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Abstract

For piecewise-smooth differential systems, in this paper we focus on crossing limit
cycles and sliding loops bifurcating from a grazing loop connecting one high multi-
plicity tangent point. For the low multiplicity cases considered in previous publica-
tions, the method is to define and analyze return maps following the classic idea of
Poincaré. However, high multiplicity leads to that either domains or properties of re-
turn maps are unclear under perturbations. To overcome these difficulties, we unfold
grazing loops by functional parameters and functional functions, and analyze this un-
folding along some specific parameter curve. Relationships between multiplicity and
the numbers of crossing limit cycles and sliding loops are given, and our results not
only generalize the results obtained in [J. Differential Equations 255(2013), 4403-4436;
269(2020), 11396-11434], but also are new for some specific grazing loops.

Keywords: crossing limit cycle, grazing loop, piecewise-smooth differential sys-
tem, sliding loop, unfolding

1 Introduction

Consider a piecewise-smooth differential system defined on a bounded open set U C R?
containing the origin O : (0,0)

> if (z,y) € X,
(1.1)

> if (z,y) € X7,

where & := dx/dt,y := dy/dt, f*,g* are C* functions on R?, ¥+ := {(x,y) €U : y > 0}
and X7 := {(z,y) €U : y <0}. As defined in 2, [7], ¥ := {(x,y) e U : y =0} is called
a switching manifold (or switching boundary) which divides system (ILI]) into the upper
subsystem defined on ¥ and the lower subsystem defined on ¥~. A continuous function
(z(t),y(t))" defined over some interval I is called a solution of system (ILI)) if it satisfies
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differential inclusion (&,7)" € F(x,y) almost everywhere over I, where

{270}, (2,y) € 7,
F(z,y) =} {aZT(z,y) + (1 —a)Z (z,y) : a€[0,1]}, (z,y) €,
{27y}, (z,y) € X7

and Zi(az,y) = (fi(x,y%gi(%y))—r-

Different from classic smooth differential systems, the dynamical behaviors around X
are most important for system (LI]). An equilibrium of a subsystem is called a standard
equilibrium (resp. boundary equilibrium) of system (1)) if it lies outside of ¥ (resp. on
¥). For p: (x,0) € ¥ satisfying h(z) := g*(2,0)g (x,0) > 0, the orbit of one subsystem
reaching p connects the orbit of the other subsystem escaping from p, which means that
there is an orbit of system (LI]) crossing ¥ at p. Thus, set X, := {(2,0) € ¥ : h(z) > 0}
is called a crossing region. As indicated in [7], set Xg := {(x,0) € X : h(z) < 0} is called
a sliding region and a sliding vector field

[ (@, 0)g™ (,0) — f~(x,0)g* (2,0) 0>T
g_(l‘,O) —g+(l‘,0) ’ ‘

is defined on it. Thus, the orbit of one subsystem reaching p € ¥ connects a sliding orbit.

X,(z,0) := ( (1.2)

Point (zg,0) € ¥ is called a tangent point of system (L)) if h(zg) = 0 and f¥(xq,0) # 0.
Clearly, tangent point implies that there is an orbit of a subsystem tangent with ¥ and
does not appear in classic smooth systems. As indicated in [6], tangent point p : (zg,0) is
called to be of multiplicity (m™*,m™) if

g+ oim* —Dgt m+g+

+ = — = = — = _—

g ($07 0) - ox (33‘0, 0) 8$(m+_1) ($07 0) 07 axm+ (:EO)O) 7é 07
B B 89_ B B a(m*—l)g— B am*g—

g (20,0) = %(%70) == W(xo,o) =0, D (20,0) # 0,

where non-negative integers m* satisfy m™ +m™ > 1. For tangent points of the upper
subsystem, we divide them into wvisible, invisible, left and right tangent points by location
of tangent orbit as shown in Figure[Ill Corresponding definitions can be given for tangent
points of the lower subsystem. Further, a tangent point of system (1) is called a VI
tangent point if it is a visible one of the upper subsystem and an invisible one of the lower
subsystem. Similarly, other 15 kinds VV, VL, VR, IV II, IL, IR, LV 6 LI, LL, LR, RV,
RI, RL, RR tangent points are defined and a complete classification of tangent points is
obtained. Clearly, tangent point p is of odd (resp. even) multiplicity if and only if p is
either visible or invisible (resp. either left or right).

For tangent points of multiplicity (1,0), it is proved in [9, [I7] that they are structurally
stable, i.e., there is no bifurcations happening under perturbations. For tangent points of
multiplicity (0, 2), it is proved in [12] that it breaks into two tangent points of multiplicity
(0,1) under suitable perturbations. According to the bifurcation phenomena, seven kinds
of tangent points of multiplicity (1,1) are given in [I2] and another kind is given in
[19]. For each of these eight kinds, two tangent points of multiplicities (0,1) and (1,0)
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Figure 1: visibility of tangent point

appear under suitable perturbations. Moreover, for one of these eight kinds it is proved
in [, [7, 12}, [16] that there is at most one crossing limit cycle appearing under some non-
degenerate condition and in [4], [16] that for any given integer k there exist perturbations
with exactly k crossing limit cycles. In [5 [10], two tangent points of multiplicity (0, 1) and
one tangent point of multiplicity (1,0) are obtained by perturbation from a tangent point
of multiplicity (1,2). For tangent points of general multiplicity (m™,m™), it is proved
in [6] that for each ¢; € {1,...,m" 4+ m™} there exist perturbations such that there are
exactly /1 bifurcating tangent points, i.e., tangent points bifurcating from the original
tangent point. Moreover, it is also proved in [6] that for an invisible (resp. a visible, left
or right) tangent point satisfying m* > 1 (resp. m™ > 1) of the upper subsystem and
each ly € {1,...,(m" —1)/2} (vesp. lo € {1,...,|(mT +1)/2]}), there exist perturbations
such that there are [(m™* —1)/(2¢2)] (resp. |(m™* + 1)/(2¢2)]) orbits passing through /o
bifurcating tangent points. Here |m| denotes the maximal integer no greater than m. For
the lower subsystem, there is a similar result.

It is well known that besides singular points, dynamical behaviors with respect to
return are very important for classic smooth system, e.g., limit cycles and homoclinic
loops. It is no doubt that such dynamical behaviors are also important for piecewise-
smooth system (L.I]) and there also exist some similar conceptions of loops. However,
dynamical behaviors and analysis are more complicated because there may exist tangent
points or sliding motions on loops.

As indicated in [6], Let T';(«) denote a segment of a regular orbit of a subsystem and
be parameterized by «, where o € [a1, 2], i1 < aya, @ = 1,2,...,n. Further, each I';(«)
only intersects with X at endpoints p; and p;41, i.e.,

Fi(ail) =Dp; € E, Fi(aiQ) = Pi+1 € E, Fi(oz) ¢ Y for o € (042'1,042'2).

An oriented Jordan curve consisting of I';(«) (i = 1,...,n) is called a crossing periodic
orbit of system (1)) if all p; (i = 1,...,n) are crossing points. Further, a crossing periodic
orbit is called a crossing limit cycle if it is isolated, and denoted by L.. Clearly, crossing
limit cycles in system (LI]) are similar to limit cycles in smooth systems.

Different from L., an oriented Jordan curve is called a sliding loop connecting tangent
points if it consists of I';(«) (i = 1,...,n) and at least one sliding orbit, and denoted by
L,. As a contrary, an oriented Jordan curve is called a nonsliding loop connecting tangent



points if it consists of I';(«) (i = 1,...,n) and there exists i* € {1,...,n} such that p;+ is a
tangent point, and denoted by L,;. We call point p; a switching point of L, if L, enters
one half-plane from the other half-plane at p;. Further, L, is called to be critical (resp.
crossing, grazing) if it has switching points and some of them are tangent points (resp.
it has switching points and all of them are crossing points, it has no switching points),
and denoted by L (resp. L, L9"%). Some examples of L LT° L9 are shown in
Figure 21 The bifurcations of these loops are important in dynamics and have extensive
practical backgrounds, see e.g. [2] 3].
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Figure 2: examples of L¢ L[¢° [9re

For L connecting one tangent point of multiplicity (0, 1), it is proved in [8] @} 12, 17]
that there is at most one bifurcating L. or one bifurcating Ls under perturbations, and it
is reachable. For L™ connecting one tangent point of multiplicity (1, 1), it is proved in [I7,
18], 20] that there are either two bifurcating L. or one bifurcating L. and one bifurcating
L, under perturbations. For L connecting two tangent points of multiplicities (1,0) and
(0,1), it is proved in [20] that there is either one bifurcating L. or one bifurcating Ls under
perturbations. For L connecting one tangent point of general multiplicity (m™,m™), it
is proved in [6] that the sum of the numbers of bifurcating L. and L is at least one and
at least max{m¥*} if additionally m* > 5.

For L97¢ by its definition the tangent points on L9 lie on one periodic orbit of a
subsystem, and usually of the upper subsystem without loss of generality. Assume that
this periodic orbit is a hyperbolic limit cycle. For L9"% connecting one tangent point of
multiplicity (1,0), at most one bifurcating L, exists and it is reachable as in [I2]. For
L9 connecting one VI tangent point of multiplicity (1, 1), it is proved in [17] that there
is at least one bifurcating L.. Later, it is proved in [15] that there are at most either two
bifurcating L. or one bifurcating L. and one bifurcating Ls; and they are reachable. For
L9 connecting one V'V tangent point of multiplicity (1,1), it is proved in [I5] that the
maximum number of bifurcating L is one. For L °, as far as we know, there is no results
and one can find that the research methods and dynamical behaviors are highly similar
to LI,

Compared with the fact that the bifurcations of L% are investigated not only for some
specific small multiplicities m* but also for general multiplicities, the bifurcations of L9™®
are only focused on some specific small multiplicities m* < 1. To develop the bifurcations
of LI for general multiplicities, it is natural to firstly consider how about the bifurcations



of LI™® connecting one tangent point of multiplicity (1,m) for general m > 27¢

Motivated by this question, in this paper we investigate the numbers of crossing limit
cycle L. and sliding loop Lg bifurcating from a grazing loop L9"® connecting one tangent
point of multiplicity (1, m). Let . and 35 denote the number of bifurcating L. and Ly from
LI97% respectively. It is not hard to check in [12}, 15, [17] that 8.+ (s increases to two from one
(resp. remains to one) as the tangent point of multiplicity (1,0) degenerates to a VI (resp.
VV) tangent point of multiplicity (1,1). Thus, it is reasonable for us to claim that 5., 55
are closely related to multiplicity and visibility of the tangent point. Then, we focus on
establishing this relationship and consider system (L) satisfying ¢~ (x,y) = ¢(x,y)z™,

< f+(a:,y) > if (z,y) € E+,

(3)- ( gﬂfi&

b(z, y)a™ > if (z,y) € ¥,

where m > 2 and there is a grazing loop L{"® connecting a unique tangent point O of

ie.,

(1.3)

multiplicity (1,m). We assume that L is a clockwise and hyperbolic limit cycle of the
upper subsystem. Since we focus on finding bifurcating L. and L as discussions above,
only cases satisfying f7(0,0)f(0,0) > 0 are analyzed in this paper. There are totally
eight types of L{™® by the lower visibility (invisible, visible, left, right) of tangent point
O and stability of this limit cycle. Further, LI is called to be of type S-I if this limit
cycle is stable and tangent point O is invisible for the lower subsystem. Similarly, other
seven types S-V, S-L, S-R, U-I, U-V, U-L, U-R can be defined. Under transformation
(x,y,t) = (—z,y,—t) loop L{"" of type U-I, U-V, U-L, U-R becomes one of type S-I,
S-V, S-R, S-L respectively, which implies that we need only to consider four types as

Q

shown in Figure [Bl
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Figure 3: grazing loop LI



The main result is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that f7(0,0)f7(0,0) > 0 in system (L3). Then there exists a
perturbation system of form

Tz, y + « .
<j; <ch+((x Zy/—i—a))) if (z,y) € 7,
L) = ’ (1.4)
Y ) [y +¢) ) : _
m _ . if (z,y) e X
(oot ey ) T
such that the following statements hold.
(a) In the case that LY is of type S-I, S-L, (resp. S-V ),
Be+Bs > m+1 (resp. Be + Bs > m), (1.5)
and
Be>m+ 1~/ (vesp. B >m —{), [s=/ (1.6)
for each € € {0, ..., |m/2]} if additionally m > 4.
(b) In the case that LY is of type S-R, B. + s > 2 if m = 2, and
Be>m+2—4L, [s=/ (1.7)

for each £ € {0,...,m/2} if m > 4.

Here 1 = (x, k) is a C™ function satisfying (x,0) = 0, ¢ := dip/dz, a € R\ =
My Am) € R, ke := (K1, ..., k) € R™.

Theorem [[I] gives a generalization on 3., 3s from m = 1 to general m for L™ of type
S-I, S-V and gives new results for L™ of type S-L, S-R. In the later proof, suitable
Y(x, k) can be defined for m > 4 but invalid for m = 2,3, which explains why (@) and
(L7) only hold for m > 4.

This paper is organized as follows. Some necessary preliminary theories for proof are
stated in section 2 and a proof of Theorem [II] is given in section 3. We summarize
conclusions and give some discussions in section 4 to end this paper.

2 Preliminary lemmas

To investigate 3. and s, the first thing is to find appropriate function ¢ (x, k) such that
system (L4) is a small perturbation of system (L3]), that is, the vector field X (z,y) of
(L) lies in a small neighborhood of the vector field Y (x, y) of (IL3]). Denote corresponding
upper vector fields and lower ones by

X*(a,y) = (X (@,y). X (@) | € OF (B2 R?),

V@) = (Y (@,9), Y (y) | € OF (R R?).
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As indicated in [6], the distance of system (L3]) and system (L4) is
p(X,Y):=d(X{ V") +d (XS, Y5") +d(X7,Y7) +d(X5,Y5 ),
where

i)
dxh Oy

1
d(P,Q) = max_{ Z

@)U ;) =0
for P(z,y),Q(z,y) € C* (R%R).

Consider C* cutoff functions (see, e.g., [14])

0, x € (—o0,r], 1, x € (—o0,m],
w 1 en(®@)
h*(z,71,72) i= ma z € (r1,72), ha(m,71,72) = m, x € (r1,72),
17 T € [T27+OO)7 07 T e [7"2,—|—OO),

where 1 < r9 and
1 1
+ .
Tr—Tr Tr —T9

n(x) =
Then for x € R and any integer d > 0, we define

Dok) {¢*(m, k), when k € K,

0, when k € R34\ K,
where
koqi14ih™ (x, kaim1, k2s) 5 x € (kai—1, ko),
V¥ (z, k) = < kadr14ihs (@, k2i, k2igr) x € (Ko, koit1],
0, otherwise

andi=1,...,d,K := {k eR3HL: k<. < k2d+1}. It is not hard to obtain that ¢ (x, k)
is a C* function and satisfies ¢)(x,0) = 0. Moreover, derivatives of 1(x, k) of any order
with respect to x are all zero at k; (1 =1,...,2d + 1) (see, e.g., [14]). An example is shown
in Figure @l

Figure 4: ¢ (x,k) with d =3 and k € K, ks, kg, k10 < 0

The following lemma is proved in [6] and gives a sufficient condition for the vector field
X (x,y) of (L) lies in a small neighborhood of the vector field Y (x,y) of (L3).

Lemma 2.1. If k in function 1 (x, k) satisfies either k € R3H1\ K or k € K with
kitod+1 =0 <(/€2i - kzi—1)4) s koipr — ko = Bi(k2i — kai—1) (2.1)
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for some constants B; > 0, i = 1,...,d, then for any ¢ > 0 there exists § > 0 such that

p(X,Y) <€ Vil [A] k] <0

In order to analysis the perturbation system (L4]), we needs a so-called transition
system, which is (L4) satisfying « = 0 and k = 0, i.e.,

<x>: <f+(a::§;> it (z,y) € OF,
Yy

g (x
“(@,y) ) if (z,y) e ¥
The following lemma is proved in [6] and gives the relation between solutions of the lower

< O(z,y) [1i21(z = A)
subsystems of ([4) and ([2.2]).

Lemma 2.2. Assume that k € R34\ or k € K satisfying Z1)). Then for (zo,y0) € 3~
there exist 0 > 0 such that for |k| < 0,

<71_ (t,$07y0—¢($0,k))> _ (31_ (t,iﬂo,yo)) B <0 > 23)
Yy (t, w0, Y0 — ¥ (z0, k)) Y2 (t:70,%0) ¢ (1 (t,zo,m0) , k) '

over some intervals I, where

(2.2)

~_ ~ ~_ T
vy (th()uy()) = (’Yl (t7x07y0) » Yo (t7x07y0)) )

~— ~—

~— T
Y (th()uy()) = (’Yl (t7x07y0) 772 (t7x07y0))

denote solutions the lower subsystem of (L4) and system (2.2)) with initial value (xo,yo)-

In the rest of this section, we introduce transition map and give some corresponding
properties. Consider the following system

<$>:<f($ay)> (2.4)
] 9(z,y)

where (ﬂj‘,y) € R2 and fvg are C°. Let 7(t7$07y0) = (’71(t,$0,y0),’72(t,3§‘0,y0))—r be the
solution of system (2.4]) with initial value (xg,yo). For a regular point (zg,yo), we assume
that orbit v (¢, xo,y0) is tangent with a horizontal sector Sy at (xg,yo) but transversally
intersects S7 at (z1,y1) at ¢ = T as shown in Figure B Further, for any point (Zg,yo)
sufficiently close to (xg,y0) on Sp, orbit v (t,Zo,yo) intersects S1 at (Z1,71). Let Ny :=
(No1,0) " (resp. Ny := (N1, N12)") be the unit vector parallel to Sy (resp. S1), we write
(%0,90) = (20 + rNo1,%o) and

(1,91) = (21 + V(r)N11,y1 + V(r)Ni2)

for sufficiently small r. As indicated in [IT, 13} 2I] function V(r) is called a transition
map and it is characterized by the following lemma, which is proved in [6].
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Figure 5: transition map V(r)

Lemma 2.3. V(r) is C*™ and if

0
9(zo,y0) =0, 8—g(ﬂfoyyo) #0,

then
V(r)=Ver?+0 (r?),
where
Oy 1 TOf (v (s,20,50)) , 99 (v (s,20,90))
Vo = %(:Eo,yo)ZTAl exp {/0 D + 9y dsy #0
and

Ax s=det ((f(z0,50): 9(a0,30)) T, N1

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

In this section, with those lemmas given in last section we give a proof for our main result.

Proof of Theorem [1.1l(a). We begin with the case that LI of type S-I. For the lower
subsystem of (2.2]), it is not difficult to obtain that m is odd. Thus, we need only to
consider two cases: odd m > 5 and m = 3, and split the proof into three steps.

Step 1. Analyze the perturbation of the upper subsystem via transition maps. Consider
the upper subsystem of transition system (2:2). Take a point (a,b) in LI satisfying
g (a,b) # 0, a >0 and three sectors

S1:={(z,0): z € (—¢0]}, So:={(z,0): z€0,6)}, S3:={(x,0): z€ (a—¢€,a+¢€)}

for 0 < € < 1 as shown in Figure 6l Let 37 (¢,20,y0) := (?f’(t,:no,yo),ﬁ;(t,xo,yo))T
denote the solution of the upper subsystem of ([2.2)) with initial value (xg,yo). Thus, there
exists T} > 0 and Ty < 0 such that 3+ (73,0,0) = 37 (71%,0,0) = (a,b)". For any point
(z1,0) € S1, we obtain that orbit 31 (¢, z1,0) intersects So and S3 at (x2,0) and (x3,b)
respectively, which means that we can define transition maps V" (z1), V5" (22) via the
orbits from S to Ss3, from Sy to S3, respectively. By Lemma 23] there exists VlJQr > (0 and
Vyb > 0 such that

Vit(z1) = a+ Viha? + 0(x}), V' (22) = a+ Vohal + O(a3).



Figure 6: sectors S1, 5%, 53

Thus, when V" (z1) = V," (z2), we get

Jral _ Vo + Ola2) (3.1)
|2 Vit + O(x1)
for any sufficiently small x5 # 0 and
‘/2—5 1 I 8f (/7 (87$07y0)) ag (7 (87$07y0))
122 _Z d 1.
\/ Vb P { 2 /T2 Ox + Oy o
Step 2. Consider the case that m > 5. In such case, we take
Ai=(@—=1), i=1,...m (3.2)

for 0 < § < 1 such that all (\;,0) € Sy and then orbits 4T (¢, \;,0) ,i = 2,...,m intersect
sector S1 at points (A;,0) respectively for backward direction. For simplification, we
rewrite points (A;,,0), ..., (A5 ,0), (A1,0), ..., (A, 0) as (4,,0),n = 1, ..., 2m—1 respectively.
Further, it is not difficult to obtain that points (4,,0) € X, for n = 1,...,mm — 1, points
(A,,0) are invisible tangent points for n = m,m + 2,...,2m — 1 and points (4,,0) are
visible tangent points for n = m+1, m+3,...,2m — 2. Moreover, by (3.I]) there exist some
M, >0,n=1,2,....,m — 1 such that

—+
|Ay| = Vap j_‘ O(A2m—n)A2m_n = M,}. (3.3)
Viz + 0(4n)

Then for n = 2,4, ...,m— 1, we take sectors S(Ay) := {(An,y) : y € (—1,1)} and consider
functions y = ©,(x) satisfying the Cauchy problems respectively

dy _ ¢, y) [TiZy (& — Ai)
dx [ (@,y)

, y(A4r) = =" (14 nd) := C,.
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For all x € [Ay, Agpy—1], we obtain

Ou(w) = 0, (A1) + [ L2 (8”1(}11(8 A g

Ay (37 n 3))
_ _sm n P(0n, On (o ))Hz 1(Jn_)\i)
= —6™(1 +nd) + (x — Ay) (om0 (Un)) -
_ _gm Al (070, On S ‘
= —6"(1 4+ nd) + 6™ (z —I-M)f (070,00 };[10 —i—1)

— _5m + O (5m+1)
<0
for sufficiently small 6 > 0, where z* = z/§ € [-M,m—1], 0, € (A1,z) and 0} = 0, /0 €

[~ M, z*]. Further, for each n € {2,4,...,m — 1} orbit 77 (¢, A1, C},) intersects with sectors
S(A) ={(4,y): ye (—1,1)},l=2,4,....m — 1 at points (A4;, O,(A;)) respectively.

Then we take d = m — 1 and
k; = A, fori=1,...,.2m — 1,
kivod+1 = Omi1-2i(Az;), fori=1,..,(m—1)/2,
kivogi1 = O2i—m+1(Ag;), fori=(m+1)/2,...m—1

in ¢(x,k). By (23) in Lemma 2.2] system (I.4]) with o = 0 has a grazing loop connecting
origin O (denoted by L9%(A,,)) and (m — 1)/2 critical loops connecting (A,,0),n =
m+1,m+3...,2m — 2 (denoted by L*(A,,)) respectively as shown in Figure [7] for m = 5.
Location of all loops satisfies

LI Ap) = L(Apy1) = ... = L(Agy_s), (3.5)

where L9"%(A,,) — L (Ap,41) means that LI"(A,,) lies in the region surrounded by
Lcri(Am-l—l)'

Figure 7: critical loops for m =5

Then we perturb grazing loop L9"%(A,,) and those critical loops L“*(A,) to obtain
bifurcating L., Ls for three cases

(C1) £=0, (C2) £ = (m —1)/2, (C3) 1 <0< (m—3)/2.

For case (C1), as indicated in [6], for any n € {m + 1,m + 3,...,2m — 2} loop L"%(4,,) is
stable, i.e., there exists point (P,,0) satisfying 0 < A,, — P, < 1 such that orbit starting

11



from it returns to ¥ at (P, 0) which satisfies
Py > Pn. (3.6)
We keep k;,i =1,...,2m — 1 and k;194+1,7 = 1,...,(m — 1) /2 fixed and take
Fitadsr = Onicmet(Asi) +aj, ji=i—(m—1)/2, i=(m+1)/2,...,m—1

for sufficiently small a; > 0. Further, inequalities (B.G]) still hold and by Lemma 2.2]
for any n € {m + 1,m + 3,...,2m — 2} orbit starting from (A,,0) returns to ¥ at (A4%,0)
which satisfies

Ay < Ay, (3.7)

Thus there is at least one bifurcating L. in a small neighborhood of L% (A4,,), i.e., at least
(m — 1)/2 bifurcating L. appear. Then it is proved by [15] that there exists sufficiently
small @ # 0 and Ay # 0 such that there is one unstable bifurcating L. (denoted by LY)
and one stable bifurcating L. (denoted by L) in a small neighborhood of grazing loop
L97%(A,,). Meanwhile, inequalities ([B.6]) and (B.7)) still hold, which implies that there are
at least 24 (m —1)/2 = (m + 3)/2 bifurcating L.. Let L? denote the L. bifurcating from
loop L™ (A,,) and by (3.5), we obtain

LY < L% — LM |« [2m72 (3.8)

Since L! is stable and (B.6) holds for n = m + 1, there is at least one bifurcating L. in
the region surrounded by L% and L™*!. On the other hand, orbit starting from (A,,,0)
intersects ¥ at (A, ,0) for backward direction and then there exists (Qy,,0) satisfying
0 < 9, — A, < 1such that orbit starting from it returns to ¥ at (Q},0) which satisfies

Q< Q. (3.9)

Further by (3.0) and (8.9)), there is at least one bifurcating L. in the region surrounded by
L and L"*2 for any n € {m + 1,...,2m — 4}, i.e., there are another (m — 1)/2 bifurcating
L. besides the (m + 3)/2 bifurcating L. in ([3.8). Therefore, there are at least (m+3)/2+
(m —1)/2 =m+ 1 bifurcating L. and no bifurcating L.

For case (C2), we keep k;,i = 1,...,2m — 1 and k;jio0441,7 = 1,...,(m — 1)/2 fixed and
take

Kivoar1 = O2i—my1(A2i) —aj, ji=i—(m—1)/2, i=(m+1)/2,..,m—1

for sufficiently small a; > 0. Further, it is proved by Lemma that for any n €
{m+1,m+3,...,2m — 2} loop L"*(A,) breaks and orbit starting from (4,,0) returns to
¥ at (A%,0) which satisfies

Al > A, (3.10)

Further, it is not difficult to obtain (A}, 0) € X and the first component of sliding vector
field X4(x,0) in (2)) satisfies
f+(A:L7 0)9_ (A;):w O) — f_ (A:w O)g+(A7’<L= 0)
g_(A;I’(L? O) - g+(A:L7 O)

<0,
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which implies that such orbit returns to (A4,,0) along the sliding region, i.e., there is one
bifurcating L in a small neighborhood of L(A,) (denoted by L?). Then it is proved by
a similar way that there exists sufficiently small o # 0 and Ay # 0 such that corresponding
LY, L appear, all the (m — 1)/2 bifurcating L? remain and

LY s L5 s LM oy oy [2m2 (3.11)

Further, there is at least one bifurcating L. in the region surrounded by L% and L™+!
because Lf is stable and (BI0) holds for n = m + 1. Then by inequalities (3.9) and
(BI0)), there is at least one bifurcating L. in the region surrounded by L? and L?*? for
any n € {m+1,...,2m — 4}, i.e., there are another (m — 1)/2 bifurcating L. besides the 2
bifurcating L. in (B.I1]). Therefore, there are at least 2+ (m—1)/2 = (m+3)/2 bifurcating
L. and exactly (m — 1)/2 bifurcating Ls.

For case (C3), it can be proved by a similar way that there exists k and « such that
there are at least (m + 3)/2 — ¢ bifurcating L. and exactly ¢ bifurcating L, which satisfy

LY s LS« LM oy ey [Pmm2022 o 2me20 oy [2m720 (3.12)

Further, by analysis in case (C1) there is at least (m —2¢—1)/2 bifurcating L. in the region

surrounded by Lf and L2™~2=2. On the other hand, there is at least £ — 1 bifurcating L.

2m—24 2m—2
Ls Ls

in the region surrounded by and via analysis in case (C2). Then there is at
least one bifurcating L. in the region surrounded by Lz(m—e—n and Li(m‘” via (B.7) and
B29). It is not hard to check that there are at least (m —20—1)/24+¢—14+1=(m—1)/2
bifurcating L. besides the (m + 3)/2 — ¢ bifurcating L. in [B.12)). Therefore, there are at
least (m —1)/2 + (m+3)/2 — ¢ =m+ 1 — ¢ bifurcating L. and exactly ¢ bifurcating L.

In three cases above, it is not hard to check that there exist some constants 3, > 0
such that
ki — kiv1| = [Ai — Ajpa| = Bnd, i=1,...,2m — 1

by B2), B3) and kjp9441 = O(6™) = o(6*), i = 1,...,m — 1 by ([B.4), which implies that
Lemma [2.1] holds. Therefore, analysis is under the framework of bifurcation.

Step 3. Consider the case that m = 3. We take A3 = 0 and \; < Ay < 0 for the lower
subsystem of (2.4]). Clearly, points (A1,0) and (0,0) are visible tangent points and (A2, 0)
is an invisible tangent point. Further, orbit 7~ (¢, A2, 0) intersects X at (Py,0) for forward
direction and at (P,0) for backward direction. Then orbit T (¢, P2, 0) intersects X at
(P;",0) for backward direction. Meanwhile, orbit 7~ (¢,p1,0) satisfying that Ay < p; < 0
or p1 < Py intersects ¥ at (po,0) for backward direction. Then orbit T (¢, p2,0) intersects
¥ at (pg,0) for backward direction.

In order to investigate relationships between these points, we consider the following
Cauchy Problem

dy  ¢(z,y) _
A~ T (x,y) (z = A)(z — Ag), y(p1) = 0.
Let ©(z) be the solution and take A\; = —r10, Ao = —0, p1 = —r2d, we obtain

_ [ 4(s,0(s)) 8N (s 4 8)sds —
@(pz)—/_m f‘(s,@(s))( +710)(s + 6)sds = 0.
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By taking derivatives with respect of § for both sides, we get

, _ 182 = 12 = r)RCr0)8" 4 7,5 Bls)(s(s +1ad) Fmasls +0)ds o
P = raR(p2)pa(p2 +0) (b2 + 110) -

where

¢(z,0(x))
f(z,0(x))
Then by taking 6 — 0 for both sides of ([B.I3]), we obtain

R(z) =

k2 (ro)h(k(ro)ra) = h(rs), (3.14)

where
K(rg) == ph(0), h(s) :=3s® —4(1 +71)s + 671.

In order to investigate P 2, we take 7o = 1 and write (3.14) as
(k(1) — 1)?(362(1) +2(1 — 2r)r(1) +1 —2r) = 0. (3.15)

It is not hard to obtain that roots of (B.IH) are

2r1 — 1+ /412 + 2 — 2 21 — 1 — /4r2 +2r — 2
k(1) = 1 + 37"1-1- 1 . ha(1) = 1 ry +2r

3

3 "413,4(1) = 17

which implies that P; o = 12(1)(=8) + O(6?). Then it is not hard to obtain that there
exists some r] and d; such that

’Pl‘ B ‘P;_’ . 2ri — 1+ \/47‘%4-27‘1 —240(9) B ‘/2—"2_"_0(})2) >0
Py B 1-2r +\/4r]+2r —2+0(9) Vib +O(Ph)

for 11 = r} and § € (0,81), i.e., P, < P;". Then for such 7}, it is not hard to obtain that
|k(r2)] — 1 as rg — +o0 by analyzing (B14]) as ro — +o0. Further, there exists some 791
and do such that

Ipal Ip3| r20 Vah + O(p2)

= — <0
P2 D2 |k(12)|r2d 4+ O(62) Vib +O(p3)

for p; = —r910 and 6 € (0,62). To avoid unnecessary misunderstanding, we let pj; =
—r910 and p%’l denote corresponding p; and then obtain py; > p;l. On the other hand,
since |k(rg)| — 1 as r9 — 0, it can be proved by a similar way that there exists some ros
such that p1s := —r920 and corresponding pég satisfies that p1o > pga. Thus, there exists
Ty, 721,722 and dp = min{d1, d2} such that for r; = r} and 0 € (0,dp)

P < Py, P11 > Py, P12 > Day- (3.16)

Then it is proved in [I5] that there exists sufficiently small o # 0 and A3 # 0 such
that there are two bifurcating L. appearing in a neighborhood of grazing loop connecting
(0,0). Since variations of « and Az are sufficiently small, inequalities ([B.16) hold and
consequently, there are at least either another two bifurcating L. if P2Jr > )Xo or one
bifurcating Ls and another one bifurcating L. if Py~ < Ag. Then we take k = 0, i.e.,
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(a) 3 bifurcating L., 1 bifurcating L, (b) 4 bifurcating L.

Figure 8: bifurcating L. and Lg for m =3

¥(x,0) =0, in system (L.4)) and obtain that there are either at least three bifurcating L.
and exactly one bifurcating Ly as shown in Figure[Bl(a) or at least four bifurcating L. and
no bifurcating Ly as shown in Figure (b). The proof of Theorem [[.Ta) is finished for the
case that LI is of type S-1I.

Now we consider the other two types for L™ stated in Theorem [[.T}(a). For loop L{"™*
of type S-L, we split analysis into two cases: m > 4 and m = 2, which correspond to
similar analysis of m > 5 and m = 3 for type S-I respectively. For LY of type S-V, it is
not hard to find a suitable perturbation for the lower subsystem such that tangent point
O of multiplicity (1, m) breaks into a left tangent point O of multiplicity (1,m — 1) and a
visible tangent point of multiplicity (0,1). Thus, this L™ becomes a grazing loop of type
S-L connecting tangent point O of multiplicity (1, m — 1) and further bifurcation results
can be similarly obtained by analyzing the cases m > 5 and m = 3. Theorem [[LI}(a) is
proved. O

Proof of Theorem [I1l(b). For LI of type S-R, we split the analysis into two cases: m = 2
and m > 4 like before. In the case that m = 2, it is not hard to find a suitable perturbation
for the lower subsystem such that tangent point O of multiplicity (1,2) breaks into an
invisible tangent point O of multiplicity (1,1) and a visible tangent point of multiplicity
(0,1). Thus loop L™ becomes a grazing loop of type S-I connecting one invisible tangent
point O of multiplicity (1,1). Further, bifurcation results can be obtained by [15], i.e.,
there are at least either two bifurcating L. or one bifurcating L. and one bifurcating L.

In the case that m > 4, similarly to the analysis of type S-I we can take suitable
A and ¢(x, k) in system (22]) such that there exists a grazing loop connecting one VI
tangent point O of multiplicity (1,1) and m/2 critical loops, each of which connects a
visible tangent point of multiplicity (0,1). Location of all these 1+ m/2 loops is like (3.5))
and all m /2 critical loops are stable. Further, by the same method as in the analysis in the
proof of Theorem [[.T[(a) for type S-I, for each £ € {0,1,...,m/2} there exists o, X, ¢(x, k)
such that system (4] has at least m + 2 — ¢ bifurcating L. and exactly ¢ bifurcating L.
Theorem [[I(b) is proved. O
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4 Conclusions and method discussions

In this paper, we establish a relationship between ., 55 (the numbers of bifurcating cross-
ing limit cycle L. and sliding loop L) and multiplicity m, visibility of the tangent point
on the grazing loop L{"", i.e., Theorem [LI For L™ connecting one VI or VV tangent
point, Theorem [[T] generalizes previous results given in [I5] [I7] for multiplicity m from
m =1 to general m, i.e., inequalities (I5]) and (L8] hold for m > 1. For L™ connecting
one VL or VR tangent point, there is no corresponding results in previous publications
and thus, Theorem [I.1] is new.

By the idea of Poincaré, the method to investigate 5. and [, is defining a return map
and then analyzing its fixed points. Naturally, finding more bifurcating L. and L is
changed into finding more fixed points as in [I5] [I7] for m = 1. Thus, it is very important
to find an appropriate domain of the return map for perturbation systems and to find fixed
points as more as possible. However, in the case that 2 < m < 3, a transition map can be
defined under perturbations as in section 2 but can not be analyzed via Lemma 23] which
leads to a great difficulty in analyzing fixed points of the return map. The main reason
is that Lemma relies on a segment of a known orbit but dynamical behaviors of near
orbits are unknown under perturbations. In the case that m > 4, it is proved in [6] that
the bifurcations of a tangent point become extremely complicated as its multiplicity m
increasing. In details, tangent point O may break into several bifurcating tangent points
with low multiplicities, implying that an orbit may be tangent with X for several times.
In other words, for any near orbit it is difficult to figure out the intersections between such
orbit and ¥ under perturbations, i.e., the domain of the return map is unclear. Therefore,
there are essential difficulties in the analysis of m > 2 compared with m = 1.

To overcome the above difficulties, we construct parameter o € R to control inter-
sections between the limit cycle of the upper subsystem and Y, and construct parameter
A € R™ to control locations and multiplicities of bifurcating tangent points. In the case
that m > 4, function ¢ (x, k) is defined to control intersections between ¥ and tangent
orbits. Further, dynamical behaviors with respect to return are clear under suitable per-
turbations. Results (I.6) and (7)) are obtained via constructing different ¢(x, k). In the
case that 2 < m < 3, by Lemma 2] function v (z, k) is restricted to be zero function to
ensure that (I4]) is a small perturbation of (L3]). This restriction leads to that we have to
find the information of the transition map for the lower subsystem but, the information
can not be obtained by Lemma [2.3] because of the lack of one known orbit of the lower
subsystem. In our method, we unfold the lower subsystem along some specific curves in
the parameter space, which helps give the information of the transition map and then the
dynamical behaviors with respect to return.

We have to remark that system (L3]) is a specific piecewise-smooth system having a
tangent point of multiplicity (1,m) because g~ (x,y) is restricted to be ¢(x,y)z™. This
restriction helps us analyze the perturbation system (4] and construct ¢(x, k) to obtain
bifurcating L. and Ls. However, for general g~ (x,y) our method in this paper is invalid
and it is under our futural consideration.
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