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ORIENTED AND STANDARD SHADOWING PROPERTIES ON
CLOSED SURFACES

SOGO MURAKAMI

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 (2-stability is due to Pilyugin and Tikhomirov, who proved
that the Lipschitz shadowing property and the structural stability are equivalent
for O 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 [I3] for which the equiva-
lence does not hold. The example is a C'* 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.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 37C50.
Key words and phrases. topological flows; shadowing; hyperbolic sectors.

1



2 SOGO MURAKAMI

First we introduce some notation. Let (M,dist) be a C° closed surface with a
distance function on M. Take a topological flow ¢ on M (i.e., ¢ : Rx M — M is a
continuous map satisfying ¢(0,z) = = and ¢(s +t,x) = ¢(s, ¢(t,x)) for all s,£ € R
and xz € M).

We say that £ : R — M is a d-pseudotrajectory of ¢ if

dist (£(t + s), @(£(), ) < d

for all t € R and s € [0,1]. Let Ps(d) be the set of all d-pseudotrajectories of ¢.
Denote by Rep the set of all homeomorphisms from R to R which preserves the

orientation. For ¢ > 0, let
M — 1’ <eVa,beR,a > b}.

Rw@)Z{fEKm; P

We say that a topological flow ¢ has the standard shadowing property if for every
€ > 0 there exists d > 0 such that if £ € Ps(d) then

dist (£(¢), ¢(h(t),z)) <e, teR

for some ©z € M and h € Rep(e). 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 ¢ has the oriented shadowing property if
for every € > 0 there exists d > 0 such that if £ € Ps(d) then

dist (£(2), ¢(h(t),z)) <e, teR

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 ¢ are called critical elements. Let Sing(¢)
be the set of all singularities of ¢, and let Crit(¢) be that of all critical elements
of ¢, We say that a ¢-invariant compact set K is asymptotically stable if for any
neighborhood V' of K, there exists a neighborhood U of K such that

ot,x) eV, t>0

and
o(t,x) = p, t— o0
for all z € U. Similarly, a ¢-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
¢(t,x) €V, <0

and

o(t,x) =>p, t— —o0
for all z € U. For r > 0 and x € M, let B(r,x) be an open ball centered at x with
radius r. Denote the a-limit set (resp. w-limit set) of x by a(x) (resp. w(z)), and
denote the nonwandering set of ¢ by Q(¢).

Our first theorem is a classification result on singularities of ¢ € 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.

o &

(¢) Singularity with four hyperbolic sec- (d) Singularity with two hyperbolic sec-
tors. tors.

Figure 1. Four types of singularities in Theorem

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a C° closed surface and let ¢ € OrientSh(M) with p €
Sing(¢). Suppose that p has a neighborhood D homeomorphic to a closed disk in
R? without containing any a-limit point or w-limit point except p. Then one of the
following properties hold:

(a) p is asymptotically stable.

(b) p is backward asymptotically stable.

(¢) D has an open dense subset consisting of four hyperbolic sectors associated
with 0D.

(d) D has an open dense subset consisting of two hyperbolic sectors associated
with 0D.

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

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

e ¢ € StSh(M).

e ¢ € OrientSh(M).

It is trivial that StSh(M) C OrientSh(M). For the proof of Theorem we
need to show that OrientSh(M) C StSh(M). The following corollary is immediate
from Theorem [[.2|
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Corollary 1.3. Let M be a smooth closed surface, and let ¢ be a C* Aziom A flow
on M. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

e ¢ € StSh(M).

e ¢ € 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 is proved. In
Section [4] we reduce Theorem to a proposition, and introduce some notations
and lemmas. In Sections [f] and [f] the behavior of pseudotrajectories near critical

elements is investigated in order to prove Theorem In Section [7} we finish the
proof of Theorem [T.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 and The first lemma is
essentially proved in [2].

Lemma 2.1 ([2]). Let zy € M \ Sing(¢) and let U be a neighborhood of xo. Then
there exist a set S containing xo and 19 > 0 such that the map

v :(=70,70) X S 3 (x,t) — p(x,t) €U
is a homeomorphism onto its image that is an open neighborhood of x.

Remark. The fact that Im¢ contains a neighborhood of x( 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 R%. Then for all p ¢ C and
q € C, there exists a continuous map i : [0,1] — R? such that i(0) = p, i(1) = ¢
and

i([0,1)) nC =0.
The following lemma is [I4, Theorem 31.2, Theorem 31.5].

Lemma 2.3 ([I4]). Let X be a Hausdorff topological space, and let G : [—-1,1] - X
be a surjective continuous map with G(—1) # 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 xg € M \ Sing(¢) and let U be a neighborhood of xq disjoint
from the limit set of ¢. Then there exist an embedded closed interval I with xo and
70 > 0 such that the map

Y (=70,70) x I 3 (t,x) = ¢(t,x) € U
is a homeomorphism onto its image that is a neighborhood of xq.

Proof. By Lemma there exist a set S with zp and 75 > 0 such that the
map
w:(=70,70) X S 3 (t,x) = ¢(t,x) € M
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is a homeomorphism onto its image that is an open neighborhood of xy. Making
U smaller if necessary, we may assume that U is homeomorphic to an open disk in
R? and U C Imyp. Let C' C U be a simple closed curve surrounding zg. Since U
and the limit set of ¢ are disjoint, we can take

t1 =sup{t < 0;¢(t,z9) € C},
to = inf{t > 0; (¢, o) € C}.

Set y; = ¢(t;, x0) for i = 1,2. Then C is divided into two subarcs Cy and Cy whose
end points are y; and yo, and define another subarc with the same end points:

Co = {(b(t,ﬁ?o);tl <t< tg}.

Let U; and Us be the interiors of the simple closed curves Cy LI C7 and Cy U Cy,
respectively. Applying Lemma to Cy LU C1 and Cy U Cy, we have a continuous
map ¢ : [—1,1] = U satisfying 4(0) = xq, i(—1) € Uy, i(1) € Uy and

i([-1,0)U (0,1]) N (Co U C) = 0.
Define F' : [-1,1] — S by

F(s) = pryo ¢~ (i(s))
for all s € [—1, 1], where pr,, is the projection to the second component. Notice that
pr; oo~ Y(z) — 0 as  — x¢, where pr; is the projection to the first component.
For sufficiently small n € (0,1), we have F'(—n) € Uy, F(n) € Uy and

F([-n,0)U(0,n])) N (CoC) = 0.

Define G : [-1,1] — S by G(s) = F(ns). Then apply Lemmato 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]) C Uy U Cy LU Uz and
j([-1,1]) is connected, there exists to € (—1,1) such that j(ty) € Cy. Since Cy
is a connected subset of an orbit and U C Im, we have Cyp NS = {xg}. Thus
j(to) = xo is obtained. Let I = j([—1,1]) and define ¢ : (=79, 70) X I = Im¢ by

Y(t,z) = ¢(t, ).
Then, by the choice of S, v is injective, and the Invariance of Domain Theorem

shows that 1 is a homeomorphism onto its image. Finally, x( is in the interior of
Im 4, since xq is in an open set ¥ ((—70,70) X j((—1,1)) of Im . O

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

o(t,x) € U, t>0 (resp. t <0)

and

o(t,x) = p, t— oo (resp. t = —00).
Let ¢; be a positive or negative base orbit from z; € C for ¢ = 1,2. Open subset S
of U¢ is called sector determined by ¢; and ¢ if the boundary of S consists of ¢y, ¢a,
p and a subarc Cio from z; to x2. A sector S determined by ¢; and cs is called
elliptic if Orb(z1) = Orb(zz) C S, and hyperbolic if S is not elliptic and C5 U S
contains neither positive nor negative base orbit. A sector S determined by ¢; and
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(a) Elliptic sector. (b) Hyperbolic sector. (c) Parabolic sector.

Figure 2. Three types of sectors.

o is called positive (resp. negative) parabolic sector if ¢; and co 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 [B, Lemmas
8.2 and 8.3]. This was proved in the C! setting, but the proof is still valid for
topological flows.

Proposition 2.5 ([5]). Let p be a singularity of ¢, and let D be a closed neigh-
borhood of p homeomorphic to a closed disk in R%. If D contains no a-limit point
or w-limit point except p, then D has a dense subset consisting of finite number of
elliptic, parabolic and hyperbolic sectors associated with 0D.

The three lemmas below will be used for the proof of Theorem[I.2] The following
lemma has been already well-known (see [I1] for instance).

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

(1) For any x ¢ Q(¢),
R>t— Lo(o(t,z)) €R

18 strictly increasing.
(2) Forx,y € Q(¢p), x and y are in the same critical element iff Lo(x) = Lo(y).

For A € Crit(¢), define
W (A) ={z € M;¢(t,x) = A, t— oo},
WA ={x e M;¢(t,x) > A, t— —o0}.
For Ay, As € Crit(¢), we write A — Ag if
W (Ay) NIV (As) \ Q) £ 0.

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

Lemma 2.7. IfQ(¢) consists of finitely many critical elements, then ¢ € 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 2(¢). Then there exist R > 0 and
d > 0 such that if x € M satisfies

o(t,x) ¢ U, te(0,0),
then £ < R.

3. CLASSIFICATION OF SINGULARITIES

In this section, we prove Theorem [I.I} which classifies topological flows on a
neighborhood of each p € Sing(¢) with a neighborhood D satisfying the condition
of Theorem [LI1

Denote by Sing,(¢) the set of all asymptotically stable singularities of ¢, and by
Sing,, (¢) that of all asymptotically unstable ones of ¢. Denote by Sing,(¢) the set
of all singularities of ¢ with property (¢) of Theorem and by Sing,(¢) that of
those with property (d) of Theorem [I.1] Take p € Sing(¢) and its neighborhood D
satisfying the condition of Theorem [I.1]

Lemma 3.1. For all x € D\ {p}, we have Orb(x) ¢ D. In particular, there is no
elliptic sectors associated with OD.

Proof. To get a contradiction, suppose there exists a point zg € D \ {p} such
that Orb(z) C D. Then, by hypothesis, we have w(xg) = a(z¢) = {p}. Denote by
U the open region in the interior of the simple closed curve Orb(zg) U {p}. Since
U C D, we have

Orb(z) cU c D (3.1)

for all z € U. Let a1 be a point in U and take £; > 0 so small that B(2e1,x1)
is contained in U. Then (3.1)) implies w(z1) = a(z1) = {p}. For sufficiently small
d >0, all £ € Ps(d) are g;-shadowed. There exists T > 0 such that

d(Ta+t,x1), ¢(-Ty+t,x1) € B(d/2,p), te]0,1].

Consider a d-pseudotrajectory £ : R — U such that
) = ot — 2Tyn, x1), te€[(2n— 1Ty, 2n+ 1)Ty)

for all n € Z. Then there exist x5 € B(e1,21) and h € Rep with 2(0) = 0 such that

dist (£(t), (h(t),x2)) <e1, teR.
From the choice of 1 and this inequality, we have
dist (p, ¢(h(2Tyn), z2)) > dist(p, £(2Tyn)) — dist(£(2Tyn), ¢(h(2Tyn), z2))
>21—€1=¢61

for all n € Z. However, it follows from (3.1)) that w(z2) = a(x2) = {p}. Thisis a
contradiction. g

Claim 1. If p ¢ Sing,(¢) (resp. p ¢ Sing,,(¢)), then there exists x € OD such that
Orb™(z) C D (resp. Orb*(x) C D) and

o(t,x) = p, t— —oo, (resp.od(t,x)—=p, t— 00).
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Proof. Assume p ¢ Sing,(¢). Then we can take ¢ > 0 such that B(e,p) C D
and for any n € Z~q, there exists z,, € B(1/n,p) satisfying
Orb+(zn) ¢ B(e,p)
or w(z,) # {p}. Notice that if Orb™(z,) C B(e,p), then w(z,) = {p} by the
hypothesis on D. Therefore, for all n > 1,
Orb™ (2n) ¢ Ble, p).
Let
tn =1inf{t > 0;¢(t, 2,) € 9B(e, p)}
and wy, = @¢(tn,2,) € 0B(e,p). Taking a subsequence {wy, }x>1 if necessary, we
may assume that w,, converges to some w € dB(e,p). We have Orb™ (w) C D
since t,, — 00 as k — oo. Thus by the hypothesis on D again,
o(t,w) = p, t— —o0.
Moreover, by Lemma we have Orb™ (w) ¢ D. Thus we may take
to = inf{t > 0; ¢(¢,w) ¢ D}

and define x = ¢(tp, w). Then it is easy to see that x satisfies the required condition.
The proof for p ¢ Sing, (¢) is similar reversing the time direction. O

Proposition 3.2. If p ¢ Sing,(¢) U Sing,,(¢), then p does not have any parabolic
sector associated with 0D.

Proof. Assume that p has a positive parabolic sector S determined by Orb™ (1)
and Orb™ (z3). Let (' 2 be the subarc of 0D from x; to x2 such that S is the subset
of D with boundary consisting of

p,Orb™ (21), Orb™ (z3) and C 5.

Using Proposition we can take an embedding ¢ : [—1,1] — D with #(0) =
¢(1,21) such that an embedded closed interval i([—1, 1]) satisfies the condition of
Proposition with o = i(0). In addition, we may assume that i((0,1]) C S.
Then

Orb™(i(s)) € S, s € (0,s0] (3.2)

for some small sg € (0,1]. In fact, suppose by contradiction that there exists a
sequence {s, }n>1 in (0,1] such that s,, — 0 as n — oo and

Orb™ (i(s,)) ¢ S.
Then for all n > 1, there exists ¢, > 0 such that
t, = inf{t > 0;¢(t,i(s,)) € C12}.

Taking a subsequence if necessary, we may assume ¢(tn,i(s,)) — yo for some
Yo € C12. Since t,, — oo, by continuity, ¢(t,yo) € S for all t < 0, contradicting
that S is parabolic. Thus (3.2) holds. Making sg smaller if necessary, we may
assume that Orb™ (i(s0)) N i([0,s0]) = {i(s0)}. Denote by Sy the region in the
interior of the closed curve consisting of

i([0, s0]), p, Orb™ (i(0)) and Orb™ (i(so)),

where note that w(i(sg)) = {p} by (3.2). Let xo = ¢(1,i(s0/2)) € So. Take 1 > 0
satisfying the following properties:

B(Sl,(to) C Sy (33)
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and
dist(Sp, OD) > e;. (3.4)
Since p ¢ Sing,(¢), using Claim |1} we have w € 9D with Orb™ (w) C D and
o(—t,w) = p, t—o0.

Our hypthesis ¢ € OrientSh(M) implies that there exists d > 0 such that every
d-pseudotrajectory is e;-oriented shadowed. Take T' > 0 so large that the function
¢ : R — M defined by

¢ ta Zo), t S Ta
ey = 170

ot —2T,w), t>T
is a d-pseudotrajectory. Then there exist h € Rep with h(0) = 0 and zy € S such
that

dist (£(2), ¢(h(t),20)) <e1, tER.
From this inequality, we have dist(xo, 29) < €1. Thus, by (3.2]) and (3.3)), #(h(t), 20) €
So for all ¢ > 0. We also have
dist(w, ¢(h(2T), ZQ)) <eér.

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. [J

Assume that p ¢ Sing,(¢)USing, (¢). 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 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™ (1) and Orb™ (z2)
for some x1,x5 € OD. Let 2} € Orb™ (1) U {p} \ {x1} and z}, € Orb™ (). For
any neighborhood Us of xhy, there exists a neighborhood Uy of x| such that for any
relU; NS,

o(t,x) €S, tel0,ty]
and

¢(tm,l‘) e U,
for some t; > 0.

Proof. Since S is a hyperbolic sector, for all € S,
Orb™(z) ¢ S. (3.5)

In fact, S has no positive base orbit, so if is false then we would have
Orb~(z) C S (note that Orb™(z) C S shows that w(z) = {p}). This contradicts
Lemma 3.1

Suppose to the contrary that there exists a sequence {yy },>1 in S such that

Yn —> Ty, M — 00
and for all n > 1 and s > 0, either
o([0, s}, yn) £ S (3.6)

or
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hold. By ({3.5)), there exists ¢, = inf{t > 0;¢(t,y,) € 0S} < co. If ¢(s,yn) € Us
for some s € [0,t,), then (3.6) and (3.7) do not hold for s. Thus we get

o([0,tn],yn) NU2 =0 (3.8)

for all n > 1. Taking a subsequence Lf necessary, we may assume that ¢(t,, yn) — %o
for some yo € 0D, where ¢(t,y) € S for all ¢ < 0 since ¢, — co. Combine this and
the fact that S is a hyperbolic sector to have yg = z2. This contradicts (3.8). O

Proposition 3.4. If p ¢ Sing, (¢)USing, (@), 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 S; and So be adjacent sectors associated with 0D, where S; is determined
by Orb™ (zg) and Orb™(y;), i = 1,2 for some xq,y1,y2 € OD. Since there are more
than four hyperbolic sectors, we have y3 € 9D \ {y1,y2} with Orb™ (y3) C D. Let
€1 > 0 be such that

e1 < dist({¢(—1,y1),#(—1,92)}, Orb™ (z9) U {p} U Orb™ (y3)) (3.9)
and
g1 < dist(yz, 51 U S2). (3.10)
Using Lemma with repect to S; and Sy, we can choose g2 € (0,£1) so small
that if 2 € B(ea, ¢(1,29)) \ Orb™ (z0), then there exists o > 0 with

o(t,x) € S1USy, te|0,1)

and

d(to,z) € Ble1,y1) U B(er, ya).
Let d > 0 be such that every £ € Ps(d) is eg-oriented shadowed. The function
¢ : R — M defined by

_ (b(l‘i‘t,.’l}o), t STda
= {915(75 —2Ty4,y3), t>1Tq

is a d-pseudotrajectory for some Ty > 0 and hence £ is e5-shadowed. Take h € Rep
with h(0) = 0 and zg € M satisfying

dist (&(t), ¢(h(t),20)) <e2, tER. (3.11)

Then we have zg € B(ea, ¢(1,z0)).
Now let us consider two possible cases.

Case 1: 2z € B(ea, ¢(1,20)) \ Orb™ (z0).

By the choice of €5, there exists ty > 0 such that
P(t,z0) € S1U S, te0,to]
and ¢(to, 20) € B(e1,y1) U B(e1,y2). Let t; = min{h~1(¢y),27,}. Then
d(h(t1),20) € S1 US>
and
&(t1) € Orb™ (wo) U {p} U Orb™ (y3).
In addition, we have either

f(tl) =13 when tl = QTd
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or
(b(h(tl),ZO) c B(El,yl) U B(El,yQ) when t; = h_l(to).

By these facts together with (3.9) and (3.10]),
dist(£(t1), d(h(t1), 20)) > 1.
This contradicts (3.11)) with 5 < &1.

Case 2: 29 € B(eg, #(1,20)) N Orb™ (z).
Since ¢(h(2Ty),20) € S1 U Sz, (3.10) implies
diSt(y?)a ¢(h(2Td)a ZO)) >€1.
This contradicts (3.11)) with 5 < 1 again. O
Now combining Proposition [3.2] with Proposition [3.4] we obtain Theorem [T.1]

4. REDUCTION OF THEOREM

In this section, we reduce Theorem 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 ¢ € OrientSh(M) has the
nonwandering set consisting of finite number of critical elements.

In order to prove Theorem [I.2] it is enough to show that for every g > 0, there
exists § > 0 such that for all §-pseudotrajectory & we have

dist(&(t), ¢(h(t),z)) <20, tER
for some x € M and h € Rep(2¢p). We may assume that £y € (0,4/5) satisfies
3o < min{dist(A1, A2); Ay, Ag € Crit(¢), Ay # Aa}. (4.1)
This choice of €y will be used in the following sections. Set
K=M\ |J B(e/2 ).
zE€Sing()
Then we can take Ty > 0 such that
o(t,x) #x, te]|0,2Tp]
for all x € K because K N Sing(¢) = @ and K is compact. Define
K= (] ¢tK).
te[—2T5,2T0]
Making Ty > 0 smaller if necessary, we may assume that
B(eo,A) C K (4.2)
for every closed orbit A. Denote by Ptr, the set of all functions € : R — M
satisfying
£t +nTo) = ¢(t,{(nTo))
for all t € [0,Tp) and n € Z. For d > 0, let
Ptr, (d) = {€ € Ptyy; dist (¢(To, £(nTp)), ((n+ 1)To)) <d, née€lZl}.

The proof of Theorem is redused to showing the following proposition:
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Proposition 4.1. For eg > 0 given by (4.1)), there exists d > 0 such that if £ €
Ptr, (d) then

dist (£(2), ¢(h(t),z)) <eo, tER
for some x € M and h € Rep(ep).

Let us show how Theorem [I.2) follows from Proposition [{.1] It is easy to see that
there exists § > 0 such that if £ is a §-pseudotrajectory then

dist (£(2), €'(t)) <eo, teR
for some &’ € Ptr,(d). Then, by Proposition we have
dist (¢'(t), #(h(t),z)) <eo, tER
for some « € M and h € Rep(gg). Therefore

dist(£(1), B(h(t), 2)) < dist(&(1), &'(1)) + dist (€'(¢), b(h(1), 2))

<ep+eg =2, teR,

proving from which Theorem follows.

The two lemmas below will be needed in the proof of Proposition which
involve the above choice of €y. The following lemma is essentially [8, Proposition
2.1] where K was defined by given Ty € (0,1) and a compact set K, while we here

fixed Tj depending on €y given above. In what follows, we write Pty, = Pt and
Ptr, (d) = Pt(d).

Lemma 4.2 ([8]). For every € > 0, there exists € > 0 satisfying the following
property:
If y € M satisfies

dist (£(¢ + to), ¢(g(t),y)) <e&', te[0,T1]
and
E(t+to), dlgt),y) € K, te0,T]

for some £ € Pt, tg € R, Ty > Ty and g € Rep with g(0) = 0, then there exists
g € Rep(e) with g(0) = g(0) and §(T1) = g(T1) such that

dlSt(g(t + t0)7 (b(g(t)vy)) <g, te [OaTl]
The following lemma is the closed orbits version of [§, Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 4.3 ([]]). Let A be an asymptotically stable (resp. backward asymptotically
stable) critical element of ¢. Then there exist d > 0 and a neighborhood U of A
such that if & € Pt(d) satisfies £(tg) € U for some ty € R, then

&(t) € B(eo/2, M), t>to (resp. t <to).

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 A be a closed orbit of ¢. Then A is asymptotically stable or
backward asymptotically stable.

Proof. Let &g be the constant given by ([d.1). Let ¢ : [-1,1] — B(eo, A) be an
embedding such that an embedded closed interval p([—1,1]) satisfies the condition
of Proposition with o = ¢(0). For some §y > 0, we can take a Poincaré map
P : o([=80,80])) — @([~1,1]). Define P : [—8y,00] — [~1,1] by P = oL o Po¢.
It is enough to show that 0 is attracting or repelling for P. Notice that P is a
homeomorphism onto its image, and thus Pis increasing or decreasing.

Let us consider the following two cases separately.

Case 1: P is increasing.

It follows from that P(t) # ¢ hold for all ¢ # 0. Since P is continuous, we
may assume that P(a) > a for all a € (0,8;). The other case where P(a) < a for
all a € (0,dp) is proved similarly. If P(a) < a for all a € (=8, 0), then 0 is repelling
for P.

To prove by contradiction, let us assume that P(a) > a for some a € (—d,0)
which implies P(a) > a for all (=8, 0) because of [@3). Let po = ¢(—00/2) and
let p1 = ¢(dp/2). Take € > 0 so small that the closure of B(e,pg) is disjoint from
A. Then let T be the closure of Orb™ (B(e, pp)). Making e smaller if neccesary, we
may assume that

B(e,p1)NT =0. (5.1)
Since ¢ € OrientSh(M), there exists d > 0 such that every d-pseudotrajectory is
e-oriented shadowed. Take 1y, 7 > 0 so large that the function £ : R — M defined
by
£(t) = {¢(t +70,p0), t<0,
¢t —71,p1), t>0
satisfies £ € Ps(d). By the choice of d, £ is e-shadowed. Thus there exist h € Rep
with h(—79) = 0 and z¢ € M such that

dist(&(t), ¢(h(t),z0)) <&, teR. (5.2)
Then dist (po, xo) < g, which together with the definition of I" implies that
¢(h(t), zo) €T

for all t > —7p. In particular, ¢(h(71),zo) € I' and then (5.1]) contradicts (5.2]) with
t= T1.
Case 2: P is decreasing. N

Take 6; € (0, ) satisfying P((—d1,01)) C (=00, o). Then it follows from (4.1)
that P2(t) # t for all t # 0. Now assume that P?(a) > a for all a € (0,8;).
The proof for the other case where P(a) < a for all a € (0,dp) is similar. Since
P is continuous and P?(8;/2) > 61/2, there exists ag € (P(d1/2),0) such that
P(ag) > 61/2. Then (ag,d:/2) satisfies P~1(ag,d1/2) C (ag,61/2), thus by ([4.1)),
(ao,91/2) is a repelling neighborhood of 0 for P. O
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Denote by Closs(¢) the set of all asymptotically stable closed orbits, and denote
by Clos,(¢) that of all backward asymptotically stable ones.

Claim 2. Let A be a closed orbit of ¢ and let eg be the constant given by (4.1)).
There exists ro € (0,£0/2) such that if x,y € A satisfy dist(z,y) < ro, then

dist (¢(t, ), ¢(t,)) < %0, teR.
Proof. Choose € > 0 so small that
dist (¢(t, ), x) < %0 (5.3)

for all t € (—¢,¢e) and x € A. To prove by contradiction, suppose that there exist
sequences {Zy, }n>1 and {yn }n>1 in A such that

dist (25, yn) < % (5.4)
and
dist ($(tn. 20). Bltn, ) > Z
for some {t, }n>1. Then by (5.3),
P(tns yn) & ((=,€), b(tn, 2n)),

implying

Yn ¢ (,ZS((*&,&‘), :L'n) (55)
for n > 1. Taking a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that z,, — xg for
some xg € A. Then, by (5.5), yn ¢ gb((fs/Z,s/Q), :z:o) for sufficiently large n. This
contradicts (5.4]) for large n. O

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 A 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 go-
standard shadowed by the forward orbit of every nearby point.

Proposition 5.2. Let A € Closs(¢) (resp. A € Closy(¢)). Then there exist a
neighborhood Uy C B(eg, A) of A and da,ra > 0 such that if £ € Pt(da) satisfies
&(to) € Up for some ty € R then the following properties hold:

(a) &(t) € B(eo/2,A) for allt > tg (resp. t < tp).
(b) For all x € B(ra,&(to)), there exists h € Rep(eg) with h(0) = 0 such that

dist (£(t), ¢(h(t —to),x)) < eo, t>to (resp. t <tp).

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 A € Closs(¢) (resp. A € Clos,(¢)). Then there exists r > 0 such
that if vo € A and x1 € B(r,xg), then

dlSt(¢(ta xO)a ¢(g(t)a xl)) <
for some g € Rep(eo/4) with h(0) = 0.

€0
)

1 t>0(resp. t <0)
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume A € Closg(¢), since the
case for A € Clos,(¢) is similar. Let ro € (0,69/2) be the constant given by
Claim 2] Apply Lemma [1.2] with e replaced by min{eo/8,79/2} and let &, € (0,7)
be the constant given by the proposition for e = min{e/8,79/2}. We may take
r € (0,r9/2) such that every £ € Pt(r) is e-oriented shadowed and

Orb™(z) C B(go/8, A)
for all € B(r,A) since A is asymptotically stable. For every zp € A and x; €

B(r,xg), set
. d)(t,l‘o), t <0,
&) = {qb(t,xl), t>0.

Since £ € Pt(r), there exist h € Rep with h(0) = 0 and z} € M such that
dist (£(t), o(h(t),2})) <ej, teR.
By the choice of r,

&(t) € B(eo/8,A), teR. (5.6)
This fact and (4.2 enable us to apply Lemma Thus we have
dist (§(1), o(g(t),#1)) < min{eo/8,70/2}, tER (5.7)

for some g € Rep(min{e/8,70/2}) with g(0) = 0. This inequality and (5.6) imply
that
Orb(z}) C B(eo/4, ).
Thus, by (4.1, we have a(z}) = w(z}) = A. Then Lemma [2.7]shows z} € A. Since
(5.7) implies
dist (2, z) < dist(2, z1) + dist (21, z0) < 7r0/2+ 71 <79,
we have, 27 € AN B(rg,x0). Therefore, by Claim 2] and (5.7)),
dist (¢(t7 .’E()), (b(g_l(t)a ‘rl)) < dist (¢(tv 5170), ¢(t7 mll))
+dist(¢(t, 271), ¢(g~ (1), 1))

— 20 dist(a(g(g (1)), 21), Eg (1))

8
fo % _ %o
-8 8 4
for all t > 0. Combining this and g~ € Rep(eo/4), we finish the proof. O

Now, let us prove Proposition [5.2

Proof of Proposition Let us prove the proposition when A € Clos,(d),
since the case where A € Clos,(¢) can be proved similarly. Let rg,7 > 0 be the
positive numbers given by Claim [2] and Lemma [5.3] respectively. Apply Lemma
with e replaced by min{eo/4,r/2} and let &’ € (0,7¢) be the constant given by
the proposition for ¢ = min{eg/4,7/2}. Let dp be such that every £ € Pt(dy) is
¢’-oriented shadowed. Set ry = r/2 and

Un = B(r/2,A). (5.8)

Lemma [4.3] implies that, by making dy and U smaller if necessary, we may assume
that if £ € Pt(da) satisfies £(tg) € Uy for some tg € R, then

§(t) € B(eo/2, M) (5.9)
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for all ¢ > tg, proving (a). As for the proof of (b), as in the hypothesis, suppose
that & € Pt(dy) satisfies £(tg) € Up for some to € R. Let z1 € B(ra,&(t)). By
(5-8), we can choose zo € A satisfying (o) € B(r/2,20). On the other hand, by
the choice of dy, there exist xo and h € Rep with h(0) = 0 such that

dist (&(¢ + to), ¢(h(t),22)) <&, teR.

Since ¢’ < g¢/2, together with (5.9) and (4.2) we may use Lemma again. Then
we have

dist (£(¢ + to), ¢(g(t),22)) < min{eo/4,7/2}, teR (5.10)

for some g € Rep(min{eo/4,r/2}) with g(0) = 0. Now apply Lemma[5.3]to z; and
x9 respectively, to have hy, ho € Rep(gp/4) with hq(0) = ho(0) = 0 such that

dist(o(t, 20), ¢(hn(t),21)) < eo/4, >0,
dist (¢ (t, o), ¢(ha(t), 2)) <eo/4, t=>0.
Then these inequalities and show that for all ¢t > 0,
dist (&(t + to), p(h1 o hy ' o g(t), 21))
< dist (&(t + to), dg(t),z2))
+dist (¢(g(t), 22), ¢(hy " 0 g(t), 0))
+dist(¢(hy " © g(t), z0), é(hn 0 by 0 g(t),21))

€o €0 o 350
<STEEtI

When t # s, we have

hiohy'og(t) —hiohy og(s)| _|hiohy' og(t) —hiohy" og(s)
t—s L hytog(t) = hytog(s)
| hytog(t) = hy'og(s)
g(t) — g(s)
9 —9(s)|
t—s

From this and e¢ < 4/5 it follows that for all ¢t € R,

()00 0-9)

<‘hzohfloga>—hgoh;10g@>
t—s

€0 €0 -1 €0
1 7) (1 - 7) (1 7) 1+ 2.
<( + 1 1 + 1 <1l+e¢g

Thus we have hy o hy* 0 g € Rep(ep), finishing the proof of Proposition

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 € Sing,(¢) U Sing,(¢). Take a neighborhood D C B(eg/2,p) of p home-
omorphic to a closed disk in R2. Then dD is a simple closed curve surrounding



ORIENTED AND STANDARD SHADOWING PROPERTIES ON CLOSED SURFACES 17

p. If p € Sing,(¢), take z1,22,y1,y2 € D such that the four hyperbolic sectors
associated with 0D of p is determined by basic orbits:

Orb™ (¢(~1,2;)) and Orb™ ((1,y;))

with 4,5 € {1,2}. Similarly, if p € Sing,(¢), take x1,y; € D such that the two
hyperbolic sectors associated with D of p is determined by basic orbits

Orb™ (¢(—1,21)) and Orb™ (¢(1,41)).

Define

s _ {1‘1,332}, pESing4(<b),
&) {{xl}, p € Sing,(6)

and

G"(p)

{y1,92}, p € Sing,(9),
{y1}, p € Singy(¢).

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

Figure 3

or the w-limit set set of a point in W*(p) \ {p} for p € Sing,(¢) U Sing,(¢) 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 € Sing,(¢) U Sing,(¢). If zo € W*(p) \ {p}, (resp. zp €
W¥(p) \ {p}) then a(z) (resp. w(zo)) is a backward asymptotically stable (resp.
asymptotically stable) critical element.

Proof. Suppose that zo € W*(p)\{p}. Let Ay be the critical element containing
a(zp). Then we have that Ao is not an asymptoticallly stable critical element.
Arguing by contradiction we assume that Ay € Sing,(¢) U Sing,(¢) (see Theorem

and Lemma . Let

dl S (0, 1nf{L0(A0) — Lo(A), A— Ao})
Notice that Lo(Ag) > Lo(A) for all A with A — Ag (see Lemma [2.6). Making
dy smaller if necessary, we may take a neighborhood N*(p) of G*(p) such that
Lo(y) > Lo(p) + dy/2 for all y € N*(p). Then by Proposition we may take
an embedded closed interval Y, satisfying the condition in Proposition with
2o = ¢(1,2p). By Lemma [3.3] we may assume that

Orb™ (z) N N¥(p) # 0 (6.1)
for all x € ¥ \ {¢(1, z9)}. Take £1 > 0 so small that
|Lo(z) — Lo(y)| < d1/2 (6.2)

for all z,y € M with dist(z,y) < e; and
B(e1,20) C{o(t,x); -2 <t <0,z € Lo}
Since ¢ € OrientSh(M), there exists d > 0 such that every & € Pt(d) is ;-oriented
shadowed. Take z1 € W*(Ag) \ Ao and define
t t>-—T,
f(t) — (b( 720)7 = d
gb(t + 2T0,Zl), t< —Ty

for some T,; > 0. Then & € Ps(d) for sufficiently large Ty. Thus there exist h € Rep
with h(0) = 0 and wy € M such that

dISt(g(t)7 (]S(h(t),ﬂ]o)) <e, te R.

In particular, (6.2 implies

|Lo(&(t)) — Lo(¢(h(t),10))| < dr/2, tER. (6.3)
Since wg € B(e1, 20), the choice of g1 implies that ¢(s,wp) € 3¢ for some s € [0, 2].
Now suppose that ¢(s,wo) # zo. Then, by (6.1), we may take ¢ > 0 satisfying
d(h(t'),wp) € N*(p), which shows

Lo(¢(h(t"),wo)) > Lo(p) + d1/2
by the choice of N*(p). On the other hand, it is obvious that
Lo(p) = sup{Lo(o(t, 20));t € R} > Lo((t', 20)) = Lo(&(t)),

contradicting inequality (6.3)) with ¢ = ¢. This contradiction gives ¢(s,wg) = 2o.
From this and (6.3)), it follows that

Lo(Ao) = inf{Lo(¢(t,20));t € R}
inf{Lo(¢(t, wo));t € R}
if{Lo(6(t, 21));t € R} +dy /2,

which contradicts z; € W*#(Ag) \ Ag and the choice of d.
The proof for the w-limit set is similar. ([

IN
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The following proposition is the singularities version of Proposition[5.2] However
the proof is much simpler because h € Rep(gg) can be the identity.

Proposition 6.2. Let p € Sing,(¢) (resp. p € Sing,(¢)). Then there exist a
neighborhoood U, C B(go,p) of p and dp,r, > 0 such that if & € Pt(d,) satisfies
&(to) € Uy, for some tg € R then the following properties hold:

(a) &£(t) € B(eo/2,p) for allt >t (resp. t < o).

(b) For any x € B(rp,&(to)),

dist (£(2), (t — to,)) <eo, t=>to (resp. t < tp).

Proof. Tt is enough to consider p € Sing,(¢) since the case for p € Sing, (¢) is
similar. It follows from Lemma that there exist d > 0 and a neighborhood V,,
of p satisfying the following property:

o If £ € Ps(d) satisfies £(0) € Vj, then &(t) € B(eo/2,p) for t > 0.
Take r, > 0 so small that B(2r,,p) C V,. Set U, = B(rp, p) and let d, > 0 be such
that Pt(d,) C Ps(d). By hypothesis, we have £ € Pt(d,) with &(to) € U, for some
to € R. Since U, C V), the choice of V}, implies property (a). As for property (b),
by the choice of r,, we have B(r,,&(to)) C B(2rp,p) C V,. Thus, using the above
property twice (notice that t — ¢(¢, x) is a d-pseudotrajectory), we have

dist (¢(t — to, z), £(t)) < dist(¢(t — to, x), p) + dist(p, £(t)) < %O + %0 = &g,

proving property (b). a

For every A € Closs(¢) U Clos, (¢) U Sing, (¢) U Sing,, (¢), fix a neighborhood Uy
of A given by Proposition or Proposition [6.2] In these propositions, we also
gave constants dp,rp > 0. Then let

dp = min{dp; A € Clos,(¢) U Clos, (¢) U Sing(¢) U Sing,, (¢) } (6.7)
and
ro = min{rx; A € Closs(¢) U Clos, (¢) U Sing,(¢) U Sing,, (¢)}. (6.8)

The following lemma claims that any backward (resp. forward) pseudotrajectory
with a point in the fundamental domain of W*(p) (resp. W*(p)) with p € Sing,(¢)U
Sing,(¢) can be gp-shadowed along the backward (resp. forward) pseudotrajectory.

Lemma 6.3. Let p € Sing,(¢) U Singy(¢). There exist dy, 7, > 0 satisfying the
following property:
o If¢ € Pt(dy) and xg € M satisfies £(to), xo € B(Tp,x) for some ty € R and

x € G*(p) (resp. x € G*(p)), then there exists h € Rep(go) with h(0) =0
such that

dist (£(t + to), ¢(h(t),z0)) <o, t <0 (resp. t>0) . (6.9)

Proof. Let z € G*(p). Then Proposition shows that a(z) € Clos,(¢) U
Sing,, (¢). Take T' > 0 satisfying ¢(—T, ) € Uy(y). Then choose d, € (0,dp) and
Tz > 0 such that if £ € Pt(d,) with {(to) € B(7s, ) and y € B(7y, x) then

f(to - T) S Ua(m) (6.10)
and
diSt(g(tO - t)a ¢(7t7y)) < min{EO’Toz(x)}v te [OvT] (611>
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Suppose that £ € Pt(d,) and x( satisfies £(tg), 2o € B(7z,x). By (6.10) and

(6.11)), Propositions and show that there exists g € Rep(gp) with g(0) =0
such that

dist (&(t +to — T), ¢(g(t), (=T, x0))) < €0, t<0. (6.12)
Define h € Rep(gg) by

Then, by (6.11)),
dist (&(t + to), ¢(h(t), x0)) < eo, te[-T,0].
This inequality and (6.12) yield . Similarly, we can choose d, and 7, for all

y € G*(p) U G*(p). Taking the minimum over the finite set G*(p) U G¥(p), we
complete the proof of the lemma. O

For p € Sing,(¢) U Sing,(¢) and = € G*(p) U G*(p), fix an embedded closed
interval

Y, C B(mp, ) (6.13)

satisfying the condition of Proposition with 9 = . When =z € G*(p) and
y € G*(p), there exists a point of ¥, which has the forward orbit intersecting ¥,
at an arbitary large time.

Lemma 6.4. Let z;,y; € D be the points given in the beginning of this section.
Then there exists T, > 0 such that for alli,j € {1,2} and T > T,,,

¢(t,z) € D, t€[0,T]
and ¢(T,x) € B, for some x € Xy, .

Proof. Set i,5 € {1,2} and let S be the hyperbolic sector of p determined by
¢(—1,2;) and ¢(1,y;). By Lemma making ¥, smaller if necessary, we may
assume that for any = € ¥, N .9, there exists t, > 0 such that

o(t,x) €S, telo,t,]
and ¢(t.,r) € ¥,,. Since the map X, NS > x +— t, € (0,00) is continuous, and
t, — oo when z — z;, this lemma has been proved. ([l

The following lemma claims that some dynamical behavior around p € Sing, (¢)U
Sing,(¢) is preserved for pseudotrajectories.

Lemma 6.5. Let p € Sing,(¢)USing,(¢) and let dy, 7, > 0 and T, > 0 be the con-
stants given by Lemmas[6.5 and[6.4], respectively. Then there exist a neighborhoood
Up C D of p and d, € (0,d,) satisfying the following properties:
(a) Assume that & € Pt(d},) satisfies §(to) € Uy and §(to +t1) ¢ Bleo/2,p) for
some t1 > 0. Then there exists to > T,/2 such that
§(to +t2) € B(7p, G*(p)) (6.14)

and
{(to+1t) € B(eo/2,p), t€[0,t2]. (6.15)
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(b) Assume that § € Pt(d,,) satisfies {(to) € U, and &(to +t1) ¢ B(eo/2,p) for
some t1 < 0. Then there exists to < —T,/2 such that

E(to +t2) € B, G*(p))
and
£(to+1t) € B(eo/2,p), tE€ [t2,0]

Proof. We prove this lemma for p € Sing,(¢); for the proof for p € Sing,(¢)
is essentially the same. Let 7, > 0 be the contant given in Lemma Taking
7, € (0,7,), we may assume that

dist(p, G*(p) U G*(p)) > -
If a neighborhood U of p and d > 0 are small enough,
§(t+t0) € Bleo/2.p)\ B, G*(p) UGH(p)), € [~T,/2,Tp/2)  (6.16)

for all £ € Pt(d) with (o) € U for some tg € R.
Choose 71 € (0,7,/2) with D C B(eo/2 — 71,p). By Lemma there exists
ro € (0,71) such that if 2 € B(2rq,p) and Orb™ () ¢ D then

o(t,x) € D, te€][0,t,] (6.17)

and
o(tz,x) € B(r1,G*(p)) (6.18)

for some t, > 0. In addition, making r smaller if necessary, we may assume that
B(rg,p) C U. Take d;, > 0 such that every § € Pt(d},) is rp-oriented shadowed. Set
Uy = B(rs,p).

As in the hypothesis of property (a), suppose that { € Pt(d;,) satisfies {(to) €
Up = B(ra,p) and {(to + t1) ¢ B(eo/2,p) for some ¢y € R and ¢ > 0. Then there
exist zg € B(2rg,p) and h € Rep with h(0) = 0 such that

dist (&(to + 1), ¢(h(t), o)) <72, tER, (6.19)
where xg € B(2rq, p) follows from
dist(zp,p) < dist(xo, f(to)) + dist(f(to), p) <19+ 71a.
Moreover, inequality
dist (p, ¢(h(t1),w0)) > dist(p, &(to +t1)) —diSt(f(to +t1), ¢(h(t1),x0)) > 0/2— 72
shows that ¢(h t1 .Z‘O ¢ D. Thus D and (| with z = z¢ hold for some
ty, > 0. Thon (6-17), (6.19) and tho ch01c0 of 1"1, To w1th D C B(eg/2 —11,p) C
B(go/2 —ra,p 1mp1y that (6.15) for to = h™'(ty,). Now and (6.18) give
dist (£(to + h ™ (ta,)), G*(p)) < dist (f(to +ht (tx(,)), O (Lo, 70))
+ dist(¢(tz,, 20), G*(p))
<rg+r <20 < 7)< T

This and (6.16) show that h='(¢,,) > T},/2. In addition, this implies (6.14) with
ty = h=Y(t4,). The proof for property (b) is similar. O
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7. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [4.1]

In this section, let us finish the proof of Theorem by showing Proposition
given in Section [dl We need Lemma [4.2] and Proposition [5.2] and two propositions
and three lemmas in Section @ To apply Lemma later with € = &g, let g, > 0
be the constant corresponding to &’ in the proposition. Let dy and d; be constants
given by and Lemma respectively, and take

di < min{dy, d,,; p € Sing,(¢) U Sing, ()}
so that every & € Pt(dy) is e-oriented shadowed. Let
U= |J Ua
AECrit(¢)

where Uy is the neighborhood of A given in Propositions and Lemma
It is easy to see that the following claim follows from Lemma

Claim 3. There exist Ry > 0 and d2 € (0,dy) such that if £ € Pt(ds) satisfies
)¢ U, te(0,0),
then ¢ < Ry.

In this claim, making ds > 0 smaller if necessary, we may assume that for all
f S Pt(dz) and tg € R,

dist (§(to + 1), ¢(f f(to))) <min{eo,ro}, t€ [0, Rol, (7.1)
where €¢ and ry were given in and (| .

The hypothesis of the follwomg propsition is used for classsifying £ € Pt(ds) into
several cases.

Proposition 7.1. Suppose that £(to) € U, for some p € Sing,(¢) U Sing, (). If
sup{t € R;{(t) € Up} = oo (resp. inf{t € R;{(t) € Up} = —00),
then £(t) € B(eo/2,p) for all t >ty (resp. t < tg).

Proof. Let us consider the former case. Suppose to the contrary that there
exists t1 > to with £(¢1) € B(go/2,p). Then Lemma implies that £(tg + t2) €
B(7,, G"(p)) for some t; > T,/2. Then Proposition for asymptotically stable
critical elements and Lemma for t > 0 show that £(t) € B(3e0/2,A) for some
asymptotically stable critical element A and sufficiently large ¢, contradicting our
hypothesis. The proof for the latter case is similar. O

Let £ € Pt(dp) and define
S(&) = {A € Crit(¢); £(t) € Uy for some t € R}.

If £(tg) € Uy for some ty € R and some asymptotically stable critical element A,
then by Propositions and we have &(t) € B(egp, A) for all t > ty. Therefore
S(§) contains at most one asymptotically stable critical element. Similarly, S(&)
contains at most one backward asymptotically stable critical element. Thus it is
enough to consider the following cases:

(C1) S(¢) = {A} with A € Sing (¢) U Closs(¢).

(C2) S(&) = {A} with A € Sing,,(¢) U Clos,(¢).

(C3) S(&) = {A1,Ax} with A; € Sing,(¢) U
Clos,(9).

Closs(¢) and Ag € Sing, (¢) U
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(C4) There exists p € (Sing,(¢) U Sing,(¢)) N S(£) such that

inf{t € R;{(t) € Up} = —o0 and sup{t € R;{(t) € Up} = oc.
(C5) There exists p € (Sing,(¢) U Sing,(¢)) N S(€) such that

inf{t € R;{(t) € Up} > —oo and sup{t € R;&(t) € Up} = oc.
(C6) There exists p € (Sing,(¢) U Sing,(¢)) N S(§) such that

inf{t € R;{(t) € Up} = —o0 and sup{t € R;&(¢t) € U,} < oc.
(C7) There exists p € (Sing,(¢) U Sing,(4)) N S(&) such that

inf{t € R;{(t) € Up} > —o0 and sup{t € R;{(t) € Up} < oc.

For the proof of Theorem it suffices to show that any £ € Pt(ds) is gg-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;{(t) € Up} does not have any lower
bound. Then, by Propositions and

&(t) € B(eo/2,A), teR. (7.2)

In fact, otherwise there is ¢ € R such that &(t') ¢ B(eo/2,A), but since there
is no lower bounds, we can find some ¢t < ¢’ such that £(t) € Ua, which implies
&(t') € B(eo/2,A) by these propositions, contradicting the above. From it
follows that ,¢ is ep-shadowed by ¢(t, A) for all t € R when A € Sing,(¢). On
the other hand, when A € Closs(¢), by the choice of da, there exist xg € M and
h € Rep with h(0) = 0 such that

dist (£(t), @(h(t),20)) < ej, tER.

Then, by (7.2) and (4.2)), we can apply Lemmal.2|to [nTp, (n+1)Tp], n € Z, (think-
ing of [0,Tp] in the proposition) in order to show that ¢ is ep-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
£(t1) € Un,,  &(t2) € Un,
and t; — t3 € (0, Ry). By 7 we have
dist (£(t2 +1), @(t,&(t2))) < min{eg,mo}, € [0, Ro), (7.3)
implying
dist (&(t1), ¢(t1 — t2,€(t2))) < 7o.

Thus, Propositions and (b) show that there exist hq,hs € Rep(eg) with
h1(0) = h2(0) = 0 such that

dist (£(2), d(ha(t —t1), d(t1 — t2,€(t2)))) <o, t>t (7.4)
and
dist (£(t), ¢(ha(t —t2),&(t2))) <0, t <t (7.5)
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Define h € Rep(egp) with h(t2) =0 by
ha(t —t1) +t1 —t2, t2>t,
h(t) =< t—to, te [tg,tl],
hQ(t—t2), t < ts.
Then it follows from ([7.3]), (7.4) and (7.5) that
dist(£(1), G(h(1),£(12))) < 20, tE R

(C4): By Proposition &(t) € B(eo/2,p) for all t € R. Therefore £ is go-
shadowed by ¢(t,p) for t € R.

(C5): Assume that £(tg) € Up. By Claim [3and inf{t € R;£(t) € Uy} > —oo,
we can find ¢1 < to with £(t1) ¢ B(g0/2,p). Then Lemmal6.5] (b) implies that there
exists to < —T},/2 such that

E(to +t2) € B, G*(p))
and
&(to +1t) € B(eg/2,p), tE [to,0]. (7.6)

Let 9 € G*(p) with &(top + t2) € B(7p,x0). Then, by Lemma there exists
ho € Rep(eg) with hg(0) = 0 such that

dist (£(t + to + t2), ¢(ho(t),20)) < o, t <O0. (7.7)
Define h € Rep(ep) with h(0) = 0 by
mwz{%@’tS“

t, t>0.

Then Proposition (7.6) and (7.7) imply
dist (§(t +to +t2), d(h(t),20)) <o, tER.

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

(C7): Assume that £(tg) € U, for some ¢ty € R. By Proposition and the
hypothesis, there exist t; < ¢ and s1 > to with £(¢1),£(s1) ¢ B(eo/2,p). Then
Lemma shows that there are to < —T,/2 and so > T,/2 such that £(tg + t2) €
B(rp, G*(p)), &(to + s2) € B(7p, G*(p)) and

£(to +1) € B(eo/2,p), tE [ta,s2]. (7.8)

Let 29 € G*(p) and yo € G*(p) be such that {(ty +t2) € B(1p,x0) and &(to + s2) €
B(7p,Y0), respectively. By Lemma we can find z; in X, satisfying

¢(t,$1) e€BC B(E()/Q,]))7 te [0752 — tz] (79)

and ¢(sq — to,21) € Xy, where 3, and ¥,, are the embedded closed intervals
given by (6.13). Then it follows from Lemma [6.3] that there exist hy € Rep(eg)
with ho(0) = 0 such that

dist (£(t + to + t2), ¢(ho(t), 1)) <eo, t <0, (7.10)
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and go € Rep(eg) with go(0) = 0 such that

dist (§(t + to + s2), #(go(t), p(s2 — ta,x1))) <eo, t=>0. (7.11)
Define h € Rep(gp) with h(0) = 0 by
ho(t), t<0,
h(t) =< t, t €[0,52 —ta],

go(t — so+ta2) + 52 —t2, t> 89—t

Thus, by (7.10), (7.11), (7.8) and (7.9), we obtain
dist (£(t + to + t2), ¢(h(t),21)) <eo, tER,
completing the proof.
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