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NON-EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN THE MELNIKOV AND THE
AVERAGING METHODS FOR NONSMOOTH DIFFERENTIAL
SYSTEMS

ZHIFEI GUO! AND JAUME LLIBRE?

ABSTRACT. It is known that for smooth differential systems in the plane R? the
Melnikov and the averaging methods for studying the limit cycles produce the
same results. Here we prove that this is not the case for nonsmooth differential
systems in the plane.

More precisely, we prove that the linear center ¢ = y, y = —x, can pro-
duce at most 5 limit cycles using the first order averaged function and also
produce at most 5 limit cycles using the second order averaged function, when
it is perturbed by a discontinuous piecewise differential systems of two pieces
separated by the cubic curve y = 23, and having in each piece a quadratic
polynomial differential system. While using the Melnikov method up to order
two these discontinuous piecewise differential systems already produce 7 limit
cycles having in each piece a linear polynomial differential system.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

In the past few decades, nonsmooth differential systems with discontinuous right-
hand sides have received a lot of attentions because they play a crucial role in differ-
ent fields, such as control systems, economy, electrical circuits and mechanics (see
the books [3, 29] and the survey [27]). The vector fields at each point of the phase
space are unique for a smooth differential system. A nonsmooth differential system
with discontinuous right-hand sides is multivalued in its discontinuous boundary.
For a nonsmooth differential system we use the Filippov’s convention to define the
vector fields at points of its discontinuous boundary (see [11]).

In recent years many authors focus on the number of limit cycles or the cyclicity
of the Hopf bifurcation for a nonsmooth differential system (see [8-10, 16, 23, 25]).
The method of averaging and the Melnikov method are two classical and mature
tools to study the dynamics of nonlinear differential systems (see [5, 12, 21, 28]
for smooth differential systems and [13, 15, 20, 22, 30] for nonsmooth differential
systems).

It is well-known that planar smooth linear differential systems may have periodic
orbits but no limit cycles. A planar polynomial differential system having a linear
center is equivalent to the linear system (#,9)? = (y, —z)T. The linear differential
system perturbed by discontinuous piecewise polynomials of two zones Y = R2\ %,
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where ¥ is the switching boundary, takes the form

(1) (x) _ ( Y+ S e fE ()

y -z + Z;’;leigii (z,y)

) if (z,y) € X1,

where f* and g (i = 1,...,m) are real polynomials. The perturbed system (1)
can have limit cycles even if fijE and gilL ( = 1,...,m) are real polynomials of
degree 1.

Attentions were made to investigate limit cycles of system (1) using the method of
averaging or the Melnikov method (see [1, 2, 6, 7, 19, 20, 24]). When the switching
boundary ¥ is the z-axis, i.e. ¥ = {y = 0}, Buzzi, Pessoa and Torregrosa [6]
used the Melnikov functions up to order 7 to prove that system (1) with linear
perturbations has at most 3 limit cycles. For the same switching boundary ¥ as
[6], Llibre and Tang [24] applied the method of averaging up to order 5 to obtain
that system (1) has at most 8 crossing limit cycles for quadratic perturbations and
13 crossing limit cycles for cubic perturbations, respectively.

When the switching boundary ¥ = 3, is nonregular, for example, ¥ is the
nonnegative z-axis and the ray x = ycot @ with « € (0,7) and y > 0, Cardin and
Torregrosa [7] used the Melnikov functions up to order 6 to obtain that system
(1) with linear perturbations has at most 5 limit cycles. Moreover they proved
again using the Melnikov functions up to order 6 that the maximum number of
crossing limit cycles is 2 for discontinuous piecewise linear Liénard system (1),
where g1 = 0 and fi are only functions of z. Later on Li and Llibre [19] used
the averaging method up to any order, which was developed in [17], to provide an
upper bound for the maximum number of limit cycles of system (1).

Recently, Llibre, Mereu and Novaes [20] discussed crossing limit cycles of system
(1) with quadratic perturbations for the nonlinear switching boundary ¥ = {y =
22}, and obtained that the maximum number of crossing limit cycles is 6 using the
method of averaging up to order 2. Bastos, Buzzi, Llibre and Novaes [2] proved that
the maximum number of limit cycles is 7 for system (1) with linear perturbations
and ¥ = {y = 23} using the Melnikov functions up to order 2. This last result
together with our results will prove that the Melnikov and the averaging methods
do not produce the same result on the number of limit cycles when the differential
systems are nonsmooth. Later on Andrade, Cespedes, Cruz and Novaes [1] con-
sidered the case ¥ = {y = 2™} for system (1) with linear perturbations using the
higher order Melnikov methods, and obtained that H(2) > 4, H(3) > 8,H(n) > 7,
for n > 4 even, and H(n) > 9, for n > 5 odd, where H(n) denotes an upper bound
of the maximum number of limit cycles for system (1) with linear perturbations
and ¥ = {y = z"}.

In this paper stimulated by the references [2, 20], we use the method of averaging
to investigate the number of crossing limit cycles for system (1) in the case that
¥ = {y = 2®} but with perturbations of order two in a small parameter ¢, i.e. the



following system

( y+edi(z,y) + 2 Ax(x,y)

& —x +eBy(z,y) + &2 Ba(z, y)> ifh(z,y) 20,
@) (3) - (

y+eCyi(x,y) +2Co(z,y)

if h(x,y) <0,
—.’L’+6D1($,y) +€2D2(x7y)> ( y)

where h(z,y) =y — 2 and for i = 1,2,

2 2
Al(.%',y) = Z a/ijk‘xjyk7 Bl('%.»y) = Z bijk$jyk7

j+k=0 j+k=0
2 2
Ci(z,y) == Z cijraly", Di(z,y) == Z dijealy”.
j+k=0 j+k=0

Let Q1 be the set of the following conditions

a110 = —bio1 — c110 — d101, @120 = C120,
(3) ai11 = 3ai00 — bi20 — 3c100 + 111 + di20,
a102 = —b111 + c102 +di11,  bioo = dioo,  b102 = dio2,

and Qs the set of the following conditions

@100 = @120 = b1oo = b1o2 = €100 = €110 = C120 = d100 = d101 = d102 = 0,
(4) a2 = —bi11, @110 = —bio1, @111 = —bi2, ci01 = —di1o,
c111 = —di20, Cioz = —di11,

where Q5 is a subset of Q;. Our main results are the following.

Theorem 1. For |e| sufficiently small system (2) using the averaging theory of
first order has at most 5 crossing limit cycles when the condition Q1 does not hold.
Moreover we can choose parameters aiji,biji, Ciji and diji such that system (2)
has exactly 0,1,2,3,4 or 5 limit cycles.

Theorem 2. For |e| sufficiently small system (2) using the averaging theory of sec-
ond order has at most 5 crossing limit cycles when the condition Qo holds. Moreover
we can choose parameters a;ji, bijk, Ciji and diji such that system (2) has exactly
0,1,2,3,4 or 5 limit cycles.

Theorems 1 and 2 are proven in Section 3.

In this paper we study the maximum number of crossing limit cycles for system
(2) using the method of averaging up to order 2. We prove that system (2) produces
at most 5 crossing limit cycles using the first order averaging theory. Here the
second order averaging theory produces the same result as the first order averaging
theory. However, Bastos, Buzzi, Llibre and Novaes [2] using the Melnikov functions
up to order 2 proved that system (1) with linear perturbations and ¥ = {y = 23}
has at most 7 limit cycles. Their results together with our results show that the
Melnikov and the averaging methods do not produce the same result on the number
of limit cycles when the differential systems are nonsmooth, while the number of
limit cycles obtained by these two methods coincide for smooth systems (see [14]).
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In order to prove our results we state some necessary elements. Let A and D be
open subsets of S' x R? and S! = R/T be the circle with period 7. We denote the
characteristic function by xa(t,z) = 1 (resp. 0) if (¢,z) € A (resp. ¢ A). Given
the following discontinuous piecewise differential system

(5) i =eFy(t,x) + 2 Fa(t,x) + *R(t, z,€),

where F; := %L, x5, (t,x)F/(t,x) fori = 1,2, R := Ejj\ilxgj(t,x)Rg(t,x,a), and
F):S'xD —R% R S'x D x(—eg,60) = REwitheg >0,i=1,2,j=1,..., M,
are all continuous functions and are all T-periodic in the variable ¢. From [20] the
averaged functions of orders 1 and 2 for system (5) are

6)  filz) = /OT Fi(t, 2)dt, fa(z) = /OT <8F19(;’Z)y1 (t,z) + Fg(t72)> dt,

t
respectively, where y (¢, 2) = / Fi(s, z)ds.
0

A point p € 3 is called a generic point of discontinuity if there exists a neigh-
borhood U of p such that S, =UNXisa C* embedded hypersurface.

The crossing hypothesis (HC) given in [20] for system (5) is

ere exists an open bounded se C D such that for each z € C the

HC) Th ist bounded set C' C D such that f h C th
curve {(t,z) : t € S'} reaches transversally the set ¥ and only at generic
points of discontinuity.

In what follows we state the averaging theory for computing periodic orbits up to
order one and two for discontinuous piecewise differential systems that we need for
studying system (5), where the notation dg(f;,U,0) (i = 1,2) denote the Brouwer
degree of the function f; in the neighborhood U of zero (see [4] or the Appendix A
of [20]).

Theorem 3 ([20, Theorem Al). In addition to the crossing hypothesis (HC) assume
the following conditions. _ '
(Hal) Fori=1,2 and j = 1,2,..., M, the continuous functions F? and R} are
locally Lipschitz with respect to x, and T-periodic with respect to the time
t. Furthermore, for j =1,2,..., M, the boundaries of S; are piecewise ck
embedded hypersurfaces with k > 1.
(Ha2) For a* € C with f1(a*) =0, there exists a neighborhood U C C' of a* such
that f1(z) # 0 for all z € U\{a*} and dp(f1,U,0) # 0.
Then for |e| # 0 sufficiently small, there exists a T-periodic solution x(t,e) of
system (5) such that ©(0,e) — a* ase — 0.

Theorem 4 ([20, Theorem B]). Suppose that f1(z) = 0. In addition to the crossing
hypothesis (HC) assume the following conditions.

(Hb1) For j =1,2,..., M, the functions Ff(t7 -) are of class C* for all t € R; for
i =1,2,..., M, the functions Dfo,FQj and R are locally Lipschitz with
respect to x. Furthermore, for j = 1,2,..., M, the boundaries of S; are
piecewise C* embedded hypersurfaces with k > 1.



(Hb2) If (t,2) € ¥ then (0,y1(t,2)) € Ty, 2.
(Hb3) For a* € C with fa(a*) = 0, there exists a neighborhood U C C' of a* such
that f2(2) # 0 for all z € U\{a*} and dg(fa,U,0) # 0.
Then for |e| # 0 sufficiently small, there exists a T-periodic solution z(t,e) of
system (5) such that £(0,e) = a* as e — 0.

It is known that if a function f is C' then it is sufficient to check that the
determinant of the Jacobian matrix D(f) is non-zero in order to have that the
Brouwer degree dp(f,U,0) # 0, for more details see [26].

Besides we also resort to the ECT-system that we shall use in the proof of our
results. Let I denote a proper real interval of R. An ordered set of complex-
valued functions F = (fo, f1,..., fn) defined on I is called an Extended Chebyshev
system or ET-system on I if and only if any nontrivial linear combination of f; (i =
0,1,...,n) has at most n zeros counting multiplicities. Furthermore F' becomes an
Extended Complete Chebyshev system or an ECT-system on [ if and only if for any
0<k<mn,(fo, f1, -, [r)is an ET-system. We can see the monograph [18] for more
details. The set F' is an ECT-system on [ if and only if W (fo, f1,..., fx)(t) # 0 on
I for 0 < k < n, where W(fo, f1,--., fx)(t) denotes the Wronskian of the functions
(fo, f1,- .., fr) with respect to t, i.e.

fo®) A1) - ful(d)
fo®)  A®) - fi®)

W (fo, f1,---, fu)(t) = : : :
e e - B

3. PROOFS OF THEOREMS 1 AND 2

Proof of Theorem 1. In the polar coordinates x = rcosf and x = rsinf
system (2) takes the form
e(Ay(z,y) cosf + By (z,y)sinb)
+e2(Az(z,y) cos b + By(x,y) sinb),
—1+¢&(Bi(x,y) cos — Ay (z,y)sinb) /r
T +e2(Bz(w,y) cos ) — Ay (z,y)sinb) /r
(7)
e(Ci(z,y) cosf + Dy(z,y) sinb)
+e2 (02(1', y) cos + Da(x,y) sin 9) ,
-1+ E(Dl(:n, y)cos — Ci(z,y) sin@)/r
+e2(Da(z,y) cos§ — Co(x,y) sinb) /r

if h(0,r) >0,

if h(0,7) <0,

where & = rcosf, y = rsin and h(f,r) := rsin @ — r3 cos . Taking 6 as the new
time variable and expanding it as a power series of ¢, system (7) is equivalent to
the following

o {P(e, )= ePy(0,7) + 2 Py(0,7) + O(e3) if h(0,7) > 0,

®) QO,7) :=Q1(0,7) + £2Q2(0,7) + O(?) if h(6,r) <0,
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where now 7 denotes the derivative with respect to the variable 6, Q;(0,r) :=
Pi(0,7)]a;;n=cijn, biju=diy fori=1,2,5,k=0,1,2,0<j+k <2, and

Py(0,7) := — a120r% cos® @ — (1% (a111 + bi2g) sin @ + a1107) cos? 0
- (7’2(@102 + b111) sin® 0 + r(a101 + bi10) siné + aigo) cos @
— byoar? sin® 6 — bygyr sin? 6 — bygo sin 0,

P2(0, ’I") = {—a120b120T4 COS6 9 — (r4(a111b120 — a%QO + a120b111 + 6%20) sin 9
+ 7% (a110b120 + @120b110 + a220)) cos® O — (r*(aro2b120 — 2a111a120
+ a111b111 + a120b102 — @120b120 + 2b111b120) sin® 0 + 7"3((11015120
— 2a110a120 + a110b111 + a111b110 + @120b101 + 2b110b120 + @211
+ bago) sin 6 + 1* (a100b120 + a110b110 + a120b100 + A210)) cos” 0
+ (r4(2a102a120 — a102b111 + a%u —a111b102 + a111b120 + a120b111
— 2b102b120 — b%u) sin® + 7"3(200101@120 —a1o1b111 — a102b110
+ 2a1100111 — a110b102 + G110b120 — @111b101 + A120b110 — 2b101b120
— 2b110b111 — @202 — G220 — bo11) sin® @ + 12 (2a100a120 — a100b111
— a101b110 + 319 — a110b101 — @111b100 — 2b100b120 — bi19 — G201
— ba1g) sinf — r(aioobiio + a110bi00 + a200)) cos® 0 + (1 (2a102a111
— a102b102 + @102b120 + a111b111 + a120b102 — 2b102b111) sin* 0
+13(2a101a111 — @101b102 + a101b120 + 2a102a110 — @102b101 + a110b111
+ ar11biio + a120b101 — 2b101b111 — 2b102b110 — @211 — ooz — bazg) sin® 0
+ 7"2(26!100a111 — a100b102 + a100b120 + 2a101a110 — @101b101 — @1020100
+ a110b110 + @120b100 — 2b100b111 — 2b101b110 — G210 — 5201) sin” @
+ r(2a100@110 — @100b101 — 1010100 — 2b100D110 — b200) Sin O
— b1oo@100) 08 0 + (1*(a2ge + a102b111 + 1110102 — b3gy) sin® O
+13(2a101a102 + a101b111 + a102b110 + @110b102 + @111b101 — 2b101b102
— 202 — bar1) sin® 0 + 7% (2a100a102 + a100b111 + atgy + ao1biio
+ a110b101 + a111b100 — 2b100b102 — b1 — @201 — b210) sin® 0
+ 7(2a100a101 + @100b110 + a110b100 — 2b100b101 — @200) SIN* O
+ (aloo — bloo)(aloo + blOO) sin 0) COSs 9 + a102b102r4 sin6 0
+ 1% (a101b102 + a102b101 — b2o2) sin® @ + 7% (a100b102 + a101b101
+ a102b100 — bao1) sin® @ + 7(a100b101 + a101b100 — b200) sin® &

-+ a100b100 sin® 0} /r.

We write

ritd=mn/2or —rif § =37/2,
h(0,7) =rsing —r’cos® 6 = (tan® 0 + tan 6 — r?) r cos 6
1+ tan? 6

if 0 # /2, 3r/2.
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Solving h(#,r) = 0 (i.e. tan®f+tand—7r2 = 0) yields § = 6 (r) or 6 = 0,(r), where
0, € [0,7/2) and

0o : =01 +m, 61 :=arctan(w(r)),

(9) 3 r2 /r4 rt 1

Then the discontinuous set of system (8) is given by :f] = {(61(r),r) : 7 > 0} U
{(@2(r),r) : r > 0}. Moreover one can check that h(r,6) > 0 (resp. < 0) if
6 € (01,02) (resp. 8 € [0,6,) U (02, 27]). Computation shows that

(VRO (r).7), (1, PO:(),1)) ) (TR (). 7), (1, Q(6: (1), 7))

~ r?Bwr? + w? 4 1)?
(@ + 1)

(Vh(O:(r), 7). (1, P(Ox(r), 7)) ) (Vh(0(r).7), (1,Q0a(r). 7))

~ r?Bwr? + w? 4 1)?
(@ +1)°

Hence the hypothesis (HC) below (6) holds for system (8). From (6) the averaged
function of order 1 is

2m dr
nn=[ 4

61 27

02
- Ql(e,r)d9+/ PO, + [ Qi(6,r)do
0 01 02

+0() >0

+0() >0

do
e=0

= — {—4(2a120 + b111 + a102 — 2120 — c102 — d111)r°@®
+ 12(b102 — dio2)r*@® — 12(a120 — c120)7%@ + 4(a111 + bi2o + 2b102
— c111 — di2o — 2d102)r* + 3m(a110 + bro1 + cr10 + dion ) (w? + 1)%%r
— 12(a100 — ¢100)@° + 12(b1oo — d100)@” — 12(a100 — C100)@
+12(b1oo — daoo) }/{6(z2* + 1)*/?},
where 6; (i = 1,2) are given in (9). Introducing new variable u = \/w(r) =

r— (1/2)r% + (11/8)r + O(|r|*?), equivalently r = uv/1+u* = u + (1/2)u® —
(1/8)u® + O(Jul'®) we reduce f1(r) to

k’l + kQU —+ ]{?31,62 —+ k4u4 + k5u5 —+ ]{6’&6 + k‘7u8

filw) = fi(r(u) = VIt ;

where k5 := ko and

ki := —12(b1oo — d100), ko := —=3m(c110 + d1o1 + a110 + b1o1),
ks := 4(3a100 — 3¢100 — 2b1o2 — a111 — bizo + 2d102 + di20 + c111),
kq :=12(a120 — c120), kg = —12(bro2 — dio2),

k7 := 4(a102 + 2a120 + b111 — 102 — 2¢120 — di11)-

Obviously the zeros of f; (u) are determined by its numerator, which is a polynomial
of degree at most 8. From Theorem 3 we know that every simple zero of fi(u) on
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the interval (0,+00) corresponds to a crossing limit cycle of system (2). We take
g1=1, goi=0% gs:=u, gr:=u’, g5 :=1u5, g :=u+u’.

One can compute the six Wronskians

Wi(g1) := 1, Walgr,g2) := 2u, Wsl(g1, 92, 93) := 16u”, Wa(g1, g2, g3, 94) := 768u°,

W5 (91, 92, 93, 94, g5) = 294912u'%, Wi (g1, 92, 93, 94, 95, g6 ) := 4423680u’(3u* + 7).

Note that none of the six Wronskians is zero for v > 0. It implies that the set
of functions {g1, g2, g3, 94, g5, g6 } is an ECT-system on the interval (0, 400). Then
f1(u) has at most 5 simple zeros on the interval (0, +00). Hence system (2) has at
most 5 crossing limit cycles bifurcated from the center annulus. Furthermore one
can compute that

0 0 0 0 =12 O
-3r 0 0 0 O 0
et O(ky, ko, k3, kg, ke, k7) ~ det 6o 0 -4 0 0 -8
d(a110, @120, @111, @102, b10o; b102) 0 120 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 -12
0 8 0 4 0 0
= 829447 # 0,

which implies that ki, ko, k3, k4, kg and k7 are linearly independent with respect to
allo,algo,a1117a1027b100 and b102. Thus we can choose parameters aijkabijk7cijk
and d;jr (1 = 1,2 and 0 < j 4+ k < 2) such that system (2) has exactly 0,1,2,3,4
or 5 crossing limit cycles. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.

_ Proof of Theorem 2. We compute the averaged function of order 2. Solving
f1(u) =0, equivalently k; = ... = ky = 0, yields the condition Q; given in (3). Let

D1 (r) == (VA(O:1(r), 1), (5,91 (01(r), 7)), Pa(r) := (VA(ba2(r),7), (5,91 (02(r), 7)),

where 0; (i =1,2) are given in (9) and

9 .
dr
y1(0,7) 12/0 £|(570):(07s@)d<‘0

with 7 in (8). Computations show that

By (r) = <Vh(61(r),r), (s 091 01t r)dt>>
(sin@; — 3r2 cos® 01)Wq(r)

= 3(37'3 sin 0y cos? 0, + r cos 01) +

12 ’
By(r) = <Vh(7r + 01,1, <s 091 Q1 (t,r)dt + /M] Pl(t,r)dt>>
(sin@; — 3r% cos® 1) (V1 (r) + Wa(r))
2

01
= —5(3r®sin ) cos® 01 + rcosfy) — 7 ,
where
Uy (r) := = 12d100 — 3(c101 + d110)7 — 12¢100 sin 01 + 3(c101 + d110)7 cos(261)

— 3(cr02 + 3c120 + di11)7? sin 0y + (c102 — c120 + di11)r? sin(36;)
— 6(0110 + d101)7’91 — 3(0110 — dl()l)’f‘ sin(201) =+ 12d100 COS 91



+ 3(c111 + 3dig2 + di2)r? cos b1 + (c111 — diog + dioo)r? cos(36,)
— 4(cr11 + 2d102 + dizo)r?,

Uy (r) := — 6m(a110 + bio1)7 + 24a100 8in 0y + 6(a1gz + 3a120 + bi11)r? sin b,
— 2(a102 — @120 + bi11)r?sin(3601) — 6(ai11 + 3bio2 + biog)r? cos by
— 2(a111 — b1o2 + b120)7? cos(360;) — 24b1gg cos ;.

In order to ensure that ®; = 0 if and only if s = 0, we need to eliminate ¥; for
i = 1,2, equivalently that all coefficients of ¥; are equal to zero, from which we
obtain

a100 = @120 = b10o = b102 = c100 = €110 = €120 = d100 = d101 = d102 = 0,
(10)  aioz = —b111, aio = —bio1, @111 = —bi2o,

cio1 = —di10, c111 = —di20, €102 = —di11-
Under (10) the assumption (Hb2) in Theorem 4 holds for system (8). Taking the

intersection between Q; and (10) yields the condition Qs given in (4), where Qs
is actually (10) because (10) is a subset of Q;. From (6) the averaged function of

order 2 is
0 - 5.
ar 1047
— d —— do
5:0/() 0¢ 1 (£,0)=(0,¢) w) * 2 D2 5—0}

27 82,,;
f(r) :/0 {(37‘85
(4
+/91 {6P1(9 r ( Q1(p,r d<p+/01 P1(<P,T)d§9> +P2(9,7“)}d9

61 ) 0 [
- {Qa()/ Q1(<p77')d99+622(9,7")}d9
223 0
+/ {an (6,r < Qi(p,r dw+/ Py(p,r)de + Q1(<p,r)d99>
62 01

02
+Q2(9 T }
Using the change u = (i.e. r = uy1+ u?) we reduce fo(r) to
k1 + kou? + ksu® + kgu® 4 ksud + kg (u 4 u®)

Fa(u) = fo(r(u)) =

6v1 + ut ’

where
k1 == 12(daoo — baoo),
kez 1= 4(3aseo — az11 — bio1b111 — ar01b120 — br1obi2o — 2b202 — bazo — Be200
+ co11 + 2d302 + da2o),
ks = 12(ag20 — b101b120 — €220), ky = —12(b101b111 + b202 — d202),
155 = 4(ag02 + 2a220 + a1010111 + b110b111 — b1o1b120 + b211 — €202 — 2¢220 — d211),
kg == —3m(az10 + bao1 + 210 + d201)-

Note that fo(u) has the same form as fi(u). Combining that {gi,...,gs} is an

ECT-system, which is proven in the proof of Theorem 1, we obtain fa(u) has at
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most 5 simple zeros. Furthermore one can compute the determinant

0 0 0 0 12 0
S 0 -3¢ 0 0 0 O
det O(k1, ko, k3, ka, ks, ko) Cget|2 0 0 0 0 8
O(az200, a210, G202, @220, d200, d202) 0 0 0 12 0 O
0 0 0O 0 0 12
0 0 4 8 0 O
= 2488327 £ 0,
implying that k; (i=1,...,6) are linearly independent. Hence there exist param-

eters a;jk, bijk, Ciji and dijr (i = 1,2 and 0 < j + k < 2) such that system (2) has
exactly 0,1,2,3,4 or 5 limit cycles. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.
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