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Abstract. We prove that oriented and standard shadowing properties are

equivalent for topological flows on closed surfaces with the nonwandering set
consisting of the finite number of critical elements (i.e., singularities or closed

orbits). Moreover, we prove that each isolated singularity of a topological flow

on a closed surface with the oriented shadowing property is either asymptoti-
cally stable, backward asymptotically stable, or admits a neighborhood which

splits into two or four hyperbolic sectors.

1. Introduction

In the qualitative study of dynamical systems, the shadowing property has been
a key property in the hyperbolic theory (see [9] or [12] for instance), which is useful
in the proof of the structural stability of hyperbolic systems. One of the highlights
of the studies on the relation between various shadowing properties and the struc-
tural stability or the Ω-stability is due to Pilyugin and Tikhomirov, who proved
that the Lipschitz shadowing property and the structural stability are equivalent
for C1 vector fields on a compact manifold [10]. The Lipschitz shadowing property
is stronger than the standard shadowing property, while there are several shad-
owing properties weaker than the standard one. Among them, we can find the
oriented shadowing property. This concerns only time-orientations of orbits, al-
lowing orientation preserving time-reparametrizations for true orbits in order to
shadow pseudotrajectories. It is an interesting problem to know when the oriented
shadowing property implies the standard one.

As a classical work, Komuro [6] proved the equivalence of oriented and standard
shadowing properties for topological flows on a compact metric space without sin-
gularities. Recently, this has been extended to those with finitely many Lyapunov
stable or backward Lyapunov stable singularities [8]. When the compact metric
space is changed to a closed surface, it is expected that a stronger property holds.
However, we have an important example by Tikhomirov [13] for which the equiva-
lence does not hold. The example is a C1 vector field on a four-dimensional closed
manifold, whose nonwandering set consists of finitely many singularities including
two hyperbolic saddles with index two. In this paper, we prove the equivalence for
topological flows on a closed surface whose nonwandering set consists of a finite
number of critical elements. Note that all hyperbolic singularities of saddle type
have index one here, so the situation that Tikhomirov constructed in his example
cannot occur in this case.
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2 SOGO MURAKAMI

First we introduce some notation. Let (M,dist) be a C0 closed surface with a
distance function on M . Take a topological flow φ on M (i.e., φ : R×M →M is a
continuous map satisfying φ(0, x) = x and φ(s+ t, x) = φ(s, φ(t, x)) for all s, t ∈ R
and x ∈M).

We say that ξ : R→M is a d-pseudotrajectory of φ if

dist
(
ξ(t+ s), φ(ξ(t), s)

)
< d

for all t ∈ R and s ∈ [0, 1]. Let Ps(d) be the set of all d-pseudotrajectories of φ.
Denote by Rep the set of all homeomorphisms from R to R which preserves the
orientation. For ε > 0, let

Rep(ε) =

{
f ∈ Rep;

∣∣∣∣f(a)− f(b)

a− b
− 1

∣∣∣∣ < ε,∀a, b ∈ R, a > b

}
.

We say that a topological flow φ has the standard shadowing property if for every
ε > 0 there exists d > 0 such that if ξ ∈ Ps(d) then

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t), x)

)
< ε, t ∈ R

for some x ∈ M and h ∈ Rep(ε). Denote the set of all topological flows with
the standard shadowing property by StSh(M). As a weaker form of shadowing
properties, we say that a topoligocal flow φ has the oriented shadowing property if
for every ε > 0 there exists d > 0 such that if ξ ∈ Ps(d) then

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t), x)

)
< ε, t ∈ R

for some x ∈ M and h ∈ Rep. Denote the set of all topological flows with the
oriented shadowing property by OrientSh(M). Singularities (i.e., fixed points for
topological flows) and closed orbits of φ are called critical elements. Let Sing(φ)
be the set of all singularities of φ, and let Crit(φ) be that of all critical elements
of φ, We say that a φ-invariant compact set K is asymptotically stable if for any
neighborhood V of K, there exists a neighborhood U of K such that

φ(t, x) ∈ V, t ≥ 0

and

φ(t, x)→ p, t→∞
for all x ∈ U . Similarly, a φ-invariant compact set K is said to be backward
asymptotically stable if for any neighborhood V of K, there exists a neighborhood
U of K such that

φ(t, x) ∈ V, t ≤ 0

and

φ(t, x)→ p, t→ −∞
for all x ∈ U . For r > 0 and x ∈M , let B(r, x) be an open ball centered at x with
radius r. Denote the α-limit set (resp. ω-limit set) of x by α(x) (resp. ω(x)), and
denote the nonwandering set of φ by Ω(φ).

Our first theorem is a classification result on singularities of φ ∈ OrientSh(M).
There are only four types of singularities, which are simple enough to understand
local dynamical behavior around singularities. A similar result can be found in [7]
but ours is more precise and based on the theory of sectors [5] that was not used
in [7]. So, we provide a full proof of it for completeness.
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(a) Asymptotically stable singularity. (b) Backward asymptotically stable sin-
gularity.

(c) Singularity with four hyperbolic sec-
tors.

(d) Singularity with two hyperbolic sec-
tors.

Figure 1. Four types of singularities in Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a C0 closed surface and let φ ∈ OrientSh(M) with p ∈
Sing(φ). Suppose that p has a neighborhood D homeomorphic to a closed disk in
R2 without containing any α-limit point or ω-limit point except p. Then one of the
following properties hold:

(a) p is asymptotically stable.
(b) p is backward asymptotically stable.
(c) D has an open dense subset consisting of four hyperbolic sectors associated

with ∂D.
(d) D has an open dense subset consisting of two hyperbolic sectors associated

with ∂D.

We give definitions of hyperbolic sectors in Section 2 (see also Figure 1). Using
Theorem 1.1, we prove the equivalence between oriented and standard shadowing
properties.

Theorem 1.2. Let M be a C0 closed surface, and let φ be a topological flow on
M . Suppose that the nonwandering set Ω(φ) consists of a finite number of critical
elements. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

• φ ∈ StSh(M).
• φ ∈ OrientSh(M).

It is trivial that StSh(M) ⊂ OrientSh(M). For the proof of Theorem 1.2, we
need to show that OrientSh(M) ⊂ StSh(M). The following corollary is immediate
from Theorem 1.2.
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Corollary 1.3. Let M be a smooth closed surface, and let φ be a C1 Axiom A flow
on M . Then the following conditions are equivalent:

• φ ∈ StSh(M).
• φ ∈ OrientSh(M).

In Section 2, several propositions and lemmas are given, which play important
roles in the proofs of the main theorems. In Section 3, Theorem 1.1 is proved. In
Section 4, we reduce Theorem 1.2 to a proposition, and introduce some notations
and lemmas. In Sections 5 and 6, the behavior of pseudotrajectories near critical
elements is investigated in order to prove Theorem 1.2. In Section 7, we finish the
proof of Theorem 1.2.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we give several lemmas and propositions that were proved else-
where, which are basic to the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. The first lemma is
essentially proved in [2].

Lemma 2.1 ([2]). Let x0 ∈M \ Sing(φ) and let U be a neighborhood of x0. Then
there exist a set S containing x0 and τ0 > 0 such that the map

ϕ : (−τ0, τ0)× S 3 (x, t) 7→ φ(x, t) ∈ U
is a homeomorphism onto its image that is an open neighborhood of x0.

Remark. The fact that Imϕ contains a neighborhood of x0 follows from an easy
additional argument of the proof of [2, Theorem 2.9], which is ommited here.

The following lemma is immediate from the Jordan-Schoenflies theorem [3].

Lemma 2.2 ([3]). Let C be a simple closed curve in R2. Then for all p /∈ C and
q ∈ C, there exists a continuous map i : [0, 1] → R2 such that i(0) = p, i(1) = q
and

i
(
[0, 1)

)
∩ C = ∅.

The following lemma is [14, Theorem 31.2, Theorem 31.5].

Lemma 2.3 ([14]). Let X be a Hausdorff topological space, and let G : [−1, 1]→ X
be a surjective continuous map with G(−1) 6= G(1). Then there exists an injective
continuous map j : [−1, 1]→ X such that j(−1) = G(−1) and j(1) = G(1).

Using these lemmas, we can prove the following proposition, which claims that
the flow box theorem is valid for topological flows on a closed surface. This fact has
been used in many papers (see [4] or [1] for instance), but as far as the author knows
the proof has not been given explicitly. We give a proof here for completeness.

Proposition 2.4. Let x0 ∈M \Sing(φ) and let U be a neighborhood of x0 disjoint
from the limit set of φ. Then there exist an embedded closed interval I with x0 and
τ0 > 0 such that the map

ψ : (−τ0, τ0)× I 3 (t, x) 7→ φ(t, x) ∈ U
is a homeomorphism onto its image that is a neighborhood of x0.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, there exist a set S with x0 and τ0 > 0 such that the
map

ϕ : (−τ0, τ0)× S 3 (t, x) 7→ φ(t, x) ∈M
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is a homeomorphism onto its image that is an open neighborhood of x0. Making
U smaller if necessary, we may assume that U is homeomorphic to an open disk in
R2 and U ⊂ Imϕ. Let C ⊂ U be a simple closed curve surrounding x0. Since U
and the limit set of φ are disjoint, we can take

t1 = sup{t < 0;φ(t, x0) ∈ C},
t2 = inf{t > 0;φ(t, x0) ∈ C}.

Set yi = φ(ti, x0) for i = 1, 2. Then C is divided into two subarcs C1 and C2 whose
end points are y1 and y2, and define another subarc with the same end points:

C0 = {φ(t, x0); t1 < t < t2}.
Let U1 and U2 be the interiors of the simple closed curves C0 t C1 and C0 t C2,
respectively. Applying Lemma 2.2 to C0 t C1 and C0 t C2, we have a continuous
map i : [−1, 1]→ U satisfying i(0) = x0, i(−1) ∈ U1, i(1) ∈ U2 and

i
(
[−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]

)
∩ (C0 t C) = ∅.

Define F : [−1, 1]→ S by

F (s) = pr2 ◦ ϕ−1(i(s))

for all s ∈ [−1, 1], where pr2 is the projection to the second component. Notice that
pr1 ◦ ϕ−1(x) → 0 as x → x0, where pr1 is the projection to the first component.
For sufficiently small η ∈ (0, 1), we have F (−η) ∈ U1, F (η) ∈ U2 and

F
(
[−η, 0) ∪ (0, η]

)
∩ (C0 t C) = ∅.

Define G : [−1, 1] → S by G(s) = F (ηs). Then apply Lemma 2.3 to G : [−1, 1] →
G([−1, 1]) in order to have an injective continuous map j : [−1, 1] → G([−1, 1])
such that j(−1) = G(−1) and j(1) = G(1). Since G([−1, 1]) ⊂ U1 t C0 t U2 and
j([−1, 1]) is connected, there exists t0 ∈ (−1, 1) such that j(t0) ∈ C0. Since C0

is a connected subset of an orbit and U ⊂ Imϕ, we have C0 ∩ S = {x0}. Thus
j(t0) = x0 is obtained. Let I = j([−1, 1]) and define ψ : (−τ0, τ0)× I → Imϕ by

ψ(t, x) = φ(t, x).

Then, by the choice of S, ψ is injective, and the Invariance of Domain Theorem
shows that ψ is a homeomorphism onto its image. Finally, x0 is in the interior of
Imψ, since x0 is in an open set ψ((−τ0, τ0)× j((−1, 1)) of Imψ. �

Now we introduce some notations in order to give the next propsition. Let p
be a singularity of φ, and let U be a neighborhood of p homeomorphic to an open
disk in R2. Let C ⊂ U be a simple closed curve surrounding p and let UC be the
interior of C. For x ∈ C, we say that Orb+(x) (resp. Orb−(x)) is a positive (resp.
negative) base orbit from x if

φ(t, x) ∈ UC , t > 0 (resp. t < 0)

and

φ(t, x)→ p, t→∞ (resp. t→ −∞).

Let ci be a positive or negative base orbit from xi ∈ C for i = 1, 2. Open subset S
of UC is called sector determined by c1 and c2 if the boundary of S consists of c1, c2,
p and a subarc C12 from x1 to x2. A sector S determined by c1 and c2 is called
elliptic if Orb(x1) = Orb(x2) ⊂ S, and hyperbolic if S is not elliptic and C12 ∪ S
contains neither positive nor negative base orbit. A sector S determined by c1 and
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p

x1

x2

(a) Elliptic sector.

p

x1

x2

(b) Hyperbolic sector.

p

x1

x2

(c) Parabolic sector.

Figure 2. Three types of sectors.

c2 is called positive (resp. negative) parabolic sector if c1 and c2 are positive (resp.
negative) base orbits and S contains no negative (resp. positive) base orbit. As
argued in Proposition 3.2 below, we may easily see that these three types of sectors
do not overlap.

The following proposition is the Local Sector Classification Theorem [5, Lemmas
8.2 and 8.3]. This was proved in the C1 setting, but the proof is still valid for
topological flows.

Proposition 2.5 ([5]). Let p be a singularity of φ, and let D be a closed neigh-
borhood of p homeomorphic to a closed disk in R2. If D contains no α-limit point
or ω-limit point except p, then D has a dense subset consisting of finite number of
elliptic, parabolic and hyperbolic sectors associated with ∂D.

The three lemmas below will be used for the proof of Theorem 1.2. The following
lemma has been already well-known (see [11] for instance).

Lemma 2.6 (Conley’s Fundammental Theorem of Dynamical Systems). There
exists a continuous function L0 : M → R satisfying the following properties:

(1) For any x /∈ Ω(φ),

R 3 t 7→ L0(φ(t, x)) ∈ R

is strictly increasing.
(2) For x, y ∈ Ω(φ), x and y are in the same critical element iff L0(x) = L0(y).

For Λ ∈ Crit(φ), define

W s(Λ) = {x ∈M ;φ(t, x)→ Λ, t→∞},
Wu(Λ) = {x ∈M ;φ(t, x)→ Λ, t→ −∞}.

For Λ1,Λ2 ∈ Crit(φ), we write Λ1 ⇀ Λ2 if

Wu(Λ1) ∩W s(Λ2) \ Ω(φ) 6= ∅.

The proof of the following lemma is similar to that of [9, Lemma 2.4.6], which is
ommitted here.

Lemma 2.7. If Ω(φ) consists of finitely many critical elements, then φ ∈ OrientSh(M)
has the no-cycles condition.
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The following lemma is the flows version of the Birkhoff Constant Theorem [9,
Theorem 2.2.5]. The proof of this lemma is similar to [9, Theorem 2.2.5].

Lemma 2.8 ([9]). Let U be a open set including Ω(φ). Then there exist R > 0 and
d > 0 such that if x ∈M satisfies

φ(t, x) /∈ U, t ∈ (0, `),

then ` < R.

3. Classification of singularities

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1, which classifies topological flows on a
neighborhood of each p ∈ Sing(φ) with a neighborhood D satisfying the condition
of Theorem 1.1.

Denote by Sings(φ) the set of all asymptotically stable singularities of φ, and by
Singu(φ) that of all asymptotically unstable ones of φ. Denote by Sing4(φ) the set
of all singularities of φ with property (c) of Theorem 1.1, and by Sing2(φ) that of
those with property (d) of Theorem 1.1. Take p ∈ Sing(φ) and its neighborhood D
satisfying the condition of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 3.1. For all x ∈ D \ {p}, we have Orb(x) 6⊂ D. In particular, there is no
elliptic sectors associated with ∂D.

Proof. To get a contradiction, suppose there exists a point x0 ∈ D \ {p} such
that Orb(x0) ⊂ D. Then, by hypothesis, we have ω(x0) = α(x0) = {p}. Denote by
U the open region in the interior of the simple closed curve Orb(x0) ∪ {p}. Since
U ⊂ D, we have

Orb(x) ⊂ U ⊂ D (3.1)

for all x ∈ U . Let x1 be a point in U and take ε1 > 0 so small that B(2ε1, x1)
is contained in U . Then (3.1) implies ω(x1) = α(x1) = {p}. For sufficiently small
d > 0, all ξ ∈ Ps(d) are ε1-shadowed. There exists Td > 0 such that

φ(Td + t, x1), φ(−Td + t, x1) ∈ B(d/2, p), t ∈ [0, 1].

Consider a d-pseudotrajectory ξ : R→ U such that

ξ(t) = φ(t− 2Tdn, x1), t ∈ [(2n− 1)Td, (2n+ 1)Td)

for all n ∈ Z. Then there exist x2 ∈ B(ε1, x1) and h ∈ Rep with h(0) = 0 such that

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t), x2)

)
< ε1, t ∈ R.

From the choice of x1 and this inequality, we have

dist
(
p, φ(h(2Tdn), x2)

)
≥ dist

(
p, ξ(2Tdn)

)
− dist

(
ξ(2Tdn), φ(h(2Tdn), x2)

)
≥ 2ε1 − ε1 = ε1

for all n ∈ Z. However, it follows from (3.1) that ω(x2) = α(x2) = {p}. This is a
contradiction. �

Claim 1. If p /∈ Sings(φ) (resp. p /∈ Singu(φ)), then there exists x ∈ ∂D such that
Orb−(x) ⊂ D (resp. Orb+(x) ⊂ D) and

φ(t, x)→ p, t→ −∞, (resp. φ(t, x)→ p, t→∞).
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Proof. Assume p /∈ Sings(φ). Then we can take ε > 0 such that B(ε, p) ⊂ D
and for any n ∈ Z>0, there exists zn ∈ B(1/n, p) satisfying

Orb+(zn) 6⊂ B(ε, p)

or ω(zn) 6= {p}. Notice that if Orb+(zn) ⊂ B(ε, p), then ω(zn) = {p} by the
hypothesis on D. Therefore, for all n ≥ 1,

Orb+(zn) 6⊂ B(ε, p).

Let
tn = inf{t ≥ 0;φ(t, zn) ∈ ∂B(ε, p)}

and wn = φ(tn, zn) ∈ ∂B(ε, p). Taking a subsequence {wnk
}k≥1 if necessary, we

may assume that wnk
converges to some w ∈ ∂B(ε, p). We have Orb−(w) ⊂ D

since tnk
→∞ as k →∞. Thus by the hypothesis on D again,

φ(t, w)→ p, t→ −∞.
Moreover, by Lemma 3.1 we have Orb+(w) 6⊂ D. Thus we may take

t0 = inf{t > 0;φ(t, w) /∈ D}
and define x = φ(t0, w). Then it is easy to see that x satisfies the required condition.
The proof for p /∈ Singu(φ) is similar reversing the time direction. �

Proposition 3.2. If p /∈ Sings(φ) ∪ Singu(φ), then p does not have any parabolic
sector associated with ∂D.

Proof. Assume that p has a positive parabolic sector S determined by Orb+(x1)
and Orb+(x2). Let C1,2 be the subarc of ∂D from x1 to x2 such that S is the subset
of D with boundary consisting of

p,Orb+(x1),Orb+(x2) and C1,2.

Using Proposition 2.4, we can take an embedding i : [−1, 1] → D with i(0) =
φ(1, x1) such that an embedded closed interval i([−1, 1]) satisfies the condition of
Proposition 2.4 with x0 = i(0). In addition, we may assume that i((0, 1]) ⊂ S.
Then

Orb+(i(s)) ⊂ S, s ∈ (0, s0] (3.2)

for some small s0 ∈ (0, 1]. In fact, suppose by contradiction that there exists a
sequence {sn}n≥1 in (0, 1] such that sn → 0 as n→∞ and

Orb+(i(sn)) 6⊂ S.
Then for all n ≥ 1, there exists tn > 0 such that

tn = inf{t > 0;φ(t, i(sn)) ∈ C1,2}.
Taking a subsequence if necessary, we may assume φ(tn, i(sn)) → y0 for some
y0 ∈ C1,2. Since tn → ∞, by continuity, φ(t, y0) ∈ S for all t < 0, contradicting
that S is parabolic. Thus (3.2) holds. Making s0 smaller if necessary, we may
assume that Orb+(i(s0)) ∩ i([0, s0]) = {i(s0)}. Denote by S0 the region in the
interior of the closed curve consisting of

i([0, s0]), p,Orb+(i(0)) and Orb+(i(s0)),

where note that ω(i(s0)) = {p} by (3.2). Let x0 = φ(1, i(s0/2)) ∈ S0. Take ε1 > 0
satisfying the following properties:

B(ε1, x0) ⊂ S0 (3.3)
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and

dist(S0, ∂D) > ε1. (3.4)

Since p /∈ Sings(φ), using Claim 1, we have w ∈ ∂D with Orb−(w) ⊂ D and

φ(−t, w)→ p, t→∞.

Our hypthesis φ ∈ OrientSh(M) implies that there exists d > 0 such that every
d-pseudotrajectory is ε1-oriented shadowed. Take T > 0 so large that the function
ξ : R→M defined by

ξ(t) =

{
φ(t, x0), t ≤ T,
φ(t− 2T,w), t > T

is a d-pseudotrajectory. Then there exist h ∈ Rep with h(0) = 0 and z0 ∈ S such
that

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t), z0)

)
< ε1, t ∈ R.

From this inequality, we have dist(x0, z0) < ε1. Thus, by (3.2) and (3.3), φ(h(t), z0) ∈
S0 for all t ≥ 0. We also have

dist
(
w, φ(h(2T ), z0)

)
< ε1.

This contradicts (3.4) and proves this proposition when p has a positive parabolic
sector. The proof for the case where p has a negative parabolic sector is similar. �

Assume that p /∈ Sings(φ)∪Singu(φ). By Proposition 2.5, there is an open dense
subset of D consisting of finite number of elliptic, hyperbolic and parabolic sectors.
Then, combining Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.2, we can observe that D has an
open dense subset consisting of even number of hyperbolic sectors.

Lemma 3.3. Let S be a hyperbolic sector of p determined by Orb+(x1) and Orb−(x2)
for some x1, x2 ∈ ∂D. Let x′1 ∈ Orb+(x1) ∪ {p} \ {x1} and x′2 ∈ Orb−(x2). For
any neighborhood U2 of x′2, there exists a neighborhood U1 of x′1 such that for any
x ∈ U1 ∩ S,

φ(t, x) ∈ S, t ∈ [0, tx]

and

φ(tx, x) ∈ U2

for some tx > 0.

Proof. Since S is a hyperbolic sector, for all x ∈ S,

Orb+(x) 6⊂ S. (3.5)

In fact, S has no positive base orbit, so if (3.5) is false then we would have
Orb−(x) ⊂ S (note that Orb+(x) ⊂ S shows that ω(x) = {p}). This contradicts
Lemma 3.1.

Suppose to the contrary that there exists a sequence {yn}n≥1 in S such that

yn → x′1, n→∞

and for all n ≥ 1 and s > 0, either

φ([0, s], yn) 6⊂ S (3.6)

or

φ(s, yn) /∈ U2 (3.7)
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hold. By (3.5), there exists tn = inf{t > 0;φ(t, yn) ∈ ∂S} < ∞. If φ(s, yn) ∈ U2

for some s ∈ [0, tn), then (3.6) and (3.7) do not hold for s. Thus we get

φ([0, tn], yn) ∩ U2 = ∅ (3.8)

for all n ≥ 1. Taking a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that φ(tn, yn)→ y0

for some y0 ∈ ∂D, where φ(t, y0) ∈ S for all t ≤ 0 since tn →∞. Combine this and
the fact that S is a hyperbolic sector to have y0 = x2. This contradicts (3.8). �

Proposition 3.4. If p /∈ Sings(φ)∪Singu(φ), then the number of hyperbolic sectors
is either 2 or 4.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that there exist more than four hyperbolic sec-
tors. Let S1 and S2 be adjacent sectors associated with ∂D, where Si is determined
by Orb+(x0) and Orb−(yi), i = 1, 2 for some x0, y1, y2 ∈ ∂D. Since there are more
than four hyperbolic sectors, we have y3 ∈ ∂D \ {y1, y2} with Orb−(y3) ⊂ D. Let
ε1 > 0 be such that

ε1 < dist
(
{φ(−1, y1), φ(−1, y2)}, Orb+(x0) ∪ {p} ∪Orb−(y3)

)
(3.9)

and

ε1 < dist
(
y3, S1 ∪ S2

)
. (3.10)

Using Lemma 3.3 with repect to S1 and S2, we can choose ε2 ∈ (0, ε1) so small
that if x ∈ B(ε2, φ(1, x0)) \Orb+(x0), then there exists t0 > 0 with

φ(t, x) ∈ S1 ∪ S2, t ∈ [0, t0]

and

φ(t0, x) ∈ B(ε1, y1) ∪B(ε1, y2).

Let d > 0 be such that every ξ ∈ Ps(d) is ε2-oriented shadowed. The function
ξ : R→M defined by

ξ(t) =

{
φ(1 + t, x0), t ≤ Td,
φ(t− 2Td, y3), t > Td

is a d-pseudotrajectory for some Td > 0 and hence ξ is ε2-shadowed. Take h ∈ Rep
with h(0) = 0 and z0 ∈M satisfying

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t), z0)

)
< ε2, t ∈ R. (3.11)

Then we have z0 ∈ B(ε2, φ(1, x0)).
Now let us consider two possible cases.

Case 1: z0 ∈ B(ε2, φ(1, x0)) \Orb+(x0).

By the choice of ε2, there exists t0 > 0 such that

φ(t, z0) ∈ S1 ∪ S2, t ∈ [0, t0]

and φ(t0, z0) ∈ B(ε1, y1) ∪B(ε1, y2). Let t1 = min{h−1(t0), 2Td}. Then

φ(h(t1), z0) ∈ S1 ∪ S2

and

ξ(t1) ∈ Orb+(x0) ∪ {p} ∪Orb−(y3).

In addition, we have either

ξ(t1) = y3 when t1 = 2Td
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or

φ(h(t1), z0) ∈ B(ε1, y1) ∪B(ε1, y2) when t1 = h−1(t0).

By these facts together with (3.9) and (3.10),

dist
(
ξ(t1), φ(h(t1), z0)

)
> ε1.

This contradicts (3.11) with ε2 < ε1.

Case 2: z0 ∈ B(ε2, φ(1, x0)) ∩Orb+(x0).

Since φ(h(2Td), z0) ∈ S1 ∪ S2, (3.10) implies

dist
(
y3, φ(h(2Td), z0)

)
> ε1.

This contradicts (3.11) with ε2 < ε1 again. �

Now combining Proposition 3.2 with Proposition 3.4, we obtain Theorem 1.1.

4. Reduction of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we reduce Theorem 1.2 to a proposition which is easier to show,
and introduce some notations and lemmas. These notations and lemmas plays an
important role in the rest of this paper. Assume that φ ∈ OrientSh(M) has the
nonwandering set consisting of finite number of critical elements.

In order to prove Theorem 1.2, it is enough to show that for every ε0 > 0, there
exists δ > 0 such that for all δ-pseudotrajectory ξ we have

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t), x)

)
< 2ε0, t ∈ R

for some x ∈M and h ∈ Rep(2ε0). We may assume that ε0 ∈ (0, 4/5) satisfies

3ε0 < min{dist(Λ1,Λ2); Λ1,Λ2 ∈ Crit(φ),Λ1 6= Λ2}. (4.1)

This choice of ε0 will be used in the following sections. Set

K = M \
⋃

x∈Sing(φ)

B(ε0/2, x).

Then we can take T0 > 0 such that

φ(t, x) 6= x, t ∈ [0, 2T0]

for all x ∈ K because K ∩ Sing(φ) = ∅ and K is compact. Define

K̃ =
⋂

t∈[−2T0,2T0]

φ(t,K).

Making T0 > 0 smaller if necessary, we may assume that

B(ε0,Λ) ⊂ K̃ (4.2)

for every closed orbit Λ. Denote by PtT0
the set of all functions ξ : R → M

satisfying

ξ(t+ nT0) = φ(t, ξ(nT0))

for all t ∈ [0, T0) and n ∈ Z. For d > 0, let

PtT0(d) = {ξ ∈ PtT0 ; dist
(
φ(T0, ξ(nT0)), ξ((n+ 1)T0)

)
< d, n ∈ Z}.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is redused to showing the following proposition:
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Proposition 4.1. For ε0 > 0 given by (4.1), there exists d > 0 such that if ξ ∈
PtT0(d) then

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t), x)

)
< ε0, t ∈ R

for some x ∈M and h ∈ Rep(ε0).

Let us show how Theorem 1.2 follows from Proposition 4.1. It is easy to see that
there exists δ > 0 such that if ξ is a δ-pseudotrajectory then

dist
(
ξ(t), ξ′(t)

)
< ε0, t ∈ R

for some ξ′ ∈ PtT0
(d). Then, by Proposition 4.1, we have

dist
(
ξ′(t), φ(h(t), x)

)
< ε0, t ∈ R

for some x ∈M and h ∈ Rep(ε0). Therefore

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t), x)

)
≤ dist

(
ξ(t), ξ′(t)

)
+ dist

(
ξ′(t), φ(h(t), x)

)
< ε0 + ε0 = 2ε0, t ∈ R,

proving (4.1) from which Theorem 1.2 follows.
The two lemmas below will be needed in the proof of Proposition 4.1, which

involve the above choice of ε0. The following lemma is essentially [8, Proposition

2.1] where K̃ was defined by given T0 ∈ (0, 1) and a compact set K, while we here
fixed T0 depending on ε0 given above. In what follows, we write PtT0 = Pt and
PtT0

(d) = Pt(d).

Lemma 4.2 ([8]). For every ε > 0, there exists ε′ > 0 satisfying the following
property:

If y ∈M satisfies

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0), φ(g(t), y)

)
< ε′, t ∈ [0, T1]

and

ξ(t+ t0), φ(g(t), y) ∈ K̃, t ∈ [0, T1]

for some ξ ∈ Pt, t0 ∈ R, T1 ≥ T0 and g ∈ Rep with g(0) = 0, then there exists
g̃ ∈ Rep(ε) with g̃(0) = g(0) and g̃(T1) = g(T1) such that

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0), φ(g̃(t), y)

)
< ε, t ∈ [0, T1].

The following lemma is the closed orbits version of [8, Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 4.3 ([8]). Let Λ be an asymptotically stable (resp. backward asymptotically
stable) critical element of φ. Then there exist d > 0 and a neighborhood U of Λ
such that if ξ ∈ Pt(d) satisfies ξ(t0) ∈ U for some t0 ∈ R, then

ξ(t) ∈ B(ε0/2,Λ), t ≥ t0 (resp. t ≤ t0).

The proof of this lemma is similar to that of [8, Lemma 5.1], which is ommited
here. In fact, the proof of [8, Lemma 5.1] is also valid for closed orbits just by
replacing singularities by them.
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5. Neighborhoods of Closed Orbits

In this section, we construct neighborhoods of closed orbits in order to investigate
the behavior of pseudotrajectories.

Lemma 5.1. Let Λ be a closed orbit of φ. Then Λ is asymptotically stable or
backward asymptotically stable.

Proof. Let ε0 be the constant given by (4.1). Let ϕ : [−1, 1]→ B(ε0,Λ) be an
embedding such that an embedded closed interval ϕ([−1, 1]) satisfies the condition
of Proposition 2.4 with x0 = ϕ(0). For some δ0 > 0, we can take a Poincaré map

P : ϕ([−δ0, δ0]) → ϕ([−1, 1]). Define P̃ : [−δ0, δ0] → [−1, 1] by P̃ = ϕ−1 ◦ P ◦ ϕ.

It is enough to show that 0 is attracting or repelling for P̃ . Notice that P is a

homeomorphism onto its image, and thus P̃ is increasing or decreasing.
Let us consider the following two cases separately.

Case 1: P̃ is increasing.

It follows from (4.1) that P̃ (t) 6= t hold for all t 6= 0. Since P̃ is continuous, we

may assume that P̃ (a) > a for all a ∈ (0, δ0). The other case where P̃ (a) < a for

all a ∈ (0, δ0) is proved similarly. If P̃ (a) < a for all a ∈ (−δ0, 0), then 0 is repelling

for P̃ .
To prove by contradiction, let us assume that P̃ (a) > a for some a ∈ (−δ0, 0)

which implies P̃ (a) > a for all (−δ0, 0) because of (4.1). Let p0 = ϕ(−δ0/2) and
let p1 = ϕ(δ0/2). Take ε > 0 so small that the closure of B(ε, p0) is disjoint from
Λ. Then let Γ be the closure of Orb+(B(ε, p0)). Making ε smaller if neccesary, we
may assume that

B(ε, p1) ∩ Γ = ∅. (5.1)

Since φ ∈ OrientSh(M), there exists d > 0 such that every d-pseudotrajectory is
ε-oriented shadowed. Take τ0, τ1 > 0 so large that the function ξ : R→M defined
by

ξ(t) =

{
φ(t+ τ0, p0), t ≤ 0,

φ(t− τ1, p1), t > 0

satisfies ξ ∈ Ps(d). By the choice of d, ξ is ε-shadowed. Thus there exist h ∈ Rep
with h(−τ0) = 0 and x0 ∈M such that

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t), x0)

)
< ε, t ∈ R. (5.2)

Then dist
(
p0, x0

)
< ε, which together with the definition of Γ implies that

φ(h(t), x0) ∈ Γ

for all t ≥ −τ0. In particular, φ(h(τ1), x0) ∈ Γ and then (5.1) contradicts (5.2) with
t = τ1.

Case 2: P̃ is decreasing.

Take δ1 ∈ (0, δ0) satisfying P̃ ((−δ1, δ1)) ⊂ (−δ0, δ0). Then it follows from (4.1)

that P̃ 2(t) 6= t for all t 6= 0. Now assume that P̃ 2(a) > a for all a ∈ (0, δ1).

The proof for the other case where P̃ (a) < a for all a ∈ (0, δ0) is similar. Since

P̃ is continuous and P̃ 2(δ1/2) > δ1/2, there exists a0 ∈ (P̃ (δ1/2), 0) such that

P̃ (a0) > δ1/2. Then (a0, δ1/2) satisfies P̃−1(a0, δ1/2) ⊂ (a0, δ1/2), thus by (4.1),

(a0, δ1/2) is a repelling neighborhood of 0 for P̃ . �
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Denote by Closs(φ) the set of all asymptotically stable closed orbits, and denote
by Closu(φ) that of all backward asymptotically stable ones.

Claim 2. Let Λ be a closed orbit of φ and let ε0 be the constant given by (4.1).
There exists r0 ∈ (0, ε0/2) such that if x, y ∈ Λ satisfy dist(x, y) < r0, then

dist
(
φ(t, x), φ(t, y)

)
<
ε0

8
, t ∈ R.

Proof. Choose ε > 0 so small that

dist
(
φ(t, x), x

)
<
ε0

8
(5.3)

for all t ∈ (−ε, ε) and x ∈ Λ. To prove by contradiction, suppose that there exist
sequences {xn}n≥1 and {yn}n≥1 in Λ such that

dist
(
xn, yn

)
<

1

n
(5.4)

and

dist
(
φ(tn, xn), φ(tn, yn)

)
≥ ε0

8
for some {tn}n≥1. Then by (5.3),

φ(tn, yn) 6∈ φ((−ε, ε), φ(tn, xn)),

implying

yn /∈ φ
(
(−ε, ε), xn

)
(5.5)

for n ≥ 1. Taking a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that xn → x0 for
some x0 ∈ Λ. Then, by (5.5), yn /∈ φ

(
(−ε/2, ε/2), x0

)
for sufficiently large n. This

contradicts (5.4) for large n. �

The following proposition is the main result of this section, whose proof is given
after the proof of Lemma 5.3 below. The proposition shows that when Λ is asymp-
totically stable it has a neighborhood in which not only any forward pseudotra-
jectory with sufficiently small jump stays in the neighborhood, but also it is ε0-
standard shadowed by the forward orbit of every nearby point.

Proposition 5.2. Let Λ ∈ Closs(φ) (resp. Λ ∈ Closu(φ)). Then there exist a
neighborhood UΛ ⊂ B(ε0,Λ) of Λ and dΛ, rΛ > 0 such that if ξ ∈ Pt(dΛ) satisfies
ξ(t0) ∈ UΛ for some t0 ∈ R then the following properties hold:

(a) ξ(t) ∈ B(ε0/2,Λ) for all t ≥ t0 (resp. t ≤ t0).
(b) For all x ∈ B(rΛ, ξ(t0)), there exists h ∈ Rep(ε0) with h(0) = 0 such that

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t− t0), x)

)
< ε0, t ≥ t0 (resp. t ≤ t0).

In order to prove Proposition 5.2, we need the following lemma. This lemma
claims that every forward orbit near a asymptotically stable closed orbit is standard
shadowed by a sufficiently close forward orbit.

Lemma 5.3. Let Λ ∈ Closs(φ) (resp. Λ ∈ Closu(φ)). Then there exists r > 0 such
that if x0 ∈ Λ and x1 ∈ B(r, x0), then

dist
(
φ(t, x0), φ(g(t), x1)

)
≤ ε0

4
, t ≥ 0 (resp. t ≤ 0)

for some g ∈ Rep(ε0/4) with h(0) = 0.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume Λ ∈ Closs(φ), since the
case for Λ ∈ Closu(φ) is similar. Let r0 ∈ (0, ε0/2) be the constant given by
Claim 2. Apply Lemma 4.2 with ε replaced by min{ε0/8, r0/2} and let ε′0 ∈ (0, r0)
be the constant given by the proposition for ε = min{ε0/8, r0/2}. We may take
r ∈ (0, r0/2) such that every ξ ∈ Pt(r) is ε′0-oriented shadowed and

Orb+(x) ⊂ B(ε0/8,Λ)

for all x ∈ B(r,Λ) since Λ is asymptotically stable. For every x0 ∈ Λ and x1 ∈
B(r, x0), set

ξ(t) =

{
φ(t, x0), t < 0,

φ(t, x1), t ≥ 0.

Since ξ ∈ Pt(r), there exist h ∈ Rep with h(0) = 0 and x′1 ∈M such that

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t), x′1)

)
< ε′0, t ∈ R.

By the choice of r,

ξ(t) ∈ B(ε0/8,Λ), t ∈ R. (5.6)

This fact and (4.2) enable us to apply Lemma 4.2. Thus we have

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(g(t), x′1)

)
< min{ε0/8, r0/2}, t ∈ R (5.7)

for some g ∈ Rep(min{ε0/8, r0/2}) with g(0) = 0. This inequality and (5.6) imply
that

Orb(x′1) ⊂ B(ε0/4,Λ).

Thus, by (4.1), we have α(x′1) = ω(x′1) = Λ. Then Lemma 2.7 shows x′1 ∈ Λ. Since
(5.7) implies

dist
(
x′1, x0

)
≤ dist

(
x′1, x1

)
+ dist

(
x1, x0

)
< r0/2 + r < r0,

we have, x′1 ∈ Λ ∩B(r0, x0). Therefore, by Claim 2 and (5.7),

dist
(
φ(t, x0), φ(g−1(t), x1)

)
≤ dist

(
φ(t, x0), φ(t, x′1)

)
+ dist

(
φ(t, x′1), φ(g−1(t), x1)

)
=
ε0

8
+ dist

(
φ(g(g−1(t)), x′1), ξ(g−1(t))

)
≤ ε0

8
+
ε0

8
=
ε0

4

for all t ≥ 0. Combining this and g−1 ∈ Rep(ε0/4), we finish the proof. �

Now, let us prove Proposition 5.2.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Let us prove the proposition when Λ ∈ Closs(φ),
since the case where Λ ∈ Closu(φ) can be proved similarly. Let r0, r > 0 be the
positive numbers given by Claim 2 and Lemma 5.3, respectively. Apply Lemma
4.2 with ε replaced by min{ε0/4, r/2} and let ε′ ∈ (0, r0) be the constant given by
the proposition for ε = min{ε0/4, r/2}. Let dΛ be such that every ξ ∈ Pt(dΛ) is
ε′-oriented shadowed. Set rΛ = r/2 and

UΛ = B(r/2,Λ). (5.8)

Lemma 4.3 implies that, by making dΛ and UΛ smaller if necessary, we may assume
that if ξ ∈ Pt(dΛ) satisfies ξ(t0) ∈ UΛ for some t0 ∈ R, then

ξ(t) ∈ B(ε0/2,Λ) (5.9)
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for all t ≥ t0, proving (a). As for the proof of (b), as in the hypothesis, suppose
that ξ ∈ Pt(dΛ) satisfies ξ(t0) ∈ UΛ for some t0 ∈ R. Let x1 ∈ B(rΛ, ξ(t0)). By
(5.8), we can choose x0 ∈ Λ satisfying ξ(t0) ∈ B(r/2, x0). On the other hand, by
the choice of dΛ, there exist x2 and h ∈ Rep with h(0) = 0 such that

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0), φ(h(t), x2)

)
< ε′, t ∈ R.

Since ε′ < ε0/2, together with (5.9) and (4.2) we may use Lemma 4.2 again. Then
we have

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0), φ(g(t), x2)

)
< min{ε0/4, r/2}, t ∈ R (5.10)

for some g ∈ Rep(min{ε0/4, r/2}) with g(0) = 0. Now apply Lemma 5.3 to x1 and
x2 respectively, to have h1, h2 ∈ Rep(ε0/4) with h1(0) = h2(0) = 0 such that

dist
(
φ(t, x0), φ(h1(t), x1)

)
< ε0/4, t ≥ 0,

dist
(
φ(t, x0), φ(h2(t), x2)

)
< ε0/4, t ≥ 0.

Then these inequalities and (5.10) show that for all t ≥ 0,

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0), φ(h1 ◦ h−1

2 ◦ g(t), x1)
)

≤ dist
(
ξ(t+ t0), φ(g(t), x2)

)
+ dist

(
φ(g(t), x2), φ(h−1

2 ◦ g(t), x0)
)

+ dist
(
φ(h−1

2 ◦ g(t), x0), φ(h1 ◦ h−1
2 ◦ g(t), x1)

)
<
ε0

4
+
ε0

4
+
ε0

4
=

3ε0

4
.

When t 6= s, we have∣∣∣∣h1 ◦ h−1
2 ◦ g(t)− h1 ◦ h−1

2 ◦ g(s)

t− s

∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣h1 ◦ h−1
2 ◦ g(t)− h1 ◦ h−1

2 ◦ g(s)

h−1
2 ◦ g(t)− h−1

2 ◦ g(s)

∣∣∣∣
·
∣∣∣∣h−1

2 ◦ g(t)− h−1
2 ◦ g(s)

g(t)− g(s)

∣∣∣∣
·
∣∣∣∣g(t)− g(s)

t− s

∣∣∣∣ .
From this and ε0 < 4/5 it follows that for all t ∈ R,

1− ε0 <
(

1− ε0

4

)(
1 +

ε0

4

)−1 (
1− ε0

4

)
<

∣∣∣∣h2 ◦ h−1
1 ◦ g(t)− h2 ◦ h−1

1 ◦ g(s)

t− s

∣∣∣∣
<
(

1 +
ε0

4

)(
1− ε0

4

)−1 (
1 +

ε0

4

)
< 1 + ε0.

Thus we have h1 ◦ h−1
2 ◦ g ∈ Rep(ε0), finishing the proof of Proposition 5.2.

6. Neighborhoods of Singularities

In this section, we construct open sets near singularities in order to investigate
the behavior of pseudotrajectories (see Figure 3).

Let p ∈ Sing4(φ) ∪ Sing2(φ). Take a neighborhood D ⊂ B(ε0/2, p) of p home-
omorphic to a closed disk in R2. Then ∂D is a simple closed curve surrounding
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p. If p ∈ Sing4(φ), take x1, x2, y1, y2 ∈ D such that the four hyperbolic sectors
associated with ∂D of p is determined by basic orbits:

Orb+(φ(−1, xi)) and Orb−(φ(1, yj))

with i, j ∈ {1, 2}. Similarly, if p ∈ Sing2(φ), take x1, y1 ∈ D such that the two
hyperbolic sectors associated with ∂D of p is determined by basic orbits

Orb+(φ(−1, x1)) and Orb−(φ(1, y1)).

Define

Gs(p) =

{
{x1, x2}, p ∈ Sing4(φ),

{x1}, p ∈ Sing2(φ)

and

Gu(p) =

{
{y1, y2}, p ∈ Sing4(φ),

{y1}, p ∈ Sing2(φ).

The following proposition claims that the α-limit set set of a point in W s(p) \ {p}

B(ε0/2, p)

D

p

Up

x1

B(τp, x1)

x2

B(τp, x2)

y1

B(τp, y1)

y2

B(τp, y2)

Figure 3

or the ω-limit set set of a point in Wu(p) \ {p} for p ∈ Sing4(φ)∪ Sing2(φ) displays
a simple dynamics. More precisely, the following proposition shows that there is no
saddle connection.
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Proposition 6.1. Let p ∈ Sing4(φ) ∪ Sing2(φ). If z0 ∈ W s(p) \ {p}, (resp. z0 ∈
Wu(p) \ {p}) then α(z0) (resp. ω(z0)) is a backward asymptotically stable (resp.
asymptotically stable) critical element.

Proof. Suppose that z0 ∈W s(p)\{p}. Let Λ0 be the critical element containing
α(z0). Then we have that Λ0 is not an asymptoticallly stable critical element.
Arguing by contradiction we assume that Λ0 ∈ Sing4(φ) ∪ Sing2(φ) (see Theorem
1.1 and Lemma 5.1). Let

d1 ∈ (0, inf{L0(Λ0)− L0(Λ); Λ −⇀ Λ0}).
Notice that L0(Λ0) > L0(Λ) for all Λ with Λ −⇀ Λ0 (see Lemma 2.6). Making
d1 smaller if necessary, we may take a neighborhood Nu(p) of Gu(p) such that
L0(y) > L0(p) + d1/2 for all y ∈ Nu(p). Then by Proposition 2.4, we may take
an embedded closed interval Σ0 satisfying the condition in Proposition 2.4 with
x0 = φ(1, z0). By Lemma 3.3 we may assume that

Orb+(x) ∩Nu(p) 6= ∅ (6.1)

for all x ∈ Σ0 \ {φ(1, z0)}. Take ε1 > 0 so small that

|L0(x)− L0(y)| ≤ d1/2 (6.2)

for all x, y ∈M with dist(x, y) < ε1 and

B(ε1, z0) ⊂ {φ(t, x);−2 < t < 0, x ∈ Σ0}.
Since φ ∈ OrientSh(M), there exists d > 0 such that every ξ ∈ Pt(d) is ε1-oriented
shadowed. Take z1 ∈W s(Λ0) \ Λ0 and define

ξ(t) =

{
φ(t, z0), t ≥ −Td,
φ(t+ 2T0, z1), t < −Td

for some Td > 0. Then ξ ∈ Ps(d) for sufficiently large Td. Thus there exist h ∈ Rep
with h(0) = 0 and w0 ∈M such that

dist(ξ(t), φ(h(t), w0)) < ε1, t ∈ R.
In particular, (6.2) implies

|L0(ξ(t))− L0(φ(h(t), y0))| ≤ d1/2, t ∈ R. (6.3)

Since w0 ∈ B(ε1, z0), the choice of ε1 implies that φ(s, w0) ∈ Σ0 for some s ∈ [0, 2].
Now suppose that φ(s, w0) 6= z0. Then, by (6.1), we may take t′ ≥ 0 satisfying
φ(h(t′), w0) ∈ Nu(p), which shows

L0(φ(h(t′), w0)) > L0(p) + d1/2

by the choice of Nu(p). On the other hand, it is obvious that

L0(p) = sup{L0(φ(t, z0)); t ∈ R} > L0(φ(t′, z0)) = L0(ξ(t′)),

contradicting inequality (6.3) with t = t′. This contradiction gives φ(s, w0) = z0.
From this and (6.3), it follows that

L0(Λ0) = inf{L0(φ(t, z0)); t ∈ R}
= inf{L0(φ(t, w0)); t ∈ R}
≤ inf{L0(φ(t, z1)); t ∈ R}+ d1/2,

which contradicts z1 ∈W s(Λ0) \ Λ0 and the choice of d1.
The proof for the ω-limit set is similar. �
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The following proposition is the singularities version of Proposition 5.2. However
the proof is much simpler because h ∈ Rep(ε0) can be the identity.

Proposition 6.2. Let p ∈ Sings(φ) (resp. p ∈ Singu(φ)). Then there exist a
neighborhoood Up ⊂ B(ε0, p) of p and dp, rp > 0 such that if ξ ∈ Pt(dp) satisfies
ξ(t0) ∈ Up for some t0 ∈ R then the following properties hold:

(a) ξ(t) ∈ B(ε0/2, p) for all t ≥ t0 (resp. t ≤ t0).
(b) For any x ∈ B(rp, ξ(t0)),

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(t− t0, x)

)
< ε0, t ≥ t0 (resp. t ≤ t0).

Proof. It is enough to consider p ∈ Sings(φ) since the case for p ∈ Singu(φ) is
similar. It follows from Lemma 4.3 that there exist d > 0 and a neighborhood Vp
of p satisfying the following property:

• If ξ ∈ Ps(d) satisfies ξ(0) ∈ Vp, then ξ(t) ∈ B(ε0/2, p) for t ≥ 0.

Take rp > 0 so small that B(2rp, p) ⊂ Vp. Set Up = B(rp, p) and let dp > 0 be such
that Pt(dp) ⊂ Ps(d). By hypothesis, we have ξ ∈ Pt(dp) with ξ(t0) ∈ Up for some
t0 ∈ R. Since Up ⊂ Vp, the choice of Vp implies property (a). As for property (b),
by the choice of rp, we have B(rp, ξ(t0)) ⊂ B(2rp, p) ⊂ Vp. Thus, using the above
property twice (notice that t 7→ φ(t, x) is a d-pseudotrajectory), we have

dist
(
φ(t− t0, x), ξ(t)

)
< dist

(
φ(t− t0, x), p

)
+ dist

(
p, ξ(t)

)
<
ε0

2
+
ε0

2
= ε0,

proving property (b). �

For every Λ ∈ Closs(φ)∪Closu(φ)∪ Sings(φ)∪ Singu(φ), fix a neighborhood UΛ

of Λ given by Proposition 5.2 or Proposition 6.2. In these propositions, we also
gave constants dΛ, rΛ > 0. Then let

d0 = min{dΛ; Λ ∈ Closs(φ) ∪ Closu(φ) ∪ Sings(φ) ∪ Singu(φ)} (6.7)

and

r0 = min{rΛ; Λ ∈ Closs(φ) ∪ Closu(φ) ∪ Sings(φ) ∪ Singu(φ)}. (6.8)

The following lemma claims that any backward (resp. forward) pseudotrajectory
with a point in the fundamental domain of W s(p) (resp. Wu(p)) with p ∈ Sing4(φ)∪
Sing2(φ) can be ε0-shadowed along the backward (resp. forward) pseudotrajectory.

Lemma 6.3. Let p ∈ Sing4(φ) ∪ Sing2(φ). There exist dp, τp > 0 satisfying the
following property:

• If ξ ∈ Pt(dp) and x0 ∈M satisfies ξ(t0), x0 ∈ B(τp, x) for some t0 ∈ R and
x ∈ Gs(p) (resp. x ∈ Gu(p)), then there exists h ∈ Rep(ε0) with h(0) = 0
such that

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0), φ(h(t), x0)

)
< ε0, t ≤ 0 (resp. t ≥ 0) . (6.9)

Proof. Let x ∈ Gs(p). Then Proposition 6.1 shows that α(x) ∈ Closu(φ) ∪
Singu(φ). Take T > 0 satisfying φ(−T, x) ∈ Uα(x). Then choose dx ∈ (0, d0) and
τx > 0 such that if ξ ∈ Pt(dx) with ξ(t0) ∈ B(τx, x) and y ∈ B(τx, x) then

ξ(t0 − T ) ∈ Uα(x) (6.10)

and

dist
(
ξ(t0 − t), φ(−t, y)

)
< min{ε0, rα(x)}, t ∈ [0, T ]. (6.11)
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Suppose that ξ ∈ Pt(dx) and x0 satisfies ξ(t0), x0 ∈ B(τx, x). By (6.10) and
(6.11), Propositions 5.2 and 6.2 show that there exists g ∈ Rep(ε0) with g(0) = 0
such that

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0 − T ), φ(g(t), φ(−T, x0))

)
< ε0, t ≤ 0. (6.12)

Define h ∈ Rep(ε0) by

h(t) =

{
g(t+ T )− T, t ≤ −T,
t, t ≥ −T.

Then, by (6.11),

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0), φ(h(t), x0)

)
< ε0, t ∈ [−T, 0].

This inequality and (6.12) yield (6.9). Similarly, we can choose dy and τy for all
y ∈ Gs(p) ∪ Gu(p). Taking the minimum over the finite set Gs(p) ∪ Gu(p), we
complete the proof of the lemma. �

For p ∈ Sing4(φ) ∪ Sing2(φ) and x ∈ Gs(p) ∪ Gu(p), fix an embedded closed
interval

Σx ⊂ B(τp, x) (6.13)

satisfying the condition of Proposition 2.4 with x0 = x. When x ∈ Gs(p) and
y ∈ Gu(p), there exists a point of Σx which has the forward orbit intersecting Σy
at an arbitary large time.

Lemma 6.4. Let xi, yj ∈ D be the points given in the beginning of this section.
Then there exists Tp > 0 such that for all i, j ∈ {1, 2} and T ≥ Tp,

φ(t, x) ∈ D, t ∈ [0, T ]

and φ(T, x) ∈ Σyj for some x ∈ Σxi .

Proof. Set i, j ∈ {1, 2} and let S be the hyperbolic sector of p determined by
φ(−1, xi) and φ(1, yj). By Lemma 3.3, making Σxi

smaller if necessary, we may
assume that for any x ∈ Σxi ∩ S, there exists tx > 0 such that

φ(t, x) ∈ S, t ∈ [0, tx]

and φ(tx, x) ∈ Σyj . Since the map Σxi ∩ S 3 x 7→ tx ∈ (0,∞) is continuous, and
tx →∞ when x→ xi, this lemma has been proved. �

The following lemma claims that some dynamical behavior around p ∈ Sing4(φ)∪
Sing2(φ) is preserved for pseudotrajectories.

Lemma 6.5. Let p ∈ Sing4(φ)∪Sing2(φ) and let dp, τp > 0 and Tp > 0 be the con-
stants given by Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4, respectively. Then there exist a neighborhoood
Up ⊂ D of p and d′p ∈ (0, dp) satisfying the following properties:

(a) Assume that ξ ∈ Pt(d′p) satisfies ξ(t0) ∈ Up and ξ(t0 + t1) /∈ B(ε0/2, p) for
some t1 > 0. Then there exists t2 > Tp/2 such that

ξ(t0 + t2) ∈ B(τp, G
u(p)) (6.14)

and

ξ(t0 + t) ∈ B(ε0/2, p), t ∈ [0, t2]. (6.15)
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(b) Assume that ξ ∈ Pt(d′p) satisfies ξ(t0) ∈ Up and ξ(t0 + t1) /∈ B(ε0/2, p) for
some t1 < 0. Then there exists t2 < −Tp/2 such that

ξ(t0 + t2) ∈ B(τp, G
s(p))

and

ξ(t0 + t) ∈ B(ε0/2, p), t ∈ [t2, 0].

Proof. We prove this lemma for p ∈ Sing4(φ); for the proof for p ∈ Sing2(φ)
is essentially the same. Let τp > 0 be the contant given in Lemma 6.3. Taking
τ ′p ∈ (0, τp), we may assume that

dist
(
p, Gs(p) ∪Gu(p)

)
> τ ′p.

If a neighborhood U of p and d > 0 are small enough,

ξ(t+ t0) ∈ B(ε0/2, p) \B(τ ′p, G
s(p) ∪Gu(p)), t ∈ [−Tp/2, Tp/2] (6.16)

for all ξ ∈ Pt(d) with ξ(t0) ∈ U for some t0 ∈ R.
Choose r1 ∈ (0, τ ′p/2) with D ⊂ B(ε0/2 − r1, p). By Lemma 3.3, there exists

r2 ∈ (0, r1) such that if x ∈ B(2r2, p) and Orb+(x) 6⊂ D then

φ(t, x) ∈ D, t ∈ [0, tx] (6.17)

and

φ(tx, x) ∈ B(r1, G
u(p)) (6.18)

for some tx > 0. In addition, making r2 smaller if necessary, we may assume that
B(r2, p) ⊂ U . Take d′p > 0 such that every ξ ∈ Pt(d′p) is r2-oriented shadowed. Set
Up = B(r2, p).

As in the hypothesis of property (a), suppose that ξ ∈ Pt(d′p) satisfies ξ(t0) ∈
Up = B(r2, p) and ξ(t0 + t1) /∈ B(ε0/2, p) for some t0 ∈ R and t1 > 0. Then there
exist x0 ∈ B(2r2, p) and h ∈ Rep with h(0) = 0 such that

dist
(
ξ(t0 + t), φ(h(t), x0)

)
< r2, t ∈ R, (6.19)

where x0 ∈ B(2r2, p) follows from

dist(x0, p) ≤ dist
(
x0, ξ(t0)

)
+ dist

(
ξ(t0), p

)
< r2 + r2.

Moreover, inequality

dist
(
p, φ(h(t1), x0)

)
≥ dist

(
p, ξ(t0 + t1)

)
−dist

(
ξ(t0 + t1), φ(h(t1), x0)

)
> ε0/2− r2

shows that φ(h(t1), x0) /∈ D. Thus (6.17) and (6.18) with x = x0 hold for some
tx0

> 0. Then (6.17), (6.19) and the choice of r1, r2 with D ⊂ B(ε0/2 − r1, p) ⊂
B(ε0/2− r2, p) imply that (6.15) for t2 = h−1(tx0). Now (6.19) and (6.18) give

dist
(
ξ(t0 + h−1(tx0

)), Gu(p)
)
≤ dist

(
ξ(t0 + h−1(tx0

)), φ(tx0
, x0)

)
+ dist

(
φ(tx0

, x0), Gu(p)
)

< r2 + r1 < 2r1 < τ ′p < τp.

This and (6.16) show that h−1(tx0) > Tp/2. In addition, this implies (6.14) with
t2 = h−1(tx0

). The proof for property (b) is similar. �
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7. Proof of Proposition 4.1

In this section, let us finish the proof of Theorem 1.2 by showing Proposition 4.1
given in Section 4. We need Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 5.2 and two propositions
and three lemmas in Section 6. To apply Lemma 4.2 later with ε = ε0, let ε′0 > 0
be the constant corresponding to ε′ in the proposition. Let d0 and d′p be constants
given by (6.7) and Lemma 6.5 respectively, and take

d1 < min{d0, d
′
p; p ∈ Sing4(φ) ∪ Sing2(φ)}

so that every ξ ∈ Pt(d1) is ε′0-oriented shadowed. Let

U =
⋃

Λ∈Crit(φ)

UΛ,

where UΛ is the neighborhood of Λ given in Propositions 5.2, 6.2 and Lemma 6.5.
It is easy to see that the following claim follows from Lemma 2.8.

Claim 3. There exist R0 > 0 and d2 ∈ (0, d1) such that if ξ ∈ Pt(d2) satisfies

ξ(t) /∈ U, t ∈ (0, `),

then ` < R0.

In this claim, making d2 > 0 smaller if necessary, we may assume that for all
ξ ∈ Pt(d2) and t0 ∈ R,

dist
(
ξ(t0 + t), φ(t, ξ(t0))

)
< min{ε0, r0}, t ∈ [0, R0], (7.1)

where ε0 and r0 were given in (4.1) and (6.8).
The hypothesis of the follwoing propsition is used for classsifying ξ ∈ Pt(d2) into

several cases.

Proposition 7.1. Suppose that ξ(t0) ∈ Up for some p ∈ Sing4(φ) ∪ Sing2(φ). If

sup{t ∈ R; ξ(t) ∈ Up} =∞ (resp. inf{t ∈ R; ξ(t) ∈ Up} = −∞),

then ξ(t) ∈ B(ε0/2, p) for all t ≥ t0 (resp. t ≤ t0).

Proof. Let us consider the former case. Suppose to the contrary that there
exists t1 > t0 with ξ(t1) /∈ B(ε0/2, p). Then Lemma 6.5 implies that ξ(t0 + t2) ∈
B(τp, G

u(p)) for some t2 > Tp/2. Then Proposition 6.1 for asymptotically stable
critical elements and Lemma 6.3 for t ≥ 0 show that ξ(t) ∈ B(3ε0/2,Λ) for some
asymptotically stable critical element Λ and sufficiently large t, contradicting our
hypothesis. The proof for the latter case is similar. �

Let ξ ∈ Pt(d0) and define

S(ξ) = {Λ ∈ Crit(φ); ξ(t) ∈ UΛ for some t ∈ R}.
If ξ(t0) ∈ UΛ for some t0 ∈ R and some asymptotically stable critical element Λ,

then by Propositions 6.2 and 5.2, we have ξ(t) ∈ B(ε0,Λ) for all t ≥ t0. Therefore
S(ξ) contains at most one asymptotically stable critical element. Similarly, S(ξ)
contains at most one backward asymptotically stable critical element. Thus it is
enough to consider the following cases:

(C1) S(ξ) = {Λ} with Λ ∈ Sings(φ) ∪ Closs(φ).
(C2) S(ξ) = {Λ} with Λ ∈ Singu(φ) ∪ Closu(φ).
(C3) S(ξ) = {Λ1,Λ2} with Λ1 ∈ Sings(φ) ∪ Closs(φ) and Λ2 ∈ Singu(φ) ∪

Closu(φ).
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(C4) There exists p ∈ (Sing4(φ) ∪ Sing2(φ)) ∩ S(ξ) such that

inf{t ∈ R; ξ(t) ∈ Up} = −∞ and sup{t ∈ R; ξ(t) ∈ Up} =∞.

(C5) There exists p ∈ (Sing4(φ) ∪ Sing2(φ)) ∩ S(ξ) such that

inf{t ∈ R; ξ(t) ∈ Up} > −∞ and sup{t ∈ R; ξ(t) ∈ Up} =∞.

(C6) There exists p ∈ (Sing4(φ) ∪ Sing2(φ)) ∩ S(ξ) such that

inf{t ∈ R; ξ(t) ∈ Up} = −∞ and sup{t ∈ R; ξ(t) ∈ Up} <∞.

(C7) There exists p ∈ (Sing4(φ) ∪ Sing2(φ)) ∩ S(ξ) such that

inf{t ∈ R; ξ(t) ∈ Up} > −∞ and sup{t ∈ R; ξ(t) ∈ Up} <∞.

For the proof of Theorem 1.2, it suffices to show that any ξ ∈ Pt(d2) is ε0-standard
shadowed in each case. Now let us prove it for the seven cases.

Proofs for cases from (C1) to (C7).

(C1): From Claim 3, it follows that {t ∈ R; ξ(t) ∈ UΛ} does not have any lower
bound. Then, by Propositions 6.2 and 5.2,

ξ(t) ∈ B(ε0/2,Λ), t ∈ R. (7.2)

In fact, otherwise there is t′ ∈ R such that ξ(t′) /∈ B(ε0/2,Λ), but since there
is no lower bounds, we can find some t < t′ such that ξ(t) ∈ UΛ, which implies
ξ(t′) ∈ B(ε0/2,Λ) by these propositions, contradicting the above. From (7.2) it
follows that ,ξ is ε0-shadowed by φ(t,Λ) for all t ∈ R when Λ ∈ Sings(φ). On
the other hand, when Λ ∈ Closs(φ), by the choice of d2, there exist x0 ∈ M and
h ∈ Rep with h(0) = 0 such that

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t), x0)

)
< ε′0, t ∈ R.

Then, by (7.2) and (4.2), we can apply Lemma 4.2 to [nT0, (n+1)T0], n ∈ Z, (think-
ing of [0, T0] in the proposition) in order to show that ξ is ε0-standard shadowed.

(C2): The proof for this case is similar to that for case (C1).

(C3): By Claim 3, we may take t1, t2 ∈ R such that

ξ(t1) ∈ UΛ1
, ξ(t2) ∈ UΛ2

and t1 − t2 ∈ (0, R0). By (7.1), we have

dist
(
ξ(t2 + t), φ(t, ξ(t2))

)
< min{ε0, r0}, t ∈ [0, R0], (7.3)

implying

dist
(
ξ(t1), φ(t1 − t2, ξ(t2))

)
< r0.

Thus, Propositions 6.2 and 5.2 (b) show that there exist h1, h2 ∈ Rep(ε0) with
h1(0) = h2(0) = 0 such that

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h1(t− t1), φ(t1 − t2, ξ(t2)))

)
< ε0, t ≥ t1 (7.4)

and

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h2(t− t2), ξ(t2))

)
< ε0, t ≤ t2. (7.5)
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Define h ∈ Rep(ε0) with h(t2) = 0 by

h(t) =


h1(t− t1) + t1 − t2, t ≥ t1,
t− t2, t ∈ [t2, t1],

h2(t− t2), t ≤ t2.

Then it follows from (7.3), (7.4) and (7.5) that

dist
(
ξ(t), φ(h(t), ξ(t2))

)
< ε0, t ∈ R.

(C4): By Proposition 7.1, ξ(t) ∈ B(ε0/2, p) for all t ∈ R. Therefore ξ is ε0-
shadowed by φ(t, p) for t ∈ R.

(C5): Assume that ξ(t0) ∈ Up. By Claim 3 and inf{t ∈ R; ξ(t) ∈ Up} > −∞,
we can find t1 < t0 with ξ(t1) /∈ B(ε0/2, p). Then Lemma 6.5 (b) implies that there
exists t2 < −Tp/2 such that

ξ(t0 + t2) ∈ B(τp, G
s(p))

and

ξ(t0 + t) ∈ B(ε0/2, p), t ∈ [t2, 0]. (7.6)

Let x0 ∈ Gs(p) with ξ(t0 + t2) ∈ B(τp, x0). Then, by Lemma 6.3, there exists
h0 ∈ Rep(ε0) with h0(0) = 0 such that

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0 + t2), φ(h0(t), x0)

)
< ε0, t ≤ 0. (7.7)

Define h ∈ Rep(ε0) with h(0) = 0 by

h(t) =

{
h0(t), t ≤ 0,

t, t ≥ 0.

Then Proposition 7.1, (7.6) and (7.7) imply

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0 + t2), φ(h(t), x0)

)
< ε0, t ∈ R.

(C6): The proof for this case is similar to that for case (C5).

(C7): Assume that ξ(t0) ∈ Up for some t0 ∈ R. By Proposition 7.1 and the
hypothesis, there exist t1 < t0 and s1 > t0 with ξ(t1), ξ(s1) /∈ B(ε0/2, p). Then
Lemma 6.5 shows that there are t2 < −Tp/2 and s2 > Tp/2 such that ξ(t0 + t2) ∈
B(τp, G

s(p)), ξ(t0 + s2) ∈ B(τp, G
u(p)) and

ξ(t0 + t) ∈ B(ε0/2, p), t ∈ [t2, s2]. (7.8)

Let x0 ∈ Gs(p) and y0 ∈ Gu(p) be such that ξ(t0 + t2) ∈ B(τp, x0) and ξ(t0 + s2) ∈
B(τp, y0), respectively. By Lemma 6.4, we can find x1 in Σx0

satisfying

φ(t, x1) ∈ B ⊂ B(ε0/2, p), t ∈ [0, s2 − t2] (7.9)

and φ(s2 − t2, x1) ∈ Σy0 , where Σx0 and Σy0 are the embedded closed intervals
given by (6.13). Then it follows from Lemma 6.3 that there exist h0 ∈ Rep(ε0)
with h0(0) = 0 such that

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0 + t2), φ(h0(t), x1)

)
< ε0, t ≤ 0, (7.10)
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and g0 ∈ Rep(ε0) with g0(0) = 0 such that

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0 + s2), φ(g0(t), φ(s2 − t2, x1))

)
< ε0, t ≥ 0. (7.11)

Define h ∈ Rep(ε0) with h(0) = 0 by

h(t) =


h0(t), t ≤ 0,

t, t ∈ [0, s2 − t2],

g0(t− s2 + t2) + s2 − t2, t ≥ s2 − t2.
Thus, by (7.10), (7.11), (7.8) and (7.9), we obtain

dist
(
ξ(t+ t0 + t2), φ(h(t), x1)

)
< ε0, t ∈ R,

completing the proof.
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