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DECOMPOSITIONS OF SURFACE FLOWS
TOMOO YOKOYAMA

Abstract. Under a regularity condition for the singular point set, every flow
on a compact surface can be constructed by glueing four kinds of invariant
open subsets, which are flow boxes, transverse/periodic annuli, and locally
dense Q-sets. In particular, Morse-Smale flows on compact surfaces can be
constructed by glueing the boundaries of invariant flow boxes and invariant
transverse annuli, and Hamiltonian flows on compact surfaces with finitely
many singular points can be constructed by glueing the boundaries of invariant periodic annuli. Using the decompositions, we construct a finite complete
invariant for surface flows of finite type. In fact, although degeneracy of singular points implies uncountably many local topological equivalence classes
and the set of topological equivalence classes of minimal flows on a torus is
uncountable, we enumerate the set of topological equivalence classes of flows
with at most finitely many limit cycles but without non-closed recurrent orbits
or degenerate singular points on compact surfaces using finite labelled graphs.

1. Introduction
1.1. On surface flows. Flows on surfaces are one of the most classical objects in
dynamical systems and are wildly studied. For instance, the Poincaré-Bendixson
theorem states the description of limit sets of points and is generalized in several
ways [1, 4, 9, 11, 16, 17, 25, 29, 40, 44, 45]. In particular, the following statement
holds (see for example [29]): The ω-limit set of an orbit of a flow with finitely many
fixed points on a compact surface is either a closed orbit, a semi-attracting limit
circuit, or a Q-set. A part of this classification is based on the following Maı̌er’s
result [23] (see Theorem 2.4.4 p.32 [29], Theorem 4.2 [3] for general cases, and
Theorem 19 [21] for orientable hyperbolic cases for details): Any point contained
in an ω-limit set of some point for a flow on a compact surface whose ω-limit set
contains non-closed orbits is positively recurrent.
On the other hand, stability and genericity of flows on surfaces are studied. In
fact, structural stability are introduced by Andronov and Pontryagin [2]. Moreover,
they showed the structural stability and open denseness of Morse-Smale flows on
spheres. In addition, Peixoto [31] generalized the result as follows: A vector field
v ∈ χr (S) is structurally stable if and only if v ∈ Σr (S), where χr (S) (r ∈ Z≥1 ) is
the set of C r -vector fields (with the C r - topology) on an orientable closed surface
S and Σr (S) is the subset of χr (S) formed by the Morse-Smale C r -vector fields
on S. Moreover, Σr (S) is open and dense in χr (S). When M is a non-orientable
closed surface, Pugh’s C 1 -Closing Lemma implies [32, 33] that Σ1 (M ) is dense and
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that the Peixoto’s work holds for the case in which the non-orientable genus of M
is less than five [10, 19]. On C r -Hamiltonian vector fields (r ∈ Z≥1 ), a Hamiltonian
vector field v ∈ Hr (S) is structurally stable in Hr (S) if and only if v ∈ H∗r (S), and
that H∗r (S) is open dense in Hr (S) [18], where Hr (S) is the set of Hamiltonian C r
vector fields on an orientable closed connected surface S and H∗r (S) is the set of
Hamiltonian C r vector fields whose singular points are non-degenerate and whose
saddle connection are self-connected.
The smoothability of flows on surfaces are described by the following Gutierrez’s
smoothing theorem [10]: Each flow on a compact surface is topologically equivalent
to a C 1 -flow. Moreover, if any minimal sets are closed orbits or invariant tori, then
such flows are topologically equivalent to C ∞ -flows.
1.2. Topological invariants of flows on surfaces. There are several topological
invariants of hyperbolic flows and their generalizations. For instance, a basic result
of Morse theory says that gradient flows of Morse functions on closed surfaces are
characterized by the set of saddles and their separatrices, which are finite directed
graphs. The Morse theory for gradient vector fields on compact surfaces is extended
to an index theory for Smale flows on compact surfaces using Lyapunov graphs [8],
which are generalizations of the quotient spaces of gradient functions. Recall that
a flow is Smale if (1) its chain recurrent set has a hyperbolic structure and its
dimension is less than or equal to one; and (2) it satisfies the transverse condition.
In [35], a characterization of Lyapunov graphs associated with smooth surface flows
is presented. It is known that Peixoto graph is a complete invariant for Morse-Smale
flows without limit cycles (i.e. Morse flows), three-colour graph is a complete
invariant for Morse-Smale flows [30], and an equipped graph [14] is a complete
invariant for Ω-Stable flows on compact surfaces, which are “Morse-Smale flow
without non-existence of heteroclinic separatrices”.
On the other hand, there are complete invariants for non-hyperbolic flows. In
[28], non-wandering flows with finitely many singular points on compact surfaces
are classified up to a graph-equivalence by using a topological invariant, called
a Conley-Lyapunov-Peixoto graph, which is equipped with rotation and weight
functions. In addition, the following assertion was stated in the papers [22, 26, 27]:
An orbit complex (also called separatrix configuration) of a flow is
also a complete invariant for the set of flows with “finitely many
separatrices” in the sense of Markus.
Though these papers are referred more than one hundred papers as mentioned in
[5], Buendı́a and López have pointed out that the assertion does not hold. In fact,
the orbit complex is not a complete invariant for flows having “finitely many separatrices” in the sense of Markus and it is not a complete invariant for flows with
finitely many singular points but without limit separatrices in the sense of Markus
[5]. One of their counterexamples is a toral flow which consists of one singular point
and non-recurrent orbits. In particular, the proof of a Poincaré-Hopf theorem for
continuous flows with “finitely many separatrices” does not work. In [5], the authors
have modified the invariant into a complete invariant, called a separatrix configuration, for flows whose essential singular points are at most finite. By definition of
separatrix configuration in the sense of Buendı́a and López (see Definition 2.2 [5]
for details), note that the separatrix configuration contains the complement of the
interior of the union of non-recurrent orbits, and so that it contains infinitely many
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Figure 1. Canonical quotient mappings induced by the metric
completion and the collapse.
data in general. Notice that their definition of α′ (p) (resp. ω ′ (p)) is slightly different from the original one (see [22, 26, 27]), but these definitions correspond to each
other except non-closed recurrent orbits. Therefore definitions of orbit complexes
of flows without non-closed recurrent orbits correspond to each other even if they
use the different definitions of α′ (p) (resp. ω ′ (p)). On the other hand, we show that
an orbit complex of flows of finite type which is equipped with additional orders is
a complete invariant, and that the orbit complex is also a complete invariant under
the assumption that the multi-saddle connection diagram is the saddle connection
diagram containing no non-self-connected separatrices (i.e. each multi-saddle is either a saddle without heteroclinic multi-saddle separatrices or a ∂-saddle without
separatrices connecting another multi-saddles outside of the same boundary) (see
Theorem C).
We describe the properties of the border points of a flow v on a compact surface
with a regularity condition for the singular point set. Moreover, each connected
component of the complement of the border point set is either an open disk, an open
annulus, a torus, a Klein bottle, an open Möbius band, or an essential open subset
consisting of locally dense orbits (see Theorem A). Similarly, we can also the flow v
glueing four kinds of invariant open subsets (flow boxes, transverse/periodic annuli,
and locally dense Q-sets) (see Theorem B). Here a Q-set is the closure of a nonclosed recurrent orbit. In addition, although the existence of degenerate singular
points can imply uncountably many local topological equivalence classes and the
set of topological equivalence classes of minimal flows (resp. Denjoy flows) on a
torus is uncountable, a flow with at most finitely many limit cycles but without
non-degenerate singular points or recurrent orbits on a compact surface can be
reconstructed from the finite data (see Theorem 8.3). In other words, we construct
a finite complete invariant for surface flows of finite type. Note that all Hamiltonian
flows with finitely many singular points and all Morse-Smale flows are flows of finite
type, and that each of three conditions (i.e. quasi-regularity of singular points, nonexistence of recurrent orbits, finiteness of limit cycles) in the definition of “finite
type” is necessary for finite representability.
1.3. Statements of main results. Roughly speaking, under a regularity condition on the singular point set, all the flows on compact surfaces can be constructed
by glueing seven (resp. four) kinds of invariant open subsets (see Theorem A (resp.
Theorem B) for details).
More precisely, we define blow-downs of a surface and their flows as follows
(see Figure 1): Let v be a flow on a surface S whose singular point set has at
most finitely many connected components. Since the singular point set Sing(v)
is closed, the complement S − Sing(v) is open and so a surface. In particular,
the set difference S − (Sing(v) ∪ ∂S) is an open surface without boundary. Fix
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Figure 2. Multi-saddles, a sink, a ∂-sink, a source, a ∂-source,
and a center.
a Riemannian metric on S such that Sing(v) is bounded. Denote by Smc the
metric completion of the complement S − Sing(v). Identifying the union ∂ of new
boundary components with the new singular points, define a flow vmc on Smc such
that Ov (x) = Ovmc (x) for any point x ∈ S − Sing(v) = Smc − Sing(vmc ) up to
topological equivalence. Then ∂ = Sing(vmc ) and so S − Sing(v) = Smc − Sing(vmc ).
By Theorem 3 [34], each connected component of the open surface S−(Sing(v)∪∂S)
without boundary is homeomorphic to the resulting surface from a closed surface by
removing a closed totally disconnected subset. Therefore, collapsing each connected
component of Sing(vmc ) into a singular point, we obtain the resulting flow vcol with
totally disconnected singular points, called the blow-down flow of v, on the resulting
surface Scol , called the blow-down surface, up to topological equivalence. Then
Ov (x) = Ovmc (x) = Ovcol (x) for any point x ∈ S − Sing(v) = Smc − Sing(vmc ) =
Scol − Sing(vcol ). Notice that Smc and Scol may have infinitely many connected
components but that each connected component of Scol is a compact surface.
Recall that a flow on a surface is quasi-regular if any singular points are either
multi-saddles, sinks, ∂-sinks, sources, ∂-sources, or centers (see Figure 2). A flow
on a surface with finitely many connected components of the singular point set is
regular-like if the blow-down flow is quasi-regular. Then a connected component of
the singular point set which corresponds to a multi-saddle is called the weak saddle.
An orbit is from or to a weak saddle if it is from or to a multi-saddle with respect
to the blow-down flow vcol . For a flow v on a compact surface, put
Bd0 (v) := Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ Psemi (v) ⊔ E(v)
where Per(v) (resp. E(v)) is the union of periodic (resp. nowhere dense recurrent)
orbits and Psemi (v) is the union of non-recurrent orbits from or to weak saddles.
Here ∂ − A := A − intA for any subset A ⊆ S. By definition, any regular-like flow v
on a compact surface S and the blow-down flow vcol on the blow-down surface Scol
correspond to each other on the complement S − Bd0 (v) = Scol − Bd0 (vcol ) up to
topological equivalence. For a point z ∈ Scol , denote by αvcol (z) the α-limit set of z
in Scol with respect to vcol and by ωvcol (z) the ω-limit set of z in Scol with respect
to vcol . We describe the decomposition of a regular-like flow on a compact surface.
Theorem A. Each connected component of S − Bd0 (v) for a regular-like flow v on
a compact surface S is one of the following seven invariant open subsets exclusively:
(1) A flow box in P(v),
(2) An annulus in P(v),
(3) An annulus in Per(v),
(4) A torus in Per(v),
(5) A Klein bottle in Per(v),
(6) A Möbius band in Per(v), or
(7) An essential subset in LD(v).
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Figure 3. Three fundamental domains: left invariant flow box,
middle periodic annulus, right transverse annulus.
Moreover, the following statements hold:
(a) For any connected component U in P(v) \ Bd0 (v) and for any points x, y ∈ U ,
we have αvcol (x) = αvcol (y) and ωvcol (x) = ωvcol (y).
(b) For any connected component U in LD(v) and for any points x, y ∈ U , we have
O(x) = O(y) = U ⊆ S.
(c) For any connected component U in LD(v), the boundary ∂U consists of singular
points and finitely many orbits from or to subsets of singular points.
(d) For any connected component U in S − Bd0 (v) = Scol − Bd0 (vcol ) ⊆ Scol as a
subset of Scol , any boundary component of U is a finite union of closed orbits and
orbits from or to singular points as a subset of Scol unless the boundary component
intersect E(vcol ) = E(v).
A more general result holds for flows of weakly finite-like type (see Theorem 7.6).
We call that a regular-like flow is of finite-like type if there are at most finitely
many limit cycles and each recurrent orbit is closed. Denote by BD0 (v) the union
of Bd0 (v) and periodic orbits with small non-orientable neighborhoods. In other
words, the subset BD0 (v) is the union of Bd0 (v) and one-sided periodic orbits.
Then the previous result is simplified. In fact, such flows can be decomposed into
finitely many invariant flow boxes, periodic annuli, transverse annuli (see Figure 3),
and essential subsets of locally dense orbits as follows:
Theorem B. Each connected component of S − BD0 (v) for a regular-like flow v on
a compact surface S is one of the following five invariant open subsets exclusively:
(1) A flow box in P(v),
(2) An annulus in P(v),
(3) An annulus in Per(v),
(4) A torus in Per(v),
(5) An essential subset in LD(v).
Moreover, if v is of finite-like type, then the union BD0 (vcol ) is a finite union
of singular points, limit cycles, one-sided periodic orbits, and orbits from or to
singular points.
A more general result holds for flows of weakly finite-like type (see Theorem 7.7).
As mentioned, the Markus-Neumann theorem is not true even for a toral flow which
consists of one singular point and non-recurrent orbits. However, we show that the
Markus-Neumann theorem is true in a large class, which contains Morse-Smale
flows and generic Hamiltonian flows on compact surfaces, under mild conditions.
In other words, using the decompositions, we construct a finite complete invariant
of a flow of finite type and show the following completeness.
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Theorem C. The orbit complex is a complete invariant for a flow of finite type
on an orientable compact surface if either the orbit complexes are equipped with
two circuit orders ≤∂⊥α and ≤∂⊥ω or each multi-saddle connection is self-connected.
The present paper consists of ten sections. In the next section, as preliminaries,
we introduce some fundamental notions. In §3, the properties of surface flows
are described. In particular the non-trivial circuits are studied. In §4, we describe
borders between different kinds of orbits to construct decompositions of flows. In §5,
decompositions of quasi-regular flows and of flows of finite type are constructed. In
particular, Theorem A and Theorem B are proved. In §6, using the decompositions,
we enumerate the set of finite type on compact surfaces. In §7, we extend results in
§5–6 to those for flows of weakly finite(-like) type. In §8, a finite complete invariant
for surface flows of finite type is constructed explicitly. In §9, we show that the
Markus-Neumann theorem is true in a large class, which contains Morse-Smale
flows and generic Hamiltonian flows on compact surfaces, under mild conditions.
In particular, Theorem C is proved. In the final section, we briefly remark on a
concrete representation of the finite complete invariant for surface flows of finite
type.
2. Preliminaries
2.1. Topological notion. Let A be a subset A of a topological space X. Denoted
by A the closure of A, by intA the interior of A, and by ∂A := A − intA the
boundary of A. We define the border ∂ − A by A − intA of a subset A ⊆ X. Denote
by ∂ + A := A − A the coborder of a subset A ⊆ X. Then ∂A = ∂ − A ⊔ ∂ + A.
2.1.1. T0 separation axiom. A point x of a topological space X is T0 (or Kolmogorov) if for any point y 6= x ∈ X there is an open subset U of X such that
|{x, y} ∩ U | = 1, where |A| is the cardinality of a subset A. A topological space is
T0 if each point is T0 .
2.1.2. T0 -tification. By a decomposition, weFmean a family
F F of pairwise disjoint
nonempty subsets of a set X such that X = F , where denotes a disjoint union.
For a topological space X, define the class x̂ := {y ∈ X | {x} = {y}} for any point
x and a decomposition X̂ := {ẑ | z ∈ X} of classes. Then the decomposition X̂
is a T0 space as a quotient space, which is called the T0 -tification (or Kolmogorov
quotient) of X.
2.1.3. Dimensions. By dimension, we mean Lebesgue covering dimension on a topological space. From Urysohn’s theorem, the Lebesgue covering dimension, the large
inductive dimension, and the small inductive dimension correspond in separable
metrizable spaces. A compact metrizable space X whose small inductive dimension is n > 0 is an n-dimensional Cantor manifold [42] if the complement X − L
for any closed subset L of X whose small inductive dimension is less than n − 1 is
connected. It is known that a compact connected manifold is a Cantor manifold
[12, 41, 42] (cf. p.93. Example VI 11 [13]).
2.1.4. Curves and loops. Recall that a curve is a continuous mapping C : I → X
where I is a non-degenerate connected subset of a circle S1 . A curve is simple if it is
injective. We also denote by C the image of a curve C. Denote by ∂C := C(∂I) the
boundary of a curve C, where ∂I is the boundary of I ⊂ S1 . Put intC := C \ ∂C.
A simple curve is a simple closed curve if its domain is S1 (i.e. I = S1 ). A simple

DECOMPOSITIONS OF SURFACE FLOWS

7

closed curve is also called a loop. An arc is a simple curve whose domain is an
interval. An orbit arc is an arc contained in an orbit. A maximal orbit arc is an
orbit arc which is maximal with respect to the inclusion order. An orbit curve is
either an orbit arc or a periodic orbit.
2.1.5. Essential subsets. Recall that a one-dimensional cell complex γ is essential
in a compact surface S if and only if γ is not null homotopic in S ∗ , where S ∗ is
the resulting surface from S by collapsing all boundary components into singletons.
Here a singleton is a set consisting of a point. We call that a subset of a surface S is
essential if it is not null homotopic in the resulting surface S ∗ from S by collapsing
all boundary components into singletons.
2.2. Notion of dynamical systems. A flow is a continuous R-action on a topological space. Let v : R × X → X be a flow on a topological space X. For t ∈ R,
define vt : X → X by vt := v(t, ·). For a point x of X, we denote by O(x) the
orbit of x, O+ (x) the positive orbit (i.e. O+ (x) := {vt (x) | t > 0}), and O− (x) the
negative orbit (i.e. O− (x) := {vt (x) | t < 0}). Recall that a point x of X is singular
if x = vt (x) for any t ∈ R, and is periodic if there is a positive number T > 0 such
that x = vT (x) and x 6= vt (x) for any t ∈ (0, T ). A point is closed if it is either
singular or periodic. An orbit is singular (resp. periodic, closed) if it contains a
singular (resp. periodic, closed) point. Denote by Sing(v) the set of singular points
and by Per(v) (resp. Cl(v)) the union of periodic (resp. closed) orbits. A point
is wandering if there are its neighborhood U and a positive number N such that
vt (U ) ∩ U = ∅ for any t > N . Such U is called a wandering domain. A point is
non-wandering if it is not wandering (i.e. for any its neighborhood U and for any
positive number N , there is a number t ∈ R with |t| > N such that vt (U ) ∩ U 6= ∅).
Denote by Ω(v) the set of non-wandering points, called the non-wandering set. A
flow is non-wandering if the non-wandering set is the whole space.
2.2.1. Topological properties of orbits. An orbit is proper if it is embedded, and
locally dense if its closure has a nonempty interior. Denote by LD(v) (resp. P(v))
the union of locally dense orbits (resp. non-recurrent orbits) for the flow v. Note
that an orbit on a paracompact manifold is proper if and only if it has a neighborhood in which the orbit is closed [48]. This implies that an orbit on a paracompact
manifold is non-closed proper if and only if it is not recurrent. In particular, the
union P(v) for the flow v on a paracompact manifold is the union of non-closed
proper orbits.
2.2.2. Limit sets of points and orbits. Recall that the ω-limit (resp. α-limit) set of
T
T
a point x is ω(x) := n∈R {vt (x) | t > n} (resp. α(x) := n∈R {vt (x) | t < n}). For
an orbit O, define ω(O) := ω(x) and α(O) := α(x) for some point x ∈ O. Note
that an ω-limit (resp. α-limit) set of an orbit is independent of the choice of point
in the orbit.
2.2.3. Recurrence and Poisson stability. A point x of X is strongly recurrent (or
Poisson stable) if x ∈ ω(x) ∩ α(x), a point x is positively recurrent (or positively
Poisson stable) if x ∈ ω(x), a point x is negatively recurrent (or negatively Poisson
stable) if x ∈ α(x), and a point x is recurrent (or positively or negatively Poisson
stable) if x ∈ ω(x) ∪ α(x).
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S
2.2.4. Invariance and saturation. A subset A is positive invariant if x∈A O+ (x) ⊆
A. A subset is invariant (or saturated) if it is a union of orbits. For a closed
invariant set γ, define the stable manifold W s (γ) := {y ∈ X | ω(y) ⊆ γ} and the
unstable manifold W u (γ) := {y ∈ X | α(y) ⊆ γ}. The saturation of a subset is
the union of orbits intersecting it. S
Denote by Satv (A) or v(A) the saturation of a
subset A. Then Satv (A) = v(A) = a∈A O(a).

2.2.5. Orbit classes and quotient spaces of flows. The (orbit) class Ô of an orbit
O is the union of orbits each of whose orbit closure corresponds to O (i.e. Ô =
{y ∈ X | O(y) = O}). For a flow v on a topological space X, the orbit space T /v
(resp. orbit class space T /v̂) of an invariant subset T of X is a quotient space T / ∼
defined by x ∼ y if O(x) = O(y) (resp. O(x) = O(y)). Notice that an orbit space
T /v is the set {O(x) | x ∈ T } as a set. Moreover, the orbit class space T /v̂ is the set
{Ô(x) | x ∈ T } with the quotient topology. Denote by τv (resp. τv̂ ) the topology
of the orbit space X/v (resp. orbit class space X/v̂). Note that the orbit class
space X/v̂ is the T0 -tification of the orbit space X/v, and that T /v (resp. T /v̂) is
a subset of the orbit space X/v (resp. orbit class space X/v̂).
2.2.6. Separatrices. A separatrix is a non-singular orbit whose α-limit or ω-limit
set is a singular point. A separatrix is connecting if each of its ω-limit set and
α-limit sets is a singular point.
2.3. Notion of flows on surfaces. By a surface, we mean a two dimensional
paracompact manifold, that dose not need to be orientable. From now on, we
suppose that flows are on surfaces unless otherwise stated. Let v be a flow on
surface S.
2.3.1. Topological properties of orbits. An orbit is exceptional if it is neither proper
nor locally dense. Denote by E(v) the union of exceptional orbits. A point is proper
(resp. locally dense, exceptional) if so is its orbit. Since surfaces are paracompact
manifolds, the union P(v) of non-recurrent orbits is the union of non-closed proper
orbits and so the union LD(v) ⊔ E(v) is the union of non-closed recurrent orbits.
Therefore we have a decomposition S = Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v) ⊔ P(v) ⊔ LD(v) ⊔ E(v),
where ⊔ denotes a disjoint union. By Proposition 2.2 [47] and Proposition 2.3 [47],
if x ∈ LD(v) (resp. x ∈ E(v)) then Ô(x) = O(x) ∩ LD(v) = O(x) \ (Sing(v) ⊔ P(v))
(resp. Ô(x) = O(x) ∩ E(v) = O(x) \ (Sing(v) ⊔ P(v))).
2.3.2. Q-sets. A quasi-minimal set (or a Q-set for brevity) is defined to be the orbit
closure of a non-closed recurrent point. It is known that a total number of Q-sets
for v cannot exceed g if S is an orientable surface of genus g [23], and p−1
2 if S is
a non-orientable surface of genus p [20] (cf. Remark 2 [3]). Therefore the closure
LD(v) ⊔ E(v) is a finite union of Q-sets. A (quasi-)minimal set is exceptional (resp.
locally dense) if it is a closure of an orbit intersecting E(v) (resp. LD(v)). Note that
exceptional (quasi-)minimal set is transversely a Cantor set (i.e. there is a small
neighborhood U of a recurrent point of the minimal set M such that M ∩ U is a
product of an open interval and a Cantor set) because a Cantor set is characterized
as a compact metrizable perfect totally disconnected space.
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Figure 5. A hyperbolic sector with anti-clockwise flow direction
and a hyperbolic sector with clockwise flow direction
2.3.3. Canonical local structures. Denote by I an interval which is either (1, 2),
(1, 2], [1, 2), or [1, 2]. Let D ⊂ R2 be an oriented flow box on (0, 1) × I whose orbits
are of form (0, 1)× {t} for some t ∈ I as on the left of Figure 3, A+ ⊂ R2 an annulus
{(x, y) | x2 + y 2 ∈ I} whose orbits are {(t cos θ, t sin θ) | θ ∈ [0, 2π]} with anti2
clockwise flow direction for some t ∈ I as on the middle of Figure 3, and A+
e ⊂ R
2
2
an oriented annulus {(x, y) | x + y ∈ I} whose orbit curves are {(t cos θ, t sin θ) |
t ∈ I} with outward flow direction for some θ ∈ [0, 2π) as on the right of Figure 3.
A subset U is a flow box (resp. periodic annulus, transverse annulus) if there are
some interval I ∈ {(1, 2), (1, 2], [1, 2), [1, 2]} and a homeomorphism h from U to D
(resp. A+ , A+
e ) whose images of any maximal orbit curves are maximal orbit curves
and which preserves the orientations of the orbit curves.
2.3.4. Types of singular points. A singular point x on (resp. outside of) the boundary ∂S of a surface S is a ∂-sink (resp. sink) if there is a neighborhood U of x
such that ω(y) = {x} for any y ∈ U , and is a ∂-source (resp. source) if there is a
neighborhood U of x such that α(y) = {x} for any y ∈ U . A point x is a center if
for any its neighborhood U , there is an invariant open neighborhood V ⊂ U of x
such that U − {x} consists of periodic orbits, where A − B is used instead of A \ B
when A ⊆ B. A ∂-k-saddle (resp. k-saddle) is an isolated singular point on (resp.
outside of) ∂S with exactly (2k + 2)-separatrices, counted with multiplicity as in
Figure 4. In other words, A ∂-k/2-saddle (resp. k-saddle) is an isolated singular
point on (resp. outside of) ∂S with exactly k + 1 (resp. (2k + 2)) hyperbolic sectors. Here a hyperbolic sector is a local structure as in Figure 5. A multi-saddle
is a k-saddle or a ∂-(k/2)-saddle for some k ∈ Z≥0 . A 1-saddle is topologically an
ordinary saddle and a ∂-(1/2)-saddle is topologically a ∂-saddle. A separatrix is
semi-multi-saddle if it is from or to a multi-saddle. A connecting separatrix is a
saddle (resp. multi-saddle) separatrix if its α-limit and ω-limit set are saddles and
∂-saddles (resp. multi-saddles).
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2.3.5. (Multi-)saddle connection diagrams. The saddle (resp. multi-saddle) connection diagram D(v) is the union of saddles (resp. multi-saddles) and saddle (resp.
multi-saddle) separatrices. A saddle (resp. multi-saddle) connection is a connected
component of the saddle (resp. multi-saddle) connection diagram. Note that a
multi-saddle connection is also called a poly-cycle.
2.3.6. Self-connectedness. A multi-saddle separatrix is self-connected if either its ωlimit set and α-limit set correspond or it connects multi-saddles on the same boundary component. Note that a homoclinic multi-saddle separatrix is self-connected
and a heteroclinic multi-saddle separatrix outside of the boundary is not selfconnected. A (multi-)saddle connection is self-connected if all the separatrices
are self-connected. The (multi-)saddle connection diagram is self-connected if so is
each connected component.
2.3.7. (Quasi-)Regularity. A flow is quasi-regular if each singular point is either
a center, a multi-saddle, a sink, a ∂-sink, a source, or a ∂-source. Note that a
non-wandering flow with finitely many singular points on a compact surface is
quasi-regular (see Theorem 3 [7]). Conversely, a quasi-regular flow on a compact
surface has finitely many singular points.
2.3.8. Collars. Recall that an annular subset is homeomorphic to an annulus. An
open annular subset A of a surface is a collar of an invariant subset γ if there is an
open connected neighborhood U of γ such that A is a connected component of the
complement U − γ. Note that an open annular subset A of a surface is a collar of a
singular point x if and only if the union A ⊔ {x} is an open disk and a neighborhood
of x.
2.3.9. Circuits. A trivial circuit is a singular point. A trivial circuit x is semiattracting (resp. semi-repelling) if there is its collar which is contained in the
stable (resp. unstable) manifold of x. In other words, a semi-attracting trivial
circuit is either a ∂-source or a source, and a semi-repelling trivial circuit is either
a ∂-sink or a sink. By a cycle or a periodic circuit, we mean a periodic orbit. By a
non-trivial circuit, we mean either a cycle or a continuous image of a circle which is
a graph but not a singleton and which is the union of separatrices and finitely many
singular points. Note that a non-trivial circuit is not a local injection in general
(see Figure 6). Here a mapping is a local injection if for any point in a domain
there is its neighborhood to which the restriction is injection. A circuit is either
a trivial or non-trivial circuit. Note that there are circuits with infinitely many
edges and that any non-trivial non-periodic circuit contains non-recurrent orbits
as in Figure 6. A non-trivial circuit is a multi-saddle circuit if it is contained in
a multi-saddle connection. Recall that a boundary component of a subset A is a
connected component of the boundary of A. A non-trivial circuit γ is a limit circuit
if there is a point x ∈
/ γ with ω(x) = γ or α(x) = γ. A limit cycle is a limit circuit
in Per(v). A circuit γ is a semi-attracting (resp. semi-repelling) circuit with respect
to a small collar A if ω(x) = γ (resp. α(x) = γ) and O+ (x) ⊂ A (resp. O− (x) ⊂ A)
for any point x ∈ A. Then A is called a semi-attracting (resp. a semi-repelling)
collar basin of γ.
2.3.10. Flows of finite type. A flow is of finite type if (1) it is quasi-regular, (2)
there are at most finitely many limit cycles, and (3) LD(v) ⊔ E(v) = ∅ (i.e. Any
recurrent orbits are closed).
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Figure 6. A degenerate singular point with infinitely many connecting separatrices
2.3.11. One- and two-sided circuits. A non-trivial circuit γ is one-sided if for any
small neighborhood U of γ there is a collar V ⊂ U of γ such that the union V ⊔ γ is
a neighborhood of some point in P(v) ∩ γ. A non-trivial circuit γ is two-sided if it is
not one-sided (i.e. there is a small neighborhood U of γ such that the union V ⊔ γ
for any collar V ⊂ U of γ is not a neighborhood of any point in P(v) ∩ γ. For a
circuit µ which is a simple closed curve, notice that the circuit µ is one-sided if and
only if it is either a boundary component of a surface or has a small neighborhood
which is a Möbius band, and that the circuit µ is two-sided if and only if it has an
open small annular neighborhood A such that the complement A − µ consists of
two open annuli.
2.3.12. Ss-multi-saddle connection diagrams. An invariant subset is called an sscomponent if it is either a sink, a ∂-sink, a source, a ∂-source, a limit circuit, or an
exceptional Q-set. In other words, an invariant subset is called an ss-component
if and only if it is either a semi-attracting/semi-repelling circuit or an exceptional
Q-set. A semi-multi-saddle separatrix is an ss-separatrix if it connects a multisaddle and an ss-component. In other words, a semi-multi-saddle separatrix is an
ss-separatrix if its α-limit or ω-limit set is an ss-component. The ss-multi-saddle
connection diagram Dss (v) is the union of multi-saddles, multi-saddle separatrices,
ss-separatrices, and ss-components. An ss-multi-saddle connection is a connected
component of the ss-multi-saddle connection diagram. Note that Dss (v) is the union
of the multi-saddle connection diagram, ss-separatrices, and ss-components.
2.3.13. Border points. Denote by ∂Per(v) the union of periodic orbits in an intersection ∂S ∩ int Per(v). Moreover, denote by Pms (v) (resp. Pss (v)) the union
S of
multi-saddle separatrices (resp. ss-separatrices) in intP(v). Define Plc (v) := {γ ⊂
intP(v) ⊔ Sing(v) : limit circuit} \ Sing(v). In other words, the set Plc (v) is the intersection of intP(v) and the union of limit circuits. In addition, define ∂P(v) the
union of orbits on ∂S which connect ∂-sinks and ∂-sources. Note that compactness
of S implies that ∂P(v) is a finite union of non-recurrent orbits on ∂S ∩ intP(v). Put
Psep (v) := (Plc (v) ∪ Pms (v)) ⊔ Pss (v) ⊔ ∂P(v) . We have the following observation.
Lemma 2.1. The following statements hold for a quasi-regular flow v on a surface
S:
(1) Plc (v) ⊆ Pms (v).
(2) The union Pms (v) ⊔ Pss (v) is the union of semi-multi-saddle separatrices in
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intP(v).
(3) The union Psep (v) = Pms (v) ⊔ Pss (v) ⊔ ∂P(v) is the union of semi-multi-saddle
separatrices in intP(v) and non-recurrent orbits on the boundary ∂S.
We will show that the union ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Pms (v) ⊔ Pss (v) is the union of semi-multisaddle separatrices if v is quasi-regular (see Corollary 4.6). Define the strict border
point set Bd(v) for the flow v as follows:
Bd(v) := ∂ Sing(v) ∪ ∂ Per(v) ∪ ∂Per(v) ∪ ∂P(v) ∪ Psep (v) ∪ ∂LD(v) ∪ ∂E(v)
We will prove that Bd(v) = Sing(v)⊔∂ − Per(v)⊔∂Per(v) ⊔∂ − P(v)⊔Psep (v)⊔E(v) if v
is a flow with finitely many singular points on a compact surface (see Lemma 4.12).
Denote by Per1 (v) the union of one-sided periodic orbits in int(Per(v) − ∂Per(v) ).
Define the border point set BD(v) := Bd(v) ⊔ Per1 (v). In other words, we have the
following relation:
BD(v) = ∂ Sing(v) ∪ ∂ Per(v) ∪ ∂Per(v) ∪ Per1 (v) ∪ ∂P(v) ∪ Psep (v) ∪ ∂LD(v) ∪ ∂E(v)
Note that the union ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) is the union of one-sided periodic orbits in
int Per(v).
2.3.14. Transversality. Notice that we can define transversality using tangential
spaces of surfaces because each flow on a compact surface is topologically equivalent to a C 1 -flow by the Gutierrez’s smoothing theorem [10]. However, to modify
transverse arcs explicitly, we define immediately transversality as follows. A curve
C is transverse to v at a point p ∈ intC if there are a small neighborhood U of p and
a homeomorphism h : U → [−1, 1]2 with h(p) = 0 such that h−1 ([−1, 1] × {t}) for
any t ∈ [−1, 1] is an orbit arc and h−1 ({0}×[−1, 1]) = C∩U . A curve C is transverse
to v at a point p ∈ ∂C ∩ ∂S (resp. p ∈ ∂C \ ∂S) if there are a small neighborhood
U of p and a homeomorphism h : U → [−1, 1] × [0, 1] (resp. h : U → [−1, 1]2 ) with
h(p) = 0 such that h−1 ([−1, 1] × {t}) for any t ∈ [0, 1] (resp. t ∈ [−1, 1]) is an orbit
arc and h−1 ({0} × [0, 1]) = C ∩ U (resp. h−1 ({0} × [−1, 1]) = C ∩ U ).
A simple curve C is transverse to v if so is it at any point in C. A simple curve
C is transverse to v is called a transverse arc. A simple closed curve is a closed
transversal if it transverses to v.
3. Properties of surface flows
Let v be a flow on a compact connected surface S. We state the inherited
properties for double covers.
Lemma 3.1. Let v be a flow on a compact surface S and p : Se → S a double cover.
Then the following statement holds for any point x ∈ S:
(1) Either Ô(x+ ) = Ô(x− ) = p−1 (Ô(x)) or Ô(x+ ) ⊔ Ô(x− ) = p−1 (Ô(x))
(2) p−1 (Sing(v)) = Sing(e
v)
(3) p−1 (Per(v)) = Per(e
v)
(4) p−1 (P(v)) = P(e
v)
(5) p−1 (LD(v)) = LD(e
v)
(6) p−1 (E(v)) = E(e
v)
Proof. By the Gutierrez’s smoothing theorem [10], the flow is generated by a vector
field up to topological equivalence. Notice that any flow generated by a vector field
X on a connected compact manifold induces the induced flow on the finite cover
because X can be lifted to the cover. Let e
v be the lift of v on a double cover Se
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of S. For a point x ∈ S, put {x+ , x− } := p−1 (x). For A ⊆ S, since covering
maps are locally homeomorphisms, we have p−1 (A) = {x+ , x− | x ∈ A} and so
p−1 (A) = p−1 (A) = {x+ , x− | x ∈ A}. Suppose that x ∈ Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v). Then
the lift p−1 (O(x)) consists of one or two closed orbits of e
v and so of one or two orbit
classes. Since lifts of singular (resp. periodic, non-closed) points are singular (resp.
periodic, non-closed), the assertions (2) and (3) hold. Moreover, the assertion (1)
for closed points holds. Thus we may assume that x ∈ P(v) ⊔ LD(v) ⊔ E(v). Since
the non-recurrence is invariant under taking finite coverings, we have that x ∈ P(v)
if and only if p−1 (x) ⊆ P(e
v ). This means that the assertion (4) holds. Moreover,
if x ∈ P(v), then either O(x+ ) = O(x− ) = Ô(x+ ) = Ô(x− ) = p−1 (Ô(x)) =
p−1 (O(x)) or O(x+ ) ⊔ O(x− ) = Ô(x+ ) ⊔ Ô(x− ) = p−1 (Ô(x)) = p−1 (O(x)). This
implies that the assertion (1) for non-recurrent points holds. The assertions (2)–
(4) imply that p−1 (LD(v) ⊔ E(v)) = LD(e
v ) ⊔ E(e
v ). Thus we may assume that
x ∈ LD(v) ⊔ E(v). Then p−1 (x) ⊆ LD(e
v ) ⊔ E(e
v ). Proposition 2.2 [47] implies that
Ô(x) = O(x)\(Sing(v)⊔P(v)) = O(x)∩(LD(v)⊔E(v)), Ô(x+ ) = O(x+ )\(Sing(e
v )⊔
v ) ⊔ E(e
v )), and Ô(x− ) = O(x− ) \ (Sing(e
v ) ⊔ P(e
v )) = O(x− ) ∩
P(e
v )) = O(x+ ) ∩ (LD(e
(LD(e
v ) ⊔ E(e
v )). Since the cover p is a local homeomorphism, we have that Ô(x+ ) ∪
−1
Ô(x− ) ⊆ p (Ô(x)) = p−1 (O(x) ∩ (LD(v) ⊔ E(v))) ⊆ p−1 (O(x)) ∩ p−1 ((LD(v) ⊔
v )⊔E(e
v )) = O(x− ) ∪ O(x+ )∩(LD(e
v )⊔E(e
v )) = (O(x− )∪
E(v))) = p−1 (O(x))∩(LD(e
O(x+ )) ∩ (LD(e
v ) ⊔ E(e
v )) = Ô(x+ ) ∪ Ô(x− ). This implies the assertion (1). Suppose
that Ô(x+ ) = Ô(x− ). Then p−1 (Ô(x)) = Ô(x+ ) = Ô(x− ) ⊆ LD(e
v ) ⊔ E(e
v ) and
p−1 (O(x)) = p−1 (O(x)) = O(x+ ) = O(x− ). The local homeomorphic property of
the covering map p implies that int O(x) 6= ∅ if and only if int O(x+ ) = int O(x− ) 6=
∅. Hence the assertion (6) holds. Since E(v) = S −(Sing(v)⊔Per(v)⊔P(v)⊔LD(v)),
the assertions (2)–(5) implies the assertion (6). Thus we may assume that Ô(x+ ) 6=
Ô(x− ). Then p−1 (Ô(x)) = Ô(x+ ) ⊔ Ô(x− ) ⊆ LD(e
v ) ⊔ E(e
v ), x+ ∈
/ O(x− ), and
x− ∈
/ O(x+ ). Since the complement S − O(x− ) is an invariant open neighborhood
of x+ , the local homeomorphic property of the covering map p and the homogeneity
of orbits imply that int O(x) 6= ∅ if and only if int O(x+ ) 6= ∅. Similarly, we have
that int O(x) 6= ∅ if and only if int O(x− ) 6= ∅. This implies the assertion (5) holds.
Since E(v) = S − (Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v) ⊔ P(v) ⊔ LD(v)), the assertions (2)–(5) implies
the assertion (6).

Recall that ∂ − A = A − intA and ∂ + A = A − A for a subset A ⊆ S. Note
that the closedness of the singular point set implies ∂ − P(v) = P(v) − intP(v) =
P(v) ∩ Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v) ⊔ LD(v) ⊔ E(v) = P(v) ∩ Per(v) ⊔ LD(v) ⊔ E(v) = P(v) ∩
(∂ + Per(v) ∪ ∂ + LD(v) ∪ ∂ + E(v)). We have the following inclusion relations.
Lemma 3.2. The following statements hold for a flow v on a compact surface S:
(1) ∂ + LD(v) ⊆ ∂ − Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v).
(2) ∂ + E(v) ⊆ ∂ − Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v).
(3) ∂ + Per(v) ⊆ ∂ − Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v).
(4) ∂ + Sing(v) = ∅.
(5) ∂ + P(v) ⊆ ∂ − Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂ − LD(v) ⊔ ∂ − E(v).
In particular, we have ∂ + Per(v) ∪ ∂ + LD(v) ∪ ∂ + E(v) ⊆ ∂ − Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v).
Proof. As mentioned, it is known that a total number of Q-sets for v is bounded
[20, 23]. By Proposition 2.2 [47], the assertions (1) and (2) hold. Lemma 2.3 [47]
implies that Per(v) ∩ (LD(v) ⊔ E(v)) = ∅ and so Per(v) ⊆ ∂ − Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v) ⊔
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∂ − P(v). The closedness of the singular point set Sing(v) implies ∂ + Sing(v) = ∅.
By definition of ∂ + , the assertion (5) holds.

We obtain the following description of a neighborhood of Per(v).
Lemma 3.3. The union Per(v) ⊔ intP(v) is an open neighborhood of Per(v). In
particular, Per(v) ∩ ∂ − P(v) = ∅.
Proof. By Lemma 3.1, taking the orientation double covering and the double of the
surface S if necessary, we may assume that S is closed and orientable. Fix a point
x ∈ Per(v). Take a small collar U ⊆ S − Sing(v) of O(x). The flow box theorem
(cf. Theorem 1.1, p.45[4]) implies that there are an open annulus A ⊆ U which is
also a collar of O(x) and a transverse closed arc T+ ⊆ A such that x is contained in
∂T+ . Then there are a small subinterval S+ ⊆ T+ containing x and the first return
map fv+ : S+ → T+ induced by v. Then fv+ (x) = x. Identify T+ with [0, 1] (resp.
x with 0).
We show that Satv (T+ ) ⊆ Per(v) ⊔ intP(v). Indeed, suppose that fv+ : S+ →
T+ is either attracting or repelling near zero. Then O is a limit cycle and so
Satv (T+ ) ⊆ Per(v) ⊔ intP(v). Suppose that fv+ : S+ → T+ is neither attracting
nor repelling near zero. This implies that zero is an accumulation point of the
fixed point set Fix(fv+ ). Shortening T+ , we may assume that fv+ (1) = 1 and so
S+ = T+ . Then the saturation of T+ is a closed annulus, and each orbit intersecting
Fix(fv+ ) is contained in Per(v) and each orbit intersecting T+ −Fix(fv ) is contained
in intP(v). Therefore Satv (T+ ) ⊆ Per(v) ⊔ intP(v).
By symmetry, there is a transverse closed arc T− ⊆ A with x ∈ ∂T− such that
T− ∩U = ∅ and Satv (T+ ) ⊆ int(Per(v)⊔intP(v)). Then the union T := T− ∪T+ is a
transverse closed arc with x ∈ intT such that Satv (T ) ⊆ int(Per(v) ⊔ intP(v)). This
implies that Per(v) ⊔ intP(v) is a neighborhood of x and so of Per(v). In addition,
since (Per(v) ⊔ intP(v)) ∩ ∂ − P(v) = ∅, the openness implies that Per(v) ∩ ∂ − P(v) ⊆

int(Per(v) ⊔ intP(v)) ∩ ∂ − P(v) = ∅.
We describe the border of Per(v).
Lemma 3.4. The border ∂ − Per(v) ⊆ intP(v) is contained in the closure of the
union of limit cycles.
Proof. Obviously, each limit cycle is contained in ∂ − Per(v). Therefore the closure
of the union of limit cycles is contained in ∂ − Per(v). From Lemma 3.3, the union
Per(v) ⊔ intP(v) is an open neighborhood of Per(v). Then ∂ − Per(v) ⊂ intP(v). By
Lemma 3.1, taking the orientation double covering if necessary, we may assume that
S is orientable. Fix a periodic orbit O ⊆ ∂ − Per(v). If O is a limit cycle, then O ⊆
intP(v). Thus we may assume that O is not a limit cycle. Since O ∩ int Per(v) = ∅,
it has a collar U which is contained in Per(v) ⊔ intP(v) such that O ⊆ U . The flow
box theorem implies that there are an open annulus A ⊆ U and a transverse closed
arc T ⊆ A such that A is a collar of O and O ∩T is contained in ∂T . Identify T with
[0, 1] (resp. O ∩ T with 0). Then there are a small subinterval S ⊆ T containing
x and the first return map fv : S → T induced by v. Then fv (0) = 0. The fact
O ⊂ intP(v) implies that the first return map fv is not identical. Since O is not
a limit cycle, the return map fv : S → T is neither attracting nor repelling near
zero. This implies that zero is an accumulation point of the fixed point set Fix(fv ).
Since O ⊆ intP(v), the transverse T has a convergence sequence to zero of fixed
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Figure 7. The waterfall construction
points which are either attracting or repelling from at least one side. This means
that O is contained in the closure of the union of limit cycles.

We describe the existence of closed transversals.
Lemma 3.5. Let I be a transverse arc and x ∈ I such that |I ∩ O(x)| = ∞. Then
there are an orbit arc C in O(x) and a transverse closed arc J ⊆ I such that the
union µ := J ∪ C is a loop with C ∩ J = ∂C = ∂J and that the return map along
C is orientation-preserving between neighborhoods of ∂C in I. Moreover, there is
a closed transversal γ intersecting O(x) arbitrarily near µ.
Proof. By time reversion if necessary, we may assume that O+ (x) ∩ intI = ∞. Fix
a point x0 ∈ O+ (x) ∩ intI. Let fv : I → I be the first return map on I induced
by v, xi := (fv )i (x0 ) the i-th return of x0 . For any points a, b ∈ I, denote by
Ca,b ⊂ O+ (x) the orbit arc from a to b and by Ia,b ⊂ I the subinterval between a
and b of I. We may assume that x0 < x1 . If the restriction of fv to a neighborhood
of x0 is orientation-preserving, then the first return map along the orbit arc Cx0 ,x1
is desired. Thus we may assume that the restriction of fv to a neighborhood of
xi for any i ∈ Z≥0 is orientation-reversing. Suppose that x2 < x1 . Since the first
return map along Cx1 ,x2 is orientation-reversing, the first return map for Ix2 ,x0 along
Cx0 ,x2 is orientation-preserving such that a pair of C := Cx0 ,x2 and J := Ix2 ,x0 is
desired. Thus we may assume that suppose that xi < xi+1 for any i ∈ Z≥0 . Then
each pair of loops γi := Cx2i ,x2i+1 ∪ Ix2i+1 ,x2i has disjoint neighborhoods each of
which is a Möbius band. This means that S has infinitely many non-orientable
genus, which contradicts the compactness of S.
Moreover, by the waterfall construction to the loop µ (see Figure 7), there is a
closed transversal γ intersecting O(x) arbitrarily near µ.

We show the existence of a closed transversal with infinitely many intersections
for non-closed recurrent orbits.
Lemma 3.6. For any point x ∈ LD(v)⊔E(v), there is a closed transversal γ through
O(x) such that the intersection γ∩O(x) is infinite. Moreover each closed transversal
through a point y in LD(v) ⊔ E(v) is essential and intersects O(y) infinitely many
times.
Proof. Fix a point x ∈ LD(v) ⊔ E(v) and a transverse arc I ⊂ U such that x is the
interior point of I. Then |I ∩ O(x)| = ∞. By Lemma 3.5, there are an orbit arc C
in O(x) and a transverse closed arc J ⊆ I such that the union µ := J ∪ C is a loop
with C ∩ J = ∂C = ∂J and that the return map along C is orientation-preserving
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between neighborhoods of ∂C in I. By the waterfall construction to the loop µ,
there is a closed transversal γ intersecting O(x) arbitrarily near µ.
Let ν be a closed transversal through a point y in LD(v) ⊔ E(v). Since y is nonclosed recurrent, the intersection ν ∩O(y) is infinite. Suppose that ν is not essential.
Let S ∗ be the resulting closed surface from S by collapsing all boundary components
into singletons. Then ν is null homotopic in S ∗ and so the point y ∈ P(v), which
contradicts the recurrence of y.

We recall the following Maı̌er’s result [23] (cf. Theorem 2.4.4 p.32 [29], Theorem
4.2 [3]).
Lemma 3.7 (Maı̌er). Let v be a flow on a compact connected surface S. A point
x ∈ ω(z) for some point z ∈ S with ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ is non-closed positively
recurrent. In particular, we have x ∈ ω(x) ∩ (LD(v) ⊔ E(v)).
The original Maı̌er’s Russian paper is not translated. Hence we state a proof of
this result which is based on the sketch of a proof of Theorem 4.2 [3].
Proof. Since ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅, the point x is not closed. Fix a non-closed point
y ∈ ω(x) \ Cl(v). Then there is a transverse closed arc I[−1,1] : [−1, 1] → S with
y = I[−1,1] (0) such that the positive orbit O+ (x) intersects I[−1,1] ([−1, 0]) infinitely
many times. Denote by I := I[−1,1] ([−1, 0]) a directed closed interval. Therefore
there is a sequence (xi )i∈Z≥0 of points in O+ (x) ∩ I with xi+1 ∈ O+ (xi ) which
converges to y monotonically from one side. Denote by Ia,b the sub-arc in I whose
boundary consists of a and b for any points a, b ∈ I and by Ca,b the orbit arc in an
orbit O form a to b for any points a, b ∈ O ∩ I.
Assume that x is not positively recurrent (i.e. x ∈
/ ω(x)). Then there is an
open sub-arc J in I with {x2 } = J ∩ O+ (x). By x2 ∈ ω(z), the first return map
fv,J : J ∩ O+ (z) → J on J induced by v is well-defined and injective. Since there
are at most finitely many non-orientable genus, by replacing x with a point of
O+ (x), we may assume that the first return map fv,I : I ∩ O+ (x) → I on the
transverse closed arc I induced by v is orientation-preserving. Therefore I and
O+ (x) intersect in a same orientation infinitely many times. By induction, define a
strictly increasing subsequence (ni )i∈Z≥0 of Z≥0 with ni + 3 ≤ ni+1 and a sequence
(zi )i∈Z≥0 of J ∩ O+ (z) converging to x2 monotonically from one side such that
Izi ,zi+1 ∩ O+ (zi ) ∩ O− (zi+1 ) 6= ∅, Czi−1 ,zi ∩ Ixni ,xni +1 6= ∅, and Cz0 ,zi ∩ Ixni +1 ,y = ∅
for any i ∈ Z>0 as follows: Fix a point z0 ∈ J ∩ O+ (z) and n0 = 0 such that
O+ (z) intersects Ix2 ,z0 infinitely many times. Since xk converges to y monotonically
from one side, there are an integer ki ≥ 3 and a point zi+1 ∈ Ix2 ,zi ∩ O+ (zi )
with Izi ,zi+1 ∩ O+ (zi ) ∩ O− (zi+1 ) 6= ∅ and Czi ,zi+1 ∩ Ixni +3 ,y 6= ∅ such that either
w ∈
/ Ix2 ,zi or Cz0 ,w ∩ Ixni +ki ,y = ∅ for any w ∈ J ∩ Cz0 ,(fv,J )−1 (zi+1 ) . In other
words, the point zi+1 is the first return after a hitting Ixni +ki ,y by Czi ,zi+1 (i.e.
Czi ,zi+1 ∩ Ixni +ki ,y 6= ∅ but Czi ,(fv,J )−1 (zi+1 ) ∩ Ixni +ki ,y = ∅). Fix an integer ni+1 ≥
ni + ki ≥ ni + 3 such that Czi ,zi+1 ∩ Ixni+1 ,xni+1 +1 6= ∅ and Cz0 ,zi+1 ∩ Ixni+1 +1 ,y = ∅.
Then Czi−1 ,zi ∩ Ixni ,xni +1 6= ∅ and Cz0 ,zi ∩ Ixni +1 ,y = ∅ for any i ∈ Z>0 . Since
ni+1 + 1 < ni+2 , we have Czi−1 ,zi ∩ Ixni ,xni 6= ∅ and Cz0 ,zi ∩ Ixni+1 ,y = ∅ for any
i ∈ Z>0 .
Fix a Riemannian metric on S. Since the sequence (zi )i∈Z≥0 of J ∩ O+ (z) converging to x2 monotonically from one side, the sequence of the lengths of Izi+1 ,zi
converges to zero. For any i ∈ Z≥0 , let fv,Ix2 ,zi : Ix2 ,zi ∩ O+ (z) → Ix2 ,zi+1 be the
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′
∈ O− (zi+1 )∩O+ (zi )∩Izi ,zi+1
first return map to Ix2 ,zi+1 induced by v and put zi+1
the first return image of zi+1 into Izi+1 ,zi induced by the time reversed flow of v.
+
−
′
′
Then Czi+1
,zi+1 ∩ Ix2 ,zi = {zi+1 , zi+1 }. Since Izi ,zi+1 ∩ O (zi ) ∩ O (zi+1 ) 6= ∅, we
′
′
have that zi 6= zi+1 and so that the closed intervals Izi+1
,zi+1 ⊂ J are pairwise dis′
′
joint. Therefore the unions γi := Czi+1 ,zi+1 ∪ Izi+1 ,zi+1 are pairwise disjoint loops.
S
′
Let Ai be the connected component of S − k∈Z≥0 γk intersecting Izi+1
,zi . Then
the boundary of any domain Ai is contained in (O+ (z0 ) ∪ J) ⊔ ∂S. Since there
are at most finitely many boundaries and genus, by renumbering, we may assume
that each domain Ai is annular and that the restriction of fv,Ix2 ,zi whose domain
′
is a small neighborhood of zi+1
and codomain is a small neighborhood of zi+1 is
orientation-preserving. Then Ai is a closed annulus whose boundary is a disjoint
union γi ⊔ γi+1 ⊂ O+ (z0 ) ∪ J. Since S is compact, by renumbering, we may assume
that the pairwise disjoint loops γi are homotopic to each other. Then the union
Ai−1 ∪ Ai is also a closed annulus with Ai−1 ∩ Ai = γi . By the waterfall construction to the loop γi , there is a closed transversal Ti near the loop γi such that Ti
intersects Ixni ,xni +1 transversely. Denote by A′i the closed transverse annulus whose
boundary is Ti ⊔ Ti+1 near Ai . Then the union A′i−1 ∪ A′i is also a closed transverse
annulus with A′i−1 ∩ A′i = Ti . Denote by d0 > 0 the distance between γ0 and γ1 in
A0 . Since A′0 is obtained from A0 by a small deformation, we may assume that the
distance between T0 and T1 in A′0 is more than d0 /2.
We show that there is a large integer N such that xni +2 ∈ Ai ∪ Ai+1 for any
i ∈ Z>N . Indeed, fix a large integer N ∈ Z>0 such that the length of Ixni ,xni+1 +1
for any i ∈ Z>N is less than d0 /2. Fix an integer i ∈ Z>N with ni > 0. Then
x2 ∈
/ O+ (xni +2 ). Assume that γi intersects Ixni ,xni+1 +1 at least twice, and so that
Ixni ,xni+1 +1 goes outside of A′i and goes into A′i from Ti with respect to the posiSi
tive or negative direction. The fact that the union j=0 A′j is a closed transverse
annulus implies that Ixni ,xni+1 +1 ∩ Tj 6= ∅ for any j = 0, 1, . . . , i. Since the transverse closed arc Ixni ,xni+1 +1 goes through A′0 , it contains a sub-arc in A′0 whose
boundary component consists of a point in T0 and a point in T1 . Then the length
of Ixni +1 ,xni+1 is more than d0 /2, which contradicts that the length is less than
d0 /2. Thus we may assume that γi intersects exactly once Ixni ,xni+1 +1 . Therefore
xni < γi ∩ Ixni ,xni+1 +1 < xni+1 +1 < xni+1 +2 < xni+2 < γi+2 ∩ Ixni+2 ,xni+3 +1 . Then
the facts that A′i ∪A′i+1 is a closed transverse annulus implies that xni +2 ∈ Ai ∪Ai+1 .
Since O+ (xni +2 ) ⊆ O+ (x), the positive orbit O+ (xnS
i +2 ) intersects Ai ∪ Ai+1
′
but is not contained in Ai ∪ Ai+1 . By O+ (xni +2 ) ∩ ( k Czk+1
,zk+1 ) ⊆ O(x) ∩
′
O(z) = ∅ and ∂(Ai ∪ Ai+1 ) = γi ⊔ γi+2 ⊂ O+ (z) ∪ (Izi′ ,zi ⊔ Izi+2
,zi+2 ), we have
+
+
+
∅ 6= O (xni +2 ) ∩ ∂(Ai ∪ Ai+1 ) = O (xni +2 ) ∩ (γi ⊔ γi+2 ) = O (xni +2 ) ∩ (Izi′ ,zi ⊔
+
′
Izi+2
/ O+ (xni +2 ). Thus the point
,zi+2 ) ⊂ O (x) ∩ J = {x2 }, which contradicts x2 ∈
x is positively recurrent.


4. On the border point sets
In this section, we describe the border point set and its complement to construct
decompositions of flows on surfaces in the next section. Let v be a flow with finitely
many singular points on a compact connected surface S.
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Figure 8. Deformation of orbit arcs in the case xik− < xik+ <
xik0 < xi
4.1. Properties of orbits. The finiteness of singular points implies the existence
of collar basins of limit circuits.
Lemma 4.1. Each limit circuit of v is is a boundary component of its semiattracting/semi-repelling collar basin. In particular, x ∈ intP(v) for any point
x which is outside of any limit circuits but whose ω- or α-limit set is a limit circuit.
Proof. Fix a limit circuit γ, its collar A, and a point x0 ∈ A whose orbit closure
contains γ. By time reversion if necessary, we may assume that ω(x0 ) = γ. Fix a
non-recurrent point y ∈ γ and a closed transverse arc I with a canonical total order
≤ on I such that ∂I = {x0 , y}, {y} = I ∩ ω(x0 ), and x0 < y.
We claim that there is a strictly increasing sequence (xi )i∈Z≥0 in I converging
to y, where xi is the i-th return image of x0 on I. Indeed, we suffices to show
that there is a large number N > 0 such that xi < xi+1 in I for any natural
number i ≥ N . Otherwise xi > xi+1 holds for infinitely many natural numbers
i. Since {y} = I ∩ ω(x0 ), each closed sub-arc of intI intersects at most finitely
many points of O+ (x0 ). Therefore there are infinitely many triples ik− < ik0 < ik+
of natural numbers with ik+ < ik+1− such that either xik− < xik+ < xik0 and
{xik− , xik+ , xik0 } = Iik−0 ∩ O+ (x0 ) or xik+ < xik− < xik0 and {xik+ , xik− , xik0 } =
Iik0+ ∩O+ (x0 ), where Iik−0 (resp. Iik0+ ) is the sub-arc of I whose boundary consists
of xik− and xik0 (resp. xik0 and xik+ ). Denote by Cik−0 (resp. Cik0+ ) the curve
contained in O+ (x0 ) whose boundary consists of xik− and xik0 (resp. xik0 and xik+ ).
Then the unions Ti′k −0 := Cik−0 ∪ Iik−0 and Ti′k := Cik0+ ∪ Iik0+ are simple closed
0+
curves whose intersection is an closed arc Iik0+ or Iik−0 . By a deformation like the
waterfall construction as in Figure 8, we obtain two simple closed curves Tik −0 and
Tik0+ whose intersection is xik+ and which are close to the original simple closed
curves Ti′k and Ti′k respectively. Note that if S is orientable then we can choose
−0

0+

Tik−0 and Tik0+ as closed transversals. This implies that O+ (xik+1− ) ∩ (Tik−0 ∪
Tik0+ ) = ∅. Hence (Tik−0 ∪ Tik0+ ) ∩ (Til−0 ∪ Til0+ ) = ∅ for any k 6= l. Since these
simple closed curves intersect exactly one point, they are essential. Cutting Ti10+
and collapsing new boundary components into singletons, we obtain the resulting
surface whose genus is the genus of S minus one. Since there are infinitely many
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Ci

Di

Ii
Ti
Figure 9. Di is the rectangle with ∂Di = Ii ∪Ci ∪Ii+1 ∪Ci+1 and
Ti is a closed transversal obtained by the waterfall construction to
the loop ∂Di .
disjoint bouquets Tik−0 ∪ Tik0+ , the genus of S is not finite, which contradicts the
compactness of S. Thus there is a large number N > 0 such that xi < xi+1 in I
for any natural number i ≥ N . By renumbering, the claim holds.
Denote by Ii by the sub-arc of I whose boundary consists of xi and xi+1 , and
by Ci the curve contained in O+ (x0 ) whose boundary consists of xi and xi+1 . Let
Di be the open subset bounded by the union Ii ∪ Ci ∪ Ii+1 ∪ Ci+1 . Since there
are at most finitely many genus, by renumbering xi , we may assume that Di is
a rectangle and so a flow box as in Figure 9 for any i ∈ Z≥0 . By the waterfall
construction to the loop Ii ∪ CS
i , we obtain a closed transversal Ti near the loop
Ii ∪ Ci . Define a union Ak := ( ∞
i=k (Di ∪ Ii+1 ∪ Ci+1 )) − {xk+1 } for any k ∈ Z≥0 .
From the monotonicity of xi in I, renumbering Ak , we may assume that each Ak
is an open annulus homotopic to A0 . By construction of the annulus A0 , any
positive orbit in A0 intersects with Ti at most one time for any i. This implies
that A0 ⊆ intP(v). Since ω(x0 ) is connected, by construction, the closure of any
rectangle Di does not intersect ω(x0 ) and so Ak ∩ ω(x0 ) = ∅. Therefore ω(x0 ) =
T
T
T
k∈Z≥0 {vt (x0 ) | t > k} =
i≥0 Ai = ∂A0 − (I0 ∪ C0 ).
n∈R≥0 {vt (x0 ) | t > n} =
This means that γ is a boundary component of its semi-attracting collar basin A0 .
In particular, x0 ∈ Satv (A0 ) ⊆ intP(v).

Note that each collar basin does not intersect LD(v) ⊔ E(v).
Lemma 4.2. An orbit contained in P(v) ∩ LD(v) ⊔ E(v) is a connecting separatrix.
Proof. Fix a point x ∈ P(v) ∩ LD(v) ⊔ E(v). Theorem VI [6] implies that the orbit
class Ô of an orbit O ⊆ LD(v) ⊔ E(v) contains infinitely many strongly recurrent
orbits and so we may assume that x ∈ ω(O) ∩ α(O). By the generalization of
the Poincaré-Bendixson theorem for a flow with finitely many singular points (cf.
Theorem 2.6.1 [29]), the ω-limit set of x is either a singular point, a semi-attracting
limit circuit, or a Q-set. Assume that the ω-limit set ω(x) is a semi-attracting limit
circuit. Then x ∈ intP(v) and so O ∩P(v) 6= ∅, which contradicts O ⊆ LD(v)⊔E(v).
Assume that ω(x) is a Q-set. Since x is not recurrent, we have ω(x) 6= O. Since
ω(x) ⊆ O, Proposition 2.2 [47] implies that ω(x) = O, which contradicts ω(x) 6= O.
Thus the ω-limit set ω(x) is a singular point. By symmetry, the α-limit set α(x) is
a singular point.

In general, the union LD(v) of a flow is not open even if singular points are
countable. In fact, there is a toral flow with ∂LD(v) = ∂P(v) = T2 (cf. Example
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2.10 [47]) such that isolated singular points converge to a singular point. On the
other hand, the finiteness implies the following properties.
Lemma 4.3. We have LD(v) ∩ P(v) = ∅.
Proof. By Lemma 3.1, we may assume that S is connected and orientable. Assume
that there is a point x ∈ LD(v) ∩ P(v). Theorem VI [6] implies that the orbit
class Ô(x) contains infinitely many strongly recurrent orbits and so there is a nonclosed recurrent point z with x ∈ ω(z) ∩ α(z). Since the orbit closure O(x) is
a neighborhood of x, there is a sequence (xn )n∈Z>0 in O(x) ∩ ∂ − P(v) ⊆ LD(v)
converging to x such that O(xn ) ∩ O(xm ) = ∅ for any n 6= m ∈ Z>0 . Then
xn ∈ ω(z) ∩ α(z) for any n ∈ Z>0 . Since neither ω(xn ) nor α(xn ) are limit cycles,
Lemma 3.7 and the dual statement for α-limit sets imply that O(xn ) − O(xn )
consists of at most two singular points. Fix an open flow box U ⊂ O(x) centered
at x. By renumbering, we may assume that (xn )n∈Z>0 converges to x decreasing
with respect to the transverse direction from one side in the flow box.
We claim that there is a subsequence (xkn )n∈Z>0 of (xn )n∈Z>0 such that O(xn )
is a simple closed curve. Indeed, suppose that there is no subsequence (xkn )n∈Z>0
of (xn )n∈Z>0 such that O(xn ) is a simple closed curve. By renumbering, each
closure O(xn ) is not a simple closed curve. Then ω(xn ) 6= α(xn ) for any n ∈ Z>0 .
Since | Sing(v)| < ∞, there are singular points α 6= ω ∈ LD(v) and a subsequence
(xkn )n∈Z>0 of (xn )n∈Z>0 such that ω(xkn ) = ω and α(xkn ) = α. Since S is compact,
there are an open disk D ⊆ O(x) and three points xn1 , xn2 , xn3 in the subsequence
such that ∂D = O(xn1 ) ∪ O(xn3 ) and xn2 ∈ intD. Then LD(v) ∩ intD = ∅ and so
/ LD(v), which contradicts the choice of xn2 .
xn2 ∈
By renumbering, we may assume that there is a singular point γ with ω(xn ) =
α(xn ) = γ for any n ∈ Z>0 . Since there are at most finitely many isotopic classes of
loops, we may assume that any pair of O(xn ) and O(xm ) are homotopic relative to
γ. If O(xn ) is essential or parallel to ∂S, then a connected component of O(xn ) ∪
O(xn+2 ) containing O(xn+1 ) is an open disk, which contradicts xn+1 ∈ O(X) ⊆
LD(v). Thus O(xn ) is null homotopic and so intersects no closed transversals. If
O(xn )∩U consists of at least two maximal orbit arcs, then the waterfall construction
to the loop consisting an orbit arc in O(xn ) and a transverse arc in U implies the
existence of a closed transversal intersecting O(xn ), which contradicts the nonexistence of closed transversals. Therefore O(xn ) ∩ U is one orbit arc. Since the
complement S − O(xn ) consists of two connected components and one of them is an
open disk and since the sequence (xn )n∈Z>0 converges to x decreasing with respect
to the transverse direction from one side in the flow box, the loop O(xn+1 ) ⊔ {γ} =
O(xn+1 ) for any n ∈ Z>0 contains a disk which contains either O(xn ) or O(xn+2 ),

which contradicts xn , xn+2 ∈ O(X) ⊆ LD(v). Thus LD(v) ∩ P(v) = ∅.
Lemma 4.4. The union LD(v) is open.
Proof. Since the singular point set Sing(v) is closed, Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 4.3
imply that Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v) ⊔ P(v) ⊔ E(v) ∩ LD(v) = ∅ and so that the union
LD(v) = S − Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v) ⊔ P(v) ⊔ E(v) is open.

We describe the border ∂ − P(v) = P(v) − intP(v) as follows.
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Figure 10. An ω-limit set which is not arcwise-connected.
Proposition 4.5. Let v be a flow with finitely many singular points on a compact
surface. Then each orbit in ∂ − P(v) is a connecting separatrix. Moreover, if v is
quasi-regular, then ∂ − P(v) is a finite union of multi-saddle separatrices.
Proof. Fix an orbit O in ∂ − P(v). By Lemma 3.3, we have O ∩ Per(v) = ∅. Since
∂ − P(v) = P(v) − intP(v) = P(v) ∩ Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v) ⊔ LD(v) ⊔ E(v) = P(v) ∩
Per(v) ⊔ LD(v) ⊔ E(v), we have O ⊆ P(v) ∩ Per(v) ⊔ LD(v) ⊔ E(v). By Lemma 4.2,
we may assume that O ⊆ P(v) ∩ Per(v). Lemma 3.2 implies that O ⊆ Per(v) −
Per(v) = ∂ + Per(v) ⊆ ∂ − Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v). By the generalization of the PoincaréBendixson theorem for a flow with finitely many singular points, the ω-limit (resp.
α-limit) set of O is either a singular point, or a semi-attracting (resp. semi-repelling)
limit circuit. Since O ⊆ ∂ − P(v), by Lemma 4.1, the ω-limit and α-limit sets of O
contain no limit circuits and so each of them is a singular point. Therefore O is a
connecting separatrix.
Suppose that v is quasi-regular. Since any points whose ω-limit set is either a ∂sink, a sink, or a semi-attracting limit circuit is contained in intP(v), the ω-limit set
ω(O) is neither ∂-sink, a sink, nor a semi-attracting limit circuit. This means that
the ω-limit set ω(O) is a multi-saddle. By symmetry, so is α-limit set α(O).

The finiteness of Sing(v) is necessary. In fact, there is a flow with a point
y ∈ ∂ − P(v) whose ω-limit set is not a point (see Figure 10). The quasi-regularity
of Sing(v) is necessary. In fact, there is a flow with infinitely many connecting
separatrices (see Figure 6). Notice that the union Psemi (v) is the union of semimulti-saddle separatrices if v is quasi-regular, because any weak saddles for a quasiregular flow are multi-saddles. The previous proposition and Lemma 2.1 implies
the following statement.
Corollary 4.6. If v is quasi-regular, then the union ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Pms (v) ⊔ Pss (v) is
the union Psemi (v) of semi-multi-saddle separatrices.
We obtain the following description of a neighborhood of E(v).
Lemma 4.7. ∂ − E(v) = E(v) ⊆ int(E(v) ⊔ intP(v)) = E(v) ⊔ intP(v).
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Proof. By the Maı̌er theorem, the closure E(v) is the finite union of closures of exceptional orbits and so ∂ − E(v) = E(v). The closedness of Sing(v) and Lemma 3.2
imply E(v) ∩ Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v) ⊔ LD(v) = ∅. Then we have that E(v) ⊆ S −
Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v) ⊔ LD(v) = int(P(v) ⊔ E(v)).
We claim that ∂ − P(v) ∩ E(v) = ∅. Indeed, assume there is a point x ∈ ∂ − P(v) ∩
E(v). Then there are a sequence {On }n∈Z>0 of orbits in ∂ − P(v) and a transverse
S
S
closed arc γ with x ∈ ∂γ \ n On such that x ∈ n On ∩ γ and On 6= Om for any
n 6= m. Suppose that there are infinitely many orbits Okn which are homoclinic.
Taking a subsequence, we may assume that there is a singular point y with y =
ω(On ) = α(On ) for any n. Since S is compact, taking a subsequence, we may
assume that {y}⊔On and {y}⊔On+1 are homotopic relative to {y}. As above, taking
a subsequence, we may assume that a union {y} ⊔ O2n ⊔ O2n+2 bounds an open disk
Bn for any n. Then Bn is an open disk which contains O2n+1 such that Bn − O2n+1
consists of two open disks. By O2n+1 ⊂ ∂ − P(v), let Cn be the one of two open disks
Bn − O2n+1 intersecting S − P(v). Since an open disk whose boundary is saturated
does not intersect LD(v) ⊔ E(v), the disk Cn intersects S − (P(v) ⊔ LD(v) ⊔ E(v)) =
Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v). Since a null homotopic periodic orbit bounds a singular point, the
disk Cn contains singular points. Hence there are infinitely many singular points,
which contradicts the finite hypothesis of singular points. Thus there are at most
finitely many orbits Okn which are homoclinic. Taking a subsequence, we may
assume that there are singular points α 6= ω with ω = ω(On ) and α = α(On ) for
any n. Since S is compact, taking a subsequence, we may assume that {y} ⊔On and
{y} ⊔ On+1 are homotopic relative to {α, ω}. As above, taking a subsequence, we
may assume that a union {α, ω} ⊔ O2n ⊔ O2n+2 bounds an open disk Bn for any n.
Then Bn is an open disk which contains O2n+1 such that Bn −O2n+1 consists of two
open disks. By O2n+1 ⊂ ∂ − P(v), let Cn be the one of two open disks Bn − O2n+1
intersecting S − P(v). Since ∂Cn ⊂ {α, ω} ⊔ O2n ⊔ ⊔O2n+1 ⊔ O2n+2 , the disk Cn
intersects S − (P(v) ⊔ LD(v) ⊔ E(v)) = Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v). Since a null homotopic
periodic orbit bounds a singular point, the disk Cn contains singular points. Hence
there are infinitely many singular points, which contradicts the finite hypothesis of
singular points. This completes the claim.
Then int(E(v) ⊔ P(v)) \ ∂ − P(v) ⊆ (E(v) ⊔ P(v)) \ ∂ − P(v) = E(v) ⊔ intP(v) is an
open neighborhood of E(v). Since intP(v) ⊂ int(E(v)⊔P(v)), we have E ⊔intP(v) ⊆
int(E(v) ⊔ intP(v)) and so int(E(v) ⊔ intP(v)) = E(v) ⊔ intP(v).

Recall the coborder ∂ + A = A − A of a subset A ⊆ S. The following coborder’s
property holds.
Lemma 4.8. E(v) ⊆ ∂ + P(v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ E(v).
Proof. By Lemma 2.3 [47], we obtain E(v) ⊆ intP(v) \ P(v) ⊆ ∂ + P(v). Since the
union LD(v) ⊔ int Per(v) are open, we have P(v) − (P(v) ⊔ E(v)) ⊆ S − (int Per(v) ⊔
P(v) ⊔ LD(v) ⊔ E(v)) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v).

4.2. Boundaries, borders, and coborders. We summarize the properties of the
boundary points and those of (co)border points as follows.
Proposition 4.9. Let v be a flow with finitely many singular points on a compact
surface S. The following statements hold:
(1) ∂ + LD(v) = ∂LD(v) (i.e. LD(v) is open ).
(2) ∂ + Sing(v) = ∅.
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(3) ∂ + Per(v) ⊔ ∂ + LD(v) ⊔ ∂ + E(v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v).
(4) ∂ + P(v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ E(v).
Proof. The assertion (1) is immediate from Lemma 4.4. The finiteness of Sing(v)
implies the assertion (2). The assertion (3) is obtained by Lemma 3.2. The assertion
(4) is assured by Lemma 4.8.

Proposition 4.10. Let v be a flow with finitely many singular points on a compact
surface S. The following statements hold:
(1) ∂ − Sing(v) = Sing(v).
(2) ∂ − Per(v) ⊆ intP(v) is contained in the closure of the union of limit cycles.
(3) ∂ − P(v) = (∂ + Per(v) ∪ ∂ + LD(v) ∪ ∂ + E(v)) \ Sing(v) consists of connecting
separatrices.
(4) ∂ − LD(v) = ∅.
(5) ∂ − E(v) = E(v) = ∂ + P(v) ∩ int(E(v) ⊔ intP(v)).
Moverover, a disjoint union Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ E(v) is closed.
Proof. The finiteness of Sing(v) implies the assertion (1). The assertion (2) is
followed by Lemma 3.4. Proposition 4.5 and Proposition 4.9 imply the assertion
(3). The assertion (4) is obtained by Lemma 4.4. From Lemma 4.7, the assertion
(5) holds.

Proposition 4.11. Let v be a flow with finitely many singular points on a compact
surface S. The following statements hold:
(1) ∂ Per(v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v).
(2) ∂LD(v) = ∂ + LD(v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v).
(3) ∂E(v) = E ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ E(v).
(4) ∂P(v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ E(v).
(5) ∂ − P(v) is a union of connecting separatrices.
(6) ∂ − Per(v) is contained in the closure of the union of limit cycles.
Proof. Proposition 4.9 implies the assertions (1) - (4). Proposition 4.5 implies the
assertion (5). Lemma 3.4 implies the assertion (6).

4.3. Descriptions of border point sets and relative concepts. Finiteness of
singular points is necessary in the previous proposition (3). In fact, a construction in
Figure 10 implies that there is a flow with an orbit in ∂ − P(v)∩(∂ + LD(v)∪∂ + E(v))
which is not a separatrix. Recall that BD(v) = Bd(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) and Bd(v) =
∂ Sing(v) ∪ ∂ Per(v) ∪ ∂Per(v) ∪ ∂P(v) ∪ ∂LD(v) ∪ Psep (v) ∪ ∂E(v). Describe the
(strict) border point set as follows.
Lemma 4.12. The following statements holds for a flow v with finitely many singular points on a compact surface S:
(1) Bd(v) and BD(v) are closed.
(2) BD(v) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v) ⊔ E(v).
(3) The union Pms (v) ⊔ Pss (v) ⊔ ∂P(v) consists of finitely many connecting separatrices.
(4) The union ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) is the finite union of one-sided periodic orbits in
int Per(v).
(5) If there are at most finitely many limit cycles, then the union ∂ − Per(v) is the
finite union of limit cycles.
(6) If v is quasi-regular, then the union ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v) = Psemi (v) ⊔ ∂P(v) is the
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finite union of semi-multi-saddle separatrices and separatrices on ∂S between ∂sources and ∂-sinks. In particular, the quasi-regularity implies ∂ − P(v) ⊆ Psemi (v).
Proof. By definitions, the assertion (4) holds. From Proposition 4.10, the assertion
(5) holds. The compactness of S implies that there are at most finitely connected
components of ∂S and so that Per1 (v) consists of finitely many orbits. Therefore
Bd(v) is closed if and only if so is BD(v). The finite union ∂ Sing(v) ∪ ∂ Per(v) ∪
∂P(v) ∪ ∂LD(v) ∪ ∂E(v) ∪ ∂Per(v) of boundaries is closed. By the finite existence of
multi-saddles, the union of semi-multi-saddle separatrices consists of finitely many
orbits and so does the union Pms (v) ⊔ Pss (v) of semi-multi-saddle separatrices in
intP(v). The compactness of S implies that there are at most finitely connected
components of ∂S and so that ∂P(v) consists of finitely many orbits. By definition
of Psep (v) = (Plc (v) ∪ Pms (v)) ⊔ Pss (v) ⊔ ∂P(v) , the assertion (3) holds. Moreover,
the closure of the finite union Psep (v) of orbits is the finite union of the closures of
orbits in Psep (v). Therefore Psep (v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ Psep (v). This implies that Bd(v)
is closed and so is BD(v). Thus the assertion (1) holds.
The finiteness of Sing(v) implies ∂ Sing(v) = Sing(v). Proposition 4.9 and Proposition 4.10 imply that ∂LD(v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) and that ∂E(v) = E(v) ⊆
Sing(v)∪∂ − P(v)⊔E(v). Lemma 3.2 implies ∂ Per(v) ⊆ Sing(v)⊔∂ − Per(v)⊔∂ − P(v),
and Lemma 4.8 implies ∂P(v) ⊆ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ E(v) ⊔ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v). Therefore Bd(v) = ∂ Sing(v) ∪ ∂ Per(v) ∪ ∂Per(v) ∪ ∂P(v) ∪ Psep (v) ∪ ∂LD(v) ∪ ∂E(v) =
Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v) ⊔ E(v). This completes the assertion
(2).
Suppose that v is quasi-regular. From Corollary 4.6, the union ∂ − P(v)⊔Pms (v)⊔
Pss (v) is the finite union of semi-multi-saddle separatrices. The quasi-regularity
implies Psep (v) = Pms (v) ⊔ Pss (v) ⊔ ∂P(v) . Therefore the union ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v) is
the finite union of semi-multi-saddle separatrices and separatrices on ∂S between
∂-sources and ∂-sinks.

4.4. Complement of the strict border point set. We have the following properties.
Proposition 4.13. The following statements hold for a flow v with finitely many
on a compact surface S:
(1) The complement S − Bd(v) is open.
(2) S − Bd(v) = (int Per(v) − ∂Per(v) ) ⊔ (intP(v) − Psep (v)) ⊔ LD(v).
(3) The invariant subsets int Per(v) − ∂Per(v) , intP(v) − Psep (v), and LD(v) are
open.
(4) The union LD(v)/v̂ is a finite space.
(5) If v is quasi-regular, then the set differences P(v)−Psemi(v) and P(v)−(Psemi (v)⊔
∂P(v) ) = intP(v) − Psep (v) are open.
Proof. Lemma 4.12 implies the assertion (1). By Bd(v) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔
∂Per(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v) ⊔ E(v), we have S − Bd(v) = (int Per(v) − ∂Per(v) ) ⊔
(intP(v) − Psep (v)) ⊔ LD(v). This means that the assertion (2) holds. By the
finiteness of the boundary components, the set difference int Per(v) − ∂Per(v) is
open. Since Bd(v) is closed, the set difference intP(v) \ Bd(v) = intP(v) \ (Sing(v) ⊔
∂ − Per(v)⊔∂Per(v) ⊔∂ − P(v)⊔Psep (v)⊔E(v)) = intP(v)−Psep(v) is open. Lemma 4.4
implies the openness of the union LD(v). Thus the assertion (3) is true. By
Proposition 2.2 [47], the union LD(v) consists of finitely many orbit classes. The
assertion (4) is immediate from this finiteness.
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Suppose that v is quasi-regular. The set difference P(v) − (Psemi (v) ⊔ ∂P(v) ) =
intP(v) − Psep (v) is open. Since ∂P(v) consists of finitely many orbits, the closure Psemi (v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ Psemi(v) is a union of Psemi (v), ∂-sinks, and ∂-sources.

Therefore the set difference P(v) − Psemi (v) = P(v) \ Psemi (v) is open.
4.5. Border point sets for quasi-regular flows. The previous lemma and the
following statement.
Proposition 4.14. The following statements holds for a quasi-regular flow v on a
compact surface S:
(1) The border point set BD(v) is the union of singular points, one-sided periodic
orbits, the closure of the union of limit cycles, semi-multi-saddle separatrices, separatrices between a ∂-source and a ∂-sink on the boundary ∂S, and exceptional
orbits.
(2) The strict border point set Bd(v) is the union of singular points, periodic orbits on ∂S, the closure of the union of limit cycles, semi-multi-saddle separatrices,
separatrices between a ∂-source and a ∂-sink on the boundary ∂S, and exceptional
orbits.
(3) If there are at most finitely many limit cycles, then BD(v) ⊔ LD(v) and Bd(v) ⊔
LD(v) consist of finitely many orbit classes.
(4) If v is of finite type, then BD(v) (resp. Bd(v)) is the finite union of singular
points, one-sided periodic orbits (resp. periodic orbits on ∂S), limit cycles, semimulti-saddle separatrices, and separatrices between a ∂-source and a ∂-sink on the
boundary ∂S.
Proof. From Lemma 4.12, we have BD(v) = Sing(v)⊔∂ − Per(v)⊔∂Per(v) ⊔Per1 (v)⊔
Psemi(v)⊔∂P(v) ⊔E(v). Lemma 3.4 implies that ∂ − Per(v) is contained in the closure
of the union of limit cycles. From Proposition 4.11, the closure of the union of limit
cycles is contained in ∂ − Per(v) ⊆ ∂ Per(v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊆
BD(v). Lemma 4.12 implies that ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) is the finite union of one-sided
periodic orbits in int Per(v). The union of of one-sided periodic orbits is contained
in ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) ⊆ BD(v). Therefore the assertion (1) holds. By
definitions of (strict) border point set, the assertion (2) is followed from the assertion
(1).
Suppose that there are at most finitely many limit cycles. By the finiteness of
limit cycles, Lemma 3.4 implies that ∂ − Per(v) is the finite union of limit cycles.
Compactness implies that ∂Per(v) consists of finitely many orbits contained in the
boundary ∂S and so that the union ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) of one-sided periodic orbits in
int Per(v) consists of finitely many orbits. Quasi-regularity implies that Psemi (v) is
the finite union of multi-saddle separatrices. By finiteness of Sing(v) and boundary
components, the union ∂P(v) is the finite union of separatrices between a ∂-source
and a ∂-sink on the boundary ∂S. The Maı̌er and Markley works [19, 20] imply the
closure LD(v) ⊔ E(v) is a finite union of Q-sets. By Proposition 2.2 [47], the union
LD(v) ⊔ E(v) of non-closed recurrent orbits consists of finitely many orbit classes.
Therefore BD(v) ⊔ LD(v) consists of finitely many orbit classes. The definitions of
(strict) border point set imply the assertion (3).
Suppose that v is of finite type. Since LD(v) ⊔ E(v) = ∅, we have that BD(v) =
Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) ⊔ Psemi (v) ⊔ ∂P(v) consists of finitely many
proper orbits. Since the union ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) is the finite union of
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limit cycles and one-sided periodic orbits. By definition of (strict) border point set,
the assertion (4) holds.

By definitions of Bd0 (v) and BD0 (v), we obtain the following description of a
relation between BD(v) and BD0 (v) for a quasi-regular flow.
Lemma 4.15. Let v be a quasi-regular flow on a compact surface S. Then Bd(v) −
Bd0 (v) = ∂P(v) ⊔∂Per(v) and BD(v) − BD0 (v) = ∂P(v) .
Denote by Singc (v) the set of centers, and by Dss (v) the ss-multi-saddle connection diagram. Proposition 4.11 implies the following description.
Lemma 4.16. The following statements hold for a quasi-regular flow v on a compact surface S:
(1) The disjoint union ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v) is the finite union of multi-saddle separatrices, ss-separatrices, and non-closed orbits connecting a ∂-sink and a ∂-source on
the boundary ∂S.
(2) The disjoint union (Sing(v) − Singc (v)) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ Psemi (v) ⊔ E(v) is closed.
(3) Dss (v) − ((Sing(v) − Singc (v)) ⊔ Psemi (v) ⊔ E(v)) ⊆ ∂ − Per(v).
Proof. Lemma 4.12 implies the assertion (1). Quasi-regularity implies (Sing(v) −
Singc (v)) ⊔ Psemi(v) is a finite union and so is closed. By Lemma 4.12, the union
∂ − P(v) ⊆ Psemi (v) is a finite union of orbits. Proposition 4.11 implies ∂ − Per(v) ⊆
(Sing(v) − Singc (v)) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊆ (Sing(v) − Singc (v)) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔
Psemi(v) and E ⊆ (Sing(v) − Singc (v)) ⊔ Psemi (v) ⊔ E(v). This means that the
assertion (2) holds. Recall that the ss-multi-saddle connection diagram Dss (v)
is the union of multi-saddles, multi-saddle separatrices, ss-separatrices, and sscomponents. By Proposition 4.11 and Lemma 4.12, an ss-component is either a
singular point in Sing(v) − Singc (v), a limit circuit, or an exceptional Q-set in
E ⊆ (Sing(v) − Singc (v)) ⊔ Psemi(v) ⊔ E(v). Quasi-regularity implies that any limit
circuits are contained in a union (Sing(v) − Singc (v)) ⊔ Psemi(v). An ss-separatrix
is a semi-multi-saddle separatrix connecting an ss-component. This means that
Dss (v) ⊆ (Sing(v)−Singc (v))⊔∂ − Per(v)⊔Psemi (v)⊔E(v). Conversely, by definition,
we obtain (Sing(v) − Singc (v)) ⊔ E(v) ⊆ Dss (v). By the openness of LD(v), since
v is quasi-regular, the generalization of the Poincaré-Bendixson theorem for a flow
with finitely many singular points implies that the ω- and α-limit set of any semimulti-saddle separatrices are either singular points in (Sing(v) − Singc (v)), limit
circuits, or exceptional Q-sets. Then implies that the ω- and α-limit set of any
semi-multi-saddle separatrices are either singular points in (Sing(v) − Singc (v)) or
ss-components and so are contained in Dss (v). Thus Psemi (v) ⊆ Dss (v). Therefore
the assertion (3) holds.

We describe the relations among the border point set and relative concepts as
follows.
Proposition 4.17. The following statements hold for a quasi-regular flow v with
at most finitely many limit cycles on a compact surface S:
(1) Dss (v) = (Sing(v) − Singc (v)) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ Psemi (v) ⊔ E(v) is closed.
(2) Bd0 (v) = Dss (v) ⊔ Singc (v) is closed.
(3) Bd(v) = Bd0 (v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔ ∂P(v) is closed.
(4) BD(v) = Bd(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) is closed.
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multi-saddle

Figure 11. A flow box near a non-singular point and a flow box
near a multi-saddle.
Proof. By Lemma 4.12, the union ∂ − Per(v) is the finite union of limit cycles.
Lemma 4.16 implies that the assertion (1) hold. Lemma 4.15 implies that Bd(v) −
Bd0 (v) = ∂P(v) ⊔∂Per(v) . From Lemma 4.12, since ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v) = Psemi (v) ⊔
∂P(v) , we have BD(v) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v) ⊔
E(v) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) ⊔ Psemi (v) ⊔ ∂P(v) ⊔E(v). By BD(v) =
Bd(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) we obtain Bd(v) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔ Psemi (v) ⊔
∂P(v) ⊔E(v) and so Bd0 (v) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ Psemi (v) ⊔ E(v) = Dss (v) ⊔
Singc (v). Therefore the assertion (2) holds. Lemma 4.15 implies that the assertions (3)–(4) hold.

5. Decompositions of quasi-regular flows
Let v be a flow on a connected compact surface S. Recall that a non-trivial
circuit is a multi-saddle circuit if it is contained in a multi-saddle connection. We
show that each multi-saddle circuit is a limit circuit or is parallel to a periodic orbit.
Precisely, we describe flows near the multi-saddle connection diagrams as follows.
Lemma 5.1. Let v be a flow with finitely many singular points on a compact surface
S and γ a multi-saddle connection. If there is a point x ∈ S − (γ ⊔ LD(v) ⊔ E(v))
with ω(x)∩γ 6= ∅ and ω(x)∩E(v) = ∅, then the ω-limit set ω(x) is a semi-attracting
limit circuit with x ∈ intP(v) and ω(x) ⊆ intP(v) ∩ γ.
Proof. Suppose that there is a point x ∈ S − (γ ⊔ LD(v) ⊔ E(v)) with ω(x) ∩ γ 6= ∅
and ω(x) ∩ E(v) = ∅. Then x ∈ P(v) and so intO(x) = ∅. This implies that
O(x)∩LD(v) = ∅. If ω(x)∩Per(v) 6= ∅, then ω(x) is a limit cycle and so ω(x)∩γ = ∅,
which contradict ω(x) ∩ γ 6= ∅. Thus ω(x) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ P(v). Since | Sing(v)| < ∞,
there is an open neighborhood U of γ such that (U − γ) ∩ Sing(v) = ∅. Recall that
γ is a compact one-dimensional cell complex. By ω(x) ∩ γ 6= ∅, since each singular
point in γ is a multi-saddle, the intersection C := ω(x) ∩ γ is a one-dimensional
cell complex without boundary. The flow box theorem implies that there is an
open annulus A which consists of finitely many flow boxes and open disks as the
right in Figure 11 such that C is a boundary component of A. Since ω(x) ∩ γ 6= ∅,
the ω-limit set of a point in A is the semi-attracting limit circuit C. This means
that x ∈ intP(v) and so that ω(x) = C ⊆ intP(v) ∩ γ is a semi-attracting limit
circuit.
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Figure 12. A center disk, a sink disk, and a source disk

⇒

⇒

⇒

Figure 13. An operation Ct , an operation Co , and an operation Cd

Figure 14. A flow box and a Cherry flow box
5.1. Surgeries for flows on surfaces. Recall that an invariant closed disk is a
center disk if it is a union of one center and periodic orbits and is a neighborhood
of the center. A closed disk is a sink (resp. source) disk if its boundary is a closed
transversal and its interior consists of one sink (resp. source) and of orbit arcs of
non-recurrent orbits (see Figure 12).
Define an operation Co as cutting an essential periodic orbit and pasting one or
two center disks, an operation Cd as removing an essential one-sided (resp. twosided) multi-saddle circuit and pasting a double covering (resp. two copies) of the
multi-saddle circuit to the new boundary (resp. new two boundary components),
and an operation Ct as cutting an essential closed transversal and pasting one sink
disk and one source disk as in Figure 13. A Cherry flow box is a disk with orbit arcs
on the figure to the right in Figure 14. A Cherry blow-up operation is replacing a
flow box with a Cherry flow box. Denote by Chl an inverse operation of a Cherry
blow-up operation to a multi-saddle separatrix as shown in Figure 15. Cutting
essential parts, we can reduce surface flows into spherical flows.
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Figure 15. Inverse operation of a Cherry blow-up operation Chl
to a separatrix from a k-saddle to a sink
Lemma 5.2. Let v be a quasi-regular flow on a connected compact surface S, So
the resulting surface from S by applying an operation Co as possible, Sd the resulting
surface from So by applying an operation Cd as possible, and St the resulting surface
from Sd by applying an operation Ct as possible. Then each connected component
of the surface St is a subset of a sphere up to homeomorphism.
Proof. Removing (∂-)0-saddles, we may assume that there are no (∂-)0-saddles. Let
vo be the resulting flow from v on S, vd be the resulting flow on the resulting surface
Sd from vo on So , and vt be the resulting flow on the resulting surface St from vd
on Sd . Since S is compact, the surface So can be obtained by taking operations Co
finitely many times. By construction, the flow vo has no essential periodic orbits.
Since S is compact, the surface Sd can be obtained by taking operations Cd finitely
many times. By construction, the flow vd has neither essential periodic orbits nor
essential loops in D(v). Since Sd is compact, the surface St can be obtained by
taking operations Ct finitely many times. Then the flow vt has neither essential
closed transversals, essential loops in D(v), nor essential periodic orbits. Since
each Q-set intersects some essential closed transversal, the flow vt has no Q-sets
but consists of proper orbits. Replacing ∂-sinks (resp. ∂-sources) with pairs of a
∂-saddle and a sink (resp. a source) (see Figure 16), we may assume that there are
neither ∂-sinks nor ∂-sources on St . Then each singular point on the boundary ∂St
is a multi-saddle. Let S ′ be the resulting closed surface from a connected component
of St by collapsing all boundary components into singletons and v ′ the resulting
flow on S ′ . By construction, it suffices to show that each connected component of
S ′ is a subset of a sphere up to homeomorphism. Indeed, then each new singular
point of v ′ is a multi-saddle. Quasi-regularity of v implies that each singular point
of the resulting flow v ′ is either a multi-saddle, a sink, a source, or a center. Since
each limit circuit is not essential (i.e. either null homotopic or parallel to the
boundary ∂S ′ ), collapsing disks each of whose boundary components is a limit
circuit contained in the closure of an ss-separatrix into singletons and collapsing
annuli Ai which are parallel to the boundary component of S and whose boundary
components ∂Ai \ ∂S outside of the boundary ∂S ′ are limit circuits contained in
the closure of ss-separatrices into singletons, we may assume that there are no ssseparatrices whose ω- or α-limit sets are limit circuits and that there are no periodic
orbits which are parallel to the boundary. Then each separatrix connecting a sink
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Figure 16. Replacing a ∂-sink with a pair of a sink and a ∂-saddle
or a source does not belong to any multi-saddle connection, and each periodic orbit
is null homotopic (i.e. contractible). For an ss-multi-saddle connection of v ′ with
a k-saddle (k > 0) such that there is a separatrix from a source to it (resp. from
it to a sink), applying the inverse operation of Chl to the separatrix, we obtain
an ss-multi-saddle connection with a (k − 1)-saddle (see Figure 15). Applying
the operations finitely many times and removing 0-saddles, we may assume that
there are no ss-separatrices connecting a multi-saddle and either a sink or a source.
Therefore each semi-multi-saddle separatrix is a multi-saddle separatrix. Then
each separatrix either connects a sink and a source or is contained in the multisaddle connection diagram D(v ′ ) of v ′ . By Lemma 5.1, the multi-saddle circuit
is a limit circuit or is parallel to a periodic orbit. This means that each multisaddle connection of v ′ is null homotopic. Collapsing closed disks each of whose
boundary components is contained in the multi-saddle connection diagram D(v ′ )
into singletons, the new singletons are either centers, sinks, or sources. Thus we may
assume that D(v ′ ) = ∅ and that each periodic orbit is null homotopic. Therefore v ′
consists of sinks, sources, centers, non-recurrent orbits, and null homotopic periodic
orbits. In particular the indices of singular points are positive if exists. If there
are no singular points, then there are non-contractible periodic orbits or non-closed
recurrent orbits, which contradicts non-existence of non-contractible periodic orbits
and non-closed recurrent orbits. Thus there are singular points, whose indices
are positive. Then the Euler characteristic is positive. Hence the Poincaré-Hopf
theorem implies that each connected component of the surface S ′ is a sphere or a
projective plane.
We show that each connected component of S ′ is a sphere. Otherwise there
is a connected component P of S ′ is a projective plane. By the non-existence of
multi-saddles, the Poincaré-Hopf theorem implies that there is a just one singular
point on P. Suppose that there is a center. Removing a small open center disk B,
the complement P − B is a Möbius band without singular points and so their first
return map to a transverse closed arc is an orientation-reversing homeomorphism
on a closed interval. Then it has a unique fixed point which corresponds to a onesided periodic orbit, which contradicts non-existence of essential periodic orbits.
Suppose that there is a sink (resp. source). The Poincaré-Hopf theorem implies the
α-limit (resp. ω-limit) set of each non-singular point is a periodic orbit. Since there
is only one singular point, which is a sink (resp. source), there is a closed disk B
whose boundary is a periodic orbit and whose interior is the unstable manifold of
the sink (resp. the stable manifold of the source) and so the complement P − intB
is a Möbius band without singular points, because the periodic orbit ∂B is not
essential. The same argument implies the contradiction.
Thus each connected component of St is a subset of a sphere.

Note that the operation Cd is necessary in the previous lemma (see Figure 17).
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Figure 17. A flow on a torus with heteroclinic multi-saddle separatrices but without essential closed transversals or essential periodic orbits
5.2. Decomposition of quasi-regular flow using the strict border set. For a
quasi-regular flow v on a compact surface, recall that Bd(v) = Sing(v)⊔∂ − Per(v)⊔
∂Per(v) ⊔Psemi (v)⊔∂P(v) ⊔E(v) is the union of singular points, the closure of the union
of limit cycles, periodic orbits on ∂S, semi-multi-saddle separatrices, separatrices
between a ∂-source and a ∂-sink on the boundary ∂S, and exceptional orbits. Since
∂S ⊆ Bd(v) for any quasi-regular flow v on a compact surface S, we describe the
complement of the strict border point set Bd(v) as follows.
Theorem 5.3. Each connected component of S − Bd(v) for a quasi-regular flow v
on a compact surface S is one of the following invariant open subsets exclusively:
(1) A flow box in P(v), whose orbit space is an open interval,
(2) An annulus in P(v), whose orbit space is a circle,
(3) A torus in Per(v), whose orbit space is a circle,
(4) A Klein bottle in Per(v), whose orbit space is an open interval,
(5) An annulus in Per(v), whose orbit space is an interval,
(6) A Möbius band in Per(v), whose orbit space is an interval, or
(7) An essential subset in LD(v), whose orbit class space is a singleton.
Moreover, the following statements hold:
(a) The ω-limit (resp. α-limit) set of a point in a connected component in P(v) \
Bd(v) is the ω-limit (resp. α-limit) set of any point in the connected component.
(b) The closure of a point in a connected component in LD(v) is the closure of any
point in the connected component.
(c) The boundary ∂O(x) of a point x ∈ LD(v) consists of finitely many multi-saddle
separatrices and singular points.
(d) Any boundary component of a connected component of S − Bd(v) which does
not intersect E(v) is a finite union of closed orbits and multi-saddle separatrices.
Proof. Lemma 4.12 implies that the complement S − Bd(v) is open. Since the
boundary ∂S is contained in Bd(v), taking the double of a manifold if necessary,
we may assume that S is closed. We deform the flow v on S by following operations
which preserve the complement S − Bd(v): Replacing each orbit in ∂P(v) by a ∂-0saddle with two ss-separatrices, we may assume that ∂P(v) = ∅. Replacing ∂Per(v)
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with centers, we may assume that ∂Per(v) = ∅. Replacing ∂-sinks (resp. ∂-sources)
with pairs of a ∂-saddle and a sink (resp. a source) as in Figure 16, we may assume
that there are neither ∂-sinks nor ∂-sources.
Fix a connected component U of S − Bd(v). Proposition 4.13 implies that the
open subset U is contained in either int Per(v), int(P(v) − Psep (v)), or LD(v).
Suppose that U ⊆ LD(v). Since LD(v) is open, fix a point x ∈ U and a transverse
arc I ⊂ U where x is the interior point in I. Since x is non-closed recurrent, by
Lemma 3.5, taking a small transverse arc if necessary, by the waterfall construction,
there is a closed transversal in U . By Lemma 3.6, the closed transversal is essential
and so is U . Then U is desired in the case (7). Suppose that U ⊆ int Per(v).
If ∂U = ∅, then U is either a torus or a Klein bottle and so is desired in the
case (3) or (4). Thus we may assume that ∂U 6= ∅. Then U is an open annulus
or an open Möbius band and so is desired in the case (5) or (6). Suppose that
U ⊆ int(P(v) − Psep (v)). The ω-limit (resp. α-limit) set of each point in U is either
an exceptional Q-set, a limit circuit, or a sink (resp. a source). We deform the
flow v on S by following operations which preserve U : Cutting an essential periodic
orbit and pasting one or two center disks (i.e. taking operation Co ), by induction,
we may assume that each periodic orbit is null homotopic. Cutting limit cycles
and collapsing the new boundary components into singletons if necessary, we may
assume that there are no limit cycles on ∂U . Removing multi-saddle circuits in
Bd(v), taking the metric completion, and collapsing the new boundary components
into singletons, we may assume that there are no multi-saddle circuits in Bd(v), by
replacing S with the resulting surface Scol . Here a new boundary component is a
connected component of S1 − (S − Γ) where Γ is the union of multi-saddle circuits
in Bd(v) and S1 is the metric completion of (S − Γ). In particular, there are neither
limit circuits nor self-connected multi-saddle separatrices on S. By construction,
new singletons are either sinks, sources, centers, or multi-saddles. Cutting the
closures of multi-saddle separatrices and collapsing new boundary components into
singletons, we may assume that there are no multi-saddle connection separatrices
on ∂U . Note U contains no multi-saddles. Then the ω-limit (resp. α-limit) set of
each point in U is either an exceptional Q-set or a sink (resp. a source).
Suppose that U ∩ E(v) = ∅. The ω-limit (resp. α-limit) set of each point in U is
a sink (resp. a source). Fix a sink s which is the ω-limit set of a point in U and a
small closed transversal γ which is a boundary of a sink disk of the sink s. If γ is
contained in U , then U is an open annulus in P(v) and so is desired in the case (2).
Thus we may assume that γ is not contained in U . Then there are separatrices Oi
between the sink s and multi-saddles such that Oi ⊂ ∂U . Since each multi-saddle
in ∂U connects with a sink or a source, the boundary ∂U consists of sinks, sources,
multi-saddles, and semi-multi-saddle separatrices from sinks or to sources. Taking a
double of U if necessary, the resulting flow on the resulting closed surface consists of
sinks, sources, 0-saddles, and non-recurrent orbits. Since the index of each singular
point is non-negative, the existence of both a sink and a source and the PoincaréHopf theorem imply that the double is a sphere and there are exactly one sink and
one source except 0-saddles on the double. This means U is an invariant open flow
box in P(v) and so is desired in the case (1).
Thus we may assume that U ∩ E(v) 6= ∅. This implies that S is not spherical.
We deform the flow v on S by following operations which preserve U : Applying
an operation Cd as possible, we may assume that the flow v has neither essential
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periodic orbits nor essential loops in D(v). Cutting an essential closed transversal
in LD(v) and pasting one sink disk and one source disk, we may assume that
LD(v) = ∅.
We show that U is an invariant flow box in P(v) desired in the case (1), by
cutting U into small open flow boxes. Indeed, cutting an essential closed transversal
γi intersecting E(v) and pasting one sink disk and one source disk (i.e. applying an
operation Ct ) as possible, let T be the resulting
surface from S, w the resulting flow,
S
surface T
and U − ⊆ T the resulting subset of U \ i γi . By Lemma 5.2, the resulting
F
is spherical. Let Uk be the connected components of U − with U − = k Uk . Denote
e (resp. U
ek ) the saturation of U − (resp. Uk ) by w. By construction, each
by U
ek of U
e is an open flow box such that ω(x) = a and α(x) = b
connected component U
for S
the new sink a and the new source b. Then each connected component Uk of
U \ i γi is an invariant open flow box each of whose vertical boundary components is
a closed interval in an essential closed transversal γi . In other words, each connected
component Uk has one α-vertical boundary and one ω-vertical boundary. Since U
is constructed by pasting one α-vertical boundary and one ω-vertical boundary of
Uk as possible, we have U is an invariant open flow box in P(v) and so is desired
in the case (1). This complete the classification of connected components of the
complement S − Bd(v).
By Proposition 4.14, the strict border point set BD(v) consists of singular points,
one-sided periodic orbits, semi-multi-saddle separatrices, separatrices on ∂S between ∂-sources and ∂-sinks, the closure of the union of limit cycles, and finitely
many exceptional Q-sets. Moreover, the union Bd(v) ⊔ LD(v) consists of finitely
many orbit classes. Then the set difference Bd(v) − E(v) consists of finitely many
proper orbits. Fix a connected component U of (P(v) ⊔ LD(v)) \ BD(v) and a point
x ∈ U . Suppose that x ∈ LD(v). Proposition 2.2 [47] implies that U ⊆ LD(v)
and O(x) = O(y) for any y ∈ U . This implies the assertion (b). Lemma 3.2
and Proposition 4.5 imply that the intersection BD(v) ∩ ∂ + O(x) ⊆ ∂ + LD(v) ⊆
∂ − Sing(v)⊔∂ − P(v) consists of finitely many multi-saddle separatrices and singular
points. This implies the assertion (c). Thus we may assume that x ∈ P(v) \ BD(v).
Suppose that ω(x) ∩ E(v) 6= ∅. Then U is an invariant flow box. By the construction above, the ω-limitSsets of any point in U is the exceptional Q-set ω(x). Thus
we may assume that y∈U ω(y) ∩ E(v) = ∅. By symmetry, we may assume that
S
y∈U α(y) ∩ E(v) = ∅. From Poincaré-Bendixson theorem for a flow with finitely
many singular points, the ω-limit set ω(y) of any point y ∈ U is either a sink, a
∂-sink, or a semi-attracting limit circuit. By the flow fox theorem, the ω-limit set
ω(z) of each point z in some small neighborhood of any point y ∈ U corresponds to
ω(y). The open condition implies that the ω-limit set ω(y) of any point y ∈ U corresponds to ω(x). By symmetry, the α-limit set α(y) of any point y ∈ U corresponds
to α(x). This implies the assertion (a).
By Lemma 4.12, we obtain BD(v) − E(v) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔
Per1 (v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v). Let U be a connected component of S − Bd(v) and
∂ a connected component of ∂U with E(v) ∩ ∂ = ∅. Then ∂ ⊆ BD(v) − E(v) =
Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v). If Per(v) ∩ ∂ 6= ∅, then
the connectivity of ∂ implies that ∂ is a periodic orbit and so that the assertion
(d) holds. Thus we may assume that ∂ ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v). From
Lemma 4.12, the union Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v) is a finite union of singular
points and multi-saddle separatrices. Therefore the assertion (d) holds.
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Figure 18. A flow box, a periodic annulus, and an open transverse annulus
5.3. Proof of Theorem A. Let v be a regular-like flow on a compact surface S.
By Lemma 4.15, we have Bd(v) − Bd0 (v) = ∂Per(v) ⊔ ∂P(v) . Therefore Theorem A
is followed from Theorem 5.3.
5.4. Description of components of the decompositions and their boundaries.
5.4.1. Vertical boundary of an invariant open subset by flows. For an invariant open
subset A, define the vertical boundary ∂⊥ A of A as follows:
[
α
∂⊥
A := (
α(x)) \ A
x∈A

ω
∂⊥
A := (

[

ω(x)) \ A

x∈A
α
:= ∂⊥
A

ω
∂⊥ A
∪ ∂⊥
A
α
ω
We call that ∂⊥
A (resp. ∂⊥
A, ∂⊥ A) is the α-vertical (resp. ω-vertical, vertical) boundary. For an oriented invariant flow box B ∼
= D, the α-vertical (resp.
α
ω
ω-vertical) boundary ∂⊥
B (resp. ∂⊥
B) is the boundary component of ∂⊥ B corresponding to {0} × (0, 1) (resp. {1} × (0, 1)) (see the figure to the left in Figure 18).
For an open periodic annulus B ∼
= A+
e , the vertical boundary components are empty
α
ω
(i.e. ∂⊥
B = ∂⊥
B := ∅). For an open transverse annulus B ∼
= A, the α-vertical
α
ω
(resp. ω-vertical) boundary ∂⊥
B (resp. ∂⊥
B) is the boundary component of ∂⊥ B
corresponding to {(cos θ, sin θ) | θ ∈ [0, 2π]} (resp. {(2 cos θ, 2 sin θ) | θ ∈ [0, 2π]})
(see the figure to the right in Figure 18).

5.4.2. α′ (x)-limit sets and ω ′ -limit sets of points and orbits. Define α′ (x) and ω ′ (x)
for a point x ∈ X as follows [5, 22]:
α′ (x) := α(x) \ O(x)
ω ′ (x) := ω(x) \ O(x)
We call α (x) the α -limit set of x and ω ′ (x) the ω ′ -limit set of x. For a subset
A ⊆ S, define α′ (A) and ω ′ (A) as follows:
[
α′ (A) :=
α′ (x)
′

′

x∈A

ω ′ (A) :=

[

x∈A

ω ′ (x)
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Figure 19. A flow on an orientable closed surface with genus two
is obtained by glueing a pair of two circuits labelled by x1 ⊔ O1
and a pair of two circuits labelled by x2 ⊔ O2 .
Then α′ (O) = α(O) \ O and ω ′ (O) = ω(O) \ O for an orbit O. As mentioned, the
definition of α′ (p) (resp. ω ′ (p)) by Buendı́a and Lópes is slightly different from
the original one, cf. [22, 26, 27] but these definitions correspond for proper orbits.
Note that an orbit O is closed if and only if α′ (O) = ∅ (resp. ω ′ (O) = ∅). Since
flows of finite type have no non-proper orbits, two definition of α′ (p) (resp. ω ′ (p))
by Buendı́a and Lópes and by the original one, cf. [22, 26, 27] correspond to each
other for flows of finite type.
5.4.3. Transverse boundary of an invariant open subset by flows. Recall that a subset is locally connected if each point in it have a small open connected neighborhood.
For an invariant open subset A with locally connected
S boundary, define the transverse boundary ∂⋔ A of A as follows: Put Γ := x∈A α′ (x) ∪ ω ′ (x). Let S1 be
the metric completion of S − Γ, ∂ := S1 − (S − Γ) the new boundary of S1 , and
π : S1 → S the natural continuous surjection associated to the metric completion
such that a restriction π|∂ : ∂ → Γ is an immersion except singular points and a
restriction πS1 −∂ : S1 − ∂ → S − Γ is an identity mapping. Here a mapping f is an
immersion except singular points if the restriction to the complement of the inverse
image of the singular point set is injective. Then we define
!
[

′
′
′
′
∂⋔ A := π ∂S1 A − (αv1 (A) ∪ ωv1 (A)) = π ∂S1 A −
(αv1 (x) ∪ ωv1 (x))
x∈A

where v1 is the resulting flow on S1 induced by v, ∂S1 A is the boundary of A
in S1 , α′v1 (x) is the α′ -limit set of x with respect to v1 , and ωv′ 1 (x) is the ω ′ limit set of x with respect to v1 . Note that ∂⋔ A ∩ ∂⊥ A 6= ∅ in general and that
metric completions are necessary to define the transverse boundary. In fact, there
is a flow on an orientable closed surface Σ2 with genus two which consists of two
singular points x1 and x2 and non-recurrent orbits with the strict border point set
F2
F5
BD(v) = i=1 xi ⊔ i=1 Oi such that the complement Σ2 − BD(v) is an invariant
F
F
flow box U as in Figure 19 with ∂⋔ U ∩ ∂⊥ U = 2i=1 xi ⊔ 2i=1 Oi 6= ∅ and ∂⋔ U =
S
F5
F2
′
′
i=1 Oi ) O3 ⊔ O4 ⊔ O5 = ∂U −
i=1 xi ⊔
x∈U (α (x) ∪ ω (x)) = ∂U − ∂⊥ U .
5.4.4. Left and right transverse boundary components of canonical regions. Let v be
a quasi-regular flow with E(v) = ∅ on a compact surface. For an oriented invariant
flow box B ∼
= D, denote by ∂⋔L B (resp. ∂⋔R B) the image by the mapping π in
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the previous subsection of the boundary component of ∂S1 B − (α′v1 (B) ∪ ωv′ 1 (B))
corresponding to (0, 1) × {0} (resp. (0, 1) × {1}) (see the figure to the left in
Figure 18). By definition, we have ∂⋔ B = ∂⋔L B ∪ ∂⋔R B. For an open periodic
annulus B ∼
= A, denote by ∂⋔L B (resp. ∂⋔R B) the boundary component of ∂⋔ B
corresponding to {(cos θ, sin θ) | θ ∈ [0, 2π]} (resp. {(2 cos θ, 2 sin θ) | θ ∈ [0, 2π]})
(see the figure to the middle in Figure 18). For an open transverse annulus B ∼
= A+
e,
define ∂⋔L B = ∂⋔R B := ∅. We call that ∂⋔R B (resp. ∂⋔L B) is the right (resp. left)
transverse boundary.
5.4.5. Description of transverse and vertical boundaries. Theorem 5.3 implies the
following statements.
Corollary 5.4. Each connected component of S − BD(v) for a quasi-regular flow
v on a compact surface S is one of the following invariant open subsets exclusively:
(1) A flow box in P(v), whose orbit space is an interval,
(2) An annulus in P(v), whose orbit space is a circle,
(3) A torus in Per(v), whose orbit space is a circle,
(4) An annulus in Per(v), whose orbit space is an interval, or
(5) An essential subset in LD(v), whose orbit class space is a singleton.
Moreover, the following statements hold:
(a) The ω-limit (resp. α-limit) set of a point in a connected component in P(v) \
BD(v) is the ω-limit (resp. α-limit) set of any point in the connected component.
(b) The closure of a point in a connected component in LD(v) is the closure of any
point in the connected component.
(c) Each of the vertical α- and ω-vertical boundaries of any connected components
of S − BD(v) in the case (1) and (2) is an immersed line which is a finite union of
closed orbits and multi-saddle separatrices.
(d) Each of the left and right transverse boundaries of any connected components
of S − BD(v) in the case (1) and (4) is an immersed line which is a finite union of
closed orbits and multi-saddle separatrices unless the left/right transverse boundary
intersects E(v).
For a non-quasi-regular flow v on a compact surface, note that the left and right
transverse boundaries of connected components of the complement of the border
point set BD(v) in the case (1) and (4) in the previous corollary are not connected
in general and that the ω-limit sets of points in the domain are different from each
other in general (see Figure 20).
5.4.6. Description of components of the decompositions. Recall that a quasi-regular
flow without recurrent points (i.e. LD(v) ⊔ E(v) = ∅) is of finite type if there are
at most finitely many limit cycles. In the finite type case, we obtain the following
statement from Proposition 4.17, Theorem 5.3, and Corollary 5.4.
Proposition 5.5. The following statements hold for a flow v of finite type on a
compact surface S:
(1) The orbit spaces (S − Bd(v))/v and (S − Dss (v))/v are finite disjoint unions of
intervals and circles.
(2) The orbit space (S − BD(v))/v is a finite disjoint union of open intervals and
circles.
Moreover, the boundary of each connected component of S − BD(v) is a finite
union of closed orbits and separatrices.
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Figure 20. The complement of the border point set BD(v) in
a closed disk is an open disk whose left (resp. right) transverse
boundary is a disjoint union of two open intervals and whose ωvertical boundary consists of three points such that each ω-limit
set is a singular point.
5.5. Proof of Theorem B. Let v be a regular-like flow on a compact surface S.
By Lemma 4.15, we have BD(v)−BD0 (v) = ∂P(v) . Therefore Theorem B is followed
from Proposition 4.17 and Corollary 5.4.
5.6. Applications to Hamiltonian flows. Recall that denote by Singc (v) the
set of centers. We have the following properties.
Corollary 5.6. The following statements hold for any Hamiltonian flow v with
finitely many singular points on a compact surface S:
(1) The flow v is of finite type.
(2) The strict border point set Bd0 (v) = D(v) ⊔ Singc (v) is the finite union of
centers, multi-saddles, and multi-saddles separatrices
(3) The complement S −Bd0 (v) is the finite union of invariant open periodic annuli.
Proof. From the existence of Hamiltonian, the surface S is orientable and contains
neither periodic tori, periodic Möbius bands nor periodic Klein bottles. Moreover,
Lemma 4.4 implies that the open invariant union LD(v) of locally dense orbits
is empty. Since any Hamiltonian flow on a surface is volume-preserving and so
has no wandering domains, the flow v has no wandering domain and so is nonwandering. Theorem 3 [7] implies that v is quasi-regular. By Lemma 4.15, we
obtain Bd(v) − Bd0 (v) = ∂Per(v) . The non-existence of wandering domains implies
that there are no limit circuits, the interior of the union P(v) of non-recurrent orbits
is empty. Lemma 4.7 implies that E(v) = ∅. This means that v is of finite type and
S = Cl(v) ⊔ P(v) = Per(v). Theorem 5.3 implies that each connected component of
S − Bd(v) is an invariant open periodic annulus and that Bd(v) is the finite union
of centers, multi-saddles, and multi-saddles separatrices. From Proposition 5.5,
the finiteness of Bd0 (v) and its complement hold. This means that the assertions
(2)–(3) hold.

The previous corollary means that any Hamiltonian flow with finitely many
singular points on a compact surface can be obtained by glueing the boundaries of
finitely many invariant open periodic annuli.
5.7. Applications to Morse-Smale flows. Recall that, under three generic conditions for differentials to guarantee structural stability, Labarca and Pacifico defined a Morse-Smale vector field on a compact manifold as follows [15]. A C ∞
vector field X on a compact manifold is Morse-Smale if (1) the non-wandering set
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Ω(X) consists of finitely many hyperbolic closed orbits; (2) the restriction X|∂M
is Morse-Smale; (3) for any orbits O, O′ ⊂ Ω(X) and for any non-transversal point
x ∈ W s (O) ∩ W u (O′ ), we have x ∈ ∂M and either O or O′ is singular with respect
to X (i.e. O ⊆ Sing(X) or O′ ⊆ Sing(X)). Therefore we say that a flow on a compact manifold is Morse-Smale if it is topologically equivalent to a flow generated by
a Morse-Smale vector field. Note that the two generic conditions for differentials
form an open dense subset of the set of C ∞ vector fields and that they are stated
as follows: any closed orbit is C 2 linearizable, and the weakest contraction (resp.
expansion) at any closed orbit is defined. Here the weakest contraction at a singular (resp. periodic) point p is defined if the contractive eigenvalue with biggest
real part among the contractive eigenvalues of DX(p) (resp. DXf (p), where Xf
is the Poincaré map) is simple. Dually we can define that the weakest expansion
at p is defined. Under the C 2 linearizable condition and the eigenvalue conditions,
a Morse-Smale C ∞ vector field on a compact manifold is structurally stable with
respect to the set of C ∞ vector fields [15]. Any Morse-Smale flow on a compact
surface can be obtained by glueing the boundaries of finitely many transverse annuli
and invariant flow boxes as follows.
Corollary 5.7. The following statements hold for any Morse-Smale flow v on a
compact surfaces S:
(1) The flow v is of finite type.
(2) The strict border point set Bd0 (v) = Dss (v) is the finite union of sources,
∂-sources, sinks, ∂-sinks, saddles, ∂-saddles, limit cycles, and semi-multi-saddle
separatrices.
(3) The complement S − Bd0 (v) is the finite union of invariant transverse annuli
and invariant flow boxes.
Proof. By definition, the closed point set Cl(v) consists of finitely many sources,
∂-sources, sinks, ∂-sinks, saddles, ∂-saddles, and limit cycles and we have S =
Cl(v)⊔P(v) = P(v). Therefore the flow v is of finite type. By Lemma 4.15, we have
Bd(v)−Bd0 (v) = ∂P(v) . Theorem 5.3 implies that each connected component of S −
Bd(v) is either an invariant open transverse annulus or an invariant open flow box
and so that so is one of S − Bd0 (v). From Proposition 5.5, the finiteness of Bd0 (v)
and its complement holds. The non-degeneracy of singular points implies that
the union Psemi (v) consists of semi-multi-saddle separatrices. Therefore Bd0 (v) =
Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ Psemi (v) = Cl(v) ⊔ Psemi (v) = Dss (v) is desired.

6. Enumeration of flows of finite type
6.1. On the (strictly) border point set. Recall several concepts to describe the
combinatorial structures of the (strictly) border point sets and their complements
of flows of finite type.
6.1.1. Graphs. Recall an ordered triple G := (V, E, r) is an abstract multi-graph
if V and E are sets and r : E → {{x, y} | x, y ∈ V }. A graph is a cell complex
whose dimension is at most one and which is a geometric realization of an abstract
multi-graph.
6.1.2. Orders. A binary relation ≤ on a set P is a pre-order if it is reflexive (i.e.
a ≤ a for any a ∈ P ) and transitive (i.e. a ≤ c for any a, b, c ∈ P with a ≤ b and
b ≤ c). For a pre-order ≤, the inequality a < b means both a ≤ b and a 6= b. A
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pre-order ≤ on X is a partial order if it is antisymmetric (i.e. a = b for any a, b ∈ P
with a ≤ b and b ≤ a). A poset is a set with a partial order. For a point x of a
pre-ordered set P , define the class x̂ := {y ∈ P | x ≤ y, y ≤ x}. The set of classes
of a pre-ordered set P is a decomposition and so its quotient space is a poset with
respect to the induced order, which is called the class space of P and denoted by
P̂ . A pre-order order ≤ is a total order (or linear order) if either a < b or b < a for
any points a 6= b.
6.1.3. Specialization pre-orders of topologies. The specialization pre-order ≤τ on a
topological space (X, τ ) is defined as follows: x ≤τ y if x ∈ {y}. Then the class
x̂ = {y ∈ X |∈ {y} of a point x ∈ X. The class space with the quotient topology is
a T0 space, which is called the T0 -tification of X and denoted by X̂.
6.1.4. Multi-graphs. Recall that a graph is a cell complex whose dimension is at
most one and which is a geometric realization of an abstract multi-graph. In other
words, it can be drawn such that no edges cross each other. Such a drawing is
called a surface (directed) graph. Note that a finite (directed) multi-graph can
be embedded in some surface. Moreover we call that a disjoint union of a surface
directed graph and finite simple closed directed curves embedded in a surface is a
generalized surface directed graph. We say that an ordered triple G = (V, E, r) is an
abstract multi-graph with 0-hyper-edges if V and E are sets and r : E → {{x, y} |
x, y ∈ V } ⊔ {∅}. Note that a generalized surface directed graph is a geometric
realization of an abstract multi-graph with 0-hyper-edges on a surface such that
0-hyper-edges are realized by disjoint simple closed directed curves.
6.1.5. Multi-graphs as posets. A poset P is said to be multi-graph-like if the height
of P is at most one and |{x}| ≤ 3 for any element x ∈ P . For a multi-graph-like
poset P , each element of P0 is called a vertex, and each element of P1 is called
an edge. Then an abstract multi-graph G can be considered as a multi-graph-like
poset (P, ≤G ) with V = P0 and E = P1 as follows: P = V ⊔ E(v) and x <G e if
x ∈ r(e). Conversely, a multi-graph-like poset P can be considered as an abstract
multi-graph with V = P0 , E = P1 , and r : P1 → {{x, y} | x, y ∈ V } defined by
r(e) := ∂ + {e} = {e} − {e}.
6.1.6. Extended orbits. Let v be a flow on a compact connected surface S. Define
a relation ∼ex on S as follows: x ∼ex y if either O(x) = O(y) or both x and y are
contained in a multi-saddle connection. Write the extended orbit space S/vex :=
S/ ∼ex . In other words, S/vex can be obtained from S/v by collapsing the multisaddle connections into singletons. Note that (S − Bd(v))/v = (S − Bd(v))/vex
and that each class of ∼ex is either an orbit or a multi-saddle connection. Denote
by S/v̂ex the T0 -tification of S/vex , called the extended orbit class space. In other
words, define a relation ≈ex on S as follows: x ≈ex y if either O(x) = O(y) or both
x and y are contained in a multi-saddle connection. Then S/v̂ex := S/ ≈ex . By
Proposition 2.2 [47] and Corollary 3.4 [48], the definitions of the equivalences ∼ex
and ≈ex imply the following lemma.
Lemma 6.1. Let v be a flow on a compact connected surface S. The following
conditions are equivalent:
(1) S/v̂ex = S/vex .
(2) S/v̂ = S/v.
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(3) LD(v) ⊔ E(v) = ∅ (i.e. each recurrent orbit is closed).
(4) S/v is T0 .
(5) Each orbit is proper.
6.2. Finiteness and Enumerability of flows of finite type. We obtain the
finiteness of the strict border point sets.
Proposition 6.2. Let v be a flow of finite type on a compact connected surface S.
The following statements hold:
(1) The quotient space Bd(v)/v̂ex = Bd(v)/vex is a finite abstract multi-graph
(VBd(v) , EBd(v) ) such that the vertex set VBd(v) consists of centers, periodic orbits on
∂S, multi-saddle connections, sinks, ∂-sinks, sources, ∂-sources, and limit cycles,
and that the edge set EBd(v) consists of ss-separatrices and non-closed orbits on ∂S
connecting ∂-sinks and ∂-sources.
Proof. By Lemma 6.1, we obtain Bd(v)/v̂ex = Bd(v)/vex . Proposition 4.14 implies
that the strict border point set Bd(v) = BD(v) − Per1 (v) is the finite union of
singular points, periodic orbits on the boundary ∂S, semi-multi-saddle separatrices,
separatrices between a ∂-source and a ∂-sink on ∂S, and limit cycles. Let EBd(v) be
the union of ss-separatrices and separatrices between a ∂-source and a ∂-sink on the
boundary ∂S. Then EBd(v) = (Psemi (v)\D(v))⊔∂P(v) = (P(v)ms ⊔ P(v)ss ⊔∂ − P(v)⊔
∂P(v) ) \ D(v). Put VBd(v) := Bd(v) − EBd(v) . Since Bd(v) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔
∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v), we have VBd(v) = (Sing(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔
∂ − P(v) ⊔ P(v)ms ⊔ P(v)ss ⊔ ∂P(v) ) − ((∂ − P(v) ⊔ P(v)ms ⊔ P(v)ss ⊔ ∂P(v) ) \ D(v)) =
(Sing(v)⊔∂Per(v) ⊔∂ − Per(v))∪D(v). This means that the invariant subset VBd(v) is
the finite union of singular points, periodic orbits on the boundary ∂S, limit cycles,
and multi-saddle connections. By definitions of ss-component, an ss-component is
either a sink, a ∂-sink, a source, a ∂-source, or a limit circuit. Therefore VBd(v) is
the finite union of centers, periodic orbits on the boundary ∂S, the multi-saddle
connection diagram, and ss-components except non-periodic limit circuits.

Combining Proposition 6.2, Theorem 5.3 and Proposition 5.5, we have the following statement.
Theorem 6.3. The set of flows of finite type on compact surfaces is enumerable.
Proof. Since each ω- and α-limit set of a point is a closed orbit or a limit circuit,
if there are no limit circuits, then each ss-separatrix connects to a (∂-)sink or a
(∂-)source and so the ss-multi-saddle connection diagram is a generalized surface
directed graph on a compact surface.
We claim that the set of flows of finite type without limit circuits on compact
surfaces is enumerable. Indeed, the union Bd(v) is a generalized surface directed
graph on a compact surface. Since each multi-saddle connection diagram consists
of finitely many orbits, we can enumerate Bd(v) as a generalized surface directed
graph on compact surfaces. Theorem 5.3 implies that each connected component
of the strict border point set Bd(v) is one of seven kinds of domains. By Proposition 5.5, the complement of the strict border point set is finite and the boundary of
each connected component of it consists of finitely many orbits. Therefore we can
enumerate the complement of the strict border point set Bd(v) and so the flow.
In general case, by Proposition 6.2, the extended orbit space of the strict border
point set is a finite abstract multi-graph with 0-hyper-edges. We show that any
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Figure 22. Two parabolic sectors P − and P + , two hyperbolic
sectors H − and H + with clockwise and anti-clockwise orbit directions, and two elliptic sectors E + and E − with clockwise and
anti-clockwise orbit directions respectively.
flows of finite type on compact surfaces can be obtained by replacing sinks and
sources into limit circuits and by pasting boundary components of them if necessary.
Indeed, let v be a flow of finite type on a compact surface S, Γ the union of limit
circuits of v, S1 the metric completion of S − Γ, and ∂ := S1 − (S − Γ) the new
boundary of S1 . Since S1 −∂ = S −Γ and the new boundary ∂ can be immersed into
Γ, there is the natural continuous surjection π : S1 → S associated to the metric
completion such that a restriction π|∂ : ∂ → Γ is an immersion and a restriction
π|S1 −∂ : S1 −∂ → S−Γ is an identity mapping as on the left of Figure 21. Collapsing
all new boundary components of S1 (i.e. connected components of ∂) each of which
is a limit circuit into singletons, we obtain a continuous surjection q : S1 → S2 as
on the right of Figure 21. Then the resulting flow v2 on S2 is a flow of finite type
without limit circuits on a compact surface such that v can be obtained from v2 by
replacing sinks and sources into limit circuits and by pasting boundary components
if necessary. Therefore we can enumerate the complement of the strict border point
set Bd(v) and so the flow.

We explicitly construct a complete invariant in Section 8. In addition we weaken
the regularity condition of singular points in the next section.
7. Decompositions of flows of weakly finite(-like) type
7.1. Flows of weakly finite(-like) type. A parabolic sector is topologically
equivalent to a flow box with the point (±∞, 0) and a hyperbolic (resp. elliptic)
sector is topologically equivalent to a Reeb component (resp. the interior of a Reeb
component) with the point (∞, 0) (resp. (−∞, 0)) as in Figure 22. A singular point
x is finitely sectored if either a center or there is an open neighborhood of x which
is an open disk and is a finite union of {x}, parabolic sectors, hyperbolic sectors,
and elliptic sectors such that a pair of distinct sectors intersects at most two orbit
arcs. Note that a flow with finitely sectored singular points has at most finitely
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many singular points. A connected component of the union of open elliptic sectors
of a singular point is called a maximal open elliptic sector. Note that a maximal
open elliptic sector U is invariant and has the ω- and α-limit set {x} of any point
in U such that the orbit closure O(y) = O(y) ⊔ {x} for any point y ∈ U bounds an
invariant flow box in U . For a finitely sectored singular point x, a nonempty open
parabolic sector is a maximal open parabolic sector if it is an open parabolic sector
contained in the complement of the union of maximal elliptic open sectors of x and
hyperbolic sectors of x which is maximal with respect to the inclusion order. A flow
is of weakly finite type if it is finitely sectored, there are at most finitely many limit
cycles, and LD(v) ⊔ E(v) = ∅. A flow is of weakly finite-like type if the blow-down
flow is of weakly finite type. A flow has sectored-like singular points if each singular
point of the blow-down flow is finitely sectored. Then a flow is of weakly finite-like
type if and only if it has sectored-like singular points, there are at most finitely
many limit cycles, and any recurrent orbits are closed. A separatrix is a hyperbolic
(resp. elliptic, parabolic) border separatrix if it is contained in the boundary of a
hyperbolic sector (resp. a maximal open elliptic sector, a maximal open parabolic
sector). A separatrix is a border separatrix if it is either hyperbolic, elliptic, or
parabolic border separatrix. Denote by ∂h(v) the boundary of the union of hyperbolic separatrices, and by ∂e/p(v) the boundary of the union of non-hyperbolic
elliptic/parabolic separatrices which are not hyperbolic. Similarly, a separatrix is a
hyperbolic (resp. elliptic, parabolic) border-like separatrix of a flow v on a surface
S if it is contained in the boundary of a hyperbolic sector (resp. a maximal open
elliptic sector, a maximal open parabolic sector) as a subset of Scol . By definition,
note that ∂P(v) ⊆ ∂e/p(v) . Denote by Bd0+ (v) the union Bd0 (v) ⊔ ∂h(v) . Note that
the union of the boundaries of hyperbolic sectors contains the ss-separatrices and
multi-saddle separatrices, and that if v is quasi-regular then Bd0+ (v) = Bd0 (v).
Similarly, denote by BD+ (v) (resp. Bd+ (v)) the union of BD(v) (resp. Bd(v)),
Sing(v), and border-like separatrices. Note that the union of the boundaries of
hyperbolic sectors contains the ss-separatrices and multi-saddle separatrices, and
that if v is quasi-regular then BD+ (v) = BD(v) and Bd+ (v) = Bd(v). We have the
following relations among border point sets and relative concepts.
Lemma 7.1. Let v be a flow with finitely sectored singular points on a compact
surface. The following statements hold:
(1) Bd+ (v) − Bd0+ (v) = ∂e/p(v) ∪∂Per(v) .
(2) BD+ (v) − Bd0+ (v) = ∂e/p(v) ∪∂Per(v) ∪ Per1 (v).
(3) If v is of weakly finite type, then Bd0+ (v) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂h(v) is the
finite union of singular points, limit cycles, and hyperbolic border separatrices.
(4) If v is of weakly finite type, then BD+ (v) is the finite union of singular points,
limit cycles, one-sided periodic orbits, and border separatrices.
Proof. Recall that Bd0 (v) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ Psemi (v) ⊔ E(v) and BD(v) =
∂ Sing(v) ∪ ∂ Per(v) ∪ ∂Per(v) ∪ Per1 (v) ∪ ∂P(v) ∪ Psep (v) ∪ ∂LD(v) ∪ ∂E(v). By
definitions, we obtain Sing(v) ⊔ Psemi (v) ⊆ BD+ (v) ∩ Bd0+ (v). From ∂ − Per(v) ⊔
E(v) ⊆ BD(v) ⊆ BD+ (v), we have Bd0+ (v) ⊆ BD+ (v).
We claim that BD+ (v) − Bd0+ (v) = ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) ⊔ ∂e/p(v) . Indeed, by definitions, the set difference Psep (v) \ Psemi (v) = ∂P(v) ⊆ ∂e/p(v) consists of orbits
on ∂S between ∂-sources and ∂-sinks. From Lemma 3.2, Lemma 4.4, and Proposition 4.5, since v is finitely sectored, the boundary ∂LD(v) = ∂ + LD(v) consists of
singular points and connecting separatrices between hyperbolic sectors because of
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the finitely sectored property. In other words, we have ∂LD(v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂h(v) ⊆
Bd0+ (v). By the finitely sectored property, Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 4.5 imply
that ∂ + Per(v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ ∂h(v) ⊆ Bd0+ (v). From Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 4.4, the
openness of LD(v) implies that ∂ + P(v) ⊆ ∂ − Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ E(v) ⊆ Bd0 (v).
By the finitely sectored property, the union Psemi(v) consists of semi-saddle separatrices contained in the boundaries of hyperbolic sectors and so Psemi(v) ⊆ ∂h(v) .
Proposition 4.10 implies that ∂ − P(v) = (∂ + Per(v)∪∂ + LD(v)∪∂ + E(v))\Sing(v) ⊆
∂h(v) ⊆ Bd0+ (v). The claim is completed.
This completes the assertion (1). Since BD(v) = Bd(v) ⊔ Per1 (v), we have that
Bd+ (v) − Bd0+ (v) = ∂e/p(v) ∪∂Per(v) . Therefore the assertion (2) holds.
Suppose that v is of weakly finite type. By Lemma 3.4, the finite existence of
limit cycles implies that ∂ − Per(v) consists of finitely many limit cycles. The nonexistence of non-closed recurrent points implies that Bd0 (v) = Sing(v)⊔∂ − Per(v)⊔
Psemi(v). Since Psemi (v) ⊆ ∂h(v) , we obtain that Bd0+ (v) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔
∂h(v) is the finite union of singular points, limit cycles, hyperbolic border separatrices. Therefore the assertion (3) holds. Since ∂P(v) consists of separatrices which are
non-hyperbolic but elliptic/parabolic separatrices and the union ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v)
is the union of one-sided orbits, the assertion (4) holds.

7.2. Blow-up of quasi-regular flows into flows with sectored-like singular
points. We can deform any flow with sectored singular points on a compact surface into a quasi-regular flow by finitely many operations which increase at most
finitely many non-recurrent orbits but preserves both Bd0+ and BD+ . We call that
deformations at two on the top (resp. middle, bottom) in Figure 23 are blow-up
operations of parabolic sectors on the boundary (resp. parabolic sectors outside of
the boundary, maximal elliptic sectors). The tuple is called a lift of the finitely sectored singular point with parabolic sectors on the boundary (resp. parabolic sectors
outside of the boundary, maximal elliptic sectors). Note that each blow-up operation of a parabolic sector (resp. maximal elliptic sector) replaces a singular point
x into a tuple of a singular point with hyperbolic sectors, a (∂-)sink/(∂-)source,
and a separatrix between them (resp. a singular point with hyperbolic sectors, a
sink, a source, and two separatrices between them) as in Figure 23. In fact, for
a singular point x with parabolic (resp. maximal elliptic) sectors, collapsing a lift
of the finitely sectored singular point x, we have a surjection p : S → S such that
the restriction p|S−p−1 (x) : S − p−1 (x) → S − {x} to the complement of the inverse
image of x is identical and that p−1 (x) is a tuple of a singular point with hyperbolic sectors, a (∂-)sink/(∂-)source, and a separatrix between them (resp. a tuple
of a sink, a source, a singular point with hyperbolic sectors, a hyperbolic border
separatrix from the sink, and a hyperbolic separatrix to the source). Then the
surjection p is called a blow-up mapping to the finitely sectored singular point x.
By construction, we have the following observation.
Lemma 7.2. For any blow-up mapping p : S → S to a finitely sectored singular
point x, we have following relations:
(1) (S − p−1 (x))/vp = (S − {x})/v as quotient spaces, where vp is the lift of v.
(2) (S/vp )/ ∼x is canonically homeomorphic to S/v, where ∼x is an equivalence
relation defined as follows: for any point y, z, define y ∼x z if either O(y) = O(z)
or y, z ∈ p−1 (x).
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Figure 23. Two deformations of parabolic sectors on the boundary into a hyperbolic sector and a ∂-sink/∂-source, two deformations of parabolic sectors outside of the boundary into two hyperbolic sectors, a sink/source, and a separatrix connecting singular
points, and two deformations of maximal elliptic sectors into a
hyperbolic sectors, a source, a parabolic sector, and a separatrix
connecting singular points
A blow-up operation of an elliptic sectored singular point x to a maximal elliptic
disk preserves the border point set except x and its lift.
Lemma 7.3. Let x be a finitely sectored singular point and p : S → S the lift
of the finitely sectored singular point with elliptic sectors. Then BD+ (v) − {x} =
BD+ (vp ) − p−1 (x).
A blow-up operation of a parabolic sectored singular point x to a maximal parabolic sector preserves the border point set except x and its lift.
Lemma 7.4. Let x be a finitely sectored singular point with parabolic sector and
p : S → S the lift of the finitely sectored singular point with parabolic sectors. Then
BD+ (v) − {x} = BD+ (vp ) − p−1 (x).
Taking finitely many lifts of finitely sectored singular points, we have the following blow-up operation.
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Lemma 7.5. For any flow v with finitely sectored singular points on a compact
surface S, applying finitely many blow-up operations of maximal elliptic sectors
as possible, and applying finitely many blow-up operations of parabolic sectors as
possible, the following statements hold for the resulting flow w:
(1) The resulting flow w is a quasi-regular flow on S.
(2) The orbit space for w restricted to the complement of the union of lifts of finitely
sectored singular points is equal to the orbit space for v restricted to the complement
of finitely sectored singular points.
(3) The union of lifts of finitely sectored singular points is contained in BD+ (w).
(4) v|S−BD(v) = w|S−BD+ (w) .
7.3. Decompositions of flows with sectored-like singular points. For a point
z ∈ Scol , denote by αvcol (z) ⊆ Scol (resp. ωvcol (z) ⊆ Scol ) the α-limit (resp. ω-limit)
set of a point z with respect to vcol . By Theorem 5.3 and Corollary 5.4, the blow-up
operations imply the following main results.
Theorem 7.6. Each connected component of S−Bd0+ (v) for a flow v with sectoredlike singular points on a compact surface S is one of the following invariant open
subsets exclusively:
(1) A flow box in P(v), whose orbit space is an interval,
(2) An annulus in P(v), whose orbit space is a circle,
(3) A torus in Per(v), whose orbit space is a circle,
(4) A Klein bottle in Per(v), whose orbit space is an interval,
(5) An annulus in Per(v), whose orbit space is an interval,
(6) A Möbius band in Per(v), whose orbit space is an interval, or
(7) An essential subset in LD(v), whose orbit class space is a singleton.
Moreover, the following statements hold:
(a) For any connected component U in P(vcol ) \ Bd+ (vcol ) = P(v) \ Bd0+ (v) and
for any points x, y ∈ U , we have αvcol (x) = αvcol (y) and ωvcol (x) = ωvcol (y).
(b) For any connected component U in LD(v) and for any points x, y ∈ U , we have
O(x) = O(y) = U ⊆ S.
(c) Each of the vertical α- and ω-vertical boundaries of any connected components
of S − Bd0+ (vcol ) in the case (1) and (2) is a finite union of closed orbits and
separatrices as a subset of Scol unless the vertical boundary intersects E(vcol ) =
E(v).
(d) Each of the left and right transverse boundaries of any connected components of
S − Bd0+ (vcol ) in the case (1) and (4) is an immersed line which is a finite union
of closed orbits and separatrices as a subset of Scol unless the left/right transverse
boundary intersects E(vcol ) = E(v).
Theorem 7.7. Each connected component of S−BD+ (v) for a flow v with sectoredlike singular points on a compact surface S is one of the following invariant open
subsets exclusively:
(1) A flow box in P(v), whose orbit space is an interval,
(2) An annulus in P(v), whose orbit space is a circle,
(3) A torus in Per(v), whose orbit space is a circle,
(4) An annulus in Per(v), whose orbit space is an interval, or
(5) An essential subset in LD(v), whose orbit class space is a singleton.
Moreover, the following statements hold:
(a) For any connected component U in P(vcol ) \ Bd+ (vcol ) = P(v) \ BD+ (v) and for
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any points x, y ∈ U , we have αvcol (x) = αvcol (y) and ωvcol (x) = ωvcol (y).
(b) For any connected component U in LD(v) and for any points x, y ∈ U , we have
O(x) = O(y) = U ⊆ S.
(c) Each of the vertical α- and ω-vertical boundaries of any connected components
of Scol − BD+ (vcol ) in the case (1) and (2) is a finite union of closed orbits and
separatrices as a subset of Scol unless the vertical boundary intersects E(vcol ) =
E(v).
(d) Each of the left and right transverse boundaries of any connected components of
Scol − BD+ (vcol ) in the case (1) and (4) is an immersed line which is a finite union
of closed orbits and separatrices as a subset of Scol unless the left/right transverse
boundary intersects E(vcol ) = E(v).
Lemma 7.1 and the previous theorem imply the following description of flows of
weakly finite-like type.
Corollary 7.8. Each connected component of S − BD+ (v) for a flow v of weakly
finite-like type on a compact surface S is one of the following invariant open subsets
exclusively:
(1) A flow box in P(v), whose orbit space is an interval,
(2) An annulus in P(v), whose orbit space is a circle,
(3) A torus in Per(v), whose orbit space is a circle, or
(4) An annulus in Per(v), whose orbit space is an interval.
Moreover, the union BD+ (vcol ) is the finite union of singular points, limit cycles,
one-sided periodic orbits, and border separatrices of vcol .
Theorem 6.3, Lemma 7.5, and the previous corollary imply the following statement.
Theorem 7.9. The set of flows of weakly finite type on compact surfaces is enumerable.
8. Graphs of surface flows
We construct a complete invariant of a flow of finite type as a finite labelled
graph.
8.1. Abstract multi-graphs of separatrices and one-sided orbits. Proposition 4.17 and Proposition 6.2 imply the following statement.
Corollary 8.1. The following statements hold for a flow v of finite type on a compact surface S:
(1) The quotient spaces Dss (v)/vex , Bd(v)/vex , and BD(v)/vex are finite abstract
multi-graphs.
(2) The complement (S − Dss (v))/v (resp. (S − Bd(v))/v, S − BD(v)/v) is a finite
disjoint union of intervals and circles such that the boundary of a connected component of S − Dss (v) (resp. S − Bd(v), S − BD(v)) consists of finitely many closed
orbits and finitely many separatrices.
Each connected component of the complement S − Dss (v) (resp. S − Bd(v),
S − BD(v)) of a flow v of finite type on a compact surface S is called a canonical
domain of it. We call that an invariant flow box (resp. invariant periodic annulus,
invariant transverse annulus) is a canonical region if it is maximal such domain
with respect to the inclusion relation. Note that definition of a canonical region

DECOMPOSITIONS OF SURFACE FLOWS

47

of v for the orbit complex [22, 26, 27] is slightly different from our definitions, and
that a canonical domain which is not a periodic torus for a flow of finite type on a
compact surface corresponds to a canonical region.
8.2. Dual graphs of the border point set BD(v). For a flow v of finite type on a
compact surface S, define the dual graph GBD(v) = (V BD(v) , E BD(v) ) of the border
point set BD(v) as follows: The vertex set V BD(v) consists of periodic tori and
canonical domains of BD(v) (i.e. the connected components of S − BD(v)) each of
which is either an invariant flow box, an invariant transverse annulus, or an invariant
periodic annulus. An edge Ui Uj exists if and only if dim(Ui ∩Uj ) = 1. We equip any
canonical domain with a local orientation which is a mapping O : V BD(v) → {−, +}.
8.3. Labels of V BD(v) . For a quasi-regular flow v on a compact surface, define a
e A, T, L} as follows: the label lBD(v) (U ) is defined as
label lBD(v) : V BD(v) → {D, A,
follows:
lBD(v) (U ) := D if U is an invariant open flow box in P(v),
e if U is an open transverse annulus in P(v),
lBD(v) (U ) := A
BD(v)
l
(U ) := A if U is an open annulus in Per(v),
lBD(v) (U ) := T if U is a torus in Per(v),
lBD(v) (U ) := L if U is an essential open subset in LD(v).
e A, T, L}.
By Corollary 5.4, the label lBD(v) is well-defined. Set Σ1Top := {D, A,

8.3.1. Labels for transverse and vertical boundary information. Recall that, for an
α
invariant
open subset A, define
follows: ∂⊥
A :=
S
S the vertical boundary ∂⊥ Aα of A as
ω
ω
( x∈A α(x)) \ A, ∂⊥ A := ( x∈A ω(x)) \ A, and ∂⊥ A := ∂⊥ A ∪ ∂⊥ A. Define a label
•
α
ω
∂⊥
= (∂⊥
/v̂, ∂⊥
/v̂) : V BD(v) → 2BD(v)/v̂ × 2BD(v)/v̂ by
•
α
ω
∂⊥
(U ) = (∂⊥
(U )/v̂, ∂⊥
(U )/v̂) := (α(x)/v̂, ω(x)/v̂)

for any U ∈ V BD(v) and for some x ∈ U . By Corollary 5.4, the ω-limit and α-limit
sets of any point in U are so of x and thus the label lBD(v) is well-defined. Note
that the label ∂⊥ can be considered as the restriction of the pair (≤α̂ , ≤ω̂ ) on S/v̂.
Define a label ∂⋔• := (∂⋔R /v̂, ∂⋔L /v̂) : V BD(v) → 2BD(v)/v̂ × 2BD(v)/v̂ by
∂⋔• (U ) := (∂⋔R (U )/v̂, ∂⋔L (U )/v̂))
for any U ∈ V BD(v) .
8.3.2. A spiral direction for a region whose ω-limit (resp. α-limit) set is a circuit.
Let γ be a non-trivial circuit and U either an oriented invariant flow box or an
oriented transverse annulus each of whose ω-limit set is γ. The spiral direction
D∂⊥α (U ) is L (resp. R) if U rotates anti-clockwise (resp. clockwise) around a nontrivial circuit as the upper part of Figure 24. The spiral direction D∂⊥ω (U ) is L
(resp. R) if U rotates anti-clockwise (resp. clockwise) around a non-trivial circuit
as the lower part of Figure 24. Otherwise the spiral direction D∂⊥σ (U ) is defined
as 0. Note that the direction with respect to the local orientation on the box or
annulus is well-defined even if the limit circuit γ is contained in a non-orientable
compact surface.
For a flow v of finite type on a compact surface, define a label D∂⊥ = (D∂⊥α , D∂⊥ω ) :
BD(v)
V
→ {R, L, 0} × {R, L, 0} by
D∂⊥ (U ) := (D∂⊥α (U ), D∂⊥ω (U ))
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Figure 24. Schematic pictures and their spiral structures of invariant flow boxes and transverse annuli

for any U ∈ V BD(v) .
8.4. Graph structure of the border point set BD(v). Let v be a flow of
finite type on a compact surface. From Proposition 6.2, denote by GBD(v) =
(VBD(v) , EBD(v) ) the abstract multi-graph BD(v)/v̂ex . Note that each of VBD(v)
and EBD(v) is a subset of GBD(v) = BD(v)/v̂ex . Precisely, the vertex set VBD(v)
consists of multi-saddle connections, limit cycles, non-limits one-sided cycles, sinks,
∂-sinks, sources, ∂-sources, and centers. The edge set EBD(v) consists of
(i) orbits in ∂P(v) ,
(ii) ss-separatrices which are arranged in cyclic ways around limit circuits, sinks,
and sources, and
(iii) ss-separatrices which are arranged in linear ways around ∂-sinks and ∂-sources.
Define a label lBD(v) : VBD(v) → {0, 1∂ , 1non , 1lc } as follows:
lBD(v) (σ) := 0 if σ ∈ Sing(v) is either a sink, a ∂-sink, a source, a ∂-source, or a
center,
lBD(v) (γ) := 1∂ if γ is a periodic orbit in ∂S,
lBD(v) (γ) := 1non if γ is a one-sided periodic orbit outside of ∂S,
lBD(v) (γ) := 1two if γ is a two-sided periodic orbit.
lBD(v) (γ) := 1ms if γ is a multi-saddle connection diagram.
Set Σ0Top := {0, 1∂ , 1non , 1two , 1ms }. Note that each multi-saddle circuit with an
associated collar has either semi-repelling, semi-attracting, or identical one-sided
holonomy and so that a one-sided multi-saddle circuit has one of these three kinds
of holonomies and a two-sided cycle has one of six kinds of holonomies.
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8.5. Label of the orbit space D(v)/v of the multi-saddle connection diagram. For a quasi-regular flow v on a compact surface, denote by GD(v) the
abstract multi-graph D(v)/v and a label lD : GD(v) → VBD(v) is defined as the
natural projection D(v)/v → D(v)/vex .
8.6. A path order on a path on the transverse boundary of an invariant
flow box. Let µR := (0, 1)×{0} be an open interval, D := (0, 1)×(0, 1) a canonical
invariant flow box whose orbits are of form (0, 1) × {t}, U an oriented open flow
box, and hR : (0, 1) × [0, 1) = D ⊔ µR → U ⊔ ∂⋔R U a mapping such that the
restriction hR |D : D → U is an orientation-preserving topological conjugacy and
the restriction hR |µR : µR → ∂⋔R U is an immersion except singular points. Since an
immersion except singular points lifts orbits into the domain, the interval µR can
be considered as the union of orbits. Note that the restriction hR |µR need not be
injective. Suppose that the interval µR consists of finitely many orbits. Define an
equivalence relation ∼∂⋔R U on µR as follows: x ∼ y if there is a connected component
R
J of h−1
RU
R (O) for some orbit O in ∂⋔ U such that J contains x and y. Then µR / ∼∂⋔
is a finite set with the total order (J1 , J2 , . . . , Jn ) (i.e. J1 < J2 < · · · < Jn )
induced by the interval µR such that either ω(Ji ) = Ji+1 or Ji = α(Ji+1 ) for any
i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}. We call a sequence (hR (J1 ), hR (J2 ), . . . , hR (Jn )) of orbits in
∂⋔R U a path order of ∂⋔R U and denoted by ≤∂⋔R (U ) (or ≤∂⋔R with respect to U )
(i.e. hR (J1 ) ≤∂⋔R hR (J2 ) ≤∂⋔R · · · ≤∂⋔R hR (Jn ) with respect to U ). Note that path
orders need not be total orders because hR |µR is not injective in general. Notice
that we can define a path order unless the assumption that µR consists of finitely
many orbits in a similar way. Similarly, we define a path order ≤∂⋔L (U ) of the left
transverse boundary ∂⋔L U .
8.7. A cyclic order. Define a cyclic relation ∼c on a finite set F with n points as
follows: (O1 , O2 , . . . , On ) ∼c (Oi1 , Oi2 , . . . , Oin ) if F = {O1 , O2 , . . . , On } and there
is an integer k = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1 such that j − ij ≡ k mod n for any j = 1, . . . , n. An
equivalence class is called a cyclic class of F and denoted by [O1 , O2 , . . . , On ]. Note
that a cyclic class of a n-point sets corresponds to a n-point subset of an oriented
circle.
8.8. A circuit order on multi-saddle circuits. Each (∂-)sink (resp. (∂-)source)
x with a basin A has the trivial order on the singular point, called a trivial circuit
order and denoted by ≤A (x). Each center x with a periodic annulus U has the
trivial order on the singular point, called a trivial circuit order and denoted by
≤U (x).
Let γ be a multi-saddle circuit with a collar A = S1 × (0, 1) and an associated
immersion h|S1 ×{0} : S1 × {0} → γ except singular points. Then the composition
p∂ := h ◦ p−1 : S1 → γ is an immersion except singular points, called a multi-saddle
circuit with the spiral direction for A, where p : S1 × {0} → S1 is the canonical
projection. Since an immersion except singular points lifts orbits into the domain,
the circle S1 × {0} can be considered as the union of orbits. Suppose that the
circuit γ consists of finitely many orbits. Define an equivalence relation ∼A on S1
as follows: x ∼A y if there is a connected component I of p−1
∂ (O) for some orbit O in
γ such that I contains x and y. Then S1 / ∼A is a finite set with the induced cyclic
order [J1 , J2 , . . . , Jn ] by the circle S1 such that either ω(Ji ) = Ji+1 or Ji = α(Ji+1 )
for any i ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}, where J0 := Jn .
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Consider a sequence (p∂ (J1 ), p∂ (J2 ), . . . , p∂ (Jn )) of orbits in γ and define an
equivalence relation ≈A as follows:
(p∂ (J1 ), p∂ (J2 ), . . . , p∂ (Jn )) ≈A (p∂ (Ji1 ), p∂ (Ji2 ), . . . , p∂ (Jin ))
if there is an integer k = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1 such that j + k = ij for any j = 1, . . . , n,
where Jn+l := Jl for l = 0, . . . , n − 1. We call an equivalence class a circuit order
of γ and denoted by ≤A (γ). Note that a circuit class is a quotient space of a cyclic
order. If the circuit γ is semi-repelling (resp. semi-attracting) on a basin A, then a
circuit order ≤A (γ) is denoted by ≤∂⊥α (A) (resp. ≤∂⊥ω (A)).
Moreover, if a canonical region U intersect the semi-repelling (reps. semiattracting) basin A, then we also write ≤∂⊥α (U ) :=≤∂⊥α (A) (resp. ≤∂⊥ω (U ) :=≤∂⊥ω
(A)). If the circuit γ is the right (resp. left) transverse boundary of a periodic
annulus U , then a circuit order ≤U (γ) is denoted by ≤∂⋔R (U ) (resp. ≤∂⋔L (U )).
Notice that we can define a circuit order unless the assumption that γ consists of
finitely many orbits in a similar way.
8.9. Reversion of a local orientation of a canonical domain. Let v be a flow
of finite type on a compact surface S. A local orientation reversion V Rev : VBD(v) →
VBD(v) of canonical domains is an identity as a set with ORev (U ) = −O(U ), where
ORev := O ◦ V Rev . Define D∂Rev
R) if D∂⊥α (U ) = R (resp. L).
α (U ) = L (resp.
⊥
Rev
ω
Similarly, define D∂ ω (U ) = L (resp. R) if D∂⊥ (U ) = R (resp. L) and
⊥

Rev
D∂Rev
:= (D∂Rev
α , D∂ ω )
⊥
⊥
⊥

Define D∂Rev
σ (U ) = 0 if D∂ σ (U ) = 0. Define a label
⊥
⊥

4
LBD(v) : V BD(v) → {±} × Σ1Top × (2BD(v)/v̂ )4 × Ocircuit,path
× {R, L, 0}2

by
LBD(v) := (O, lBD(v) , ∂ BD(v) , ≤BD(v) , D∂⊥ )
where Ocircuit,path is the set of finite circuit orders and path orders,
•
α
ω
∂ BD(v) := (∂⋔• , ∂⊥
) = (∂⋔R /v̂, ∂⋔L /v̂, ∂⊥
/v̂, ∂⊥
/v̂) : V BD(v) → (2BD(v)/v̂ )4
4
≤BD(v) := (≤∂⋔R , ≤∂⋔L , ≤∂⊥α , ≤∂⊥ω ) : V BD(v) → Ocircuit,path

are mappings. By definition, we have
α
ω
LBD(v) = (O, lBD(v) , ∂⋔R /v̂, ∂⋔L /v̂, ∂⊥
/v̂, ∂⊥
/v̂, ≤∂⋔R , ≤∂⋔L , ≤∂⊥α , ≤∂⊥ω , D∂⊥α , D∂⊥ω )

The revisions of labels are defined as follows:
LBD(v)Rev := (ORev , lBD(v)Rev , ∂ BD(v)Rev , ≤BD(v)Rev , D∂Rev
)
⊥
•
)
= (−O, lBD(v) , ∂⋔L /v̂, ∂⋔R /v̂, ∂⊥
, ≤∂⋔L , ≤∂⋔R , ≤∂⊥α , ≤∂⊥ω , D∂Rev
⊥
Rev
:= lBD(v)
lBD(v)

In particular, we have (∂⋔R /v̂)Rev = ∂⋔L /v̂, (∂⋔L /v̂)Rev = ∂⋔R /v̂, (≤∂⋔R )Rev =≤∂⋔L , and
(≤∂⋔L )Rev =≤∂⋔R .
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8.10. Equivalence classes of canonical domains. Define an equivalence relation of labels as follows for a quasi-regular flow v on a compact surface: LBD(v) ∼o
L′BD(v) if either LBD(v) (U ) = L′BD(v) (U ) or LBD(v)Rev (U ) = L′BD(v) (U ) for any
U ∈ V BD(v) . Then define a label LBD(v) : V BD(v) → ((2BD(v)/v̂ )4 × Σ1Top ×
4
Ocircuit,path
× {R, L, 0}2)/ ∼o by
LBD(v) := [LBD(v) ] = [O, lBD(v) , ∂ BD(v) , ≤BD(v) , D∂⊥ ]
where [LBD(v) (U )] is the equivalence class of LBD(v) (U ). Since 2BD(v)/v̂ is the power
set of an abstract multi-graph, any representative of the image by LBD(v) of any
element consists of four signs, four abstract multi-graphs, two finite path orders,
and two finite circuits orders.
8.11. Reconstruction of the border point set BD(v). We observe the following
statement.
Lemma 8.2. The border point set BD(v) of a flow of finite type on a compact
surface can be reconstructed by abstract finite multi-graphs GBD(v) , GBD(v) , and
GD(v) with the labels LBD(v) , lBD(v) , and lD(v) as an embedded subset.
Proof. We show that the orbit structure and the holonomy of any element of VBD(v) ,
the cyclic orders or the total orders of ss-separatrices around it, and the spiral
structure of any element of EBD(v) can be reconstructed by the labels lBD(v) and
LBD(v) . Precisely, the label lBD(v) reconstructs the topological type of vertices in
VBD(v) (i.e. a singular point, a periodic orbit in ∂S, a one-sided periodic orbit
outside of ∂S, a two-sided periodic orbit, a non-periodic limit circuit).
Let σ ∈ VBD(v) be an element with lBD(v) (σ) = 0. If there is no canonical domain
whose vertical boundary contains σ (i.e. σ is maximal with respect to ≤α̂ and ≤ω̂
on GBD(v) ), then σ is a center. In other words, each center can be reconstructed
•
α
ω
by labels lBD(v) and ∂⊥
= (∂⊥
/v̂, ∂⊥
/v̂). If there is a canonical domain whose
α-vertical boundary contains σ, then σ is a source or a ∂-source. Since the labels
∂⊥ /v̂, ≤∂⊥α , and ≤∂⊥ω distinguish cyclic (resp. total) orders of ss-separatrices around
any singular point, each source (resp. ∂-source) with the cyclic (resp. total) order
α
of ss-separatrices can be reconstructed by labels lBD(v) , ∂⋔α /v̂, and ∂⊥
/v̂. Similarly,
each sink (resp. ∂-sink) with the cyclic (resp. total) order of ss-separatrices can be
ω
reconstructed by labels lBD(v) , ∂⋔ω /v̂ and ∂⊥
/v̂.
Let γ ∈ VBD(v) be an element with lBD(v) (γ) := 1∂ . Note that the local orientation O is necessary to determine left and right directions and that the spiral
•
direction can be reconstructed by the labels ∂⊥
and D∂⊥ . If there is a canonical
domain whose α-vertical (resp. ω-vertical) boundary contains γ, then γ is a semirepelling (resp. semi-attracting) limit cycle. If there is a canonical domain whose
transverse boundary contains γ, then γ ⊆ ∂Per(v) . Moreover each periodic orbit
contained in ∂S with the cyclic order of ss-separatrices can be reconstructed by
labels lBD(v) , O, D∂⊥ , ∂ BD(v) , and ≤BD(v) (i.e. all labels except lBD(v) ). Similarly,
each one-sided (resp. two-sided) periodic orbit outside of ∂S with one (resp. two)
cyclic order of ss-separatrices can be reconstructed by all labels except lBD(v) .
Let γ ∈ VBD(v) be an element with lBD(v) (γ) := 1ms . The abstract multi-graph
structure of γ is reconstructed by the abstract multi-graph GD(v) with the natural
projection lD(v) and the orders ≤BD(v) on γ (i.e. the orders ≤α̂ and ≤ω̂ restricted
on γ). Since each multi-saddle connection is a finite disjoint union of multi-saddles
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and multi-saddle separatrices, the multi-saddle connection γ can be reconstructed
by all labels except lBD(v) as an embedded subset.

8.12. Reductions.
Denote by χ(S) the space of flows on a compact surface S.
S
Put χ := χ(T ), where the union runs over compact surfaces. Denote by χF ⊂ χ
the subspace of flows of finite type (i.e. quasi-regular flows without non-closed
recurrent points such that there are at most finitely many limit cycles). The class
χF contains flows generated by Σr (S)⊔H∗r (S), where Σr (S) is the set of the MorseSmale C r -vector fields and H∗r (S) is the set of regular Hamiltonian C r vector fields
each of whose saddle connection is self-connected. Recall that H∗r (S) is open dense
in the set Hr (S) of Hamiltonian C r vector fields on an orientable closed connected
surface S for any r ∈ Z≥1 . A flow v in χF can be reconstructed from the finite
data:
(GBD(v) , GBD(v) , GD(v) , LBD(v) , lBD(v) , lD(v) )
To state precisely, we define some notations as follows: Denote by Gl the set of
finite abstract multi-graphs with labels. Define a mapping p : χF → Gl × Gl × Gl by
p(v) := ((GBD(v) , LBD(v) ), (GBD(v) , lBD(v) ), (GD(v) , lD(v) )).
Denote by ∼ the topological equivalence on χF (i.e. an equivalence relation defined
by v ∼ w if there is a homeomorphism h : S → T which is orbit-preserving (i.e.
the image of an orbit of v is an orbit of w) and preserves orientation of the orbits).
e
Write χf
F by the quotient space of χF by the equivalence ∼. Denote by Gl the
quotient space of Gl by the isomorphisms. Now we can state precisely that a flow
v in χF can be reconstructed from the finite data as follows.
e e e
Theorem 8.3. The induced map pe : χf
F → Gl × Gl × Gl is well-defined and injective.

Proof. Lemma 8.2 implies that BD(v) can be reconstructed. Since S − BD(v)
consists of finitely many invariant flow boxes, periodic tori, periodic annuli, and
transverse annuli, the label lBD(v) determines the type of four kinds of canonical
domains. Also the local orientation O with the orbit direction ∂ BD(v) and the
spiral direction D∂⊥ determines flow directions of regions. This means that we can
reconstruct a flow uniquely.

Note that the label LBD(v) can be replaced by LBD(v) in the previous theorem if
the compact surface S is orientable. Replacing BD(v) with BD+ (v), note that we
can obtain a similar injection as in Theorem 8.3 for flows of weakly finite type. Notice that each of conditions of “finite type” (i.e. quasi-regularity, finite conditions
of limit cycles, non-existence of Q-sets) is necessary to construct a complete invariant using finite data. Indeed, finite condition of limit cycles is necessary for finite
descriptions. As we mention, the set of topological equivalence classes of minimal
flows (resp. Denjoy flows) on a torus is uncountable. Similarly, the singular point
set is uncountable up to locally topological equivalence. In fact, singular points
with infinitely parabolic sectors as shown in Figure 23 forms an uncountable subset
because we can choose the directions of infinitely sectors as shown in Figure 25.
We would like to know whether finite existence of limit cycles can be removed
by using countable sequence of labels.
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Figure 25. A degenerate singular point with infinitely many parabolic sectors
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Figure 26. A singular point whose neighborhood consists of two
parabolic sectors and two hyperbolic sectors
9. On the Markus-Neumann theorem
As mentioned above, Buendı́a and López have constructed counterexamples to
the Markus-Neumann theorem. Note that one of counterexamples (cf. the figure to
the right in Figure 2 [5]) is a toral flow with one singular point and non-recurrent
orbits such that a small neighborhood of the singular point consists of two hyperbolic sectors and two parabolic sectors (see Figure 26). Moreover, an example of
a pair of flows consisting of non-recurrent orbits in a plane in Figure 3 in a paper
[26] by Neumann is also a counterexample because flows in the example have no
separatrices in the sense of Markus. Indeed, any small neighborhood of b1 (resp. b2 ,
c1 , c2 , d1 , d2 ) is not a parallel neighborhood satisfying two conditions in definition
of separatrix but there is a large neighborhood of it. In addition, Markus-Neumann
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Figure 27. Two spherical flows v and w consisting of closed orbits
and homoclinic separatrices which are not topologically equivalent
but isomorphic as orbit complexes.
theorem does not holds for the non-orientable original setting. In fact, the orbit
complex of a flow consisting of one axisymmetric rotating spherical flow and two
periodic flows on Möbius bands and one of a flow consisting of two axisymmetric
rotating flows on projective planes and one periodic flow on a closed annulus are
isomorphic, because the orbit space of a connected component is a closed interval
and so the orbit spaces of two flows are homeomorphic and because the lift of the
orientation double covering of each of them is a flow consisting of two axisymmetric
rotating spherical flows and two periodic flows on closed annuli.
As mentioned, additional information is necessary. In fact, there are two spherical flows consisting which are not topologically equivalent but isomorphic as orbit
complexes (see Figure 27). However, we show that orbit complex is a complete
invariant for flows of finite type on compact surfaces under the assumption that
the multi-saddle connection diagram is the saddle connection diagram containing
no non-self-connected separatrices (i.e. each multi-saddle is either a saddle without
heteroclinic multi-saddle separatrices or a ∂-saddle without separatrices connecting
another multi-saddles outside of the same boundary). On the other hand, adding
some additional orders, orbit complex becomes complete invariant for flows of finite
type on compact surfaces.
9.1. On the Markus-Neumann theorem for flows of finite type. Let v be a
flow on a compact surface S. We call that an invariant subset U ⊆ S is parallel if
v|U is topologically equivalent to either a canonical domain (i.e. an invariant flow
box D, an invariant periodic annulus A+ , an invariant transverse annulus A+
e ) as
Figure 18, or a periodic torus T. Following [5], we call that a point x is ordinary if
it has a parallel neighborhood U such that α′ (x) = α′ (y) and ω ′ (x) = ω ′ (y) for any
point y ∈ U and that there are exactly two orbits O− 6= O+ with α′ (x) = α′ (O− ) =
α′ (O+ ) and ω ′ (x) = ω ′ (O− ) = ω ′ (O+ ) such that ∂U = α′ (x) ∪ ω ′ (x) ∪ O− ∪ O+ . A
point is non-ordinary if it is not ordinary. An orbit is ordinary (resp. non-ordinary)
if so are its points. Note that non-ordinary orbit is called a separatrix in the sense
of Markus in papers [22, 26, 27, 5]. Denote by ΣSep the set of non-ordinary points.
We show that the set of non-ordinary points correspond to the border point set
BD(v) for a flow of finite type.
Lemma 9.1. Let v be a flow of finite type on a compact surface S. Then BD(v) =
ΣSep .
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Proof. Corollary 5.4 implies that each orbit in (S − BD(v)) has a parallel invariant neighborhood satisfying the conditions in the definition of “ordinary” and so
BD(v) ⊇ ΣSep . On the other hand, we show that BD(v) ⊆ ΣSep . Indeed, recall that BD(v) = Bd(v) ⊔ Per1 (v). Lemma 4.12 implies that BD(v) = Bd(v) ⊔
Per1 (v) = Sing(v) ⊔ ∂ − Per(v) ⊔ ∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) ⊔ ∂ − P(v) ⊔ Psep (v) consists of
finitely many orbits. Since each singular point has no parallel neighborhoods,
the singular point set Sing(v) consists of non-ordinary points. Since each orbit
in ∂ − Per(v) is a limit cycle γ, any its neighborhood U intersects an non-recurrent
orbit O with either α(O) = α′ (O) = γ 6= ∅ = α′ (γ) or ω(O) = ω ′ (O) = γ 6=
∅ = ω ′ (γ), and so the union ∂ − Per(v) consists of non-ordinary points. Recall
that Psep (v) = P(v)ms ⊔ P(v)ss ⊔ ∂P(v) . Fix a non-recurrent orbit O whose ω-limit
set is a multi-saddle x. Since each multi-saddle has at most finitely many separatrices, we have ω ′ (O) = {x} 6= ω ′ (O′ ) for all but finitely many orbit O′ in
a neighborhood of O. By symmetry, we have P(v)ms ⊔ P(v)ss ⊔∂ − P(v) ⊂ ΣSep .
Since any orbit in ∂P(v) ⊔∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) has no parallel neighborhoods, we obtain
∂P(v) ⊔∂Per(v) ⊔ Per1 (v) ⊆ ΣSep and so BD(v) ⊆ ΣSep .

9.1.1. Orders induced by flows. Define a pre-order ≤α (resp. ≤ω ) on S as follows:
x ≤α y if either x ∈ α(y) or x̂ = ŷ
x ≤ω y if either x ∈ ω(y) or x̂ = ŷ
Moreover, define a pre-order ≤α (resp. ≤ω ) on the power set 2S as follows:
A ≤α B if either A = B or a ≤α b for any a ∈ A, b ∈ B
A ≤ω B if either A = B or a ≤ω b for any a ∈ A, b ∈ B
Define a pre-order ≤⋔ for invariant subsets as follows:
A ≤⋔ B if either A ⊆ ∂⋔ B or A = B
9.1.2. Orbit complex. Recall that the orbit complex is an orbit space with cell
structure, fiber type, order structure, and orientability of spirals (see §5 in [27]
for details). Let πv : S → S/v be the natural projection. A 1-cell is the image
πv (U ) of a canonical domain U and a 0-cell is the image πv (O) of an orbit O in
BD(v). In other words, a 1-cell is a connected component of πv (S − BD(v)) =
(S − BD(v))/v and the set of 0-cells is πv (BD(v)) = BD(v)/v. A 1-cell which is
an open interval (resp. a circle) is called an open (resp. closed) 1-cell. Notice that
the an open interval (resp. a circle) structure of a 1-cell is embedded in the orbit
space S/v. The fiber type of a i-cell is either an open interval, a circle, or a point
according to the topological type of the fiber of πv over a point in the orbit space.
In particular, the fiber type of a 1-cell is either an open interval or a circle. For
a canonical domain U , the first order structure is a total order on ∂⋔R U \ Sing(v)
(resp. ∂⋔L U \ Sing(v)), the second order structure is ≤α |∂U (resp. ≤ω |∂U ), where
the restriction ≤ |A :=≤ |A×A of a subset A on a poset X is the restriction as a
binary relation. Here the pre-orders are identified as a subsets of S × S because
a binary relation on a set X is a subset of X × X. The third order structure is
≤α |(∂⊥ U)×U (resp. ≤ω |U×∂⊥ U ). We show that the orbit complex is a complete
invariant comparing our invariant by adding two circuit orders ≤∂⊥α and ≤∂⊥ω .
Theorem 9.2. The orbit complex with two circuit orders ≤∂⊥α and ≤∂⊥ω for a flow
of finite type on an orientable compact surface is a complete invariant.
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Proof. Fix a flow v of finite type on an orientable compact surface. Recall that our
topological invariant for v consists of three abstract multi-graphs (GBD(v) , GBD(v) =
BD(v)/vex , GD(v) = D(v)/v) with the labels LBD(v) , lBD(v) , and lD(v) , where
LBD(v) = (O, lBD(v) , ∂ BD(v) , ≤BD(v) , D∂⊥ ). The local orientation O can be induced
by the orientation of the surface. The orbit space implies the abstract multi-saddle
connection D(v)/v with the labels lD(v) . The 0-cell structure with fiber type implies
the abstract border point set BD(v)/v and so GBD(v) = BD(v)/vex . The 1-cell structure with fiber type implies the label lBD(v) . The orbit space with the cell structure
implies the dual graph GBD(v) . The fiber structure implies the label lBD(v) . The
order structure implies orders ≤α̂ |BD(v) and ≤ω̂ |BD(v) . These orders imply ≤∂⋔R
and ≤∂⋔L . The given circuit orders ≤∂⊥α and ≤∂⊥ω imply the order ≤BD(v) = (≤∂⋔R
, ≤∂⋔L , ≤∂⊥α , ≤∂⊥ω ). Combining the specialization pre-order for the quotient topology
on the orbit space, the orbit structure implies labels ∂ BD(v) . The orientability of
spirals corresponds to the label D∂⊥ . This means that the orbit complex implies
our complete invariant (GBD(v) , GBD(v) , GD(v) , LBD(v) , lBD(v) , lD(v) ).

On the other hand, under the assumption that the multi-saddle connection diagram is the self-connected saddle connection diagram (i.e. saddle connection diagram each of whose multi-saddle is either a saddle without heteroclinic multi-saddle
separatrices or a ∂-saddle without separatrices connecting another multi-saddles
outside of the same boundary), each non-trivial non-periodic circuit in the multisaddle connection diagram either consists of a saddle with one or two homoclinic
separatrices or is a circuit in which ∂-saddles and separatrices are arranged alternately. Then the former has a trivial circuit order and the latter circuit order
can be reconstructed by orders ≤α̂ |BD(v) and ≤ω̂ |BD(v) . Therefore we obtain the
following statement.
Corollary 9.3. Under the assumption that the multi-saddle connection diagram is
the self-connected saddle connection diagram, the orbit complex for a flow of finite
type on an orientable compact surface is a complete invariant.
9.2. Proof of Theorem C. Theorem C is followed from Theorem 9.2 and Corollary 9.3.
10. A remark
When flows of finite type on punctured spheres satisfy the self-connectedness of
separatrices and the non-degeneracy of singular points, a finite representation of
such flows is constructed in [39], which is a generalization of representations used
in [36, 37, 38, 46, 49]. In other words, a partial representation for the mapping
described in Theorem 8.3 is constructed explicitly.
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