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T he ST R U C T U R E ofB R A N C H IN G

in A N O SO V FLO W S of3-M A N IFO LD S

S�ergio R.Fenley 1

M athem aticalSciencesResearch Instituteand

University ofCalifornia,Berkeley

1 Introduction

In thisarticle we study the topologicalstructure ofthe lifts to the univer-

salofthe stable and unstable foliations of3-dim ensionalAnosov ows. In

particularweconsiderthecase when thesefoliationsdo nothave Hausdor�

leafspace. W e com pletely determ ine the structure ofthe set ofnon sepa-

rated leavesfrom a given leafin oneofthesefoliations.Asa consequenceof

thissuspensionsare characterized,up to topologicalconjugacy,asthe only

3-dim ensionalAnosov owswithoutfreely hom otopicclosed orbits.Further-

m orethestructureofbranchingisrelated to thetopology ofthem anifold:if

therearein�nitely m any leavesnotseparated from each other,then thereis

an incom pressible torustransverse to the ow. Transitivity isnotassum ed

fortheseresults.Finally,ifthem anifold hasnegatively curved fundam ental

group we derive som e im portantpropertiesofthe lim itsetsofleavesin the

universalcover.

Thisarticle dealswith a powerfultechnique foranalysing Anosov ows

in dim ension 3,nam ely thestudy ofthe topologicalstructureofthe(weak)

stable and unstable foliationswhen lifted to the universalcover.Thistech-

nique was introduced in a rem arkable paper ofVerjovsky [Ve]in order to

study codim ension one Anosov ows. Ifthe lifted (say)stable foliation has

Hausdor� leafspace,then it is hom eom orphic to the set ofrealnum bers

and we say that the stable foliation in the m anifold is R -covered. W hen

both foliations are R -covered the ow is said to be R -covered. Two early

usesofthistechnique were:(1)G hys[G h]proved thatan Anosov ow in a

Seifert�bered spaceisR -covered.Thiswasan essentialstep in showingthat

the ow is,up to �nite covers,topologically conjugate to a geodesic ow in

the unittangentbundle ofa closed surface ofnegative curvature (briey,a

geodesicow).(2)Ifthefundam entalgroup ofthem anifold issolvablethen

the R -covered property,proved by Barbot[Ba1,Ba2],isagain an essential

step in Plante’sproof[Pl2,Pl3]thattheow istopologically conjugated to

1
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x1. Introduction 2

a suspension ofan Anosov di�eom orphism ofthe torus (a suspension). In

factthislastresultholdsforany codim ension one Anosov ow.

M ore recently, a lot ofinform ation has been gained by analysing not

justthe individualleafspaces,butratherthe jointtopologicalstructure of

the stable and unstable foliations. Using this and Dehn surgery on closed

orbitsofsuspensionsorgeodesic ows[Fr,G o],a large fam ily ofexam ples

wasconstructed where every closed orbitofthe ow isfreely hom otopic to

in�nitely m any otherclosed orbits[Fe3].Thisneverhappensforsuspensions

orgeodesic ows,and wasthoughtto beim possibleforany Anosov ow.

In addition the topologicalstudy gives inform ation aboutm etric prop-

erties of ow lines: W e say that a ow is quasigeodesic if ow lines are

uniform ly e�cient(up to a bounded m ultiplicative distortion)in m easuring

distances in relative hom otopy classes. Suspensionsand geodesic ows are

always quasigeodesic and there are m any quasigeodesic \pseudo-Anosov"

owsin hyperbolic 3-m anifolds[Ca-Th,M os]. The Dehn surgery construc-

tion m entioned aboveproducesa large fam ily ofAnosov owsin hyperbolic

m anifoldswhich are notquasigeodesic.

Barbot[Ba3,Ba4]alsoused thistopologicaltheory tostudyAnosov ows

and proved the following rem arkable result: Assum e thatthere isa Seifert

�bered piece of the torus decom position of the m anifold [Jo,Ja-Sh]and

supposethatthecorresponding�berisnotfreely hom otopictoaclosed orbit

ofthe ow. Firstisotopically adjustthe boundary torito be astransverse

to the ow as possible [Ba3]. Then the ow in that piece is topologically

conjugate to a (generalized) geodesic ow on the unittangent bundle ofa

com pactsurfacewith boundary.Ifthem anifold isa graph m anifold and all

�berssatisfythecondition above,then theow isup totopologicalconjugacy

obtained by Dehn surgery on �nitely m any closed orbitsofa geodesic ow

[Ba5].Using thisBarbot[Ba4,Ba5]hasobtained the �rstknown exam ples

ofgraph m anifoldswhich areneithertorusbundlesoverthecircle,norSeifert

�bered spacesand which do notadm itAnosov ows.

The results above are in great part due to a com plete characterization

ofthe possiblejointtopologicalstructuresofR -covered Anosov ows[Ba2,

Fe3].O n theotherhand very little isknown aboutthenon R -covered case,

for the sim ple reason that their structure is not understood at all. The

purpose ofthisarticle isto starta system atic study ofAnosov owswhich

are notR -covered,wherewe then say the lifted foliationshave branching.

Itiseasytoshow thatintransitivity im pliesthattheow isnotR -covered

[So,Ba1]and for m any years there was a great e�ort in trying to prove

that these two propertiesare equivalent [Ve,G h,Fe3,Ba2]. However in a
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surprising developm entBonatti-Langevin [Bo-La]haverecently constructed

a transitive,non R -covered Anosov ow in dim ension 3.Theirexam plehas

an em bedded torustransverseto theow.

This leads us to two basic and very im portant questions concerning

branching: (1) when can branching occur and (2) what are the possible

structures ofbranching in Anosov ows of3-m anifolds. In this article we

giveacom pleteanswertothesecond question.W ethen show thatthestruc-

tureofbranching isstrongly related to dynam icsoftheow,thetopology of

the m anifold and them etric behaviorofthe stable and unstablefoliations.

Let then � be an Anosov ow in M 3 with two dim ensionalstable and

unstablefoliationsF s;F u.Let eF s;eF u betherespectiveliftstotheuniversal

cover fM .LetH s and H u denote the leafspacesof eF s and eF u respectively.

IfF s is notR -covered,then H s isnotHausdor�. The branching leaves of
eF s correspond to thenon Hausdor� pointsin H s.Two leavesF 6= F 0of eF s

form a branching pair ifthe corresponding points in H s are not separated

from each other.Thisisequivalentto saying thatF;F 0do nothavedisjoint

saturated neighborhoodsin fM ,wherea saturated neighborhood of eF s isan

open setwhich isa union ofleavesof eF s.Sim ilarly for eF u.

Since the universalcover is sim ply connected, eF s and eF u are always

transversely orientable and an orientation ischosen.Then there isa notion

ofbranchingin thepositiveornegativedirections.The�rstnon trivialresult

aboutthe structure ofbranching isthe following [Fe5]:Supposethe ow is

transitive. Ifthere isbranching in the positive direction of(say)the stable

foliation then thisfoliation alsohasbranchingin thenegativedirection.This

isa resultaboutthe\global" structureofbranching.

W eanalysethe\local" structureofbranching.Forgeneralfoliationsthe

branchingofthelifted foliationscan bevery com plicated [Im ].W ewillshow

here that branching in Anosov foliations is ofa sim ple type which is very

rigid.Forsim plicity m any theorem sarestated for eF s butthey work equally

wellfor eF u.

A leafof eF s or eF u is said to be periodic ifit isleft invariant by a non

trivialcovering translation ofthe universalcover. Equivalently,its im age

in M contains a closed orbit of�. W e �rst show that branching puts a

restriction in the type ofthe leaf.

T heorem A Let� be an Anosov ow in M 3. IfF isa branching leafof
eF s,then F isperiodic.

Theorem A should be interpreted as a rigidity result in the sense that
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periodic leaves are \rigid" while non periodic leaves are non rigid. Thisis

best seen in the m anifold: ifthe stable leaf(in the m anifold) is periodic,

then it contains a closed orbit of� and every orbit in the leafis forward

asym ptotic to this closed orbit. The nearby returns are in the sam e local

stable leaf.In case the leafisnotperiodicthe forward orbitslim itin orbits

in the m anifold,but the nearby returns are always in distinct localstable

leaves. Thism eansthatwhen lifted to the universalcoverone can perturb

slightly thelocalstructure,which willthen producea contradiction.

O urnextgoalistounderstand thestructureofthesetE ofnon separated

leaves from a given leafF of(say) eF s. There isa naturalorderin E given

by: if E ;L 2 E then we say that E < L if there are G ;H 2 eF u with

G \ E 6= ;;H \ L 6= ; and G isin theback ofH ,see �g.1.Itiseasy to see

thatthisisa totalorderin E. Using thiswe can say thata branching leaf

D isbetween E and L ifE < D < L.

bt

Figure1:The setofnon separated leavesfrom F 2 eF s.D isbetween E and L.

O nem easureofthecom plexity ofbranching isthenum berofbranching

leaves between any E ;L 2 E. A priorithere could be in�nitely m any in

between branchingleavesproducingavery com plicated structure.W eprove:

T heorem B Let� be an Anosov ow in M 3. LetF be a branching leaf

of eF s and E bethe setofnon separated leavesfrom F with the totalorder

de�ned above.Then either

(1)E is�nite,hence orderisom orphic to f1;2;:::;ng or,

(2)E ifin�niteand orderisom orphicto thesetofintegersZ.

In particular given any E ;L 2 E,there are only �nitely m any branching

leavesbetween them .

As in the case of theorem A, there is a rigidity proof of this result.

Howeveritisquite long and com plicated.O urtactic willbeto �rstshow:
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T heorem C Let� bean Anosov ow in M 3 and let(F;L)bea branching

pairof eF s. Letg be a non trivialcovering translation with g(F )= F and

so thatg preservestransversalorientationsto eF s;eF u.Then g(L)= L.

Using the im portant idea oflozenges (see de�nition in section 3) and

a key result from [Fe4],theorem B is an easy consequence oftheorem C ,

except that to rule out the case that E is order isom orphic to the natural

num bersN we need theorem E below. Section 4 contains a m ore detailed

description ofthe setE.

Theorem C im pliesthat�(F )and �(L)contain freely hom otopic closed

orbitsoftheow �,which highlightsthepervasivinesoffreely hom otopicor-

bits.Thisshowsthatthetopologicalstructureofthefoliationsisintim ately

related to the dynam icsoftheow:

C orollary D Let � be an Anosov ow in M 3. Then � is topologically

conjugate to a suspension ofan Anosov di�eom orphism ofthe torusifand

only ifthereareno freely hom otopicclosed orbitsof� (including non trivial

freehom otopiesofa closed orbitto itself).

This result does not assum e that � is not R -covered. Another conse-

quence oftheorem C isthe following:

T heorem E Let�bea non R -covered Anosov ow in M 3.Then up to the

action ofcovering translations,there are �nitely m any branching leaves in
eF s.Equivalently there are �nitely m any distinguished closed orbitsof� in

M so thattheirstable leavesliftto branching leavesin theuniversalcover.

Itisvery im portantto stressherethatin theaboveresultswedo notas-

sum ethattheow istransitivenoristhereany assum ption on them anifold.

Consequently these results are the m ost generalpossible. W e also rem ark

thattheorem sA;B ;C and E were previously proved undertheassum ption

thatM hasnegatively curved fundam entalgroup and furtherm orethatthe

ow isquasigeodesic[Fe4].Thislasthypothesisisa very strong assum ption.

The above resultsuse only the topologicalstructure ofthe lifted foliations

and have no m etric assum ption.

W e also show thatthe structure ofbranching isstrongly related to the

topology ofthe am bient m anifold. W e say that there is in�nite branching

ifthere are in�nitely m any leaveswhich are notseparated from each other,

otherwise we say thatthe branching is�nite.An easy corollary oftheorem

E isthe following:
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C orollary F Let� be an Anosov ow in M 3 orientable,atoroidal. Then

in�nitebranching cannotoccur.

Even though theproofofcorollary F iseasy,itdependson a deep result

ofG abai,nam ely the generaltorustheorem [G a]which in turn dependson

the solution ofthe Seifert �bered conjecture. In addition the proofuses

the characterization ofAnosov owsin Seifert�bered 3-m anifolds[G h]. In

section 5 we study product regions (see de�nition in section 5) and then

prove the following strongerresult,using only the study ofthe topological

structureof eF s;eF u:

T heorem G Let � be an Anosov ow in M 3 orientable so that there is

in�nitebranchingin eF s.Then thereisin�nitebranchingin eF u.Furtherm ore

there isan em bedded torusT transverseto �,henceT isincom pressible.

W erem arkthatin�nitebranchingdoesoccur,forexam plein theBonatti-

Langevin ow.Furtherm oreweshow that�nite(butnon trivial)branching

also occursfora large class ofAnosov ows,forexam ple in the owscon-

structed by Franksand W illiam s[Fr-W i].

Finally weapply theseresultsto thecasewhen M hasnegatively curved

fundam entalgroup. Then fM iscom pacti�ed with a sphere atin�nity S 2
1
.

Furtherm ore the intrinsic geom etry ofa leafF of eF s or eF u is always neg-

atively curved in the large so there is an intrinsic idealboundary @1 F .

In these m anifoldsitisfundam entalto understand asym ptotic behaviorof

sets in fM [Th1,Th2], [M or], [Bon]. W e say that e� has the continuous

extension property ifthe em bedding ’ :F ! fM extends continuously to

’ :F [ @1 F ! fM [ S2
1
,forany leafF in eF s or eF u.Thisrelatesthe folia-

tion to the geom etry in the large ofthe universalcover. Thisproperty can

be de�ned for any Reebless codim ension 1 foliation in such m anifolds and

itistrue for�brations[Ca-Th]and m any depth one foliations[Fe1].Recall

thatthelim itsetofB isthesetofaccum ulation pointsofB in S2
1
.In this

articleweusethestructureofbranching to analyselim itsetsofleaveswhen

the continuousextension property holds.

T heorem H Let�bean Anosov ow in M 3 with �1(M )negatively curved.

Supposethat e�hasthecontinuousextension property.If�isnotR -covered

then the lim it set ofany leafF of eF s or eF u is a Sierpinskicurve,that is,

the com plem entofa countable,denseunion ofopen disksin S2
1
.

If� isR -covered then thelim itsetofany F 2 eF s[ eF u isS2
1
,regardless

ofwhetherthe continuousextension property holdsornot[Fe2].There are



x2. Background 7

m any R -covered exam ples[Fe3].

Bonattiand Langevin’sexam ple ofa transitive,non R -covered Anosov

ow in dim ension 3,was generalized by Brunella [Br]who produced m any

exam ples by Dehn surgery on geodesic ows. The toolused to show that

theseowsarenotR -covered wastheexistence ofa transversetorus;hence

allsuch exam pleswere notin hyperbolic 3-m anifolds. The m ain open con-

jecturein thistheory waswhetherM beinghyperbolicwould im ply thatthe

ow �isR -covered.In thisarticleweanswerthisconjecturein thenegative:

T heorem I Thereisalargeclassoftransitive,non R -covered Anosov ows

wheretheunderlying3-m anifold ishyperbolic.ThisincludesallAnosovows

in non orientable,hyperbolic3-m anifolds.

In a forthcom ing paper[Fe8]we use the results ofthis article to study

incom pressible toriin 3-m anifolds supporting Anosov ows. It is ofgreat

interest to �nd,in the isotopy class of the torus, the best position with

respectto the ow [Ba3,Ba4].W e prove:

T heorem ([Fe8])Let� bean Anosov ow in M 3 and letT an incom press-

ible torusin M . Suppose thatno loop in T isfreely hom otopic to a closed

orbitof�.Then � istopologically conjugate to a suspension Anosov ow.

Furtherm oreT isisotopic to a torustransverseto �.

Thearticle isorganized asfollows:in the nextsection we develop back-

ground m aterial. In section 3 we prove theorem A and in the following

section weprovetheorem C and im m ediately derivetheorem sB and E and

corollariesD and F .Section 5studiesproductregions,which isthen applied

to a m ore detailed analysis ofin�nite branching and the construction ofa

transverse torus in section 6. In the �nalsection we study the continuous

extension property.

W e thank BillThurston forencouragem entand m any helpfulconversa-

tionsrelating to thiswork.W ealso thank Thierry Barbotforusefulsugges-

tionsto a �rstversion ofthisarticle.

2 B ackground

Let�t:M ! M bea nonsingularow in a closed Riem annian m anifold M .

The ow � isAnosov ifthere isa continuousdecom position ofthe tangent

bundle TM as a W hitney sum TM = E 0 � E s � E u of D �t invariant

subbundlesand there are constants�0 � 1,�1 > 0 so that:
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(i)E 0 isone dim ensionaland tangentto theow,

(ii)jjD �t(v)jj� �0e
�� 1tjjvjj forany v 2 E s; t� 0,

(iii)jjD ��t(v)jj� �0e
�� 1tjjvjj forany v 2 E u; t� 0.

In this article we restrict to M ofdim ension 3. Then E s;E u are one

dim ensionaland integrate to one dim ensionalfoliationsF ss;F uu called the

strong stable and strong unstable foliations ofthe ow. Furtherm ore,the

bundlesE 0� E s andE 0� E u arealsointegrable[An]producing2-dim ensional

foliationsF s;F u which are the stable and unstable foliationsofthe ow.

Theow issaid to beorientable when both F s;F u are transversely ori-

entable.W e rem ark thatthere isalwaysa regularcoveroforder� 4 where

thelifted F s and F u aretransversely orientable.W heneverpossiblewewill

liftto such a cover.

The leaves ofF s;F u are either topologicalplanes,annulior M �oebius

bands.Thelasttwo correspond exactly to leavescontaining closed orbitsof

�.Thereisatm ostone closed orbitin a leafofF s,in which case allother

orbitsare forward asym ptotic to it.Sim ilarly forF u.

Thefoliation F s isReebless,soNovikov’stheorem [No]im pliesthatgiven

any closed orbit of�, n isnotnullhom otopic forany n 6= 0.

Let � : fM ! M be the universalcovering space ofM . This notation

willbe �xed throughout the article. The Anosov foliations F s;F u lift to

foliations eF s;eF u in fM .Theleavesof eF s;eF u aretopologicalplanes,so fM is

hom eom orphictoR 3 [Pa].ThereforeM isirreduciblethatiseveryem bedded

spherein M boundsa 3-ball.Theinduced ow in fM isdenoted by e�.

LetO betheorbitspaceofe� obtained by collapsing ow linesto points

and let� : fM ! O be the projection m ap.A fundam entalproperty which

willberepeatedly used hereisthatO isHausdor�and hencehom eom orphic

to R 2 [Fe3].Thisisa signi�cantsim pli�cation since now m uch ofthe anal-

ysiscan bedonein dim ension 2 instead ofdim ension 3.W estressthatO is

only a topologicalobject.Thereisno naturalm etricin O sincetheow di-

rection contractsand expandsdistancesin fM .Thefoliations eF s;eF u induce

two transverse 1-dim ensionalfoliationsin O ,which willalso be denoted by
eF s;eF u. By an abuse ofnotation we willm any tim esidentify setsin fM or

orbitsofe� to theirrespective im agesin O .

Thefundam entalgroup �1(M )isisom orphicto thesetofcovering trans-

lationsof fM .W ewillusually assum eonesuch identi�cation is�xed.G iven

a covering translation g,wewillalso denote by g itsaction on H s;H u.

Let W s(x) be the leafofF s containing x and sim ilarly de�ne W u(x),

W ss(x);W uu(x);fW s(x);fW u(x);fW ss(x)and fW uu(x). In the sam e way if�

isan orbitof� we de�ne W s(�),etc.. G eneralreferencesforAnosov ows
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are [An],[An-Si],[Bow],[Sh]and [Sm ].

An incom pressible surface(6= S2)isan em bedded surfacein M 3 which is

injectivein thefundam entalgroup level.A m anifold istoroidalifitcontains

an incom pressible torusand atoroidalotherwise.

3 Periodic branching leaves

Thefollowing de�nitionswillbeuseful.IfL isa leafof eF s or eF u,then a half

leafofL isa connected com ponentA ofL � ,where isany fullorbitin L.

Theclosed halfleafisA = A [ and itsboundary is@A = .IfL isa leafof
eF s or eF u then a ow band B de�ned by orbits�6= � in L isthe connected

com ponentofL � f�;�g which isnota halfleafofL.Theclosed ow band

associated to itisB = B [ f�;�g and itsboundary is@B = f�;�g.

Since fM is sim ply connected, eF s and eF u are transversely orientable.

Chooseonesuch orientation,assum ed to agreewith theliftsofthetransver-

salorientationstoF s;F u ifany oftheseistransversely oriented.Noticethat

in general,covering translationsm ay notpreservetransversalorientations.

For p 2 fM ,let fW s
+ (p) be the halfleafof

fW s(p) de�ned by the orbit

e�R (p) and the positive transversalorientation to eF u at p. This is also

called a positive halfleafoffW s(p). Sim ilarly de�ne fW s
�
(p),a negative half

leafand also de�ne fW u
+ (p)and

fW u
�
(p).

A fundam entalproperty forusisthatany leafL in eF s or eF u separates
fM . Thisisa consequence of fM being sim ply connected. The frontofL is

the com ponentof fM � L de�ned by the positive transversalorientation to

L.Sim ilarly de�netheback ofL.Forp 2 fM let fW ss
+ (p)= fW s

+ (p)\
fW ss(p).

In thesam e way de�ne fW ss
�
(p),fW uu

+ (p)and fW uu
�
(p).

IfF 2 eF s and G 2 eF u then F and G intersectin atm ostoneorbit,since

two intersectionswould forcea tangency of eF s and eF u.Thisiseasiestseen

in O ,as eF s and eF u are then 1-dim ensionalfoliationsoftheplane.

W e say that leaves F;L 2 eF s and G ;H 2 eF u form a rectangle if F

intersects both G and H and so does L,see �g. 2 a. W e also say that E

intersects G between F and L ifE \ G is contained in the ow band in G

de�ned by G \ F and G \ L. Then itiseasy to prove [Fe5]thatifE 2 eF s

intersects G between F and L then E also intersects H between F and L.

This m eans that there is a product structure of eF s and eF u in the region

bounded by F;L;G and H .

Thefollowing two de�nitionswillbeessentialforallresutsin thisarticle.
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D e�nition 3.1 Given p 2 fM (or p 2 O ),let

J u
+ (p)= fF 2 eF s jF \ fW

u
+ (p)6= ;g;

an open subsetofH s. Notice thatthe leaf fW s(p)62 J u
+ (p). Sim ilarly de�ne

J u
�
(p);J s

+ (p)and J
s
�
(p).

bands

Figure2:a.Rectangles,b.Perfect�tsin the universalcover.

D e�nition 3.2 Two leaves F;G ,F 2 eF s and G 2 eF u,form a perfect�tif

F \ G = ; and there are halfleavesF1 ofF and G 1 ofG and also ow bands

L1 � L 2 eF s and H 1 � H 2 eF u,(see �gure 2 b)so that:

L1 \ G 1 = @L1 \ @G 1; L1 \ H 1 = @L1 \ @H 1; H 1 \ F 1 = @H 1 \ @F1;

8 S 2 eF u; S \ L1 6= ; , S \ F1 6= ; and

8 E 2 eF s; E \ G 1 6= ; , E \ H 1 6= ;:

Notice that the ow bands L 1;H 1 (or the leaves L;H ) are not uniquely

determ ined given the perfect�t(F;G ). W e willalso say thatF and G are

asym ptotic in the sense thatifwe considerstable leavesnearF and on the

side containing G they willintersectG and vice versa. Perfect�tsproduce

\ideal" rectangles,in the sense thateven though F and G do notintersect,
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there is a product structure (of eF s and eF u) in the interior ofthe region

bounded by F;L;G and H .

Itiseasy to show [Fe5]thatthere isatm ostone leafG 2 eF u m aking a

perfect�twith agiven halfleafofF 2 eF s and in agiven sideofF .Therefore

a perfect�tisa detectable property in M .Thism eansthatif(L;G )form s

a perfect �t and g is any orientation preserving covering translation with

g(L) = L,then g(G ) = G . The last assertion follows from uniqueness of

perfect �ts and the fact that, as g acts by hom eom orphism s in the leaf

spaces,ittakesperfect�tsto perfect�ts.

If p;q are in the sam e strong stable leaf let [p;q]s denote the closed

segm ent in that leaffrom p to q and let (p;q)s be the corresponding open

segm ent.Sim ilarly de�ne[p;q]u and (p;q)u.

W e say thatJ s
+ (p)and J s

+ (q) are com parable and willdenote this by

J s
+ (p) � J s

+ (q),ifone ofthem is contained in the other. Then we write

J s
+ (p) < J s

+ (q) ifthe form er is strictly contained in the latter. Sim ilarly

de�ne� ;> and � .Thesym bol6� m eansnotcom parable.

W ealso say thatan orbit of e� isperiodic ifitisleftinvariantby a non

trivialcovering translation.

T heorem 3.3 Let� bean Anosovow in M 3 and letF bea branching leaf

of eF s. Then there is a non trivialcovering translation g with g(F ) = F ,

thatis,F isperiodic.

Proofof3.3:By taking a �nite coverifnecessary,we m ay assum ethat

� isorientable. LetL 2 eF s,L 6= F ,so thatF;L form a branching pairof
eF s. Assum e withoutloss ofgenerality thatF and L are notseparated on

their negative sides,that is they are associated to branching of eF s in the

positive direction (positive branching).

Letw0 2 F ,w 02 L. Since F and L are notseparated in theirnegative

sidesthere are y0 2
fW uu
�
(w0)(y0 su�ciently near w 0)and x0 2

fW u(w 0)\

fW ss(y0)so thatifr0 =
fW uu
+ (x0)\ L,then forany E 2 eF s,

E \ (y0;w0)u 6= ; , E \ (x0;r0)u 6= ;: (� )

This fact,which follows from the separation property ofleaves of eF s,will

often beim plicitly used.

By switching F and L ifnecessary wem ay assum ethat fW u(x0)isin the

front of fW u(y0). O ur �rstgoalwillbe to �nd unique leaves associated to

the branching which form perfect�tswith F and L.
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Asthere are z 2 [y0;x0]s with
fW u(z)\ F = ; (forinstance z = x0),let

p0 bethe closestpointto y0 in [y0;x0]s so that
fW u(p0)\ F = ;.

Lem m a 3.4 The leavesF and fW u(p0)form a perfect�t.

Proofof3.4: For candidates ofow bandslet A = e�R ((y0;w0)u)and

B = e�R ((y0;p0)s). Then A \ B = e�R (y0),A \ F = e�R (w0) and B \

fW u(p0)=
e�R (p0).

Let E 2 eF s with E \ A 6= ;. Then E \ fW u(x0) 6= ;. Since fW u(p0)

separatesM itfollowsthatE \ fW u(p0)6= ;.AsE isin frontoffW s(y0)then

E \ fW u
+ (p0)6= ;.

split

Figure3:Branching in eF s.

Conversely letE 2 eF s with E \ fW u
+ (p0)6= ;. Suppose thatE \ A = ;.

Since fW u(p0)\ F = ;,then the frontofE is disjointfrom the frontofF .

Forany z 2 fW ss(p0)nearenough p0,
fW u(z)\ E 6= ;. AsE isin the back

ofF ,itfollowsthat fW u(z)\ F = ;. Thiscontradictsthe choice ofp0. W e

conclude thatE \ A 6= ; , E \ fW u
+ (p0)6= ;.

Letnow R 2 eF u with R \ B 6= ;. IfR \ F = ;,then z = R \ [y0;p0]s

is closer to y0 (in
fW ss(y0)) than p0,contradiction. Hence R \ F 6= ;,in

particularR \ fW s
+ (w0)6= ;.

Conversely supposethatR \ fW s
+ (w0)6= ;.LetF � 2 eF s becloseenough

to F so that F � \ R 6= ;,F � \ fW u(y0)6= ; and F � \ fW u(x0)6= ;. Then
fW u(y0);

fW u(x0);
fW s(y0)and F � form a rectangle.Since and R \ F � 6= ; is

between F � \ fW u(y0)and F � \ fW u(x0)then R \ fW s(y0)6= ;. As R is in

frontoffW u(y0)then R \
fW s
+ (y0)6= ;.SinceR \ F 6= ; then R isin theback

offW u(p0).ThereforeR \ B 6= ;.This�nishesthe proofofthelem m a.
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3.4

Continuation ofthe proofoftheorem 3.3

In thesam eway thereisa uniqueq0 2 [y0;x0]s with
fW u(q0)and L form -

ing a perfect �t. By uniqueness ofperfect �ts,the leaves fW u(p0);
fW u(q0)

depend only on F and L. Iffollows from (� ) and lem m a 3.4,that given

E 2 eF s,E \ fW u
+ (p0)6= ; , E \ fW u

+ (q0)6= ;.Equivalently J u
+ (p0)= J u

+ (q0).

Case 1 p0 = q0.

LetG = fW u(p0)=
fW u(q0).IfG isperiodicthereisg 6= id with g(G )=

G . By uniquenessofperfect�ts and preserving oftransversalorientations

itfollowsthatg(F )= F and we aredone.So wem ay assum ethatG isnot

periodic.

Let c0 = �(p0). Since G is not periodic,�R (c0) is not a closed orbit,

norisitbackwardsasym ptotic to a closed orbit. Letc be a negative lim it

point of�R (c0) and let ci = �ti(c0),ti ! � 1 ,with ci ! c. Ifci and

cj are in the sam e localunstable leafnearc,then there isa closed path in

W u(ci)consisting oftheow segm entfrom ci to cj and then a sm allstrong

unstable segm ent from cj to ci in the localunstable leafthrough cj. This

path isnotnullhom otopic in W u(ci),henceW
u(ci)containsa closed orbit,

contradiction to our assum ption. This is the key fact used in the proofof

thetheorem and itwillim ply thatnon periodicleavesin theuniversalcover

are notrigid .

Liftcitopi2
fM with pi! pand �(p)= c.Then pi= gi(

e�ti(p0)),where

gi are covering translations. By the above argum ent fW s(pi)6=
fW s(pk)for

any i6= k.Thisisthe non rigidity we arelooking for.

LetFi= gi(F );Li= gi(L);A i= gi(A),B i= gi(B )and G i= gi(G ).Let

yi = gi(
e�ti(y0)) and let xi = gi(

e�ti(x0)). Up to subsequence assum e that

allpi and p are nearenough,in a productneighborhood of eF u ofdiam eter

< < 1.Assum ealso thatforalli,

l(e�ti([y0;p0]s))> 1 and l(e�ti([p0;x0]s))> 1: (� � )

Choose i;k so that pi is in the back of fW u(pk), see �g. 4. Since

d(pi;pk)< < 1itfollowsthatfW s
�
(pk)\

fW u(pi)6= ;and fW s
+ (pi)\

fW u(pk)6= ;.

By (� � ),thisim pliesthatyk isin the back offW u(pi)and xi isin the front

of fW u(pk), see �g. 4. Hence fW u(yk) is in the back of fW u(pi). Then
fW u(pi)\ B k 6= ;,hence fW u(pi)\ Fk 6= ;. As Li m akes a perfect�twith
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pert

Figure4:Rigidity ofbranching leaves:the adjacentcase

fW u(pi),this im plies that Li is in front ofFk,hence Li is in the back of
fW u(pk).

O n theotherhand,Li\
fW u(xi)6= ;.Since fW u(xi)isin frontof

fW u(pk)

then fW u(pk)\
e�R ([pi;xi]s)6= ;.AsLi and

fW u(pi)form a perfect�t,this

im pliesthat fW u(pk)\ Li6= ;.Thiscontradictsthe previousparagraph.

Thisshowsthatifp0 = q0,then G isperiodic,leftinvariantby g,hence

F and L are periodicand both leftinvariantunderg.

R em arks: (1) If we apply the argum ent above when G is periodic, we

get fW s(pi) =
fW s(pk) for alli;k. There is no sm allperturbation ofthe

localpicture,which isthen rigid.Thiswillim ply thatthe whole setofnon

separated leavesfrom F isvery rigid.

(2)Itistem pting to try thefollowing \intuitive" approach to theabove

proof: as �(fW u
+ (p0)) is not com pact in M ,there are always translates S1

and S2 of
fW u(p0)and pointsui 2 Si arbitrarily neareach other. However

thereisno controloftherestofthepicture.Forinstancewedo notknow a

prioriwhathappensto therespectivestablelengths.Thisisthereason why

we �xed an orbit� R (�(p0))and owed backwards in orderto insure that

stable lengthsare asbig aswe want.

Case 2 p0 6= q0.

W e use the sam e notation asin case 1. Asq0 6= p0,letqi= gi(
e�ti(q0)).
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di�

Figure5:Rigidity ofbranching:the separated case.

Choose i;k with pi in the back offW u(pk). Asin case 1,fW u
+ (pi)\ Fk 6= ;.

Thereisno a prioricontradiction becausenow Lidoesnotform a perfect�t

with fW u(pi),and in factLi isprobably in the frontof
fW u(pk).Let

e1 =
fW u(pk)\

fW
ss
+ (pi); e2 =

fW u(pi)\
fW

ss
�
(pk):

Then J u
+ (pk)< J u

+ (e2)and by thelocalproductstructureof
eF s;eF u nearp,

itfollowsthatJ u
+ (pi)> J u

+ (e1),see �g. 5. Choose E 2 J u
+ (pi)� J u

+ (e1).

By theabove considerationsitisclearthatE \ fW u(pk)= ;.But

J u
+ (qi)= J u

+ (gi(
e�ti(q0)))= gi(J

u
+ (

e�ti(q0)))= gi(J
u
+ (

e�ti(p0)))= J u
+ (pi);

hence E 2 J u
+ (qi). As a result E \ fW u

+ (qi) 6= ;. But now fW u(qi) is in

the front of fW u(pk). Since fW u(pk) separates
fM ,then E \ fW u(pk) 6= ;,

contradiction. As before we conclude that G is periodic,left invariant by

g 6= id,so F isalso leftinvariantby g.

3.3

C aution: The sam e argum entshowsthatL and fW u(q0)are also periodic.

W e do not know at this point that the sam e covering translation leaves

invariantboth F and L.Thisisa m uch strongerfact.
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4 B ranching structure

In thissection weshow thatifF and L arenotseparated,then notonly are

they periodic,but there is a com m on covering translation leaving both of

them invariant.Asaresult,branchingforcesanon trivialfreehom otopy be-

tween closed orbitsof� in M and thisgivesthetopologicalcharacterization

ofsuspensions. Furtherm ore we willshow that F and L are connected by

a �nite sequence oflozenges,asde�ned below. Thiscom pletely determ ines

the structure ofthe setofnon separated leaves from F . Asa consequence

weshow thereareonly �nitely m any branching leavesup to covering trans-

lations.Thisin turn im pliesthatifthere isin�nite branching then there is

an incom pressible torusin M .

D e�nition 4.1 Lozenges -Letp;q 2 fM ,p 62 fW s(q),p 62 fW u(q). LetH p

be the halfleafof fW u(p) de�ned by e�R (p) and contained in the sam e side

offW s(p)as q.LetLp be the sim ilarly de�ned halfleafof
fW s(p)and in the

sam e fashion de�ne H q;Lq.Then p;q form a lozenge,�g.6,a ifH p;Lq and

H q;Lp respectively form perfect�ts.

loz

Figure6:a.A lozenge,b.A chain ofadjacentlozenges.

W e say that p;q (or e�R (p);e�R (q)) are corners ofthe lozenge. Ifthe

lozengewith cornerp iscontained in theback offW s(p)then p isa cornerof

type(+ ;� ),otherwiseitisoftype(� ;� ).Sim ilarly usingfW u(p)de�netypes

(� ;+ );(� ;� ). The sides ofthe lozenge are Hp;Lp;H q and Lq. Since given

any four leaves there is at m ost one lozenge de�ned by them we willalso
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say the fullleaves are the sidesofthe lozenge. Notice thatifp isa corner

oftype (� ;� )then J u
+ (p)= J u

�
(q),J s

+ (p)= J s
�
(q)and sim ilarly forthe

othercases.

Two lozengesareadjacentifthey sharea cornerand thereisa stableor

unstableleafintersecting both ofthem ,see�g.6 b.A chain oflozengesisa

collection fBig;1 � i� n,wheren 2 N ,so thatBiand Bi+ 1 sharea corner.

Consecutive lozengesm ay beadjacentornot.

Thefollowing theorem willbeessentialforthe resultsin thissection:

T heorem 4.2 (Fe4) Let� be an Anosov ow in M 3. Suppose thatFi;i=

0;1 are leaves of eF s for which there is a non trivialcovering translation

g with g(Fi) = Fi;i= 0;1. Let�i;i = 0;1 be the periodic orbits of e� in

Fi so thatg(�i)= �i. Then �0 and �1 are connected by a �nite chain of

lozenges fBig;1 � i� n and g leaves invarianteach lozenge Bi as wellas

their corners.

Furtherm ore there is a unique chain that is m inim al,in the sense that

any other chain from �0 to �1 contains this chain [Fe7]. G iven any chain

B = fBig;1 � i � n from �0 to �1,let 0 = �0 and inductively de�ne

i;i> 0 to betherem aining cornerofBi.Them inim alchain from �0 to �1

isde�ned by:Bi+ 1 ison the sam e sideof
fW s(i)and

fW u(i)that�1 is.

A closed orbitof� traversed once iscalled an indivisible closed orbit.

Thefollowing resultwillbeoften used in thisarticle:

T heorem 4.3 (Fe7) Let � be an orientable Anosov ow in M 3. If is

an indivisible closed orbitof�,then  represents an indivisible elem entin

�1(M ). Equivalently ifgn(F ) = F , where F 2 eF s [ eF u, g is a covering

translation and n 6= 0,then g(F )= F .

Thereisa related resultif� isnotassum ed to beorientable.

The stabilizerT (F )ofa leafF of eF s (or eF u)isthe subgroup of�1(M )

ofthose g with g(F )= F . If�(F )doesnotcontain a periodic orbit,then

T (F )istrivial.O therwiseletbetheindivisibleclosed orbitin �(F ).Then

T (F )isin�nitecyclic and ithasa generatorconjugate to []in �1(M ).

Them ain technicalresultin thissection isthe following:

T heorem 4.4 Let � be an Anosov ow in M 3. Suppose that F;L form

a branching pair of eF s. Let g be a non trivialcovering translation with

g(F ) = F , so that g preserves transversalorientations to eF s;eF u. Then

g(L)= L.Sim ilarly for eF u.
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Proofof4.4: Up to a �nite cover assum e that � is orientable. Since

g preserves transversalorientations, then g is stilla covering translation

ofthe �nite cover. W ithout loss ofgenerality suppose that F and L are

notseparated on theirnegativessides,corresponding to positive branching.

Finally we m ay assum ethatg generatesT (F ).

Asin theorem 3.3 thereareuniqueleavesG ;H 2 eF u m aking perfect�ts

with F and L respectively and so that: G separatesF from L and so does

H . Letp 2 G so that fW ss(p)intersectsH and letq = fW ss(p)\ H .Recall

from theproofoftheorem 3.3,thatJ u
+ (p)= J u

+ (q).

Since g preserves transversalorientations then g(G ) = G . O ur goalis

to show that g(L) = L. Suppose then that g(L) 6= L,hence by the sam e

argum entg(H )6= H .Let� G betheperiodicorbitofe�in G ,sog()= .

Claim 1 -There is R 2 eF u in the back ofL m aking a perfect �t with a

positive halfleafofL,henceR isin thefrontofH .

W e m ay assum e that p 2 fW u
+ (). Let E = fW s(p). By taking g�1 if

necessary assum ethatg(E )isin frontofE .Henceg(E )2 J u
+ (p),therefore

g(E )2 J u
+ (q).Then H \ g(E )6= ;.Thereare2 cases:

(1)g(H )isin frontofH ,see �g.7.

Let e0= fW ss(g(p))\ H . Since g(p)2 fW u
+ (p) then J u

+ (g(p))= J u
+ (e

0).

But also J u
+ (g(p)) = J u

+ (g(q)),so J u
+ (g(q)) = J u

+ (e
0),where g(q) 2 g(H )

and e02 H . Since L m akes a perfect�twith H and g(L) m akes a perfect

�twith g(H )thisshowsthatg(L)isnotseparated from L.

iter

Figure7:Iterating non invariantleaves.
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As in the proofoftheorem 3.3,there is a unique e0 2 [e0;g(q)]s with
fW u(e0) m aking a perfect �twith L and L in the back of fW u(e0). In this

case letR = fW u(e0).

(2)Supposenow thatg(H )isin theback ofH .

Notice thatE ;g(E );H and G form a rectangle. Since g(H )\ g(E )6= ;

and g(H )isbetween G and H itfollowsthatg(H )\ E 6= ; and g(H )\ E is

an orbitin E between E \ G and E \ H .

In thiscaseletc= g(H )\ fW ss(p).Then c2 (p;q)s.SinceJ
u
+ (p)= J u

+ (q)

and L 62 J u
+ (q),then g(L)62 J u

+ (q),so g(L)\ H = ;. Hence g(L)isin the

back ofH .Asin case(1),itfollowsthatL and g(L)form a branching pair.

Letc2 2 (c;q)s with
fW u(c2)m aking a perfect�twith g(L)and with g(L)

in theback offW u(c2).Then R = g(fW u(c2))m akesa perfect�twith L and

L isin theback offW u(c2).This�nishesthe proofofclaim 1.

By theorem 3.3,L isperiodicand let�� betheindivisibleperiodicorbit

in L.Leth ageneratorofT (H ).Since�isorientable,h(H )= H ,h(R)= R.

Let� be the periodic orbitin H . Therefore L and H are 2 ofthe sidesof

a lozenge N 1 with othersidesin fW s(�)and fW u(��),thatis� and � � are

the corners ofthe lozenge. In the sam e way L and R are the 2 sides ofa

lozenge N 2. The lozenges are adjacentand intersectthe stable leafE . Let

N = N 1 [ N 2.

W e now show thatF also m akesa perfect�twith U 2 eF u,U 6= G and

F in the front ofU ,hence G is in the front ofU ,see �g. 8. Ifh(G ) =

G then since g generates T (G ), it follows that h = gn for som e n 2 Z.

Hence gn(H )= H . Theorem 4.3 then im plies that g(H )= H contrary to

assum ption.Itfollowsthath(G )6= G .Using claim 1 with the rolesofF;L

exchanged,we produce the required U 2 eF u. Furtherm ore there are two

adjacent lozenges D 1 and D 2 with (som e) sides in U;F;G . Let D be their

union.Both lozengesintersecta stable leafwhich we m ay assum eisE .

From now on theproofgoesroughly asfollows:W ewillshow thatfW s()

intersectsoffW u
+ (�)and sim ilarly that

fW s(�)intersects fW u
+ ()producing a

contradiction.

By taking g�1 ifnecessary suppose thatg(H )isin the back ofH . Let

H i = gi(H ). Then as in case (2) ofthe claim ,H i+ 1 is in the back ofH i,

and foralli� 0,H i\ E 6= ;.Furtherm oreH i isalwaysin frontofG .This

im pliesthatH i! S with S \ E 6= ; (and m aybeH ialso convergesto other

leavesof eF u).
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bel

Figure8:Double lozenges.

LetA i be the frontofH i and letA = [i2N A i. Then g(A i)= A i+ 1 so

g(A )= A and consequently g(@A )= @A .SinceS 6� A itfollowsthat@A is

a non em pty union ofunstableleavesand furtherm oreS � @A .Noticethat

S is the unique leafwhich is either equalto G or separates G from A . In

the second case since g(A )= A and g(G )= G itfollowsthatg(S)= S. In

eithercase we have thatg(S)= S.

Then thereisan orbit� of e� in S with g(�)= �.By theorem 4.2,� and

 are connected by a �nite chain oflozengesfB ig;1 � i� n.Furtherm ore

E \ S 6= ;; E \ G 6= ; ) E \ Bi6= ;; 8i:

Itfollowsthatconsecutive lozengesin the chain are adjacent.

Claim 2 -Foralli,Bi isin the frontof fW s(�). In particular isin front

offW s(�).

Suppose not. Let r 2 � and r0 2 . Notice that p 2 fW u
+ (r

0). Since 

and � are connected by a chain ofadjacentlozenges allintersecting E and

 is in the back of fW s(�),it follows that J u
�
(r) = J u

+ (r
0). For allibig

enough fW s(r)\ H i6= ;.Noticethatgi(q)2 H i.Ifg
i(q)isin frontoffW s(r)

then fW s(gi(q))isin frontoffW s(r),contradiction to fW s(gi(q))= fW s(gi(p))

beingin thebackoffW s(r).O therwisefW s(r)2 J u
+ (g

i(q)),im plying fW s(r)2

J u
+ (g

i(p))also a contradiction.Thisprovesclaim 2.

Consequently  isin frontof fW s(�)and ,� areconnected by and even

num berofadjacentlozenges.ThereforeJ u
+ (r)= J u

+ (r
0).

SinceR iseparatesH ifrom H i�1 foralli,itfollowsthat fW s(�)\ R i6= ;,

forallibigenough.Sinceg(fW s(�))= fW s(�)thisshowsthat fW s(�)\H 6= ;

and sim ilarly fW s(�)\ R 6= ;. Therefore fW s(�))\ G 6= ; and as a result
fW s(�)intersects fW u

+ (�).
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Conclusion:There is an orbit � of e� with g(�) = �, fW s(�)\ fW u
+ (�) 6= ;

and fW s(�)\ R 6= ;.

cros

Figure9:Im possible intersection ofleaves: a.Case �= �,b.Case �6= �.

NoticethatthereisZ 2 eF s m akingaperfect�twith Y = fW u(�)sothat

Z is in the back ofY and Z and L are notseparated,see �g. 9 a. Hence

Z;L satisfy the hypothesisofthe theorem . Asin claim 1 there isX 2 eF u,

X 6= Y ,X m aking a perfect �t with Z and intersecting E ,see �g. 9 a.

Thereforethesam eargum entsdonebeforework with G replaced by Y ,that

isthe argum entworkswith � � Y and �� H .

Now switch therolesofY and H and apply thesam eargum entasabove

to�nd an orbit�ofe�with h(�)= �and fW s(�)\ fW u
+ (�)6= ;, fW s(�)\X 6= ;.

In addition � isconnected to �by an even chain oflozengesallintersecting

a com m on stable leaf.Hence ifu 2 �;u02 �,then J u
+ (u)= J u

+ (u
0).

If�= �thisproducesan im m ediatecontradiction since fW s(�)intersects
fW s
+ (�)and

fW s(�)intersects fW s
+ (�),see �g 9,a.

Suppose that � 6= �. As fW s(�)\ fW u
+ (�) 6= ;,then fW s(�) is in the

back of fW s(�). In particular fW s(�) 62 J u
+ (u). Hence fW s(�) 62 J u

+ (u
0),a

contradiction to the factthat fW s(�)intersects fW u
+ (�),see �g.9,b.

Thiscontradiction im pliesthatg(H )= H .Henceg(L)= L asdesired.

4.4

C orollary 4.5 Let� be an Anosov ow in M 3. Suppose � has branching

and F;L 2 eF s are notseparated. Then F and L are connected by an even
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chain oflozenges,allintersected by a com m on stableleaf.In particularthere

are only �nitely m any branching leavesbetween F and L.

Proofof4.5: Up to �nite cover we m ay assum e that � is orientable.

SupposethatF;L arenotseparated in theirnegative sides.Letg 6= id bea

covering translation with g(F )= F .By theprevioustheorem g(L)= L.Let

 and � bethe respective periodicorbitsin F and L.Furtherm oresuppose
fW u()isin the back of fW u(�).

By theorem 4.2, and � areconnected by a �nitechain oflozenges.Let

B = fBig;1 � i� n,bethem inim alchain from �to .Since�isin theback

of fW s() and in the front of fW u() it follows that  is the (+ ;� ) corner

ofB1. Let1 be the (� ;+ )cornerofB1. Then � isin frontoffW s(1)and

in frontoffW u(1),hence B2 has(� ;� )corner1 and let2 be the (+ ;+ )

cornerofB2.If2 = �wearedone.O therwise fW s(2)isnotseparated from

F hence not separated from L. Induction produces 4;:::;2k = � (hence

n = 2k).Clearly the fW s(2i);1 � i� k arenon separated from each other.

betw

Figure10:The correctpicture ofin between branching.

Conversely suppose that E 2 eF s is not separated from F;L and is be-

tween F and L. Let B k;k 2 N , be a sequence of stable leaves so that

B k ! F as k ! 1 . As E is notseparated from F ,B k ! E in H s when

k ! 1 .ButsinceF and L areconnected by a �nitechain oflozenges,then

fork big allB k intersectthe interior ofthese lozenges. Therefore the only

possible leaves in the lim it ofB k which are between F and L are those in

the stable boundary ofthe lozengesBi. Thiscom pletely characterizes such

leavesand hence thereare �nitely m any in between leaves.

4.5
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An R -covered Anosov ow can only have one oftwo topologicaltypes

(up to isotopy in fM ) for the joint structure of eF s;eF u [Fe3]. They are

characterized by:

(1)Any leafof eF s intersectsevery leafof eF u and viceversa.Thisisthe

called theproducttype.

(2)Thereisa leafof eF s which doesnotintersectevery leafof eF u.This

isthe skewed type,see detailed de�nition in [Fe3].

Suspensionshave producttypeand geodesic owshave skewed type.

C orollary 4.6 Let � be an Anosov ow in M 3. Then � is topologically

conjugate to a suspension ofan Anosov di�eom orphism ofthe torus ifand

only ifthere are no free hom otopies between closed orbits of� (including

non trivialfree hom otopies from an orbitto itself).

Proofof4.6: If� is not R -covered,theorem 4.4 shows that there are

F0 6= F1 2
eF s and g a nontrivialcovering translation with g(Fi)= Fi. Let

�i bethe periodicorbitin Fi.Then g(�i)= �i.Therefore �(� 0);�(� 1)are

closed orbitsof�(they m ay bethesam eorbit)which arenon trivially freely

hom otopic to each other.

If� is R -covered and has product type,then by theorem 2:8 of[Ba2]

(see announcem m ent in [So]) � is topologically conjugate to a suspension.

O therwise � hasskewed type and theorem 3:4 of[Fe3]producesm any non

trivialfree hom otopiesbetween closed orbitsof�.

4.6

G iven 2 adjacent lozenges B1 and B2 the pivot of their union is the

com m on cornerofB1 and B2.

C orollary 4.7 Let� be an Anosov ow in M 3.Then up to covering trans-

lations there are only �nitely m any branching leaves.

Proof of 4.7: Suppose there are in�nitely m any inequivalent stable

branching leaves, where the associated branching is in the positive direc-

tion. G iven any two non separated leaves F;L let ;� be the respective

periodic orbits which are connected by a chain oflozenges. For any two

adjacentlozenges,the pivotisuniquely determ ined,furtherm orethe pivots

are alwaysperiodicorbits.
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Hence there are in�nitely m any inequivalent periodic pivots pi;i2 N .

Since�(pi)accum latesin M ,assum eup to covering translationsthatallpi

are in a very sm allproductneighborhood ofp 2 fM ,so leti6= k with

fW u(pi)\
fW s(pk)6= ; and fW s(pi)\

fW u(pk)6= ;:

An argum entexactly like case 1 oftheorem 3.3 showsthisisim possible.

4.7

W e can now com pletely characterize the structureofthe setofnon sep-

arated leaves:

C orollary 4.8 Let� be an Anosov ow in M 3. LetF be a branching leaf

of eF s and E be the setofnon separated leaves from F . Given E ;L 2 E we

say thatE < L in E ifthere are G ;H 2 eF u,with G \ E 6= ;,H \ L 6= ; and

G in the back ofH .Then either

(1)E is�nite,hence order isom orphic to f1;2;:::;ng or,

(2)E ifin�nite and order isom orphic to the setofintegersZ.

In particular given any E ;L 2 E, there are only �nitely m any branching

leavesbetween them .

Proofof4.8:Up to �nitecoverifnecessary assum ethat� isorientable.

Let E be the set ofnon separated leaves from E 2 eF s. IfE is �nite,the

resultisim m ediate,so assum e itisin�nite.Supposeallleavesin E are not

separated on theirnegative sides.

By corollary 4.7 thereareE 06= E � 2 E and f a covering translation with

f(E 0)= E �.Assum ethatE 0< E � in theorderingofE.Theorem 4.2im plies

thatE 0;E � are connected by a �nite chain with positive stable boundaries

in E 0 = E 0;E 1;:::;E n = f(E 0)= E � 2 eF s. Clearly E i < E j ifi< j. Since

E 0 isnotseparated from E n,then f(E 0)= E n isnotseparated from f(E n).

This produces E n+ 1;:::;E 2n = f(E n),a sequence ofnon separated leaves.

Using fi;i2 Z,one constructs a sequence fE igi2Z � E ofnon separated

leaves.

Letnow E 2 E.Then E and E 0 arenotseparated,henceconnected by a

�nitechain ofadjacentlozengesallintersectingacom m on stableleaf.Notice

that the lozenges in the chain are com pletely determ ined by a corner plus

a direction.O n theotherhand,starting from E 0 and in any direction from

E 0 (in E)therearein�nitely m any adjacentlozengesintersecting a com m on

stable leaf. Thisim plies that E willbe eventually achieved by lozenges in
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E,that is E = E i for som e i2 Z. Hence E = fE igi2Z. Clearly the order

induced above showsthatE i< E j ifi< j.Hence E isorderisom orphic to

Z asdesired.

4.8

Notice that any covering translation f conjugates the stabilizers ofF

and f(F )thatisf � (T (F ))� f�1 = T (f(F )). Therefore conjugation by f

takesa generatorofT (F )to a generatorofT (f(F )).

C orollary 4.9 Let � be an Anosov ow in M 3, orientable. IfFi;i 2 N

� eF s isan in�nite collection ofnon separated leavesof eF s,then M hasan

incom pressible torus.

Proofof4.9:AsM isorientable,then ifnecessary liftto a doublecover

M 2 where both F s and F u are transversely orientable. The structure of
eF s;eF u isthesam e.By corollary 4.7 thereisa covering translation f ofM 2

with f(Fi)= Fj and i6= j.

Letg 6= id bea generatorofthestabilizerofFi in �1(M 2).Then fgf
�1

isa generatorofT (Fj).Theorem 4.4 im pliesthatg(Fj)= Fj.By theorem

4.3,g is indivisible in �1(M 2),hence g is also a generator ofT (Fj). This

im pliesthateitherfgf�1 = g orfgf�1 = g�1 .

In the �rst case f and g generate an abelian subgroup of�1(M 2). If

fngm = 1,then fngm (Fi) = Fi hence f
n(Fi) = Fi. Ifn 6= 0 theorem 4.3

im plies that f(Fi) = Fi,contradiction to Fi 6= Fj. Hence n = 0. Since

no m ultiple ofa closed orbitisnullhom otopic,them gm = id im pliesthat

m = 0 also.Hence thereisa Z � Z subgroup of�1(M 2).

Iffgf�1 = g�1 ,then f2 and g generate an abelian subroup of�1(M 2)

and the sam e argum ent produces Z � Z < �1(M 2). Therefore there is a

Z � Z subgroup of�1(M ).By thetorustheorem [G a](which usesM being

orientable), either M is a Seifert �bered space or there is an em bedded

incom pressible torus. In the �rst case,G hys [G h]proved that � is up to

�nite covers,topologically conjugate to a geodesic ow. Butthen � would

beR -covered,contrary to hypothesis.Hence M istoroidalasdesired.

4.9



x5. Product regions 26

5 Product regions

D e�nition 5.1 A positive unstable productregion P of e� isa region in fM

de�ned by an open strong stable segm ent� � F 2 eF s (or by a ow band
e�R (�)) so that

8 p;q2 �; J u
+ (p)= J u

+ (q): Then P =
[

p2�

fW
u
+ (p):

The segm ent � (which m ay be in�nite) is called a base segm ent for the

productregion.Sim ilarly de�ne negative unstable productregionsand stable

productregions.

The m ain property ofproductregionsisthe following: forany F 2 eF s,

G 2 eF u so that(i)F \ P 6= ; and (ii)G \ P 6= ;,then F \ G 6= ;. To see

why this is true,notice �rst that (ii) im plies that ; 6= G \ � = p. By (i)

letq 2 � with F \ fW u
+ (q)6= ;. Then F 2 J u

+ (q)hence F 2 J u
+ (p),thatis

F \ G 6= ;.Thisisthereason forthe term inology productregion.

The purpose of this section is to show that the existence of product

regions im plies that the ow is R -covered. The m ain di�culty is that we

willnot assum e that � is transitive. W ith the additionalhypothesis of

transitivity the proofofthisfactissim pleand wasdonein [Fe5].

G iven e> 0 and z 2 fM ,let�se(z)bethe segm entin
fW ss(z)centered at

z and with length e.

T heorem 5.2 Let� be an Anosov ow in M 3.Ifthere isa productregion

in fM then � isR -covered. Furtherm ore any leafof eF s intersectsevery leaf

of eF u and viceversa.Asa result� istopologically conjugateto a suspension

Anosov ow.

Proofof5.2: By lifting to a �nite cover ifnecessary suppose that� is

orientable.Assum e thatthere isa positive unstable productregion de�ned

by �� fW ss(y1).Theproofwillbeachieved by producing biggerand bigger

productregionsin fM ,which eventually �llallof fM .Thiswillshow thereis

a productstructurein fM and hence thattheow isR -covered.

If
 isthe nonwandering setof� then W s(
)= M [Pu-Sh]. Since the

periodicorbitsare densein 
 [Sm ,Pu-Sh]itfollowsthatthesetofannular

leaves of� form sa dense subsetofM . Therefore there is a periodic orbit

 of e� so thatifp 2 ,then fW u(p)\ � 6= ;. Ife > 0 issm allenough then

forany z 2 �se(p);
fW u(z)\ � 6= ;. Hence �se(p)isthe de�ning segm entofa

productregion.
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Letg bea generatorofT (fW s()).Forany y2 2
fW ss(p),y2 nearenough

p,then y2 2 �se(p),hence J
u
+ (y2)= J u

+ (p).Sinceg(
fW u
+ (p))=

fW u
+ (p),then

J u
+ (g

i(y2))= g
i(J u

+ (y2))= g
i(J u

+ (p))= J u
+ (p); 8i2 Z;

Consequently forany y3 2
fW s(p)itfollowsthatJ u

+ (y3)= J u
+ (p).Let

A =
[

y22 eW ss(p)

fW
u
+ (y2):

Then A isa productregion with an in�nitebasissegm ent fW ss(p).

W e now prove thatthe frontoffW s(p)isexactly the setA .Thisshows

thatthere isa productstructureof eF s;eF u in thefrontoffW s(p).

Lem m a 5.3 @A = fW s(p).

Proof of 5.3: Let a 2 @A . Suppose a 62 fW s(p). There are ai 2 A

with ai! a.Letbi=
fW u(ai)\

fW ss(p).W ithoutlossofgenerality we m ay

assum e bi 2
fW ss
+ (p). Then fW u(bi)!

fW u(a) and m aybe other leaves too.

Notice thata isin frontoffW s(p)asallai are.

Suppose that fW u(a)\ fW s(p) 6= ;. As a is in front of fW s(p) it would

follow that a 2 A . Hence fW u(a) is contained in the front of fW s(p),in

particular fW u(a)\ A = ;.

Claim -bi! 1 in fW ss
+ (p).

O therwise assum e up to subsequence that bi ! b0 2 fW ss(p). Since

ai! a and fW u(a)\ fW ss(p)= ;,then fW u(a);fW u(b0)form a branching pair

of eF u.Foribig enough fW s(a)\ fW u(bi)6= ;.Hence

fW s(a)� J u
+ (bi)= J u

+ (p)= J u
+ (b0):

Hence fW s(a)\ fW u(b)6= ;,which isa contradiction to fW u(a);fW u(b)being

non separated.Theclaim follows.

Since fW u(bi)!
fW u(a);in factfW u

+ (bi)!
fW u(a)and also fW u(a)\A = ;

then fW u(a)� @A .G iven c2 fW u(a),choose c0nearc with c02 fW s(c)and

c02 A .Since fW s(c0)\ A 6= ; then fW s(c0)\ fW uu
+ (p)6= ;.Asa resultforany

c2 @A with c62 fW s(p),then fW s(c)\ fW uu
+ (p)6= ;.

LetG = fW u(a)and letF = fW s(p). Notice thatg(G )6= G . O therwise

thereisan orbit�ofe�in G with g(�)= �.By theabove fW s(�)\ fW u(p)6= ;,

a contradiction to both leftinvariantunderg.
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In fact this shows that gn(G ) 6= gm (G ) for any n 6= m 2 Z. Let

G k = gk(G ). Then G k � @A so the G k are notseparated from each other.

Therefore by theorem 4.4,G k contains a periodic orbit �k and there is an

indivisible,non trivialcovering translation f with f(G k)= G k forallk 2 Z.

By the above ; 6= fW s
�
(�k)\

fW uu
+ (p) = qk for any k 2 Z. Assum e that

qk = gk(q0)! p ask ! + 1 .

As fW u(bi)! G 0,letS 2 eF u with S \ fW s
�
(�0)6= ; and S \ F 6= ;.Then

f(S)\ fW s
�
(�0)6= ; and wem ay assum ethatf(S)isin frontofS.Asg acts

asan expansion in the setoforbitsoffW s(p)then gj(S)! G 0 asj! + 1 .

Let j with gj(S) in front off(S) and with gj(S)\ fW s
�
(�0) 6= ;,see �g.

11. Then S;gj(S);fW s(�0)and
fW s(p)form a rectangle. Asf(S)intersects

fW s(�0)between S\
fW s(�0)and g

j(S)\ fW s(�0),itfollowsthatf(S)\F 6= ;.

In particularF and f(F )both intersectthe unstableleaff(S).

lipro

Figure11:Boundaries ofproductregions.

Iff(F ) is in the frontofF ,then as qk ! p when k ! + 1 ,it follows

thatthereissom e fW s(qk)which isin theback off(F ),see�g.11.Thisisa

contradiction because f leaves fW s(qk)invariant.Sim ilarly iff(F )isin the

back ofF then f�1 (F )intersectsS and isin frontofF producing thesam e

contradiction.

W e conclude that f(F )= F . As a resultf = gn. But f(G k)= G k 6=

G k+ n = gn(G k),contradiction.

This shows that the hypothesis @A 6= fW s(p) is im possible,hence the

lem m a follows.

5.3
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Continuation ofthe proofoftheorem 5.2

Let� be a periodic orbit,� 6=  with fW u(�)\ fW s()6= ;. Letq 2 �.

Assum e that q is in front of fW s(p). Let C =
S

z2 eW ss(q)
fW u
+ (z). Then C is

a productregion and asin lem m a 5.3,@C = fW s(q). Since @A = fW s(p),it

followsthatC � A .

Leth a generatorofT (fW s(�))so thath actsasan expansion in theset

oforbitsoffW u(�). Since fW uu
�
(q)\ @A 6= ;,then forany i> 0,hi(A )isa

productregion strictly biggerthan A and @hi(A )= hi(fW s(p)).

Therefore forany z;y 2 fW uu(q)there isi> 0 so thatz;y 2 hi(A ).Let

w = fW uu(q)\ hi(fW s(p)),so z;y 2 fW uu
+ (w).

IfG 2 eF u and G 2 J s
+ (z)then G intersectsthefrontoffW s(w).By the

previouslem m a thefrontoffW s(w)isequalto hi(A ).Ashi(A )isa product

region,then

G \ hi(A )6= ;; fW s(y)\ hi(A )6= ; ) G \ fW s(y)6= ;:

SinceG isin frontoffW u(y)then G 2 J s
+ (y).Bysym m etryJ

s
+ (z)= J s

+ (y).

ItfollowsthatfW uu(q)isthen abasissegm entofapositivestableproduct

region P1.By lem m a 5.3,@P1 =
fW u(q).Sim ilarly fW uu(q)isalso the basis

segm ent ofa negative stable productregion P2 and @P2 =
fW u(q). Hence

fM = P1 [ P2.

Itfollowsfrom thisanalysisthatforany E 2 eF s;E \ fW u(q)6= ;.There-

fore F s isR -covered. Sim ilarly forany R 2 eF u ifitin the frontoffW u(q),

then R � P1 henceR \
fW s(q)6= ;,and sim ilarly forR in theback offW u(q).

ThisshowsthatF u isalso R -covered,hence that� isR -covered.

Let now E 2 eF s;R 2 eF u. Assum e that R is (say) in front of fW u(q).

Then R \ P1 6= ; and E \ P1 6= ;,so E \ R 6= ;. Therefore any leafof eF s

intersectsevery leafof eF u and viceversa.Theorem 2:8 of[Ba2]im pliesthat

� istopologically conjugate to a suspension Anosov ow.

5.2

6 In�nite branching and transverse tori

In thissection we show that,ifin�nite branching occurs,then a particular

type ofstructure,called a scalloped region,occurs in fM (or O ) and there

isan em bedded torustransverse to the ow. W e then show thatthere are

m any exam pleswith only �nitebranching.
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T heorem 6.1 Let� bean Anosovow in M 3.Itthereisin�nitebranching

in eF s,then there isassociated in�nite branching in eF u

Proofof6.1: LetE = fE igi2Z be an in�nite,totally ordered collection

ofnon separated leaves. Assum e they are not separated on their negative

sides. Leti be the periodic orbitin E i. Theorem 4.2 im pliesthatforany

i,E i form spartofthe boundary oftwo lozenges: letB2i�1 be the lozenge

with (+ ;+ )corneri and letB2i be the lozenge with (+ ;� )corneri.Let

Fi 2
eF s be the otherleafin the boundary ofB2i and B2i+ 1,where B2i and

B2i+ 1 arein frontofFi.Let�i betheperiodicorbitin Fi,see�g.12.Then

the fFigi2Z � eF s are allnon separated from each other on their positive

sides.Furtherm oreallBi intersecta com m on stable leaf.

forw

Figure12:Chain oflozenges.

Notice that the sides of B2i are
fW s
+ (i);

fW u
�
(i);

fW s
�
(�i) and

fW u
+ (�i);

while the sides ofB2i+ 1 are fW s
�
(i+ 1);

fW u
�
(i+ 1);

fW s
+ (�i) and

fW u
+ (�i),see

�g.12.LetL = [ i2ZBi.Then allofthe following setsare equal:

J u
�
(i);i2 Z; J u

+ (�j);j2 Z:

Let Ci be the back of fW u(i) and let C = [i2N Ci. The set L is a

union ofadjacent lozenges. Then for any p;q 2 fW u
�
(0) and any i > 0,

fW u(i)2 J s
+ (p)\ J s

+ (q).IfC =
fM ,then the intersectionsoffW u(i)with

fW ss
+ (p) and fW ss

+ (q) are escaping to in�nity in these leaves. This im plies

thatJ s
+ (p)= J s

+ (q). Therefore
fW uu
�
(0)would be the basissegm entofa

positivestableproductregion in fM .By theorem 5.2,� would beR -covered

contrary to hypothesis. Hence C = fM . This is the key fact which will

producea covering translation f com m uting with g.
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Let then p 2 @C,hence fW u(p) � @C. For alli big enough fW s
�
(p)\

fW u(i) 6= ;. This im plies that fW s
�
(p)\ fW u

�
(i) 6= ; for any i2 Z. As a

result fW u(p)� @L.

Since g(C)= C,then gn(fW u(p))� @L for any n 2 Z. Ifgn(fW u(p))=
fW u(p)forsom e n 6= 0,let� betheperiodicorbitin fW u(p).Then

g
n(fW s(�))= fW s(�); g

n(fW u(i))=
fW u(i) and fW s(�)\ fW u(i)6= ;;

contradiction. Hence the leaves gn(fW u(p));n 2 Z are alldistinct and all

non separated from each other on their negative sides. By theorem 4.4,

gn(fW u(p))are allperiodic and letf be the indivisible covering translation

leaving allinvariantand acting asan expansion in thesetoforbitsin fW u(p).

Noticethatg(fW s(p))isin frontoffW s(p).LetH 0 =
fW u(p);H 1;:::;H n =

g(fW u(p))bethechain ofnon separated leavesfrom fW u(p)to g(fW u(p)).As

in the argum ent above,one constructs fH kgk2Z,allin @L. Let �k be the

periodicorbitsin H k.Then �k isthecorneroftwo lozengesR 2k�1 and R 2k.

Then allR k intersecta com m on unstableleaf.

scal

Figure13:A scalloped region in the universalcover.

Furtherm ore ifq 2 @C,then fW u(q)isnotseparated from H 0,so
fW u(q)

isoneofH k.LetfG kgk2Z bethesequenceofleaveswhich form thenegative

unstableboundary ofthe lozengesfR kgk2Z.Then f(G k)= G k forallk.



x6. Infinite branching and transverse tori 32

G iven l2 Z then forj > 0 big enough fW u
�
(j)\

fW s
�
(�l)6= ;. Since all

J s
�
(�k);k 2 Z areequalasareallJ u

�
(i)thisim pliesthatforany i;k 2 Z,

Bi\ R k 6= ;.Asg(Bi)= Bi forany i2 Z and g(R k)= R k+ n forany k 2 Z,

then forany i2 Z,Bi� [k2ZR k.

In addition notice that gm (fW s(�0)) ! [i2ZE i = E as m ! + 1 . As

f(fW s(�k))=
fW s(�k);8k 2 Z then f leaves invariant the set E. Therefore

thereisj2 N sothatf(E i)= E i+ j foralli2 Z.Sincef(R k)= R k;8k 2 Z,

then the sam e argum entasabove im pliesthatR k � [i2ZBi forany k 2 Z.

W e concludethat

L =
[

i2Z

Bi=
[

k2Z

R k:

Theregion L iscalled ascallopedregion,see�g.13and isuniquelyassociated

to thein�nitebranchingE.Noticethat eF s and eF u restricttofoliationswith

R leafspace in L.

6.1

T heorem 6.2 Let� bean Anosovow in M 3 orientable.Ifthereisin�nite

branching in (say) eF s then there isan em bedded torus transverse to �.

Proofof6.2: Assum e �rst that � is orientable. W e use the notation

from the previous theorem . Let �(i;k) =
fW u
�
(i)\

fW s
�
(�k) an orbit of e�.

Then there are Z � Z such orbitsin L.Recallthatg(i)= i,f(�k)= �k,

and f acts asa contraction in the set oforbits in fW s(�k)and likewise for

the action g in fW s(i).Then thereare a;b2 N � f0g so that:

f(�(0;0))= �(a;0); since f(fW s(�0))=
fW s(�0);

gf(�(0;0))= �(a;b); since g(fW u(a))=
fW u(a);

f
�1
gf(�(0;0))= �(0;b); as f(fW s(�b))=

fW s(�b); f
�1 (fW u(a))=

fW u(0);

and �nally g
�1
f
�1
gf(�(0;0))= �(0;0):

Since �(0;0) �
fW u
�
(0),�(0;0) isnota periodic orbitof

e�. Therefore the

lastequation above im pliesthatgf = fg. Furtherm ore fngm = id,clearly

im pliesthatn = m = 0 so f;g generatea Z � Z subgroup of�1(M ).Notice

thatthissubgroup preservesL and hence also preserves@L.
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Let p 2 �(0;0). Let �1 be an em bedded arc in fW s
�
(�0) from p 2 �(0;0)

to f(p)2 �(a;0) transverse to
e� and so that�(� 1)isa sm ooth closed curve

in M . Let �2 be a sim ilar arc from p 2 �(0;0) to g(p) 2 �(0;b) contained is

fW u
�
(0). Since fg = gf then � = �1 � f(�2)� (g(�1))

�1 � (�2)
�1 is a closed

loop in fM . As fW u(0);
fW u(b);

fW s(�0)and
fW s(�a)form a rectangle itis

easy to producean sm ooth em bedded disk D 1 in
fM ,which istransverse to

e� and so that@D 1 = �.

After a sm allperturbation ofD 1 near @D 1,we m ay assum e that D =

�(D 1) is a sm ooth closed surface transverse to �. A prioriD is only an

im m ersed surface. Again after a sm allperturbation ofD ,we m ay assum e

that D is transverse to itself. Using cut and paste techniques [He,Ja],as

explicitdoneby Fried [Fr],onecan elim inatealltriplepointsofintersection

and doublecurvesofintersection,transform ing D into a union ofem bedded

surfacestransverse to �.

Any such surfacehasinduced stableand unstablefoliationshenceithas

zero Eulercharacteristic. Itistransverse to the ow,hence itistwo sided

in M and asM isorientable,then thistransversesurfacehasto bea torus.

If� isnotorientable,the above proofcan be applied to a double cover

M 0ofM wherethelifted ow isorientable.Theim agein M ofthetransverse

torusin M 0isan (im m ersed)torusin M and again cutand pastetechniques

yield theresult.

6.2

R em arks: (1) W ith m uch m ore work, one can in fact show there is a

transversetorusT intersecting exactly thoseorbitsin �(L).Thisisdonein

detailby Barbot in the proofoftheorem B in [Ba3]where the hypothesis

are the existence oftwo com m uting covering translationsf;g,so thatboth

f and g are associated to (di�erentfree hom otopy classes of)closed orbits

of� in M .

(2) As m entioned earlier the Anosov ow constructed by Bonattiand

Langevin has in�nite branching. The scalloped region ofthis ow was ex-

plained in detailin [Fe5].TheBonatti-Langevin ow isthesim plestAnosov

ow with in�nite branching in the sense that there is only one orbit  of

� which doesnotintersectthe transverse torusT. In thiscase allperiodic

orbitsin @L areliftsof.Thepicture in fM isvery sym m etric.

W e now prove that a large class ofAnosov ows in dim ension 3 have

only �nitebranching.Ifthebranching is�nitewede�neitslength to bethe
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num berofnon separated leaves.

T heorem 6.3 Any Anosov ow obtained by the Franks-W illiam sconstruc-

tion [Fr-W i]isnotR -covered and hasonly length 2 branching.

Proofof6.3: Firstwe recallthe Franks-W illiam sconstruction [Fr-W i].

Startwith a suspension Anosov ow � 0 in N and a closed orbit.M odify

the ow in a neighborhood of using Sm ale’s DA (derived from Anosov)

construction [Sm ,W i],so that  becom es an expanding orbit and 2 new

hyperbolic orbits 1 and 2 parallelto  are created,see �g. 14,a. This

producesthe new ow � � in N .

O necan dothisin a way thatthestablefoliation isstillpreserved by the

new ow. Now rem ove a solid torusneighborhood V of with a boundary

torusT1,transverseto theow.Thiscreatesa m anifold M 1 = N � V where

theow isincom ing in theboundary.Thereisan induced stablefoliation in

@M 1 = T1,which hastwoclosed leavesand twoReeb com ponentsin between

them .Usinga tim ereversalofthisow constructM 2 with a boundary torus

T2 wheretheow isoutgoingand thereisan induced unstablefoliation in T2.

Finally glueT1 to T2 so thatafterglueing thestableand unstablefoliations

aretransverse.LetT bethetorusobtained by glueing T1 to T2.Franksand

W illiam sshow thatsuch owsareAnosov and clearly intransitivesinceT is

a separating torus.Hence theowsare notR -covered.

By theorem 4.4,any branching of eF s and eF u producesfreely hom otopic

closed orbits,so we�rstunderstand freehom otopies.Let�and � befreely

hom otopic closed orbits of�. and let � :A ! M be an annulusrealizing

the free hom otopy. Assum e thatA isin generalposition and istransverse

to T. Notice that@A = �[ � is disjointfrom T. Then � �1 (T)isa union

ofclosed curves in A. W e can elim inate allnullhom otopic com ponents as

follows:sinceT istransverseto �,itisincom pressible[Fe4].Then any null

hom otopiccom ponentof��1 (T)also producesa nullhom otopiccurvein T.

Using cutand paste argum ents[He,Ja]and the factthatM isirreducible

we can elim inate this com ponent by a hom otopy ofthe annulus. W e m ay

then assum ethat��1 (T)isa union of�nitely m any curvesparallelto @A.

Letnow B 1 betheclosureofa com ponentofA � (��1 (T))containing a

boundary com ponentofA.Let@1B be thisboundary com ponent(suppose

that �(@1B ) = �) and let @2B = @B � @1B . Assum e that �(B 1) � M 1.

NoticethatM 1 �bersoverthecirclewith �berF a torusm inusa disk.Any

closed orbit of� in M 1 has non zero algebraic intersection with F ,hence

the sam e istrue forthe otherboundary ofB ,thatis@2B isnota m ultiple
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der

Figure14:a.DA construction,b.Induced foliations in a liftofthe torus.

ofthem eridian.Regluethesolid torusV asoriginally to recoverN and the

DA ow � � in N .Since@2B isnota m eridian,then @2B isfreely hom otopic

(in V )to n;n 6= 0,hencefreely hom otopic to n1.

TheDA construction isequivalentto spliting fW u()into two and blow-

ingairin between the2sides[W i],m uch in thesenseofessentiallam inations

[G a-O e].In particularthereisa topologicalsem iconjugacy between �� and

�0. Hence free hom otopies between closed orbits of�� produce a free ho-

m otopy between two closed orbits of�0 in N . But any free hom otopy in

a suspension is trivial[Fe3]. Therefore � is either 1 or 2 and the free

hom otopy can behom otoped into W s(1)(orinto W
s(2)).

Furtherm ore M 1 isacylindrical,thatis,any properly im m ersed annulus

can be hom otoped into the boundary. This is due to W aldhausen (for a

proofsee [Jo]) and follows from the fact that M 1 is atoroidal(in fact it is

hyperbolic[Th2]),M 1 nota Seifert�bered spaceand @M 1 isa singletorus.

Thesetwo factsim ply thattheonly non trivialfreehom otopiesbetween

closed orbits of� can always be hom otoped into T. Notice thatthere are

such freehom otopies,since1 isfreely hom otopicto 2 in M 1 and also there

are two closed orbits of� in M 2 which are freely hom otopic to each other

and freely hom otopicto1.Theseorbitsareassociated tothe4closed leaves

oftheinduced stable and unstable foliationsin T.

As a result ofthis,in order to understand branching in the universal

coverallweneed to do isunderstand thestructureof eF s;eF u induced in lifts

ofT. Since there are two closed leaves in F s \ T and Reeb com ponentsin



x7. C ontinuous extension of A nosov foliations 36

between them and sim ilarly forF u \ T,thepicturein theuniversalcoverof

T isasin �g. 14 b. ThisshowsthatF1 2
eF s isnotseparated from F2 on

theirnegative sides,F2 notseparated from F3 in theirpositive sidesand so

on.Thisim pliesthatF1 isseparated from F3.ThereforeF2 istheonly leaf

non separated from F1 which isin thenegativesideofF1.W econcludethat

in such owsany branching haslength two.

6.3

7 C ontinuous extension ofA nosov foliations

If�isan Anosovow in M 3,Sullivan [Su]showed thattheintrinsicgeom etry

ofleavesof eF s and eF u isnegatively curved in thelargeasde�ned by G rom ov

[G r].Thisholdswithoutany assum ption on M .Then any leafF 2 eF s[ eF u

hasa canonicalcom pacti�cation with an intrinsicidealboundary @1 F [G r].

W e proved in [Fe2]that@1 F isalwayshom eom orphic to a circle.

IfF 2 eF s then the intrinsic idealpoints correspond to the (distinct)

negative lim it points ofow lines in F and to the com m on positive lim it

pointofallow lines[Fe3].Theintrinsicgeom etry ofF 2 eF s resem blesthat

ofthehyperbolicplaneH 2 wheretheow linescorrespond to thegeodesics

in H 2 which havea com m on lim itpointin theidealboundary ofH 2,see�g.

15.Analogousresultshold for eF u.

intr

Figure15:Intrinsic idealpoints.

Ifp 2 F 2 eF s,we de�ne p� 2 @1 F to be the intrinsic negative lim it

pointoftheow linethrough p,thatisp� = lim t! �1
e�t(p),wherethelim it
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istaken in F [ @1 F ,see�g.15.Sim ilarly de�nep+ .Forany p;q2 F 2 eF s,

p+ = q+ 2 @1 F and thisisalso denoted by F+ .Furtherm oreifpi2
fW ss(p)

and pi! 1 in fW ss(p),then (pi)� ! p+ aspointsin @1 F [Fe3]. Thiscan

beclearly seen in them odelofthe hyperbolicplane.

Notice thatp� = q� forany p;q in the sam e ow line � of e�,so thisis

also denoted by (�)� 2 @1 F and sim ilarly (�)+ = F+ .

From now on we assum e that�1(M
3)isnegatively curved asde�ned by

G rom ov [G r]. G rom ov constructed a canonicalcom pacti�cation of fM with

an idealboundary @fM . W hen M is irreducible (always the case for us),

Bestvina and M ess[Be-M e]showed that@fM ishom eom orphic to a sphere,

denoted by S2
1
.Furtherm ore fM [ S2

1
ishom eom orphic to a closed 3-ball.

Recallthatthe foliations eF s;eF u are transversely oriented.

D e�nition 7.1 The lim itsetofa subsetB of fM is �B = B \ S2
1
,where

the closure is taken in fM [ S2
1
. Given F 2 eF s or eF u and p 2 S2

1
� �F ,

we say thatp is above F ifthere is a neighborhood U ofp in fM [ S2
1

so

thatU \ fM is in front ofF . Otherwise we say that p is below F . Given

a connected com ponentofS2
1
� �F either allofitspoints are above F and

we say this com ponentis above F or allpoints are below F and we say the

com ponentisbelow F .Sim ilarly for G 2 eF u.

P roposition 7.2 Let � be an Anosov ow in M 3 with negatively curved

�1(M ). Either �F = S2
1
for every F 2 eF s;or for every F 2 eF s,S2

1
� �F

hasatleastone connected com ponentabove F and one com ponentbelow F .

Proof of 7.2: Classical 3-dim ensionaltopology [He,Ja]and Sm ale’s

spectraldecom position theorem [Sm ]im ply that� istransitive [Fe4].

W e m ay assum e thatF s;F u are transversely orientable. Suppose there

isF 2 eF s with �F 6= ;. Assum e thatthere isa com ponentZ ofS2
1
� �F

which isaboveF .Sincestableleavesaredensein M ,then forevery L 2 eF s

there is a covering translation g with g(L) in the back ofF and so that

F;g(L)intersecta com m on unstable leaf. Then Z \ �g(L) = ; and since Z

isin frontofF ,itisalso in frontofg(L). Therefore there isa com ponent

ofS2
1
� �g(L) above g(L). Translating by g�1 we conclude thatthere is a

com ponentofS2
1
� �L above L.

If�wereR -covered,then � F = S2
1
[Fe2],contrarytoassum ption.Hence

� is not R -covered and by transitivity,it follows that � has branching in

thepositiveand negative directions[Fe5].Letthen E ;E 02 eF s so thatthey
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arenotseparated on theirnegative sides.By theabove argum entS2
1
� �E

hasa com ponentZ0 above E .Since E isin the back ofE 0and E 0isin the

back ofE it follows that Z0 \ �E 0 = ; and allpoints in Z0 are below E 0.

Hence S2
1
� �E 0 hasa com ponentbelow E 0. Using the sam e argum ent as

above we concludethatforevery L 2 eF s,thereisa com ponentofS2
1
� �L

below L.Thiscom pletesthe proof.

7.2

W e say that e� hasthecontinuous extension property ifforany leafF 2
eF s [ eF u,the em bedding ’F :F ! fM ,extends continuously to ’F :F [

@1 F ! fM [ S2
1
.Thisgivesa continuousparam etrization ofthe lim itsets

�F = ’F (@1 F ).Thisalso im pliesthatthere isa continuousfunction

�� :fM ! S2
1
; �� (x)= lim

t! �1

e�t(x);

where the lim it is com puted in fM [ S2
1
. Since the function is constant

along an orbit � of e�,this willalso denote �� (�). Furtherm ore for any

G 2 eF u,�� isa constantfunction in G with value’G (G � ).Sim ilarly de�ne

�+ : fM ! S2
1
. The continuous extension property im plies that for any

p 2 F 2 eF s,�F = ’F (@1 F )= �� (
fW ss(p))[ �+ (p).

In [Fe6]westudy thecontinuousextension property forR -covered ows.

T heorem 7.3 Let�bean Anosovow in M 3 withnegativelycurved�1(M ).

Suppose that� is notR -covered and in addition that e� has the continuous

extension property. Then for any leafC 2 eF s [ eF u,the lim itset�C is a

Sierpinskicurve,thatisthe com plem entofa countable,dense union ofopen

disksin the sphere S2
1
.

Proofof7.3: W e m ay assum e thatF s;F u are transversely orientable.

W e �rstprove that� C 6= S2
1
and then use partofthe proofofthisfactto

show thatlim itsetsare Sierpinskicurves.The �rstpartisthe sam e asthe

proofoftheorem 5:5of[Fe4].In [Fe4]weused thehypothesisofquasigeodesic

behaviorofow linesof e� in orderto describethestructureofbranching of
eF s and eF u. In thisarticle we obtained a description ofbranching without

any hypothesisand thisiswhatisneeded forthe proofoftheorem 7.3.

Since � istransitive, eF s hasbranching in the positive and negative di-

rections.Using theorem 4.8 weproduce�,a union oftwo adjacentlozenges

in fM (or O ) intersecting a com m on stable leafso that: (1) the boundary

of� hasunstable sidesin G ;S 2 eF u,and stable sidesin E ;F;L 2 eF s (2)
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E ;L arenotseparated on theirnegativesides,(3)G isin theback ofS and

(4) E \ G 6= ;,L \ S 6= ;,see �g. 16. By G we m ean the halfleafin the

boundary of�.Then �(G )isdensein M [Fe2].

lim its

Figure16:Sequence oflozenges.

LetC 2 eF s be a leafintersecting both G and S,hence C intersects �.

Choosea covering translation g1 so that

g1(G )\ F 6= ;; g1(G )\ L 6= ;:

Since g1(F )m akesa perfect�twith g1(G ),then g1(F )isin the back ofF .

Since g1(L)m akesa perfect�twith g1(E )then both are in the frontofL.

Finally g1(S)isin the frontofg1(G ),in the back ofS and intersects both

L and F .Inductively choose covering translationsgi so thatgi(G )isin the

back ofS,

gi(G )\ F 6= ;; gi(G )\ L 6= ;; gi(G )! S asi! 1 ;

and gi(G )isin thefrontofgi�1 (S),see�g.16.LetG i= gi(G )and sim ilarly

de�neFi;Li;Si and E i.

LetCi= C \ gi(�). Forany ow line 2 F i,
fW u()intersectsC i and

vice versa. Hence �� (Ci)= �� (Fi). Let q 2 C \ S. By continuity of�� ,

there isa neighborhood Y ofq in fM so that�� (Y )iscontained in a sm all

neighborhood Y 0of�� (q)in S
2
1
.AsCi\

fW ss(q)! q,then �� (Ci)� Y 0for
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ibig enough.Therefore�� (Fi)� Y 0and asa result�Fi iscontained in the

closure ofY 0and isnotS2
1
.

W e can now apply the previousproposition to deduce thatforany L02
eF s,thereare com ponentsofS2

1
� �L0 above L0and com ponentsbelow L0.

Foreach iletZibeacom ponentofS
2
1
� �Fi below Fi.SinceC isin front

ofFi,Zi\ �C = ;. Hence Zi iscontained in a com ponentZ �

i ofS2
1
� �C

which isbelow C .Theargum entabove used to prove that�C 6= S2
1
shows

that�Fi � �C ,hence thecom ponentZ
�

i ofS
2
1
� �C isequalto Zi.

Foreach i,Zi isbelow Fi. In addition foreach i6= j,Fi isin the front

of Fj and Fj is in the front Fi. This im plies that Zi \ Zj = ;. Hence

fZig;i2 N isan in�nitefam ily ofdistinctcom ponentsofS 2
1
� �C below C .

Using branching of eF s in the negative direction,one constructs countably

m any com ponentsofS2
1
� �C above C .

Since�istransitive,then forany C 02 eF s thereisa covering translation

f so thatf(C 0)\ �6= ;.SinceS 2
1
� �f(C 0) hasin�nitely m any com ponents

above and below f(C 0),translation by f�1 yieldsthe sam e resultforC 0.

Noticethattheseargum entsalso im ply thatforevery leafF 02 eF s either

F 0isin theback ofC ,hence�F 0 m issesatleastallcom ponentsofS2
1
� �C

above C for �xed C ;or F 0 isin frontofC and �F 0 m isses allcom ponents

ofS2
1
� �C below C fora �xed C . In particularthisim pliesthatthere is

�> 0 so thatevery �F 0 m issesatleastsom e disk ofradius�in S2
1
.

Supposenow thatforsom eR in eF s,�R hasnoem pty interior.Leth bea

covering translation with both �xed pointin theinteriorof� R .By applying

hn for n big we get �gn (R ) is alm ost allof S
2
1

except for an arbitrarily

sm allneighborhood ofthe attracting �xed pointofh. Thiscontradictsthe

previousparagraph.This�nishestheproofofthetheorem .

7.3

Lem m a 7.4 Let� bean Anosovow in M 3,with �1(M )negatively curved.

Suppose that e� hasthe continuousextension property. IfF 2 eF s isperiodic

and x 2 F isin the periodic orbitofF then forany x1 2
fW ss(x),�� (x1)=

�� (x)im plies thatx1 = x.Furtherm ore �� (x1)6= �+ (x).

Proofof7.4: Leth be the generator ofT (F ) associated to the closed

orbit�(e�R (x))traversed in the positive ow direction.Hence h actsasan

expansion in the setoforbitsofe� in F .Supposethat�� (x1)= �� (x),but

x1 62 = e�R (x).Let�= e�R (x1).Then
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�� ()= �� (�) ) �� (h
n(�))= h

n(�� (�))= h
n(�� ())= �� ():

But

But lim
n! + 1

�� (h
n(�)) = lim

n! + 1
’((hn(�))� ) = ’(F+ ) = �+ ();

because the intrinsic negative lim itpointsofhn(�)converge in @1 F to the

positive lim itpointassociated to F and in addition F extendscontinuously

to S2
1
. This would im ply �� (x) = �+ (x),a contradiction to x being in a

periodicorbit.Sim ilarly �� (x1)6= �+ (x).Thisprovesthelem m a.

7.4

W enow provea localproperty ofthelim itsets.G iven L 2 eF s,�L isthe

im ageof@1 L ’ S1 undera continuousm ap,hence�L islocally connected.

T heorem 7.5 Let� bean Anosovow in M 3 with negativelycurved funda-

m entalgroup.Assum e that� hasthe continuousextension property. Given

any L 2 eF s or eF u and any p 2 �L,then foreach neighborhood U ofp 2 S2
1
,

�L \ U isneither a Jordan arc nor a Jordan curve.

Proofof7.5: Since �L is locally connected,we can choose U so that

U \ �L isconnected.

Assum e that U \ �L is a Jordan arc or Jordan curve and let z be a

relative interiorpoint. Suppose thatz 6= �+ (L). Then z = �� (c
0)forsom e

c02 L and thereise0> 0sm allenough sothatthesegm ent�s
e0
(c0)� fW ss(c0)

(asde�ned in section 5),satis�es�� (�
s
e0
(c0))� U \ �L.Asthisisconnected

we can assum e this is a Jordan arc. Since periodic orbits are dense in M ,

choose c in a periodic orbitof e� nearc0 and lete > 0 so thatthe segm ent

�se(c)�
fW ss(c)satis�esthe following property:G 2 eF u intersects�s

e0
(c0)if

and only ifitintersects�se(c).Then K = �� (�
s
e0
(c0))= �� (�

s
e(c))isaJordan

arc.W e m ay also assum ethat�+ (c)62 K .LetC = fW s(c).

Letg bethecovering translation associated to theclosed orbit�(e�R (c))

of� and assum e that �� (c) is the repelling �xed point ofg. Therefore g

doesnot�x theendpointsofK and g(K )isaJordan arcstrictly biggerthan

K in both directions.Notice thatg(K )� �C .

Then gi(K )= �� (g
i(�se(c)))isalso a Jordan arc 8i2 N .Expressgi(K )

as the im age ofan em bedding �i :[� i;i]! S2
1
,so that ifx 2 [� i;i]and
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j > i,then �i(x)= �j(x). Since g actsasan expansion in the setoforbits

ofe� in C then

8 e� > 0; 9 i> 0 j �� (�
s
e�(c))� g

i(�� (�
s
e(c)))= g

i(K ) (� ):

Thereforewecan express�� (
fW ss(c))astheim ageofan em bedding � :R =

S1 � f1 g ! S2
1
,so thatifx 2 [� i;i]then �(x)= �i(x).

De�ne �(1 )= �+ (c). By lem m a 7.4,� :S
1 ! S2

1
isinjective. Clearly

� iscontinuousin S1 � f1 g. Suppose thatxi 2 S1 and xi ! 1 ,xi 6= 1 .

Choose ci2
fW ss(c)with �(xi)= �� (ci).Ifthere isa subsequenceik where

cik isbounded in
fW ss(c)then assum ethisistheoriginalsequence.Then by

(� )thereisj0 2 N so that�� (ci)� gj0(K )foralliin N .Since� isinjective

thisim pliesthatxi2 [� j0;j0]contradiction to xi! 1 .

Hence ci! 1 in fW ss(c)and asC extendscontinuously to S2
1

�(xi)= �� (ci) ! �+ (c)= �(1 ) as i! 1 :

Therefore � is continuous, hence a hom eom orphism . This im plies that

�(S1)= �C is a Jordan curve. If� is R -covered this contradicts the fact

that �C = S2
1
. If� is not R -covered this contradicts theorem 7.3. The

resultfollows.

7.5

8 N on R -covered A nosov ow s in hyperbolic 3-m anifolds

T heorem 8.1 There isa large class ofnon R -covered Anosov ows in hy-

perbolic 3-m anifolds,including allAnosov owsin non orientable hyperbolic

3-m anifolds.

Proof of 8.1: Theorem C of [Ba2]states that if � is an R -covered

Anosov ow in M 3,then either� istopologically conjugateto a suspension

Anosov ow or the underlying m anifold is orientable (notice that Barbot

usesthe term \product" instead ofR -covered). Since hyperbolic m anifolds

can neverbetheunderlyingm anifoldsofsuspension Anosov ows,itsu�ces

to produceAnosov owsin non orientable hyperbolic3-m anifolds.

Consider therefore the suspension of an orientation reversing Anosov

di�eom orphism ofthe torus T 2. LetM be the underlying m anifold ofthe
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suspension and let � be an orientation preserving closed orbit ofthe ow.

As described by G oodm an [G o]and Fried [Fr],one can do Dehn surgery

along thisorbit.Then (n;1)Dehn surgery on �yieldsan Anosov ow in the

surgered m anifold M (n;1).

Notice now that(M � �)isirreducible,atoroidaland hom eom orphicto

the interiorofa com pact3-m anifold with boundary. By Thurston’shyper-

bolization theorem [Th2,M or]it follows that (M � �) adm its a com plete

hyperbolicstructureof�nitevolum e.By thehyperbolicDehn surgery theo-

rem [Th1],m ostDehn �llingson (M � �)yield closed,hyperbolicm anifolds.

SinceM wasnon orientable,allofthesem anifoldsarenon orientable.W hen-

evertheDehn surgery coe�cientisoftheform (n;1),thesurgered m anifold

adm itsan Anosov ow.Thisproducesin�nitely m any Anosov owsin non

orientable hyperbolic3-m anifoldsand �nishestheproof.
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