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A POINCARÉ-BENDIXSON THEOREM FOR FLOWS WITH
ARBITRARILY MANY SINGULAR POINTS
TOMOO YOKOYAMA

Abstract. The Poincaré-Bendixson theorem is generalized into one for flows
with arbitrarily many singular points on compact surfaces. In fact, the ωlimit set of any non-closed orbit is either a nowhere dense subset of singular
points, a limit cycle, a limit “quasi-circuit” which is the image of a circle, a
limit “quasi-circuit” which is not locally connected, a locally dense Q-set, a
transversely Cantor Q-set, or a “quasi-Q-set” which consists of singular points
and of separatrices from and to boundary components of the singular point
set exclusively. This characterization of ω-limit set of a point implies topological characterizations of recurrence, which are generalizations of the Maı̌er’s
description of recurrence. Moreover, if the singular point set is totally disconnected, then any non-recurrent orbits in the ω-limit set of a point are from
and to singular points. In addition, analogous results hold for surfaces of finite
genus via the end completions. Furthermore, if there are at most finitely many
singular points, then any limit “quasi-circuits” correspond to limit circuits and
any “quasi-Q-sets” correspond to Q-sets. We construct examples of flows with
quasi-circuits that are not circuits and of flows with quasi-Q-sets that are not
Q-sets.

1. Introduction
The Poincaré-Bendixson theorem is a fundamental tool to capture the limit
behaviors of orbits of flows on the plane. The theorem is stated by Poincaré in
[23] for analytic vector fields on the plane and proved by Bendixson in [4] for C 1
vector fields on the plane. In [5], Birkhoff introduced the concepts of ω-limit set
and α-limit set of a point. Using these concepts, one can simply describe the limit
behaviors of orbits stated in the works of Poincaré and Bendixson in detail. In fact,
the Poincaré-Bendixson theorem was generalized for flows on surfaces in various
ways [1,3,8–10,12–14,16–18,22,25–27,30,32]. For instance, the following statement
holds (cf. [22]): 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, where a Q-set is the closure of non-closed recurrent orbit. A part of this
classification is based on the following Maı̌er’s result [20] (see Theorem 2.4.4 p.32
[22], Theorem 4.2 [2] for general cases, and Theorem 19 [15] 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.
Furthermore, in [14, 31], it is shown that the ω-limit set of a non-recurrent point
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Key words and phrases. Poincaré-Bendixson theorem, Omega-limit sets, Flow on surfaces.
This work was partially supported by the JST PRESTO Grant Number JPMJPR16E and
JSPS Kakenhi Grant Number 20K03583.
1
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is the boundary of an open annulus. Moreover, in [17], the Poincaré-Bendixson
theorem is generalized for flows with the totally disconnected singular point sets on
closed orientable surfaces as follows: The ω-limit set of an orbit of such a flow is
either a closed orbit, a union of singular points and of connecting separatrices, or
a Q-set. Here a non-singular orbit is a connecting separatrix if each of the ω-limit
and the α-limit sets is a singular point.
To describe the Poincaré-Bendixson theorem for flows with arbitrarily many
singular points, we define some concepts as follows. A closed connected invariant
subset is a non-trivial quasi-circuit if it is a boundary component of an open annulus,
contains a non-recurrent point, and consists of non-recurrent points and singular
points. A non-trivial quasi-circuit γ is a quasi-semi-attracting limit quasi-circuit
with respect to a small collar A if there is a point x ∈ A with O+ (x) ⊂ A such that
ω(x) = γ. A subset is locally dense if its closure has a nonempty interior. Recall
that a Q-set is the closure of a non-closed recurrent orbit. A Q-set is exceptional if
it is not locally dense. Note that each exceptional Q-set is transversely a Cantor set
M (i.e. there is a small neighborhood U of a recurrent point of the Q-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.
Therefore we call that exceptional Q-set is also a transversely Cantor Q-set. An
ω-limit set of a point is a quasi-Q-set if it intersects an essential closed transversal
infinitely many times. A non-recurrent orbit is connecting quasi-separatrix if each
of the ω-limit and the α-limit sets is contained in a boundary component of the
singular point set. A subset is locally connected if each point in it has a small open
connected neighborhood.
We generalize the Poincaré-Bendixson theorem for flows with the totally disconnected singular point set on a closed orientable surface (see [17, Theorem 3.1] (cf.
[19, Theorem 2.1])) as follows.
Theorem A. The following statements hold for a flow with arbitrarily many singular points on a compact surface:
(a) The ω-limit set of any non-closed orbit of is one of the following exclusively:
(1) A nowhere dense subset of singular points.
(2) A semi-attracting limit cycle.
(3) A quasi-semi-attracting limit quasi-circuit that is the image of a circle.
(4) A quasi-semi-attracting limit quasi-circuit that is not locally connected.
(5) A locally dense Q-set.
(6) A transversely Cantor Q-set.
(7) A quasi-Q-set that consists of singular points and non-recurrent points.
(b) Each non-recurrent orbit in the ω-limit set of a point is a connecting quasiseparatrix.
(c) If the singular point set is totally disconnected, then any non-recurrent orbits
in the ω-limit set of a point are connecting separatrices.
This implies a generalization of the Maı̌er’s description of recurrence as follows.
Theorem B. Let v be a flow on a compact surface S. The following statements
hold for a point x ∈ ω(z) for some point z ∈ S:
(1) ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ if and only if x is non-closed positively recurrent.
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(2) α(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ if and only if x is non-closed negatively recurrent.
(3) (ω(x) ∪ α(x)) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ if and only if x is non-closed recurrent.
(4) ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ and α(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ if and only if x is non-closed strongly
recurrent.
The previous theorem implies the following topological characterizations of nonclosed positive recurrence.
Corollary C. The following are equivalent for a point x for a flow on a compact
surface S:
(1) The point x is non-closed positively recurrent.
(2) ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ and there is a point z ∈ S with x ∈ ω(z).
(3) ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ and there is a point z ∈ S with x ∈ α(z).
Using the end completion of surfaces of finite genus, we can obtain analogous
results for surfaces of finite genus (see Theorem 3.15, Theorem 3.16, ant Corollary 3.17 for details).
The present paper consists of five sections. In the next section, as preliminaries,
we introduce fundamental concepts. In §3, we generalize the Poincaré-Bendixson
theorem to one for a flow with arbitrarily many singular points on a surface of
finite genus. Moreover, the generalization implies topological characterizations of
recurrence, which are generalizations of the Maı̌er’s description of recurrence. In §4,
the finiteness of singular points implies that a quasi-Q-set is a Q-set and that a limit
quasi-circuit is a limit circuit. These reductions imply a proof of a generalization
of the Poincaré-Bendixson theorem for a flow with finitely many singular points
on a compact surface. In the final section, we state some examples with ω-limit
sets which are non-locally-connected subsets of singular points, non-circuits, and
non-Q-sets respectively.
2. Preliminaries
2.1. Topological notion. Denote by A the closure of a subset A of a topological
space, by intA the interior of A, and by ∂A := A − intA the boundary of A,
where B − C is used instead of the set difference B \ C when B ⊆ C. We define
the coborder ∂ + A of A by A − A and the border ∂ − A by A − intA of A. Then
∂A = ∂ − A ⊔ ∂ + A, where ⊔ denotes a disjoint union. A boundary component of a
subset A is a connected component of the boundary of A. A subset is locally dense
if its closure has a nonempty interior. A subset of a compact surface S is essential
if it is not null homotopic in S ∗ , where S ∗ is the resulting closed surface from S by
collapsing all boundary components into singletons.
2.1.1. 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
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.
2.2. Notion of dynamical systems. By a surface, we mean a paracompact two
dimensional manifold, that dose not need to be orientable. A flow is a continuous
R-action on a manifold. From now on, we suppose that flows are on surfaces unless
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otherwise stated. Let v : R × S → S be a flow on a surface S. For t ∈ R, define
vt : S → S by vt := v(t, ·). For a point x of S, 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 S 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 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. The subset Sing(v)
is called the singular point set. Recall that the ω-limit (resp. α-limit) set of a
T
T
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. 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. Note that any connecting separatrices are non-recurrent.
2.2.1. Recurrence and invariance. A point x of S 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), and a point x is recurrent if x ∈ ω(x) ∪ α(x). Denote by
R(v) the set of non-closed recurrent points. An orbit is recurrent (resp. strongly
recurrent) if it contains a recurrent (resp. strongly recurrent) point. A non-closed
recurrent orbit is also called a non-trivial recurrent orbit. Recall that a Q-set is the
closure of a non-closed recurrent orbit. A subset is invariant (or saturated) if it is
a union of orbits. The saturation of a subset is the union of orbits intersecting it.
A nonempty closed invariant subset is minimal if it contains no proper nonempty
closed invariant subsets. Recall that 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 ∈ S | O(y) = O}).
2.2.2. Topological properties of orbits. An orbit is proper if it is embedded, locally
dense if its closure has a nonempty interior, and exceptional if it is neither proper
nor locally dense. A point is proper (resp. locally dense) if its orbit is proper (resp.
locally dense). Denote by LD(v) (resp. E(v), P(v)) the union of locally dense
orbits (resp. exceptional orbits, non-closed proper orbits). We have the following
observation.
Lemma 2.1. The following statements hold for a flow v on a paracompact manifold
M:
(1) A point of M is non-proper if and only if it is non-closed recurrent.
(2) M = Cl(v) ⊔ P(v) ⊔ R(v).
(3) The union P(v) is the set of non-recurrent points.
(4) The union R(v) is the set of non-proper points.
Proof. By definitions, note that a closed orbit is proper and recurrent. Fix a point
x ∈ M . By [35, Corollary 3.4], the orbit O(x) is proper if and only if O(x) = Ô(x).
From [7, Theorem VI], the closure of a non-closed recurrent orbit O of a flow on
a manifold contains uncountably many non-closed recurrent orbits whose closures
are O. Therefore the orbit O(x) is non-closed recurrent if and only if Ô(x) consists
of uncountably many orbits. Then any non-closed proper orbit is not recurrent.
Suppose that x is non-closed recurrent. Since any non-closed proper orbit is not
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Figure 1. A circuit that consists of a degenerate singular point
and infinitely many connecting separatrices, and its neighborhood which consists of a singular point, periodic orbits, and nonrecurrent orbits.
recurrent, the point x is not proper. Conversely, suppose that x is not proper. Then
there is a point y ∈ M whose orbit dose not contain x such that O(y) = O(x). This
implies that y ∈ O(x) − O(x) ⊆ α(x) ∪ ω(x). From the closed invariance of α-limit
sets and ω-limit sets, we have x ∈ O(y) ⊂ α(x) ∪ ω(x). Since Cl(v) is both the
set of closed proper points and the set of closed recurrent points, the assertion (1)
implies the assertions (2)–(4).

For a flow v on a surface S, the previous lemma implies that the union R(v) =
LD(v)⊔E(v) consists of non-proper orbits and so that S = Sing(v)⊔Per(v)⊔P(v)⊔
LD(v) ⊔ E(v).
2.2.3. Topological properties of invariant sets. A (quasi-)minimal set is exceptional
(resp. locally dense) if it is a closure of an orbit intersecting E(v) (resp. LD(v)).
Recall that exceptional (quasi-)minimal set is transversely a Cantor set (i.e. there
is a small neighborhood U of a recurrent point of the Q-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.
2.2.4. Circuits. An open annular subset A of a surface is a collar of a singular point
x if the union A ⊔ {x} is a neighborhood of x. Recall that an annular subset is
homeomorphic to an annulus. 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. A trivial circuit is a singular point. A circuit is
either a trivial or non-trivial circuit. Note that there are non-trivial circuits with
infinitely many edges and that any non-trivial non-periodic circuit contains nonrecurrent orbits as in Figure 1. An open annular subset A of a surface is a collar of a
non-trivial circuit γ if γ is a boundary component of A and there is a neighborhood
U of γ such that A is a connected component of the complement U − γ. 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.
A non-trivial circuit γ is a limit circuit if it is a semi-attracting or semi-repelling
circuit.
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Figure 2. Left, a trivial flow box; right, the intersection of a flow
box and its small neighborhood of the boundary.

2.2.5. Quasi-circuits. A trivial quasi-circuit is a cycle or a singular point. A closed
connected invariant subset is a non-trivial quasi-circuit if it is a boundary component of an open annulus, contains a non-recurrent orbit, and consists of nonrecurrent orbits and singular points. Then the open annulus is called a collar of
the quasi-circuit. A quasi-circuit is either a trivial or non-trivial quasi-circuit. A
quasi-circuit γ is a quasi-semi-attracting (resp. quasi-semi-repelling) quasi-circuit
with respect to a small collar A if there is a point x ∈ A with O+ (x) ⊂ A (resp.
O− (x) ⊂ A) such that ω(x) = γ (resp. α(x) = γ). Then A is called a quasi-semiattracting (resp. a quasi-semi-repelling) collar basin of γ. A non-trivial quasi-circuit
γ is a limit quasi-circuit if it is a quasi-semi-attracting or quasi-semi-repelling quasicircuit (i.e. either α(x) = γ or ω(x) = γ for some point x ∈
/ γ). Note that a collar
basin of a circuit γ is a collar of γ. Moreover, a quasi-circuit is not a circuit in
general (see an example in § 5.2).
2.2.6. 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 Gutierrez’s smoothing theorem [11]. However, to modify transverse
arcs explicitly, we define transversality immediately as follows.
A simple curve C is transverse to v at a point p ∈ intC if there are a small
neighborhood Up of p and a homeomorphism h : Up → [−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 ∩ Up . Note that the above Up is a trivial flow box. A simple curve C is transverse
to v at a point p ∈ ∂C ∩ ∂S (resp. p ∈ ∂C \ ∂S) if there are a small neighborhood
Up of p and a homeomorphism h : Up → [−1, 1] × [0, 1] (resp. h : Up → [−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 ∩ Up (resp. h−1 ({0} × [−1, 1]) = C ∩ Up ).
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.
2.2.7. Flow boxes. Let I, J be intervals which are either (0, 1), (0, 1], [0, 1), or [0, 1]
and D := I × J ⊂ R2 be a disk whose orbits are of form I × {t} for some t ∈ J.
Then D is called a trivial flow box. A disk B is a flow box if there is an annular
neighborhood UB of the boundary ∂B such that the intersection B ∩ UB is the
intersection D∩UD of a trivial flow box D and its neighborhood UD of the boundary
∂D up to topological equivalence as in Figure 2. In other words, a disk B is a flow
box if there is a homeomorphism f : B ∩ UB → D ∩ UD such that the images of
orbit arcs are orbit arcs.
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Figure 3. A flow box with an arcwise-connected invariant subset.
2.2.8. Quasi-Q-set. An ω-limit (resp. α-limit) set of a point is a quasi-Q-set if it
intersects an essential closed transversal infinitely many times. Note that a quasiQ-set need not be arcwise-connected. In fact, one can obtain a quasi-Q-set that is
not arcwise-connected by replacing a trivial flow box of a point of an exceptional
minimal set by a flow box as in Figure 3. Moreover, quasi-Q-set is not Q-set in
general (see an example in § 5.1). Conversely, we will show that a Q-set is a quasiQ-set(see Lemma 3.8). On the other hand, if v has at most finitely many singular
points, then a quasi-Q-set is a Q-set (see Lemma 4.2). We have the following
observation.
Lemma 2.2. Any locally dense quasi-Q-set is a Q-set. In particular, any quasi-Qset which intersecting a locally dense orbit is a Q-set.
Proof. Fix a locally dense quasi-Q-set M. By definition of quasi-Q-set, there is
a point x with ω(x) = M or α(x) = M. By time reversion if necessary, we
may assume that ω(x) = M. The locally density implies that O(x) ∩ int ω(x) =
O(x) ∩ int M =
6 ∅ and so that x ∈ int ω(x). This means that x is non-closed

recurrent and O(x) = ω(x) = M. Therefore M = O(x) is a Q-set.
3. Poincaré-Bendixson theorem for surface continuous flows with
arbitrarily many singular points
First, we construct a rough generalization of the Poincaré-Bendixson theorem to
prove Theorem A.
3.1. A generalization of Poincaré-Bendixson theorem. We show the existence of closed transversals near infinite intersections of transverse arcs and orbits.
Lemma 3.1. 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) 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
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Figure 4. The waterfall construction
by v, xi := (fv )i (x0 ) the i-th return of x0 , Ca,b ⊂ O+ (x) the orbit arc from a to b,
and Ia,b ⊂ I the subinterval between a and b of I. We may assume that x0 < x1 .
Suppose that the restriction of fv to a neighborhood of xi for some i ∈ Z≥0 is
orientation-preserving. Then put C := Cxi ,xi+1 and J := Ixi ,xi+1 . By the waterfall
construction to the loop µ := C ∪ J (see Figure 4), there is a closed transversal γ
intersecting O(x) near µ. Thus we may assume that that the restriction of fv to a
neighborhood of xi for any i ∈ Z≥0 is orientation-reversing.
We claim that there is a natural number i such that xi+1 < xi . Indeed, otherwise
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.
By renumbering, we may assume that x2 < x1 . From x0 < x1 , 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 . As above, the waterfall construction to the loop µ := C ∪ J
completes the assertion.

A point is wandering if there are its neighborhood U and a positive number
N such that vt (U ) ∩ U = ∅ for any t > N . Note that a recurrent point is nonwandering. We show that the infinite intersection of a transverse closed arc implies
the existence of a quasi-circuit under properness conditions.
Lemma 3.2. If there is a transverse closed arc J : [−1, 1] → S with {J(0)} =
J([−1, 0]) ∩ ω(J(−1)) ⊂ O+ (J(−1)) ∩ J([−1, 0]), then the ω-limit set ω(J(−1)) is
a quasi-circuit such that the point J(−1) is non-wandering and so is not contained
in the orbit closures of points outside of O(J(−1)).
Proof. Let J : [−1, 1] → S be a transverse closed arc, x0 := J(−1) a point, y := J(0)
a point, and I := J([−1, 0]) a closed interval with {y} = I ∩ ω(x0 ) ⊂ O+ (x0 ) ∩ I.
Since y ∈ O+ (x0 ) ∩ I ∩ ω(x0 ), we obtain that O+ (x0 ) ∩ I is infinite with {y} =
I ∩ ω(x0 ) ⊂ ∂I = {x0 , y} and so that the point x0 is not positive recurrent.
We claim that there is a strictly increasing sequence (xi )i∈Z≥N in I converging
to y for some N > 0, where xi is the i-th return image of x0 on I. Indeed, we suffice
to show that there is a large number N > 0 such that xi < xi+1 in I for any natural
number i ≥ N with respect to a natural total order on the sub-arc I. 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 − 1 < ik0 < ik+ := ik0 + 1 of natural
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Figure 5. A rectangle whose boundary is the union of Ii ∪ Ci ∪
Ii+1 ∪ Ci+1 .
numbers with ik+ < ik+1− such that either xik− < xik+ < xik0 < xi or xik+ <
xik− < xik0 < xi for any i ≥ ik+1− . Denote by Iik−0 (resp. Iik0+ ) by the subarc of I whose boundary consists of xik− and xik0 (resp. xik0 and xik+ ), and 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 Iik −0 := Cik−0 ∪ Iik−0 and
Iik0+ := Cik0+ ∪Iik0+ are simple closed curves whose intersection is a closed arc Iik0+
or Iik−0 . By a deformation like a waterfall construction like Figure 6, we obtain two
simple closed curves Ii′k −0 and Ii′k whose intersection is xik+ and which are close
0+
to the original simple closed curves Iik−0 and Iik0+ respectively. Note that if S is
orientable then we can choose Ii′k and Ii′k as closed transversals. This implies
−0

0+

that O+ (xik+1− ) ∩ (Ii′k ∪ Ii′k ) = ∅. Hence (Ii′k ∪ Ii′k ) ∩ (Ii′l ∪ Ii′l ) = ∅ for
−0
0+
−0
0+
−0
0+
any k 6= l. Since these simple closed curves intersect exactly one point, they are
essential. Cutting Ii′1 and collapsing new boundary components into singletons,
0+
we obtain the resulting surface whose genus is the genus of S minus one. Since
there are infinitely many disjoint bouquets Ii′k ∪ Ii′k , the genus of S is not finite,
−0
0+
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 . This completes the claim.
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
S that Di is a
rectangle for any i ∈ Z≥N as in Figure 5. Define a union Ak := ( ∞
i=k (Di ∪ Ii+1 ∪
Ci+1 )) − {xk+1 } for any k ∈ Z≥N , which is an open annulus. By the monotonicity
of xi in I, renumbering Ak , we may assume that each Ak is an open annulus
homotopic to AN . 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
n∈R≥N {vt (x0 ) | t > n} =
k∈Z≥N {vt (x0 ) | t > k} =
i≥N Ai = ∂AN −(IN ∪CN ).
This means that ω(x0 ) is a boundary component of the annulus AN and so a quasicircuit.
We claim that that ω(x0 ) = ω(z) for any z ∈ AN and so that AN consists of
wandering points. Indeed, assume that the point x0 is contained in the orbit closure
of a point z ∈
/ O(x0 ). The invariance of O(z) implies that xi ∈ O(z) for any i ∈ Z≥0
and that z is non-recurrent. Since the union O(x0 ) ⊔ Ii+1 ⊔ Ii+2 ⊔ Di ⊔ DI+1 ⊔ Di+2
is a neighborhood of xi+1 , by construction of Di , we obtain Di ∩ O(z) 6= ∅ for any
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Figure 6. Deformation of two simple closed curves in the case
xik− < xik+ < xik0 < xi
i ∈ Z≥0 . Fix points zi ∈ D0 ∩ O(z). Because the positive (resp. negative) orbit
−
of a point in Di does not intersect Ii (resp. Ii+1 ), we have
F that O (z0 ) ∩ I1 =
+
−
∅ and O (z4 ) ∩ I3F = ∅ and so that O (z0 ) ∩ (O(x0 ) ⊔ i>0 Di ⊔
F Ii ) = ∅ and
∅. Then the intersection (O(x0 ) ⊔ i>0 Di ⊔ Ii ) ∩
O+ (z4 ) ∩ F
(O(x0 ) ⊔ i<4 Di ⊔ Ii ) = F
(O(x0 ) ⊔ i<4 Di ⊔ Ii ) = O(x0 ) ⊔ i=1,2,3 Di ⊔ Ii is a neighborhood of x3 and does
not intersect O− (z0 ) ⊔ O+ (z4 ). Therefore x3 ∈
/ O(z), which contradicts x3 ∈ O(z).
Therefore the point x0 is wandering and is not contained in the orbit closures of
points outside of O(x0 ).

We show that the infinite intersection of an essential closed transversal implies
the existence of either a quasi-Q-set, an essential limit cycle, or a quasi-circuit.
Lemma 3.3. Let x be a point contained in a closed transversal γ such that O+ (x)
intersects γ infinitely many times. Then ω(x) is either a quasi-Q-set, an essential
limit cycle, or a quasi-circuit. Moreover, if ω(x) is a quasi-circuit, then x is nonwandering and is not contained in the orbit closures of points outside of O(x).
Proof. Suppose that a positive orbit O+ (x) intersects a closed transversal γ infinitely many times. Then γ is essential such that γ ∩ ω(x) 6= ∅ and so that
ω(x) 6⊆ Sing(v). If ω(x) contains periodic orbits, then it is an essential limit cycle
because the essential closed transversal γ intersects the limit cycle. Thus we may
assume that ω(x) ∩ Per(v) = ∅. Suppose that ω(x) is not a quasi-Q-set. Then
γ ∩ ω(x) is nonempty and finite.
We claim that there are a transverse closed arc J : [−1, 1] → γ such that J(−1) ∈
O+ (x) and {J(0)} = J([−1, 0]) ∩ ω(J(−1)) ⊂ O+ (J(−1)) ∩ J([−1, 0]). Indeed, fix
a point y ∈ γ ∩ ω(x). Since γ ∩ ω(x) is finite, there are a point x0 ∈ γ ∩ O+ (x) and
a transverse closed arc J : [−1, 1] → γ with x0 = J(−1) and y = J(0) such that
{y} = J([−1, 0]) ∩ ω(x0 ) ⊂ O+ (x0 ) ∩ J([−1, 0]).
By Lemma 3.2, the ω-limit set ω(x) is a quasi-circuit such that x is non-wandering
and is not contained in the orbit closures of points outside of O(x).

We show that a limit quasi-circuit is not a quasi-Q-set.
Lemma 3.4. There are no limit quasi-circuits that are also quasi-Q-sets.
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Figure 7. A closed transversal γ, its annular neighborhood Bδ (γ),
and a subset of an open annulus A
Proof. Let x be a point whose ω-limit set ω(x) is a limit quasi-circuit. Since a
limit quasi-circuit is a boundary component of an annulus, it is not locally dense.
Since ω(x) is a limit quasi-circuit, there is a small open annulus A of which ω(x)
is a boundary component such that the two boundary components of A is disjoint.
Denote by ∂1 another boundary component of A. In other words, we have ∂A =
ω(x) ⊔ ∂1 . Fix any distance function d on S induced by a Riemannian metric. Since
the boundary components of A are compact and disjoint, there is a positive number
dA such that dA = min{d(y, z) | y ∈ ω(x), z ∈ ∂1 }.
We claim that ω(x) is not a quasi-Q-set. Indeed, assume that ω(x) is a quasi-Qset. Then there is a closed transversal γ which intersects ω(x) infinitely many times.
The fact that γ contains no singular point implies that there is a small number
δ > 0 with δ < dA such that Bδ (γ) := {y ∈ S | d(y, γ) < δ} is an open annulus
and consists of orbit arcs each of which connects the two boundary components as
in Figure 7. Moreover, there is a sequence (Ci )i∈Z≥0 of orbit arcs which intersect
γ exactly once, are contained in ω(x), and converge to an orbit arc C∞ such that
∂Ci ∩Bδ (γ) = ∅. Put Ci′ := Ci ∩Bδ (γ) ⊂ ω(x) and let xi ∈ Ci′ ∩γ be the intersection
point. For any i ∈ Z≥0 , let fi : [0, li ] → γ ⊂ S be the closed arc parameterized by
arc length from xi to either xi−1 or xi+1 such that fi ((0, ri )) ⊂ A and fi (ri ) ∈ ∂1
for some real number ri ∈ (0, li ). By definition, we obtain fi (li ) ∈ ω(x). Since
γ is compact, we have limi→∞ li = 0. Fix a large integer N such that lN < δ.
Since lN < δ < dA , this implies that any closed arc from xi whose length is less
than δ and which intersects A but does not intersect Ci′ except the starting point
is contained in the interior A. In particular, the closed arc fN : [0, lN ] → S is
contained in the interior A except the starting point xi (i.e. fN ((0, lN ]) ⊂ A).

Therefore fN (lN ) ∈ A, which contradicts fN (lN ) ∈ ω(x) ⊂ ∂A = A − A.
We have the following statement.
Lemma 3.5. Let v be a flow on a compact surface S. The ω-limit set of any nonclosed orbit O is one of the following exclusively:
(1) A nowhere dense subset of singular points.
(2) A semi-attracting limit cycle.
(3) A quasi-semi-attracting limit quasi-circuit.
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(4) A locally dense Q-set.
(5) A quasi-Q-set that is not locally dense.
Moreover, in the case (3), the orbit O is non-wandering and is not contained in
the orbit closures of points outside of it.
Proof. Lemma 3.4 implies that the five possible invariant subsets are exclusive. Let
x be a point whose orbit is not closed. If ω(x) ∩ LD(v) 6= ∅, then ω(x) = O(x) is a
locally dense Q-set. Thus we may assume that ω(x) ∩ LD(v) = ∅. Then ω(x) is not
locally dense. Suppose ω(x) contains an orbit O whose closure is an exceptional
Q-set. Since O is non-closed recurrent, by Lemma 3.1, taking a small transverse arc
if necessary, the waterfall construction implies that there is a closed transversal γ
intersecting O infinitely many times. This means that ω(x) is a quasi-Q-set. Thus
we may assume that ω(x) ∩ R(v) = ∅. If there is a closed transversal that intersects
O+ (x) infinitely many times, then Lemma 3.3 implies the assertion. Thus we may
assume that O(x)+ has no closed transversal intersecting it infinitely many times.
Then ω(x) is not a quasi-Q-set.
Suppose that ω(x) is not contained in Sing(v). If ω(x) contains a periodic orbit,
then ω(x) is a semi-attracting limit cycle. Thus we may assume that ω(x) contains
neither periodic orbits nor Q-sets. Since S = Sing(v) ⊔ Per(v) ⊔ P(v) ⊔ R(v), the
ω-limit set ω(x) contains a non-recurrent orbit O such that ω(x) ⊂ Sing(v) ⊔ P(v).
Take a non-recurrent point y ∈ O ⊂ ω(x) and a transverse closed arc J : [−1, 1] → S
with y = J(0) and x0 := J(−1) ∈ O+ (x) such that O+ (x0 ) intersects J([−1, 0])
infinitely many times. Let fv : J → J be the first return map. Denote by Cn
the orbit arc from xn to fv (xn ) and by In ⊂ J the closed arc with ∂Cn = ∂In =
{xn , fv (xn )}.
By shortening the transverse interval J([−1, 0]), we claim that we may assume
that fv |(−1,0) is orientation-preserving. Indeed, otherwise there are a sequence
(xn )n∈Z>0 in J converging to J(0) and small neighborhoods of the unions of In ∪Cn
each of which is an open Möbius band Un such that Un ∩ Um = ∅ for any n 6= m ∈
Z>0 , which contradicts that S has finitely many non-orientable genus.
By shortening J([−1, 0]), we claim that we may assume that {J(0)} = {y} =
J([−1, 0])∩ω(x) ⊂ P(v). Indeed, otherwise there is a point xN ∈ J((−1, 0))∩O+ (x)
such that IN ∩ ω(x) 6= ∅ and that the union of IN ∪ CN is a loop. By the waterfall
construction to the loop CN ∪IN , there is a closed transversal TxN intersecting ω(x)
near the loop CN ∪ IN . Then the closed transversal TxN intersects O+ (x) infinitely
many times, which contradicts that O(x)+ has no closed transversal intersecting it
infinitely many times.
By Lemma 3.2, the ω-limit set ω(x) is a limit quasi-circuit such that x is nonwandering and is not contained in the orbit closures of points outside of O(x). 
3.2. Classification of quasi-circuits. We have the following dichotomy.
Lemma 3.6. A quasi-semi-attracting limit quasi-circuit either is the image of a
circle or is not locally connected exclusively.
Proof. Let γ be a quasi-semi-attracting limit quasi-circuit. By definition of nontrivial quasi-circuit, the circuit γ consists of singular points and non-recurrent
points, and there is an open annulus A such that γ is a boundary component
of A.
We claim that γ can be realized as a boundary component of an open disk.
Indeed, taking A small and collapsing another boundary component of A into the
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resulting open disk U , the circuit γ can be realized as the boundary component
of the open disk U and be the ω-limit set of a point of the resulting flow. This
completes the claim.
Thus we may assume that there is an open disk U such that γ is a boundary
component of U . By Riemann mapping theorem, there is a Riemann mapping
ϕ : U → D from an open disk D from a unit open disk D in a complex plane. By
Carathéodory-Torhorst theorem (see [28] and also [21, Theorem 16.6] for detail),
the boundary ∂U = γ is locally connected if and only if the inverse mapping
ϕ−1 : D → U extends continuously to a map, also denoted by ϕ−1 , from the closed
disk D onto U .
We claim that γ is locally connected if and only if γ is the image of a circle.
Indeed, if γ is locally connected, then γ = ϕ−1 (∂D) is the image of a circle. Conversely, suppose that γ is the image of a circle. Let p : S1 → γ be the continuous
surjection from a circle S1 . Since the circle S1 is compact and γ is Hausdorff, the
surjection p is closed and so is a quotient mapping. Because each quotient space of
a locally connected space is locally connected (cf. [6, Proposition 12 (p.112)]), the
image p(S1 ) = γ is locally connected.

3.3. Classification of quasi-Q-sets. We will show that a Q-set is a quasi-Q-set.
3.3.1. Inclusion relation between Q-sets and quasi-Q-sets. We describe a property
between non-closed recurrent orbits and closed transversals.
Lemma 3.7. For any non-closed recurrent point x ∈ S, there is a closed transversal
γ through O(x) such that the intersection γ ∩O(x) is infinite. Moreover, each closed
transversal through a non-closed recurrent point y is essential and intersects O(y)
infinitely many times.
Proof. Fix a point x ∈ R(v) and a transverse arc I ⊂ U such that x is the interior
point of I. Then |I ∩ O(x)| = ∞. By Lemma 3.1, 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. By the waterfall construction to the loop µ,
there is a closed transversal γ intersecting O(x) near µ. Since x is non-closed
recurrent, the intersection γ ∩ O(x) is infinite.
Let µ be a closed transversal through a non-closed recurrent point y. Suppose
that µ is not essential. Let S ∗ be the resulting closed surface from S by collapsing
all boundary components into singletons. Then µ is null homotopic in S ∗ and so
the point y ∈ P(v), which contradicts the recurrence of x.

This implies the following corollary.
Corollary 3.8. A Q-set is a quasi-Q-set.
Proof. Let γ be a Q-set. Then there is a non-closed recurrent orbit O ⊂ γ. By
Lemma 3.7, there is an essential closed transversal T intersecting O infinitely many
times.

3.3.2. Non-recurrent orbits in the ω-limit sets of points. We recall the following
Maı̌er’s result [20] (cf. Theorem 2.4.4 p.32 [22], Theorem 4.2 [2]).
Lemma 3.9 (Maı̌er). A point x ∈ ω(z) for some point z ∈ S with ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅
is non-closed positively recurrent (i.e. x ∈ ω(x) ∩ R(v) ).
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The existence of recurrence implies following statements.
Lemma 3.10. The union ∂ + LD(v) ⊔ ∂ + E(v) consists of singular points and connecting quasi-separatrices.
Proof. Let x be a non-closed recurrent point. We claim that the difference O(x) −
Ô(x) consists of singular points and connecting quasi-separatrices. Indeed, [33,
Proposition 2.2] implies O(x) − Ô(x) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ P(v). Theorem VI [7] implies that
the orbit class Ô(x) contains infinitely many strongly recurrent orbits and so there
is a non-closed recurrent point z with x ∈ ω(z) ∩ α(z). Since any limit cycles are
either semi-attracting or semi-repelling, by Lemma 3.9 and its dual statement for
α-limit sets, we have ω(y) ∪ α(y) ⊆ Sing(v) for any point y ∈ O(x) − Ô(x). This
means that the union ∂ + LD(v) ⊔ ∂ + E(v) consists of singular points and connecting
quasi-separatrices.

Corollary 3.11. Each non-recurrent orbit contained in a Q-set is a connecting
quasi-separatrix.
3.3.3. Properties of connecting quasi-separatrices. We have the following statement.
Proposition 3.12. Each orbit O in the ω-limit set of a point is non-recurrent if
and only if O is a connecting quasi-separatrix.
Proof. By definition, a connecting quasi-separatrix is non-recurrent. Conversely,
suppose that O is non-recurrent. Let x0 be a point with O ⊂ ω(x0 ). If ω(x0 )
is a Q-set, then Corollary 3.11 implies that O is a connecting quasi-separatrix.
Thus we may assume that ω(x0 ) is not a Q-set. Then x0 is not positive recurrent.
Lemma 3.5 implies that ω(x0 ) is either a quasi-semi-attracting limit quasi-circuit or
a quasi-Q-set that is not locally dense. Therefore ω(x0 ) consists of singular points
and non-recurrent orbits.
We claim that ωvcol (x0 ) consists of singular points and connecting separatrices.
Indeed, taking the double of the surface S if necessary, we may assume that S is
closed in the proof of the claim. By the Gutierrez’s smoothing theorem [11], the
flow v is topologically equivalent to a C 1 -flow and so is generated by a continuous
vector field on S. Since the vector field is lifted to the orientation double covering of S, by the invariance of the claimed property, it suffices to show that the
ω-limit set of the lift of O is contained in a boundary component of the singular point set. Therefore we may assume that S is orientable in the proof of the
claim. From Theorem 3 [24], since Sing(v) is closed, each connected component
of the open surface S − Sing(v) is homeomorphic to the resulting surface from a
closed surface by removing a closed totally disconnected subset. Denote by Sme
the metric completion of the difference S − Sing(v) and by vme the resulting flow
such that the new points are singular points. Let pme : Sme → S be the canonical
projection. Then Sing(vme ) = p−1
me (Sing(v)). Let Scol be the resulting space from
vme by collapsing any connected components of Sing(vme ) into singletons. By construction, the resulting space Scol is a disjoint union of closed surfaces. Let vcol
the resulting flow on Scol , and pcol : Sme → Scol the canonical projection (see Figure 8). Then Sing(vcol ) = pcol (Sing(vme )) = pcol (p−1
me (Sing(v))). By construction,
we obtain S − Sing(v) = Sme − Sing(vme ) = Scol − Sing(vcol ). Let Scol (O) be the
connected component of Scol containing the orbit O = pcol (p−1
me (O)). Then Scol (O)
is the orientable closed surface such that the restriction vcol |Scol (O) is a flow whose
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Figure 8. Canonical quotient mappings induced by the metric
completion and the collapse
singular point set is totally disconnected. By construction, the image pcol and the
inverse image p−1
me preserve singular property and non-recurrence. Therefore the
lift pcol (p−1
(ω(x
0 ))) is a closed invariant subset that consists of singular points and
me
non-recurrent points. By construction, we have pcol (p−1
me (ω(x0 ))) = ωvcol (x0 ), where
ωvcol (x0 ) is the ω-limit set of x0 with respect to vcol . Since ωvcol (x0 ) consists of singular points and non-recurrent points, by [17, Theorem 3.1] (cf. [19, Theorem 2.1]),
the ω-limit set ωvcol (x0 ) consist of singular points and connecting separatrices. This
completes the claim.
This means that the orbit O is a connecting quasi-separatrix.

Proposition 3.12 implies the following reduction.
Corollary 3.13. Suppose that the singular point set is totally disconnected. Then
each orbit O in the ω-limit set of a point is non-recurrent if and only if O is a
connecting separatrix.
We show the following statement.
Lemma 3.14. A quasi-Q-set that is not a Q-set consists of singular points and
connecting quasi-separatrices.
Proof. Let M be a quasi-Q-set that is not a Q-set. By time reversion if necessary,
we may assume that M is the ω-limit set of a non-recurrent point. Corollary 3.8
implies that M contains no non-closed recurrent orbits. Notice that any limit
cycles are semi-attracting or semi-repelling (cf. [34, Lemma 4.1]) because it has
a semi-attracting or semi-repelling holonomy, which is followed from the flow box
theorem applying to periodic orbits. Therefore M contains no periodic points and
so consists of singular points and non-recurrent orbits. Proposition 3.12 implies
that M consists of singular points and connecting quasi-separatrices.

We generalize the Poincaré-Bendixson theorem into one for a flow with arbitrarily
many singular points on a compact surface and the Maı̌er’s description of recurrence
as follows.
3.4. Proof of Theorem A. Let v be a flow on a compact surface S and x a nonclosed point. Lemma 3.5 implies that ω(x) is either a nowhere dense subset of singular points, a semi-attracting limit cycle, a quasi-semi-attracting limit quasi-circuit,
a locally dense Q-set, or a quasi-Q-set that is not locally dense. Proposition 3.12
implies that any non-recurrent orbit in the ω-limit set of a point is a connecting
quasi-separatrix. This means that the condition (2) holds. Corollary 3.13 implies
the condition (3). By Lemma 3.6, a quasi-semi-attracting limit quasi-circuit either
is the image of a circle or is not locally connected exclusively. From Corollary 3.8, a
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quasi-Q-set that is not locally dense is either a transversely Cantor Q-set or a quasiQ-set that is not a Q-set. Therefore a quasi-Q-set that is not a Q-set corresponds
to a quasi-Q-set that consists of singular points and connecting quasi-separatrices.
This completes the proof of Theorem A.
3.5. Proof of Theorem B. Let v be a flow on a compact surface S and a point
x ∈ ω(z) for some point z ∈ S. Lemma 3.9 implies that if ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ then x is
non-closed positively recurrent. Conversely, if x is non-closed positively recurrent,
then x ∈ ω(x) \ Cl(v) and so ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅. This completes the assertion (1).
If x is non-closed negatively recurrent, then x ∈ α(x) \ Cl(v) and so α(x) \
Cl(v) 6= ∅. Conversely, suppose that α(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅. Then x ∈
/ Cl(v) and so
x ∈ P(v) ⊔ R(v). We claim that x is non-closed recurrent. Indeed, assume that
x is non-recurrent. Theorem A implies that O(x) is a connecting quasi-separatrix
and so that α(x) ⊆ Sing(v), which contradicts α(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅. Thus x is nonclosed recurrent. [33, Proposition 2.2] implies that x ∈ O(z) \ (Sing(v) ⊔ P(v)) ⊂
R(v). By [7, Theorem VI], the orbit class Ô(x) contains infinitely many strongly
recurrent orbits. Therefore there is a strongly recurrent point y ∈ Ô(x) such that
x ∈ α(y). The dual of Lemma 3.9 implies that x is non-closed negative recurrent.
This completes the assertion (2).
The assertions (3) and (4) are followed from the assertions (1) and (2).
3.6. Proof of Corollary C. By [7, Theorem VI], the orbit class of a non-closed
recurrent point contains infinitely many strongly recurrent orbits. Therefore Theorem B and its dual statement imply that the conditions (1)–(3) are pairwise equivalent.
3.7. Poincaré-Bendixson theorem for a flow with arbitrarily many singular points on a surface of finite genus. Recall the end completion as follows.
Consider the direct system {Kλ } of compact subsets of a topological space X and
inclusion maps such that the interiors of Kλ cover X. There is a corresponding inverse system {π0 (X − Kλ )}, where π0 (Y ) denotes the set of connected components
of a space Y . Then the set of ends of X is defined to be the inverse limit of this
inverse system. Notice that X has one end xU for each sequence U := (Ui )i∈Z>0
with Ui ⊇ Ui+1 such that Ui is a connected component of X − Kλi for some λi .
Considering the disjoint union Xend of X and {π0 (X − Kλ )} as set, a subset V
of the union Xend is an open neighborhood of an end xU if there is some i ∈ Z>0
such that Ui ⊆ V . Then the resulting topological space Xend is called the end
completion (or end compactification) of X. Note that the end completion is not
compact in general. Moreover, in the proof of Theorem A, the surface Scol is the
end completion of S − Sing(v). From Theorem 3 [24], any connected surfaces of
finite genus are homeomorphic to the resulting surfaces from closed surfaces by
removing closed totally disconnected subsets. Therefore the end compactification
Send of a connected surface S of finite genus is a closed surface.
For a flow v on a surface S of finite genus, considering ends to be singular
points, we obtain the resulting flow vend on a surface Send which is a union of closed
surfaces. A non-recurrent orbit is a virtual quasi-separatrix (resp. separatrix) if
it is a connecting quasi-separatrix (resp. separatrix) on Send with respect to vend .
An invariant subset is a quasi-semi-attracting limit virtual quasi-circuit if it is the
resulting subset from a quasi-semi-attracting limit quasi-circuit on Send with respect
to vend by removing all the ends.
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By taking end completions, Theorem A implies the following Poincaré-Bendixson
theorem for a flow with arbitrarily many singular points on a surface of finite genus.
Theorem 3.15. The following statements hold for a flow with arbitrarily many
singular points on a surface of finite genus:
(a) The ω-limit set of any non-closed orbit of is one of the following exclusively:
(1) A nowhere dense subset of singular points.
(2) A semi-attracting limit cycle.
(3) A quasi-semi-attracting limit virtual quasi-circuit.
(4) A locally dense Q-set.
(5) A transversely Cantor Q-set.
(6) A quasi-Q-set that consists of singular points and non-recurrent points.
(b) Any non-recurrent orbit in the ω-limit set of a point is a virtual quasi-separatrix.
(c) If the singular point set is totally disconnected, then any non-recurrent orbits in
the ω-limit set of a point are virtual separatrices.
In the previous theorem, notice that the ω-limit set of a point is empty if and
only if it is a nowhere dense subset of singular points.
3.8. Topological characterizations of non-closed recurrence for surfaces.
For a flow v on a connected surface with finite genus, the end completion Send is
a closed connected surface and the resulting flow vend on it can be obtained by
adding exactly new singular points. This implies that Theorem B holds for a flow
with arbitrarily many singular points on a surface with finite genus as follows.
Theorem 3.16. Let v be a flow on a surface S with finite genus. The following
statements hold for a point x ∈ ω(z) for some point z ∈ S:
(1) ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ if and only if x is non-closed positively recurrent.
(2) α(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ if and only if x is non-closed negatively recurrent.
(3) (ω(x) ∪ α(x)) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ if and only if x is non-closed recurrent.
(4) ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ and α(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ if and only if x is non-closed strongly
recurrent.
Proof. As mentioned above, taking the end completion Send of S, the resulting
surface Send is a closed connected surface and the resulting flow vend is obtained
by adding singular points. Therefore the conditions that ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ and
α(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ are invariant under taking end completions. This means that
Theorem B holds for a flow on a connected surface S with finite genus.

Corollary C implies the following topological characterizations of non-closed recurrence for a flow with arbitrarily many singular points on a surface of finite genus.
Corollary 3.17. Let v be a flow on a surface S with finite genus. The following
are equivalent for a point x ∈ S:
(1) The point x is non-closed positively recurrent.
(2) ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ and there is a point z ∈ S with x ∈ ω(z).
(3) ω(x) \ Cl(v) 6= ∅ and there is a point z ∈ S with x ∈ α(z).
4. Reductions of quasi-Q-sets and quasi-circuits
Let v be a flow on a compact connected surface S.
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4.1. Reductions of quasi-Q-sets into Q-set under finite existence of singular points. We show non-existence of some kinds of ω-limit sets.
Lemma 4.1. Suppose that the singular point set is finite. Then there is no ω-limit
set which contains a sequence (xi )i∈Z≥0 of non-recurrent points converging to a
non-singular point x∞ such that O(xi ) 6= O(xj ) and O(xi ) 6= O(x∞ ) for any i 6= j.
Proof. Assume that there is an ω-limit set ω(x) of some point x which contains
a sequence (xi )i∈Z≥0 of non-recurrent points converging to a non-singular point
x∞ ∈ ω(x) such that O(xi ) 6= O(xj ) and O(xi ) 6= O(x∞ ) for any i 6= j. Since
xi ∈ P(v), Proposition 3.12 implies ω(xi ) ⊆ Sing(v). The finiteness of singularity
implies there are a singular point ω and infinitely many point xik whose ω-limit set
is ω. Taking a subsequence, we may assume that ω = ω(xi ) for any i ∈ Z≥0 . Since
the point x∞ is non-singular, there are an open flow box U containing x∞ and a
transverse closed arc T ⊂ U whose boundary contains x∞ which intersects infinitely
many orbits O(xik ). Taking a subsequence, we may assume that T ∩ O(xi ) 6= ∅
for any i ∈ Z≥0 . Fix a canonical total order on T such that xi < xI+1 for any
i ∈ Z≥0 . Put an orbit arc O+0 (a) := O+ (a) ⊔ {a} for a point a ∈ S and denote
by Ia,b ⊂ T the open sub-arc whose boundary consists of points a and b of T .
Since ω(xi ) = ω, there are points x′i ∈ O(xi ) ∩ T with {x′i } = O+0 (x′i ) ∩ T .
By renumbering, we may assume that x′i < x′i+1 for any i ∈ Z≥0 . Write loops
γi := O+0 (x′i ) ⊔ O+0 (x′i+1 ) ⊔ Ix′i ,x′i+1 ⊔ {ω} for any i ∈ Z≥0 . Shortening T , we may
assume that the boundary
∂T consists S
of x′0 and x∞ . Let Di be the connected
S
component of S − i∈Z≥0 γi intersecting z∈I ′ ′ O+ (z). Since there are at most
x ,x
i i+1

finitely many genus and boundaries, we may assume that Di is an open disk by
renumbering xi . By construction, we have O+ (z) ⊂ Di for any point z ∈ Di . This
implies that O+ (z) ⊂ Di and so ω(z) ⊂ Di for any point z ∈ Ix′i ,x′i+1 for any
i ∈ Z≥0 . Since x′1 ∈ O(x1 ) ⊂ ω(x), we have O+ (x) ∩ (Ix′0 ,x′2 − {x′1 }) 6= ∅ and so

ω(x) ⊂ D0 ⊔ D1 , which contradicts x′3 ∈ ω(x) \ D0 ⊔ D1 .
We show that a quasi-Q-set is a generalization of a Q-set.
Proposition 4.2. Suppose that the singular point set is finite. Then a quasi-Q-set
corresponds to a Q-set.
Proof. By Corollary 3.8, a Q-set is a quasi-Q-set. Suppose that the singular point
set is finite. Fix a point x whose ω-limit set ω(x) is a quasi-Q-set. Then ω(x)
intersects an essential closed transversal T infinitely many times. Then x is not a
closed orbit. By Theorem A, the finiteness of Sing(v) implies that any non-recurrent
orbits in ω(x) are connecting separatrices. If ω(x) ∩ Per(v) 6= ∅, then the ω-limit
set ω(x) is a limit cycle. Thus ω(x) ∩ Per = ∅.
We claim that ω(x) ∩ R(v) 6= ∅. Indeed, assume that ω(x) ∩ R(v) = ∅. Then
ω(x) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ P(v). Then any non-singular orbits of ω(x) are connecting separatrices. Since ω(x) intersects an essential closed transversal T infinitely many
times, the ω-limit set ω(x) contains infinitely many connecting separatrices. By
the finiteness of Sing(v), there are singular points α and ω and infinitely many
pairwise disjoint connecting separatrices Oi (i ∈ Z≥0 ) from α to ω. Since S is
compact and the genus is finite, taking a subsequence, we may assume that the
pair of two orbits Oi and Oj for any i 6= j ∈ Z≥0 is homotopic relative to {α, ω}
to each other and that the union γi := {α, ω} ⊔ Oi ⊔ Oi+1 for any i ∈ Z≥0 bounds
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an open disk Bi . Then the disjoint unions Bi ⊔ Oi+1 ⊔ Bi+1 are neighborhoods of
Oi+1 . By construction, any orbits intersecting some Bj are contained in Bj . Since
O1 , O2 ⊂ ω(x), we have that O(x) ∩ (B1 ∩ B2 ) 6= ∅ and O(x) ∩ (B2 ∩ B3 ) 6= ∅ and
so that O(x) ⊂ B2 . This implies that O3 ∩ ω(x) = ∅, which contradicts O3 ⊂ ω(x).
If ω(x) ∩ LD(v) 6= ∅, then Lemma 2.2 implies that ω(x) is a Q-set. Thus we
may assume that ω(x) ∩ LD(v) = ∅ and so ω(x) ∩ E(v) 6= ∅. Since ω(x) ∩ (Per(v) ⊔
LD(v)) = ∅, we have ω(x) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ P(v) ⊔ E(v).
We claim that the ω-limit set ω(x) is a Q-set. Indeed, assume that ω(x) is not
a Q-set. Fix an exceptional Q-set M ( ω(x). Then ω(x) \ E(v) ⊆ Sing(v) ⊔ P(v).
Theorem A implies that ω(x) consists of singular points, connecting separatrices,
and exceptional orbits. We show that P(v) ∩ (ω(x) \ M) = ∅. Indeed, assume that
there is a point y ∈ (P(v) \ M) ∩ ω(x). Since E(v) consists of finitely many disjoint
Q-sets and ω(x) is connected and compact, we obtain y ∈ (P(v)\E(v))∩ω(x). Then
there is a transverse closed arc T ′ ⊂ (P(v) ⊔ Per(v) ⊔ LD(v)) \ E(v) = (P(v) \ E(v)) ⊔
Per(v)⊔LD(v) whose boundary consists of the point y ∈ ω(x) and a point in O+ (x)
with y ∈ T ′ ∩ O+ (x). Since ω(x) ∩ (Per(v) ⊔ LD(v)) = ∅, we have T ′ ∩ ω(x) ⊂ P(v).
By y ∈ P(v), shortening T ′ , since O(y) is a connecting separatrix, we may assume
that (T ′ −{y})∩O(y) = ∅. Since ω(x) is not a limit quasi-circuit, Lemma 3.2 implies
that there is a sequence (yi )i∈Z≥0 in (T ′ − {y}) ∩ ω(x) = (T ′ \ O(y)) ∩ ω(x) of points
converging y. For any i ∈ Z≥0 , the orbits O(yi ) are connecting separatrices and so
O(yi ) = O(yi ) ⊔ {αi , ωi }, where αi and ωi are singular points. Lemma 4.1 implies
that (yi )i∈Z≥0 is contained in finitely many negative orbits. Then some orbit O(yi )
intersecting T ′ infinitely many times and so y ∈ O(yi ) \ Sing(v) = O(yi ), which
contradicts that O(yi ) 6= O(y). From P(v) ∩ (ω(x) \ M) = ∅, since E(v) is a disjoint
finite union of Q-sets, the finiteness of Sing(v) and the connectivity of ω(x) imply
P(v) ∩ (ω(x) \ E(v)) = ∅ and so ω(x) ⊆ E(v). By the connectivity of ω(x), we
obtain that ω(x) = M is a Q-set.

4.2. Reductions of quasi-circuits. We have the following statement.
Lemma 4.3. Let v be a flow with finitely many singular points on a compact
connected surface S. Then a non-trivial quasi-circuit is a circuit (i.e. a continuous
image of a circle).
Proof. Let γ be a non-trivial quasi-circuit and A a small collar. By Theorem A,
the finiteness of Sing(v) implies that any non-recurrent orbits in γ are connecting
separatrices. The invariance of γ implies that each orbit closure in γ is either a
singular point, a closed interval, or a loop. Since Sing(v) is finite, we may assume
that A contains no singular points. By time reversion if necessary, we may assume
that ω(x) = γ for a point x. Then the difference γ \ Sing(v) is a disjoint union of
open intervals.
We claim that γ is locally connected. Indeed, assume that γ is not locally
connected. Since each orbit closure in γ is either a point, a closed interval, or a
loop, the finiteness of singular points
S implies that there are non-recurrent points
xi ∈ γ converging a point x∞ ∈ γ \ ( i∈Z≥0 α(xi )∪ω(xi )) such that O(xi ) 6= O(x∞ )
and O(xi ) 6= O(xj ) for any i 6= j ∈ Z≥0 . By renumbering, we may assume that
there are singular points α and ω in γ such that xi 6= xj , α = α(xi ), and ω = ω(xi )
for any i 6= j ∈ Z≥0 . Put Oi := O(xi ). As the proof of the previous lemma, since S
is compact and the genus is finite, taking a subsequence, we may assume that the
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pair of two orbits Oi and Oj for any i 6= j ∈ Z≥0 is homotopic relative to {α, ω}
to each other and that the union γi := {α, ω} ⊔ Oi ⊔ Oi+1 for any i ∈ Z≥0 bounds
an open disk Bi . Then the disjoint unions Bi ⊔ Oi+1 ⊔ Bi+1 are neighborhoods of
Oi+1 . By construction, any orbits intersecting some Bj are contained in Bj . Since
O1 , O2 ⊂ ω(x), we have that O(x) ∩ (B1 ∩ B2 ) 6= ∅ and O(x) ∩ (B2 ∩ B3 ) 6= ∅ and
so that O(x) ⊂ B2 . This implies that O3 ∩ ω(x) = ∅, which contradicts O3 ⊂ ω(x).
We claim that γ is a circuit. Indeed, let ∂ be another boundary component of A.
Cutting ∂, collapsing the new boundary components into singletons, and taking its
universal cover, we may assume that γ is the boundary of an open disk U obtained
from A in a simply connected Riemann surface. By Riemann mapping theorem,
there is a Riemann mapping ϕ : D → U from a unit open disk in a complex plane.
By Carathéodory-Torhorst theorem (see [29] and also Theorem 16.6 [21] for detail),
the local connectivity of the boundary ∂U = γ implies that ϕ extends continuously
to a map from the closed disk D onto U . This means that γ is a continuous image
of a circle and a boundary component of its collar A.

The previous lemma implies that a limit quasi-circuit is a generalization of a
limit circuit.
Corollary 4.4. Let v be a flow with finitely many singular points on a compact
connected surface S. Then a limit quasi-circuit corresponds to a limit circuit.
4.3. Reduction of Poincaré-Bendixson theorem for flows with finitely
many singular points. The reductions of quasi-Q-sets (Proposition 4.2) and of
quasi-circuits (Corollary 4.4) imply a proof of the following generalization of the
Poincaré-Bendixson theorem for a flow with finitely many singular points (see for
example [22]).
Corollary 4.5. Let v be a flow with finitely many fixed points on a compact surface
S. The ω-limit set of any non-closed orbit is one of the following exclusively:
(1) A singular point.
(2) A semi-attracting limit cycle.
(3) A semi-attracting non-periodic limit circuit.
(4) A locally dense Q-set.
(5) An exceptional Q-set.
5. Examples
We describe some ω-limit sets that appeared in Theorem A.
5.1. Quasi-Q-sets that are not Q-sets. We show that there are a toral flow vϕ
and a point z whose ω-limit set is a non-locally-dense quasi-Q-set but not a Q-set
such that Cl(vϕ ) 6= Ω(vϕ ), where Ω(vϕ ) is the non-wandering set of vϕ . Indeed,
consider a Denjoy diffeomorphism f : S1 → S1 with an exceptional minimal set M.
Let vf be the suspension of f on the torus T2 := (S1 × R)/(x, r) ∼ (f (x), r + 1) and
f the minimal set of vf . Fix a bump function ϕ : T2 → R≥0 with ϕ−1 (0) = M̂,
M
1
f
where M̂ := M∩(S
×{1/2}) is a lift of M. Using the bump function ϕ, replace the
f
minimal set M of vf with a union of singular points and separatrices of the resulting
f = Sing(vϕ ) ⊔{separatrix of vϕ }) such that Ovϕ (x) = Ov (x) and
flow vϕ (i.e. M
f
f for any point x ∈ T2 − M.
f Then T2 = Sing(vϕ ) ⊔ P(v)(vϕ )
ωv (x) = ωvϕ (x) = M
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ω(x)

x
Figure 9. An ω-limit set which is a non-locally-connected quasicircuit, which is neither the image of a circle nor a circuit.

Figure 10. A blow up flow box

Figure 11. Another blow up flow box
f = Ω(vϕ ), where P(v)(vϕ ) is the union of nonand Cl(vϕ ) = Sing(vϕ ) = M̂ 6= M
recurrent orbits of vϕ .
5.2. Quasi-circuit that is not circuits. There is a quasi-circuit that is not a
circuit such that it consists of two non-recurrent orbits and two closed intervals
contained in the singular point set as in Figure 9.
5.3. Non-locally connected subsets of singular points. There is a flow w with
an ω-limit set which consists of two non-recurrent orbits and a subset of Sing(w)
which is transversely a Cantor set as a set. Indeed, let be a non-recurrent orbit O
whose ω-limit set is an exceptional minimal set M in a Denjoy flow. Consider a
discontinuous flow whose singular point set is T2 − O and replace O with a flow
box as Figure 10. Then the resulting flow is desired.
There is a flow with an ω-limit set consisting of singular points which is transversely a Cantor set. Indeed, let be a non-recurrent orbit O whose ω-limit set is an
exceptional minimal set M in a Denjoy flow. Consider a trivial flow on T2 which
consists of singular points and replace O with a flow box which is a union of two flow
boxes as Figure 11. Note that the dotted center line is a subset of Sing(v). Then
the resulting toral flow is continuous such that the ω-limit set of a non-singular
point is M.
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no. 1, 1–88.
[5] G. D. Birkhoff, Dynamical systems, Vol. 9, American Mathematical Soc., 1927.
[6] N. Bourbaki, General topology: Chapters 1–4, Vol. 18, Springer Science & Business Media,
2013.
[7] T. Cherry, Topological properties of the solutions of ordinary differential equations, American
Journal of Mathematics 59 (1937), no. 4, 957–982.
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