from the origin

if the following semi-algebraic system

{
f̄2,1(R,X3) = f̄2,3(R,X3) = 0,
ρ > 0, D̄2(R,X3) 6= 0, β 6= 0

(D.4)

has exactly 3 real solutions with respective to the variables R, X3. Using DISCOVERER (or the
package RegularChains[SemiAlgebraicSetTools] in Maple), we obtain system (D.4) has exactly 3
real solutions if and only if the condition C0 or the condition C1 holds (see (5.4)).

This completes the proof of Theorem 5.

E Other Models and Remarks

E.1 A Class of Generalized Lorenz Systems

Consider the following integrable deformation of Lorenz system:

ẋ = a(y − x) + dy(z − c),

ẏ = cx− xz − y,

ż = −bz + xy + sx,

(E.1)

where a, b, c, d, s are real parameters. System (E.1) is obtained by choosing the deformation
functions α = 1

2dy
2 and β = sy (see [40, Section 3.1]). We notice that if d = s = 0, then this

system is the so-called Lorenz System. It is easy to check that the origin is a zero-Hopf equilibrium
when a = −1, b = 0 and c2d+ c− 1 > 0. Now consider the vector (a, b, c, d, s) given by

a = −1 + εa1 + ε2a2 + ε3a3, b = εb1 + ε2b2 + ε3b3,

c = c0 + εc1 + ε2c2 + ε3c3, s = s0 + εs1 + ε2s2 + ε3s3,

d =
β2 − c0 + 1

c20
+ εd1 + ε2d2 + ε3d3, β > 0,

where the constants ai, bi, ci, di and si are all real parameters with c0 6= 0. Applying the third-
order averaging method to system (E.1), we have the following result.

Theorem 6. The following statements hold for |ε| > 0 sufficiently small.

(i) The first-order averaging does not provide any information about limit cycles that bifurcate
from the origin.
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(ii) System (E.1) has, up to the second-order averaging, at most 1 limit cycle bifurcating from
the origin, and this number can be reached if one of the following 2 conditions holds:

C2 = [a2 < 0, 2β2 + 2− c0 < 0] ∧ [β > 0],

C3 = [0 < a2, 0 < 2β2 + 2− c0] ∧ [β > 0, c0 6= 0].
(E.2)

(iii) System (E.1) has, up to the third-order averaging, at most 3 limit cycles bifurcating from the
origin, and this number can be reached if we take the condition C∗ = [c1 = d1 = 1, d2 = s2 =
2] and the sample points of (b3, a3, δ) listed in Table 3, where δ =

√
β2 + 1.

Remark 9. Remark that, when applying the third-order averaging to system (E.1), we found
that the resulting semi-algebraic system (3.2) contains 7 parameters that our algorithmic approach
cannot work effectively (the computation in Maple was consuming too much of the CPU). On
the other hand, the information provided by sample points of the parameter space may often be
sufficient in practice. In general, the selection of sample points might be extremely complicated
but could be automated using, e.g., the Maple command RealRootClassification (with the option
’output’=’samples’) to the semi-algebraic system. In order to obtain sample points for system
(E.1) to have 3 real solutions, we restrict parameter condition C∗ = [c1 = d1 = 1, d2 = s2 = 2].
The command RealRootClassification permits us to select 1750 sample points from the resulting
semi-algebraic system, we show only 60 sample points in Table 3 due to the space limitation.

E.2 A 4D Hyperchaotic System

Recently, the following new hyperchaotic system is proposed in [60]:

ẋ = a1(y − x)− w,

ẏ = a2x− xz − y,

ż = xy − a3z,

ẇ = a4xz − a5w,

(E.3)

where ai’s are real parameters. One can verify that the origin is a (complete) zero-Hopf equilibrium
when a1 = −1, a3 = a5 = 0 and a2 − 1 > 0. Consider the vector (a1, a2, a3, a4, a5) given by

a1 = −1 + εa1,1, a2 = 1 + β2 + εa2,1,

a3 = εa3,1, a4 = a4,0 + εa4,1,

a5 = εa5,1, β 6= 0,

where the constants ai,j are all real parameters. The following result provides sufficient conditions
for the bifurcation of a limit cycle from the origin.

Theorem 7. For |ε| > 0 sufficiently small, using the first-order averaging method, we obtain
that, system (E.3) has exactly 1 limit cycle bifurcating from the origin if one of the following 4
conditions holds:

C4 = [a4,0 < 0, a3,1 < 0, 0 < a1,1] ∧ C̃,

C5 = [a4,0 < 0, 0 < a3,1, a1,1 < 0] ∧ C̃,

C6 = [0 < a4,0, a3,1 < 0, a1,1 < 0] ∧ C̃,

C7 = [0 < a4,0, 0 < a3,1, 0 < a1,1] ∧ C̃,

(E.4)

where C̃ = [β 6= 0, a4,0 6= 0, a3,1 6= 0, a1,1 6= 0, a1,1 + a5,1 6= 0] is of type border polynomial.

Theorem 6 and Theorem 7 can be proved by using similar calculations and arguments to the
proof of Theorem 5. The details of their proof are omitted here.
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Table 3: Selected sample points of (b3, a3, δ) for system (E.1) to have 3 limit cycles.

60 sample points of (b3, a3, δ) with δ =
√

β2 + 1

b3 =
3

512 , a3 = − 461
16384 , δ = 17477

16384 b3 =
3

512 , a3 = − 117
8192 , δ = 34903

32768 b3 =
3

512 , a3 = − 117
8192 , δ = 17465

16384

b3 =
3

512 , a3 = − 159
16384 , δ = 8709

8192 b3 =
3

512 , a3 = − 159
16384 , δ = 8725

8192 b3 =
3

512 , a3 = − 159
16384 , δ = 8733

8192

b3 =
3

512 , a3 =
127

32768 , δ = 8709
8192 b3 =

3
512 , a3 =

127
32768 , δ = 8725

8192 b3 =
3

512 , a3 =
127

32768 , δ = 8733
8192

b3 =
3

512 , a3 =
69

8192 , δ = 34903
32768 b3 =

3
512 , a3 =

69
8192 , δ = 17465

16384 b3 =
3

512 , a3 =
365

16384 , δ = 17477
16384

b3 =
1739
32768 , a3 = − 795

4096 , δ = 34939
32768 b3 =

1739
32768 , a3 = − 281

2048 , δ = 8729
8192 b3 =

1739
32768 , a3 = − 281

2048 , δ = 8733
8192

b3 =
1739
32768 , a3 = − 345

4096 , δ = 1087
1024 b3 =

1739
32768 , a3 = − 345

4096 , δ = 8725
8192 b3 =

1739
32768 , a3 = − 345

4096 , δ = 8733
8192

b3 =
1739
32768 , a3 =

127
4096 , δ = 1087

1024 b3 =
1739
32768 , a3 =

127
4096 , δ = 8725

8192 b3 =
1739
32768 , a3 =

127
4096 , δ = 8733

8192

b3 =
1739
32768 , a3 =

43
512 , δ = 8729

8192 b3 =
1739
32768 , a3 =

43
512 , δ = 8733

8192 b3 =
1739
32768 , a3 =

9
64 , δ = 34939

32768

b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 = −1429

4096 , δ = 279481
262144 b3 =

51843751309
549755813888 , a3 = − 275

1024 , δ = 279443
262144 b3 =

51843751309
549755813888 , a3 = − 275

1024 , δ = 34933
32768

b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 = − 313

2048 , δ = 2175
2048 b3 =

51843751309
549755813888 , a3 = − 313

2048 , δ = 17871791
16777216 b3 =

51843751309
549755813888 , a3 = − 313

2048 , δ = 17885025
16777216

b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 = − 207

2048 , δ = 8565
8192 b3 =

51843751309
549755813888 , a3 = − 207

2048 , δ = 4575160993
4294967296 b3 =

51843751309
549755813888 , a3 = − 195

2048 , δ = 542193
524288

b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 = − 195

2048 , δ = 285947481
268435456 b3 =

51843751309
549755813888 , a3 = − 195

2048 , δ = 4578528035
4294967296 b3 =

51843751309
549755813888 , a3 =

71
65536 , δ = 271227

262144

b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 =

71
65536 , δ = 9150319465

8589934592 b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 =

71
65536 , δ = 9157056213

8589934592 b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 =

115
16384 , δ = 1071

1024

b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 =

115
16384 , δ = 4575161051

4294967296 b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 =

477
8192 , δ = 2175

2048 b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 =

477
8192 , δ = 17871791

16777216

b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 =

477
8192 , δ = 17885025

16777216 b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 =

89
512 , δ = 279443

262144 b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 =

89
512 , δ = 558927

524288

b3 =
51843751309
549755813888 , a3 =

65
256 , δ = 279481

262144 b3 =
25922055879
274877906944 , a3 = −1429

4096 , δ = 279481
262144 b3 =

25922055879
274877906944 , a3 = − 275

1024 , δ = 279443
262144

b3 =
25922055879
274877906944 , a3 = − 275

1024 , δ = 34933
32768 b3 =

25922055879
274877906944 , a3 = − 5

32 , δ = 2175
2048 b3 =

25922055879
274877906944 , a3 = − 5

32 , δ = 4467949
4194304

b3 =
25922055879
274877906944 , a3 = − 5

32 , δ = 8942519
8388608 b3 =

25922055879
274877906944 , a3 = − 53

512 , δ = 2147
2048 b3 =

25922055879
274877906944 , a3 = − 53

512 , δ = 142973799
134217728

b3 =
25922055879
274877906944 , a3 =

77
8192 , δ = 8589

8192 b3 =
25922055879
274877906944 , a3 =

77
8192 , δ = 285947601

268435456 b3 =
25922055879
274877906944 , a3 =

253
4096 , δ = 2175

2048

b3 =
25922055879
274877906944 , a3 =

253
4096 , δ = 17871797

16777216 b3 =
25922055879
274877906944 , a3 =

253
4096 , δ = 17885037

16777216 b3 =
25922055879
274877906944 , a3 =

89
512 , δ = 279443

262144
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