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Hyperbolicity versus weak periodic orbits inside
homoclinic classes

Xiaodong Wang *

Abstract

We prove that, for C*-generic diffeomorphisms, if the periodic orbits contained in
a homoclinic class H(p) have all their Lyapunov exponents bounded away from 0,
then H (p) must be (uniformly) hyperbolic. This is in sprit of the works of the stability
conjecture, but with a significant difference that the homoclinic class H(p) is not known
isolated in advance, hence the “weak” periodic orbits created by perturbations near the
homoclinic class have to be guaranteed strictly inside the homoclinic class. In this sense
the problem is of an “intrinsic” nature, and the classical proof of the stability conjecture
does not pass through. In particular, we construct in the proof several perturbations
which are not simple applications of the connecting lemmas.

1 Introduction

1.1 Backgrounds and main results

We study in this paper a problem that is in sprit of the works of the stability conjec-
ture but with an “intrinsic” nature. Let M be a compact manifold without boundary, and
Diff* (M) be the space of C'-diffeomorphisms of M. Recall the stability conjecture formu-
lated by Palis and Smale claims that if a diffeomorphism f is structurally stable then it is
hyperbolic. Here a diffeomorphism f is called hyperbolic if the chain recurrent set R(f) of f
(see Definition [Z9)) is hyperbolic. A stronger version of the conjecture is to claim that if f
is 2-stable then it is hyperbolic. These two remarkable conjectures are solved by Mané [37]
and Palis [38], respectively.

During the long way of study of the stability conjectures, the attention was more and
more concentrated on periodic orbits of the (unperturbed) diffeomorphism f as well as its
perturbations g. Liao [35] and Mafé [36] raised independently a conjecture (more precisely,
a problem without a tentative answer), known as the star conjecture, stating that if f has
no, robustly, non-hyperbolic periodic orbits then it is hyperbolic. Being an assumption, the
star condition is clearly weaker than the (2-stability. Hence the star conjecture is regarded
another (strong) version of the stability conjecture. It is solved by Aoki and Hayashi [3] [32].
To compare more precisely with our Main Theorem below we state their results in a generic
version. Recall that if p is a periodic point with period 7 of a diffeomorphism f, and if
A1, A2, -+, Ag are the eigenvalues of Df7 (counted by multiplicity), then the d numbers

Xi = %log [Ail, 2 =1,---,d are called the Lyapunov exponents of Orb(p).
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Theorem 1.1 (Aoki and Hayashi). For a C'-generic f € Diff' (M), if f is not hyperbolic,

then there is a periodic orbit of f that has a Lyapunov exponent arbitrarily close to 0.

Now we state our main result. Recall that two hyperbolic periodic points are homoclin-
ically related if W*(Orb(p)) has non-empty transverse intersection with W*(Orb(gq)) and
W*(Orb(p)) has non-empty transverse intersection with W?*(Orb(q)). To be homoclinically
related is an equivalent relation, and the homoclinic class H(p) of a hyperbolic periodic
point p is the closure of the union of periodic orbits that are homoclinically related to p.
Two different homoclinic classes may intersect. Nevertheless by the result of [8], for C*-
generic diffeomorphisms, every homoclinic class is a maximal invariant compact set that is
chain transitive (see Definition 228)), hence they are pairwise disjoint. Homoclinic classes are
generally infinite in number, even for generic diffeomorphisms.

Main Theorem. For a C'-generic f € Diff* (M), if a homoclinic class H(p) of f is not
hyperbolic, then there is a periodic orbit of f that is homoclinically related to Orb(p) and
has a Lyapunov exponent arbitrarily close to 0.

Note that here the “weak” periodic orbit (the one with a Lyapunov exponent arbitrarily
close to 0) is homoclinically related to Orb(p), that is, is “inside” the homoclinic class H(p).
This is the main point of this paper. In fact, under the assumptions of the Main Theorem,
it is straightforward to prove (following the classical proof of the stability conjecture) that,
there must be a weak periodic orbit arbitrarily near H(p). In contrast, here the Main
Theorem claims there must be a weak periodic orbit not only near, but actually inside
H(p). Of course, if the homoclinic class H(p) is assumed to be isolated, then being “near”
will be equivalent to being “inside”. The point is that here H(p) is not known to be isolated
hence, at each step, the periodic orbits created by perturbations have to be guaranteed to lie
strictly inside the homoclinic class. It is in this sense we say the problem is of an “intrinsic”
nature, and the classical proof of the stability conjecture does not pass through.

There are some other results that concern whether the newly created periodic orbits
are inside or outside the homoclinic class, for instance [9, [14]. The lack of domination of
the homoclinic class yields periodic orbits having multiple Lyapunov exponents and weak
hyperbolicity ([9]) or allows to produce sinks or sources ([14]). The difference is that [9]
applies Franks-Gourmelon Lemma [30] (see also Lemma B4 in Section 3) to guarantee that
the newly created periodic orbits are still inside the homoclinic class, while [14] claims the
newly created sinks or sources are outside the initial class by producing an attracting or
repelling region. In our paper, we build new periodic orbits by mixing a hyperbolic periodic
orbit and a weak set, which has very weak hyperbolicity. The new periodic orbits have
weak hyperbolicity because they spend a long time close to the weak set. However, by the
property of hyperbolic periodic orbit, the amount of time that close to the initial periodic
orbit (which is chosen after the amount of time close to the weak set has been fixed) can
be any large number. Hence by choosing the amount of time properly, the hyperbolicity
of the new periodic orbits are still uniform in some sense. This is the reason that the new
periodic orbits are homoclinically related to the initial one. We have to connect first the
initial periodic orbit and the weak set by heteroclinic orbits through several perturbations.
The difficulty is that, the connection between the new periodic orbit and the homoclinic
class may be destroyed in any step of the process. To avoid this, we have to use the generic
properties to guarantee the perturbations to lie inside the homoclinic class.

There are other conjectures aimed to give a dichotomy of global dynamics. Recall that a
homoclinic tangency of a hyperbolic periodic point p is a non-transverse intersection between



W(p) and W#(p). A diffeomorphism is with a heterodimensional cycle if there are two hy-
perbolic periodic points p and g with different stable dimensions such that W*(p)nW%(q) # 0
and W (q) N W*(p) # 0. It is obvious that any diffecomorphism with either a tangency or a
heterodimensional cycle is not hyperbolic. Palis conjectured that these two phenomenons are
the only obstacles for hyperbolicity. More precisely, the union of hyperbolic diffeomorphisms
and diffeomorphisms with tangencies or heterodimensional cycles are dense in the space of
diffeomorphisms, see [39]. Based on the results afterwards, Bonatti and Diaz conjectured
that the union of diffeomorphisms that are hyperbolic and those with heterodimensional
cycles are dense in the space of diffeomorphisms, see [7, [I1]. There are many works related
to this subject, like [43] 19, 23] 22]. [43] solved this conjecture for dimension 2, and for higher
dimension, [19] 23] 22] got progress that far from homoclinic bifurcations, the systems has
some weak hyperbolicity (partially hyperbolic or essentially hyperbolic).

By the Franks’ lemma [26, [30], we can perturb weak periodic orbits to get periodic
orbits with different stable dimensions. But it is not clear whether these periodic orbits are
still contained in the non-hyperbolic homoclinic class after perturbation. Thus we have the
following conjecture, which is an intrinsic version of Palis conjecture for homoclinic classes.

Conjecture 1 ([7,9)). There is a residual subset R C Diff' (M), such that for all f € R,
if @ homoclinic class H(p) is not hyperbolic, then there is a periodic point ¢ € H(p), whose
stable dimension is different from that of p.

By [16], one can decompose the dynamics into pieces, and each piece is called a chain
recurrence class (see Definition ZI0). By [8], for C'-generic diffeomorphism, a chain re-
currence class is either a homoclinic class or contains no periodic point. We call a chain
recurrence class without periodic point an aperiodic class. Recall that a dominated splitting
E @ F on an invariant compact A set is an invariant splitting of T) M and the norm of D f
along FE is controlled by that along F', and A is partially hyperbolic if Tx M splits into three
bundles which is a dominated splitting such that the extremal bundles are hyperbolic and the
center bundle is neutral (see Definition 2.6). By [19} 23], for C''-generic diffeomorphisms far
from homoclinic bifurcations (or just homoclinic tangencies), an aperiodic class is partially
hyperbolic with center bundle of dimension 1. In [I0], they proved that if dim(M) > 3,
then there are an open set U of Diff'(M), and a residual subset V of U, such that any
g € V has infinitely many aperiodic classes, and each of them has no non-trivial dominated
splitting. We state here a conjecture by S. Crovisier for aperiodic classes, which implies
the non-existence of aperiodic classes for C'-generic diffeomorphisms far from homoclinic
bifurcations.

Conjecture 2 ([21]). Let A be an aperiodic class for a C'-generic diffeomorphism f, and
E* @ E° @ E" the dominated splitting such that E* (resp. E") is the mazimal uniformly
contracting (resp. expanding) sub-bundle. Then E° has dimension larger than or equal to 2
and does not admit a finer dominated splitting.

1.2 Main theorem restated

We give here a more general result rather than the main theorem. For a hyperbolic
periodic point p, denote by Ind(p) its stable dimension.

Theorem A. For C'-generic f € Diff! (M), assume that p is a hyperbolic periodic point of
f. If the homoclinic class H(p) has a dominated splitting Ty M = E @ F, with dimE <



Ind(p), such that the bundle E is not contracting, then there are periodic orbits in H(p) with
index dim(FE) that have the mazimal Lyapunov exponents along E arbitrarily close to 0.

Remark 1.2. If in the assumption of the Theorem A, dimFE = Ind(p), then the periodic
orbits O, = Orb(qy) obtained have the same index as p. Thus by the genericity assumption
and the item 4 of Lemma [Z.38, these periodic orbits O are homoclinically related with
Orb(p).

We give an explanation why Theorem A implies the main theorem. We assume that all
Lyapunov exponents of periodic orbits that are homoclinically related to Orb(p) are uni-
formly away from 0. Then by the genericity assumption, H(p) has a dominated splitting
ThpM = E® F, with dimE = Ind(p), (see [28] and Proposition 4.8 of [9]). By the conclu-
sion of Theorem A and the assumption of no existence of weak periodic orbits homoclinically
related to Orb(p), we get that the bundle E is contracting. With the same argument for
f~L, we get that the bundle F is expanding for f. Hence Ty M = E® F is a hyperbolic
splitting which is a contradiction to the assumption of the main theorem.

In [37], Mané introduced a very useful lemma (Theorem II.1) to get weak periodic orbits
under certain hypotheses. The statement is very technical and the original proof of Mané
is difficult, thus we will not state it here. Based on a modification of the proof of Mané,
Bonatti, Gan and Yang have a result for homoclinic classes, see [13].

Here we point out that, different from Theorem II.1 of [37] and the result of [13], there is
a genericity assumption in the main theorem and Theorem A. That is to say, the conclusion
of the main theorem is a perturbation result and may not be valid for all diffeomorphisms.
Thus one asks the following question naturally, whether the genericity assumption is essential
in the main theorem.

Question 1. Is there a homoclinic class H(p) for a diffeomorphism [ satisfying that all
the Lyapunov exponents of all periodic orbits homoclinically related to Orb(p) are uniformly
away from 0 but H(p) is not hyperbolic?

In some cases, we can give a positive answer to this question. In [45], Rios proved
that there is a diffeomorphism on the boundary of the set of hyperbolic diffeomorphisms on
surface, with a homoclinic class containing a tangency inside. Hence it is not hyperbolic
(it does not have a dominated splitting because of the existence of tangency). In [I5],
they proved that for this homoclinic class, all the Lyapunov exponents of all periodic orbits
contained in the class are uniformly away form 0. In fact, they proved more that all the
Lyapunov exponents of all ergodic measures are uniformly away from 0. Examples of non-
hyperbolic homoclinic classes with a dominated splitting can be found in like [I7], 24, [25]
44], but the homoclinic classes in these examples contain weak periodic orbits. For C?
diffeomorphisms on surfaces, by the conclusions of [44], one can not give a non-hyperbolic
homoclinic class with domination and without weak periodic orbits, which is unknown in
the C' dynamics. Hence we have the following question which is a stronger version of
Question [l

Question 2. Is there a non-hyperbolic homoclinic class H(p) with a non-trivial dominated
splitting for a diffeomorphism f satisfying that all the Lyapunov exponents of all periodic
orbits homoclinically related to Orb(p) are uniformly away from 07

1.3 Some applications of the main theorem

In this subsection, we give some applications whose proof will be given later.



1.3.1 Structural stability and hyperbolicity

Recall that a diffeomorphism f € Diff 1(M ) is structurally stable, if there is a C'! neigh-
borhood U of f, such that, for any g € U, there is a homeomorphism ¢ : M — M, satisfying
oo f = go¢. The orbital structure of a structurally stable diffeomorphism remains un-
changed under perturbations. Mané proved that the chain recurrent set of a structurally
stable diffeomorphism is hyperbolic, see [37]. Here we give a local version about this result.

It is known that a hyperbolic periodic point has a continuation. More precisely, for a
hyperbolic periodic point p of a diffeomorphism f with period 7, there is a neighborhood U
of Orb(p) and a C! neighborhood U of f, such that, for any g € U, the maximal invariant
compact set of g in U is a unique periodic orbit with period 7 and with the same index as p.
We denote this continuation of p by p, for such a diffeomorphism g, and denote the homo-
clinic class of py by H(p,). Thus we say that a homoclinic class H(p) of a diffeomorphism
f is structurally stable, if there is a C'* neighborhood U of f, such that, for any g € U, there
is a homeomorphism ¢ : H(p) — H(p,), satisfying ¢ o f|(p) = g © ¢|u(p), where py is the
continuation of p.

Question 3. Assume p is a hyperbolic periodic point for a diffeomorphism, if H(p) is
structurally stable, then is it hyperbolic?

There are many works related to this question, see for example [28] [46] 53], [51]. In [53]
and [51], they prove that structural stability implies hyperbolicity for the chain recurrence
class and the homoclinic class respectively of a hyperbolic periodic point, under the hypoth-
esis that the diffeomorphism is far away from tangency, or that the stable or the unstable
dimension of this periodic point is 1. With the conclusion of the main theorem, we can give
a complete answer to Question

Corollary 1.3. Assume f is a diffeomorphism in Diﬁl(M) and p is a hyperbolic periodic
point of f. If the homoclinic class H(p) is structurally stable, then H(p) is hyperbolic.

1.3.2 Partial hyperbolicity

Next result is that for a homoclinic class with a dominated splitting of a C!-generic dif-
feomorphism, if the dimensions of the two bundles in the splitting satisfy certain hypotheses,
then the splitting is a partially hyperbolic splitting (at least one bundle is hyperbolic).

Corollary 1.4. For C'-generic f € Diff' (M), if a homoclinic class H(p) has a dominated
splitting TypyM = E © F, such that dim(E) is smaller than the smallest index of periodic
orbits contained in H(p), then the bundle E is contracting. Symmetrically, if dim(E) is
larger than the largest index of periodic orbits contained in H(p), then the bundle F is
expanding.

As another consequence of the main theorem, we can give a proof of Theorem 1.1 (2)
in [23] with a different argument. More precisely, we can prove that for a C'-generic diffeo-
morphism far from tangency, a homoclinic class has a partially hyperbolic splitting whose
center bundle splits into 1-dimensional subbundles, and the Lyapunov exponents of the pe-
riodic orbits along each the center subbundle can be arbitrarily close to 0. Denote HT the
set of diffeomorphisms of Diff* (M) that exhibit a tangency.

Corollary 1.5 ([23]). For C'-generic f € Diff' (M) \ HT, a homoclinic class H(p) has a
partially hyperbolic splitting Ty, M = E*© E{ @ - - & E; & E" such that each of the center



subbundles Ef is neither contracting nor expanding and dim(Ef) = 1, for all i =1,--- k.
Moreover, the minimal index of periodic points contained in H(p) is dim(E?®) or dim(E®)+1,
and symmetrically, the mazimal index of periodic points contained in H(p) is d — dim(E™)
ord—dim(E%)—1. For eachi=1,---  k, there exist periodic orbits contained in H(p) with
arbitrarily long periods with a Lyapunov exponent along Ef arbitrarily close to 0.

1.3.3 Lyapunov stable homoclinic classes

Recall that an invariant compact set A C M is Lyapunov stable for f, if for any neigh-
borhood U of A, there is another neighborhood V' of A, such that f™(V) C U for all n > 0.
We say that A is bi-Lyapunov stable, if A is both Lyapunov stable for f and for f~1.

The following results are about C'-generic Lyapunov stable homoclinic classes. First,
for C'-generic Lyapunov stable homoclinic classes, we can get a similar conclusion of Corol-
lary [[4] under a weaker hypothesis.

Corollary 1.6. For C'-generic f € Diff' (M), if a homoclinic class H(p) is Lyapunov stable
and has a dominated splitting Ty ,yM = E © F such that dim(FE) is larger than or equal to
the largest index of periodic orbits contained in H(p), then the bundle F is expanding.

With the conclusion of Corollary [I.G] we can give a positive answer to Conjecture [ for
bi-Lyapunov stable homoclinic classes.

Corollary 1.7. For Cl-generic f € Diffl(M), where M is connected, if a homoclinic class
H(p) is bi-Lyapunov stable, then we have:

— either H(p) is hyperbolic, hence H(p) = M and f is Anosov,

— or f can be C* approzimated by diffeomorphisms that have a heterodimensional cycle.

From [23] (or Corollary[LH), we know that for C'-generic diffeomorphisms far away from
tangencies, a homoclinic class has a partially hyperbolic splitting with all central bundles
dimension 1. We have the following result about the index of periodic orbits for Lyapunov
stable homoclinic classes. It is a direct corollary of Corollary and we omit the proof.

Corollary 1.8. For C'-generic f € Diff'(M)\HT, if a homoclinic class H(p) is Lyapunov
stable and assume TgyyM = E° © E{ © --- © Ej; ® E" is the partially hyperbolic splitting,
then the largest index of periodic points contained in H(p) equals d — dim(E*).

1.4 Propositions for the proof of Theorem A

To prove Theorem A, we will use the following three propositions. Proposition[]tells that
for any hyperbolic periodic orbit Orb(p) and any invariant compact set K of a diffeomor-
phism f linked by heteroclinic orbits, we can get a periodic orbit that spends a given propor-
tion of time close to Orb(p) and K by arbitrarily C'! small perturbation. In the whole paper,
we denote by Orb™ (x, f) (resp. Orb™ (z, f)) the positive (resp. negative) f-orbit of the point
z, ie. Orb™(xz, f) = {x, f(2), f?(x), -} (vesp. Orb™(z, f) = {z, f*(z), f2(x),---}). If

there is no misunderstanding, we just denote it by Orb™(z) (resp. Orb™(z)) for simplicity.

Proposition 1. Let f € Diff* (M). Consider a hyperbolic periodic point p and an invariant
compact set K, satisfying that all periodic points contained in K are hyperbolic and p ¢ K.
Assume moreover that there are two points x and y, satisfying that:

— xz € W% (p) and w(x) N K # 0,



—yeW?(p) and a(y) = K.
Then for any neighborhood U of f in Diff' (M), any neighborhood U, of Orb(p), and any
neighborhood Uk of K, there are two integers | and ng, such that, for any integer Tk,

1. there s h € U such that:
— h coincides with f outside Uk,
— the point y is on the positive orbit of x under h,
— #(Orb(x,h) NUk) > Tk and #((Orb(z, ) \ (Ux UU,)) < no.
2. for any m € N, there is h,, € U such that:
— hum, coincides with h on Orb(p) and outside U,
— hum has a periodic orbit O, satisfying O \ Up = (Orb(z, h)) \ Up, and #(ONU,) €
{{+mr,l+mr+1,--- I+ (m+1)7—1}.

Remark 1.9. (1) It is easy to see that if we take Ux small enough, then h coincides with
f on Orb(p) UOrb™ (z) U Orb™ (y).

(2) For the diffeomorphism h, the point x (also y) is a homoclinic point of the periodic
orbit Orb(p).

(3) It is obvious that, in the settings of the proposition, if we change “w(x) N K # 0 and
aly) = K7 to “a(y) N K #0 and w(x) = K7, the conclusion still holds.

Proposition 2] and B are in some sense doing an asymptotic connecting process from a
point to an invariant compact set. Proposition [ tells that if the closure of the unstable
manifold W*(p) of a hyperbolic periodic point p intersects an invariant compact set K, then
by an arbitrarily small perturbation, one can obtain a point which belongs to the unstable
manifold of p and whose positive limit set is contained in K. Moreover, the perturbation
will not change certain pieces of orbit. In fact, the first property can be obtained from the
proof of Proposition 10 in [I§], but the second property is not a direct consequence.

Proposition 2 (A modified case of Proposition 10 in [I8]). Let f € Diff'(M). Consider
an invariant compact set K which contains no non-hyperbolic periodic point and a point
x € M with a(x) C K. Assume p is a hyperbolic periodic point satisfying that p ¢ K and
We(p) N K # (.
Then for any neighborhood U of f in Diffl(M), there is a diffeomorphism g € U, satisfying
the following properties:

1. g coincides with f on Orb(p) U K;

2. g and Dg coincides with f and D f respectively on Orb™ (x), hence a(x,g) C K;

3. there is a point y € W*(p, g), such that w(y,g) C K.

In the assumptions of the above two propositions, the point and invariant compact sets
are linked by true orbits. However, Proposition [3 deals with the case that they are linked
by pseudo-orbits which is more complicated. We use the techniques of [8| [1§].

Proposition 3. Assume fo is a diffeomorphism in Diﬁl(M). For any neighborhood U of
fo in Diff* (M), there are a smaller neighborhood U’ of fo with U’ C U and an integer T,
with the following properties.
For any diffeomorphism f € U', considering an invariant compact set K, a positively invari-
ant compact set X and a point z € X, suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:
— all periodic orbits contained in K are hyperbolic,
— all periodic orbits contained in X with period less than T are hyperbolic,



— for any € > 0, there is an e-pseudo-orbit contained in X connecting z to K,
then for any neighborhood U of X \ K and for any v > 0, there is a diffeomorphism g € U,
such that: glanu = flanw and w(z,g) C K. Moreover, the C° distance between g and f is
smaller than ~.

Remark 1.10. (1) Proposition[d is not a direct corollary of Proposition[3, because we wish
to keep the negative orbit of a point that accumulates to the invariant compact set unchanged
after perturbation in Proposition [2.

(2) In Proposition[3, we can see that X N K # 0. Thus X \ K is not a compact set and
we have that U N K # (), where U is the neighborhood of X \ K.

1.5 Organization of the paper.

In Section Bl we give some basic definitions and well-known results that we will use in
the proof. In Section [Bl we give a slightly different version (Theorem B) of Theorem A,
and we prove Theorem A using Theorem B. Later, we give the proof of Theorem B from
Propositions 1, 2 and 3 in Section 4l The proofs of Proposition 1, 2 and 3 will be given in
Section [, [6] and [ respectively. At last, we give the proofs of the applications of the main
theorem in Section [§

2 Preliminary

In this section, we give some definitions and some well-known results. Denote by
Diff! (M) the space of C'-diffeomorphisms of M.

2.1 Hyperbolicity and dominated splitting

Definition 2.1. Assume that f is a diffeomorphism in Diff! (M), A is an invariant compact
set of f and E is a D f-invariant subbundle of TAy M. We say that the bundle E is (C,\)-
contracting if there are constants C' > 0 and X € (0, 1), such that

IDf" @l < CA™,

for all z € A and all n > 1. And we say that E is (C, A)-ezpanding if it is (C, X)-contracting
with respect to f~!. If the tangent bundle of A has an invariant splitting TAM = E* @ E*,
such that, E° is (C, A)-contracting and E* is (C, \)-expanding for some constants C' > 0
and A € (0,1), then we call A a hyperbolic set and dim(E*) the index of the hyperbolic
splitting. If a periodic orbit Orb(p) is a hyperbolic set, then we call p a hyperbolic periodic
point, and the dimension of the contracting bundle E* in the hyperbolic splitting is called
the indez of p, denoted by Ind(p).

Definition 2.2. For any point € M and any number § > 0, we define the local stable set
and local unstable set of x of size § respectively as follows:

Wi (z) ={y:Yn > 0,d(f"(z), f"(y)) < d; and lim, 1o d(f"(2), " (y)) = 0}

Wit(x) ={y : Vn =2 0,d(f " (2), f~"(y)) < 6; and limp o0 d(f"(x), 7" (y)) = 0}

We define the stable set and unstable set of x respectively as follows:

We(z) = {y : limy 100 d(f" (@), f"(y)) = 0}

W (z) = {y : limp 400 d(f 7" (2), f7"(y)) = O}.



Remark 2.3. (1) It is obuvious that, for any § > 0, we have
W (z) = Unzof " (W5 (f"(2)))

and
W(x) = Unzo f" (W (£ (2))).

(2) To belong to a same stable set is an equivalent relation, thus two stable sets either
coincide or are disjoint with each other. The same holds for the unstable set.

For hyperbolic sets, the (local) stable (resp. unstable) set has the following properties,
see for example [33].

Lemma 2.4. Assume A is an invariant compact set of f. If A is hyperbolic and TAM =
ES®E"Y is the hyperbolic splitting, then there is a number § > 0, such that, for any x € A, the
local stable (resp. unstable) set W3 (x) (resp. Wi'(z)) is an embedded disk with dimension
dim(E?®) (resp. dim(E™)) and is tangent to E* (resp. E") at x. Moreover, the stable (resp.
unstable) set W#(zx) (resp. W¥(x)) of x is an immersed submanifold of M.

Definition 2.5. Assume that f is a diffeomorphism in Diffl(M) and p,q € M are two
hyperbolic periodic points of f. We say p and ¢ are homoclinically related and denote the
relation by p ~ g, if W*(Orb(p)) has non-empty transverse intersections with W?*(Orb(q)),
and W?*(Orb(p)) has non-empty transverse intersections with W*(Orb(g)), denoted by
W*(Orb(p)) th W#(Orb(q)) # @ and W*(Orb(p)) m W*(Orb(q)) # 0. We call the clo-
sure of the set of periodic orbits homoclinically related to Orb(p) the homoclinic class of p
and denote it by H(p, f) or H(p) for simplicity.

Definition 2.6. Let f € Diff'(M). An invariant compact set A of M is said to have an
(m, X)-dominated splitting, if the tangent bundle has a D f-invariant splitting TAM = EQ F
and there are an integer m and a constant A € (0,1) such that

IDf™ e@ll - [Df ™ p(pma)ll < A

We call dim(FE) the index of the dominated splitting. Moreover, we say A has a partially
hyperbolic splitting, if the tangent bundle has an invariant splitting TAM = E° & E° & EY,
such that the two splittings (F* @ E€) @ E* and E°* @ (E° @ E“) are both dominated
splittings and, moreover, the bundle E?® is contracting, the bundle E" expanding and the
central bundle F° is neither contracting nor expanding.

Remark 2.7. We point out here that if an invariant compact set A has two dominated
splittings TAM = E1 @ Fy = Ey ® Fy such that dim(Ey) < dim(Fy), then we have Ey C Es.
Hence two dominated splittings on an invariant compact set with the same index would
coincide.

By [29], there is always an adapted metric for a dominated splitting, that is to say, an
(m, A)-dominated splitting is a (1, A)-dominated splitting by considering a metric equivalent
to the original one. Also, it is obvious that an (m,\)-dominated splitting is always an
(mN, \)-dominated splitting for any positive integer N.



2.2 Recurrence

We give some definitions of recurrence.

Definition 2.8. For a diffeomorphism f € Diff* () and a number ¢ > 0, we call a sequence
of points {x;}2_, of M an e-pseudo orbit of f, if d(f(z;),zir1) < € foranyi = a,a+1,--- ,b—
1, where —0o < a < b < co. An invariant compact set K is called a chain transitive set, if
for any € > 0, there is a periodic e-pseudo-orbit contain in K and e-dense in K.

Definition 2.9. Assume f e Diff?! (M). We say a point y is chain attainable from z, if
for any number £ > 0, there is an e-pseudo orbit of f (zg,x1, - ,x,) such that zg = x
and z, = y, and we denote it by = - y. The chain recurrent set of a diffeomorphism
f € Diff' (M), denoted by R(f), is the set of the points z such that = is chain attainable
from itself.

It is well-known that the chain recurrent set R(f) of f can be decomposed into a disjoint
union of invariant compact ”undecomposable” sets. More precisely, we give the definition
as the following.

Definition 2.10. Assume f € Diffl(M). For any two points z,y € M, denote x ~ y if x
is chain attainable from y and y is chain attainable from z. Obviously ~ is an equivalent
relation on R(f), and an equivalent class of ~ is called a chain recurrence class.

Definition 2.11. Assume f € Diff' (M) and A is an invariant compact set of f. We say that
A is shadowable, if for any & > 0, there is § > 0, such that for any -pseudo orbit {z;}2_, C A
of f, where —0o < a < b < oo, there is a point y € M, such that d(fi(y),z;) < ¢ for all
a<i<hb.

Now we give another definition of a relation, which is denoted by <.

Definition 2.12. Assume f is a diffeomorphism in Diff* (M) and W is an open set of M.
For any two points z,y € M, we denote x < y if for any neighborhood U of x and any
neighborhood V' of y, there are a point z € M and an integer n > 1, such that z € U and
f™(z) € V. We denote x <y y if for any neighborhood U of x and any neighborhood V of y,
there is a piece of orbit (z, f(2),-- -, f"(2)) contained in W such that z € U and f"(z) € V.
Moreover, let K be a compact set of M, then we denote < K (resp.  <w K) if there is
a point y € K, such that <y (resp.  <w y).

For the relation <, we have the following result, whose proof is similar to the proof of
Lemma 6 in [I8].

Lemma 2.13. Assume that K is an invariant compact set. Then for any two neighborhoods
Us C Uy of K and any point y € Uy satisfying y <u, K, there is a point y' € Us, such that
y <u, ¥ <u, K and the positive orbit of y' is contained in Us.

It is obvious that < y implies 4 y, but the two relations are not equivalent. In [§],
they have proved that for generic diffeomorphisms, the two relations are equivalent.

Lemma 2.14 ([8]). For generic diffeomorphism f € Diftf' (M), if x 4y, then x < y.
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2.3 Pliss points and weak sets

Definition 2.15. Assume that A is an invariant compact set of a diffeomorphism f in
Diff' (M) and F is an invariant sub-bundle of Ty M. For a constant A € (0,1), we call z € A
an (m, \)-E-Pliss point, if for any integer n > 0, we have

n—1
LT 1D ™ mpm @yl < A™
1=0

Particularly, if m = 1, we call = a A-E-Pliss point for short.

Remark 2.16. It is not difficult to see that, if {x;} is a sequence of A\-E-Pliss points, then
any limit point y of the sequence is also a A-E-Pliss point.

Definition 2.17. Consider a diffecomorphism f € Diff* (M), an invariant compact set K of
f, an invariant sub-bundle E of Tk M, an integer m and a constant A € (0,1). We say that
K is an (m, \)-E-weak set, if for any point « € K, there is an integer n,, such that

nge—1

IT D™ s g @l > A=
=0

We denote N, the smallest integer that satisfies the above inequality. Particularly, if m = 1,
we call K a A-FE-weak set for short.

Remark 2.18. If K is an (m, \)-E-weak set, by the compactness of K, we can see that
N, is bounded by an integer Ng for oll x € K. Also from the definition, we can see that
an invariant compact set K is an (m, \)-E-weak set if and only if K does not contain any
(m, \)-E-Pliss point.

One can obtain Pliss points by the following lemma given by V. Pliss, see [40, [43].

Lemma 2.19 (Pliss lemma). Assume that A is an invariant compact set of a diffeomorphism
fin Diﬁl(M) and E is an invariant sub-bundle of TaM. For any two numbers 0 < A\; <
Ao < 1, we have:

1. There are a positive integer N = N (A1, Ao, f) and a number ¢ = ¢(A1, A, f) such that
for any x € A and any number n > N, if

n—1
H IDflerial < A",

i=0

then there are 0 < mqp < ng < -+- < ny < n such that I > cn, and, for any j=1,---,1
and any k =n; +1,--- ,n,

k—1
[T IDf1eeian |l < 22"

=Ny

2. For any point x € A, and any integer m, if for all n > m,

n—1
H IDflegiall < M7,
=0

11



then there is an infinite sequence 0 < ny < ng < ---, such that

k—1

LT 1D mesimll < 2™,

i:nj
forallk >n; and all j =1,2,---.

Corollary 2.20. For a diffeomorphism f € Diﬁl(M) and an f-invariant continuous bundle
E CTaAM of an invariant compact set A, we have that, for any x € A:
1. If x is an (m, \)-E-Pliss point, then there is a point y € w(x), such that y is also a
(m, \)-E-Pliss point.
2. If for any y € w(x), there is an integer n, € N, such that

ny—1

LT 1IDS™mpimapll <A™,
=0

then for any N € (\, 1), there are infinitely many (m, \')-E-Pliss points on Orb™ ().

Proof. By considering the diffeomorphism f™ instead of f, we can assume that m = 1. The
proof of the general case is similar.

(1) By item 2 of Pliss lemma, for any A’ € (A, 1), there are infinitely many \'-E-Pliss
points on Orb+(:v). Take a limit point of these \-E-Pliss points, denote it by )/, then
yn € w(x) is a N'-E-Pliss point. We take a sequence of numbers (A, ),>1 such that A\, € (A, 1)
and A\, — A when n goes to infinity. Then for any n > 1, there is a \,-E-Pliss point
Y, € w(z). Taking a subsequence if necessary, we assume (y», )n>1 converges to a point
y € w(z). Then y is a A\,-E-Pliss point for any n > 1. Since A, — A, the point y is a
A-FE-Pliss point.

(2) By the compactness of w(z), there is an integer N, such that n, < N for any y € w(z).
There is a constant C' > 0, such that, for any y € w(x), we have ¥Yn > 0

n—1

H IDflecriyll < CA™.

i=0
Take a constant X' € (A, 1). Take three constants A\; < Ay < A3 contained in (A, \'). There
is N € N, such that CA" < A} for any n > N. There is ¢ > 0, such that, for any two

D i, .
points z1,x2 € A, if d(f(x1), f(x2)) < &, then w < i—f, foralli=0,1,---,N. By

considering an iterate of = instead of =, we can assume that dz (Orb™ (z),w(x)) < €, where
dp(-,-) is the Hausdorff distance. Then for any n > 1, we have

nN

. A nN .
[TIDf1¢ @yl < (CAY) = <N,
A1

=0

There is T > 0, such that, for any k > T, we have NiN|Df|7 < XN for all j =
0,1,---,N — 1. Then for any n > TN, assume n = kN + j, where 0 < j < N, we have

n kN
111Df1 5 @)l < (H'DﬂE(fi(m))') IDFII7 < ANIIDFIT < A5
=0 =0

12



Then by item 2 of Pliss lemma, there are infinitely many (1, \')-E-Pliss points on Orb™ ().
O

Definition 2.21. Assume that A is an invariant compact set of a diffeomorphism f in
Diff'(M) and E is an invariant sub-bundle of TAM. We call two (m, \)-E-Pliss points
(f™(z), f'(x)) on a single orbit consecutive (m,\)-E-Pliss points, if n < [ and for all n <
k <1, f¥(z) is not a (m, \)-E-Pliss point. Furthermore, if there is a dominated splitting
TAM =E®F on A, we call z € A an (m, \)-bi-Pliss point, if it is an (m, \)-E-Pliss point
for f and an (m, \)-F-Pliss point for f~1.

For Pliss-points, we have the following lemma. The techniques of the proof can be found
in many papers, for example [43].

Lemma 2.22. Assume A is an invariant compact set of a diffeomorphism f € Diffl(M)
with an (m, \?)-dominated splitting TAM = E® F. Let x € A and {z;}i>0 be a sequence of
points contained in A. We have that, for any X' € (A, 1):
1. If a sequence of consecutive (m, \')-E-Pliss points (f™ (x;), f''(x;))i>0 satisfies that
li — n; — +o0, then, any limit point y of the sequence (f'(x;)) is a (m, \')-bi-Pliss
point.
2. If there are both (m,\')-E-Pliss points for f on Orb*(x) and (m, \')-F-Pliss points
for f=1 on Orb™ (x), then there is at least one (m, \')-bi-Pliss point on Orb(z).
3. If x € A is an (m, N')-E-Pliss point and there are no other (m, \')-E-Pliss points on
Orb™(z), then x is also an (m, \)-F-Pliss point for f~1. Thus z is an (m, \')-bi-Pliss
point.

We have the following selecting lemma of Liao to get weak periodic orbits (see [34], [49]).

Lemma 2.23 (Liao’s selecting lemma). Assume f € Diff'(M). Consider an invariant
compact set A with a non-trivial (m, \)-dominated splitting TaAM = E® F, and Ao € (A, 1),
suppose that the following two conditions are satisfied:

— There is a point b € A, such that, for all n > 1, we have:

n—1

TP syl > 1.
i=0
— For any invariant compact subset K ; A, there is an (m, Ag)-E-Pliss point x € K.
Then for any neighborhood U of A, for any A1 < Ae contained in (No, 1), there is a periodic
orbit Orb(q) C U with period 7(q) a multiple of m, such that, for allm =1,--- ,7(q)/m, the
following two inequalities are satisfied:

n—1
LT 1D B @pll < A",
1=0

and
7(q)/m—1

IT 1D legim @l = 2m@m=et,

i=n—1

Particularly, one can find a sequence of periodic points that are homoclinic related with each
other and converges to a point in A. Similar assertions for F hold with respect to f=1.
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2.4 Perturbation techniques

Consider a diffeomorphism f and a neighborhood U of f in Diff' (M). For a perturbation
J1 €U of f,if there is an open set U C M such that fi[ynv = f[anv, then U is called the
perturbation neighborhood of fi. Consider two perturbations fi and fy of f with disjoint
perturbation neighborhoods U; and U, respectively. In general, the diffeomorphism g, where
glanwuusy = flanw,uws) and glu, = filu, for @ = 1,2, is not contained in ¢ any more.
However, there is a basis of neighborhoods U of f, such that if the element of U is of the
form f o ¢ with ¢ € V, where V is a C! neighborhood of Id, then V satisfies the following
property (F), see Section 2 of [42].

Definition 2.24 (Property (F)). Assume V is a C! neighborhood of Id. We say V satisfies
the property (F), if for any perturbations ¢ and ¢’ of Id in V with disjoint perturbation
neighborhoods, the composed perturbation ¢ o ¢’ is still in V.

We give some tools for C'-perturbation. The first one is the famous Hayashi’s connecting
lemma, see [31], 50].

Theorem 2.25 (Connecting lemma). Assume that f is a diffeomorphism in Diff* (M). For
any C* neighborhood U of f in Diffl(M), there is an integer N € N, satisfying the following
properties:

Assume z € M is not a periodic point of period less than or equal to N. Then for any
neighborhood U, of z, there is a smaller neighborhood V, C U, of z, such that, for any
two points & and y that are outside A = Jyc;<n_1 fU(U,), if there are two positive integer
ng and ny, such that f=(x) € V, and f~™(y) € V., then there are a diffeomorphism
g € U and a positive integer m such that g™ (x) =y and g = [ outside A. Moreover, the
piece of orbit {z,g(x), - ,g™(x) = y} is contained in the set {z, f(x), -+, f"(x)} UAU
{y, F7Yy), -+, f7™ (y)} and the number m is no more than n, + n,.

Theorem deals with a single diffeomorphism and a given neighborhood. Below we
give a uniform version that is valid in a neighborhood of a diffeomorphism, see [48]. We point
out that Theorem [2.25lis a corollary of Theorem 2260 We put the two theorems here because
in the proof of Proposition 1 and Proposition 2, we only need to apply Theorem 2.25] and
the notation is more simple. Theorem [2.20]is applied in the proof of Theorem B in Section 4]
and in the proof of Proposition 3 in Section [7

Theorem 2.26 (A uniform connecting lemma, Theorem A of [48]). Assume that f is a
diffeomorphism in Diff' (M). For any C* neighborhood U of f in Diff* (M), there are three
numbers p > 1, 69 > 0 and N € N, together with a C' neighborhood Uy C U of f in
Diff* (M), that satisfy the following property:

For any fi € U, any point z € M and any number 0 < & < dg, as long as the N
balls (fi(B(z,6)))o<i<n-1 are pairwise disjoint and each is of size smaller than &y (that
is to say, fi(B(z,6)) C B(fi(z),00)), then for any two points x and y that are outside
the set A = Uycicn_1 J1(B(2,9)), if there are two positive integers n, and n, such that

T (x) € B(2,8/p) and f; " (y) € B(z,6/p), then there are a diffeomorphism g € U
and a positive integer m such that g™ (x) = y and g = f1 outside A. Moreover, the
piece of orbit {z,g(x), -+, g™ (x) = y} is contained in the set {x, fi(x), -+, f{"(x)} UAU
{y, f7 W), -, f1 ™ ()} and the number m is no more than ng +n,.
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To control the perturbing neighborhood when connecting two points that are close, we
have the following lemma, see [5].

Lemma 2.27 (Basic perturbation lemma). For any neighborhood U of a diffeomorphism
fe Diffl(M), there are two numbers 8 > 1 and ro > 0 satisfying: for any two points
x,y € M contained in a ball B(z,r), where r < rq, there is a diffeomorphism g € U, such
that g(z) = f(y), and g coincides with f outside the ball B(z,0 - ).

Definition 2.28. For a chart ¢ : V — R? of M, we call a set C C V a cube of ¢ if p(C)
is the image of [—a,a]? by a translation of R?. Here a is called the radius of the cube. If a

cube C’ C V is of radius (1 + €)a and ¢(C”) is of the same center of ¢(C), we also denote
by C' = (1+¢)C.

Definition 2.29. Consider a chart ¢ : V — R%. A tiled domain according to the chart of
@ is an open set U C V and a family C of cubes of ¢ (called tiles of domain), such that:

1. the interior of the tiles are pairwise disjoint;
2. the union of all tiles of C equals to U;
3. the geometry of the tiling is bounded, i.e.

— the number of tiles around each point is uniformly bounded (by 27), that is to say,
there is a neighborhood for each point that meets at most 2¢ tiles,

— for any two pairs (C, C") of intersecting tiles, the rate of their diameters is uniformly
bounded (by 2).

By a standard construction, any open set U C V can be tiled according to the coordinates
of ¢ (e.g. [820)).

Definition 2.30. Assume f € Diff'(M). Consider a neighborhood U C Diff* (M) and a
number N. A tiled domain (U,C) is called a perturbation domain of order N of (f,U), if
the following properties are satisfied.

1. U is disjoint from its IV first iterates of f.

2. For any finitely many sequence of pairs of points {(z;,y:)}1<i<; in U, such that for
any ¢ = 1,2,--- 1, the points z; and y; are contained in the same tile of C, then there
exist:

— a diffeomorphism g € U, that coincides with f outside (Jy,;«n_; f*(U),
— a strictly increasing sequence 1 = ng < ny < --- < ng < [, such that gV (z,,) =
fN(yni+171) for any 1 7£ ka and gN(:Enk) = fN(yl)'
The union Jyc;«p_; f*(U) is called the support of the perturbation domain (U,C) and
denoted by supp(U).

Definition 2.31. A pseudo-orbit (zg, 21, -, ;) is said to keep the tiles of a perturbation
domain (U,C) of order N of (f,U), if the intersection of the pseudo-orbit and supp(U) is
a union of segments xn,,Tn,+1, - ,Zn,+N—1 of the form that z,, € U and for any j =
1,2,-++ N — 1, 2y, 45 = f?(yn;), where y,, is a point contained in the same tile of C as
Zn,. A pseudo-orbit (zg,x1, - ,xy) is said to have jumps only in tiles of a perturbation
domain (U,C) of order N of (f,U), if it keeps the tiles and for any x; ¢ supp(U), we have
Zit1 = f(x;). For a family of perturbation domains (Uy,Ck)r>0 of order Ny of (f,Uy) with
disjoint support, we say that a pseudo-orbit (zo, 1, - ,x;) has jumps only in tiles of the
perturbation domains (U, Ck)k>0, if it keeps the tiles of the perturbation domains and for
any x; ¢ |J, supp(Uy), we have x;11 = f(z;).
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By the proof of connecting lemma in [6], the perturbation domain always exists (see also
Théoreme 2.1 of [§] and Théoreme 3.3 of [20]).

Theorem 2.32 (Another statement of the connecting lemma). For any neighborhood U of
f, there is an integer N > 1, and for all point p € M, there is a chart ¢ : V. — R¢ such
that any tiled domain (U, C) according to ¢ disjoint from its N first iterates is a perturbation
domain of order N for (f,U).

From the definitions above, we can get the following lemma easily.

Lemma 2.33 (Lemme 2.3 of [8]). For a family of disjoint perturbation domains (Uy,Cy) of
order Ny of (f,Uy) with disjoint support, if there is a pseudo-orbit (p = po, 1, ,Pm = q)
that has only jumps in the tiles of (Ug,Ck)r>0 and po,pm & Ur U --- U fNe=1(U) for all
k > 0, then for any i, there is g; € U; and a new pseudo-orbit (p = pp,--- ,pr,, = q) of
gi that has only jumps in the tiles of domains (Ug,Ck)r>0kzi- Moreover, g; = f outside
Ui U U SN and {phy o pl} \ (T3 U U fNI(00) C {po,prse o}, and
m' < m.

2.5 Topological towers

In this subsection, we introduce two lemmas of [8] that are useful to get a true orbit by
perturbing a pseudo-orbit. These two lemmas are the key tools in the proof of Proposition [Bl
First we give the following lemma to choose perturbation neighborhoods. In fact, it is a
generalized result of Lemme 3.7 of [§], but one can get the conclusion from the proof in [§].

Lemma 2.34. There is a constant kq > 0 (which only depends on the dimension d of M)
satisfying the following property.
Consider a diffeomorphism f € Diff'(M) and an integer T > 0. Assume that W' and V'
are two compact d-dimensional sub-manifolds with boundary, satisfying V' is disjoint from
its kqT' first iterates. Then for any neighborhood Uy of W' and any neighborhood Uy of V',
there is an open set S, such that:

1V Ui 1)
2. S=WUYV where W and V satisfy the following:
— W andV are two compact d-dimensional sub-manifolds with boundary;
— W'CcWcCcWCU;
— V is contained in U U f(Ux)U- - -U fraT(Uy) and disjoint from its T first iterates.
— T =
— wn (Ui:—T f1(v)) = 0.

Remark 2.35. (1) We point out here that, the two sets W' and V' in Lemma[2.3]) corre-
spond to U and V respectively in Lemme 3.7 of [§]. Lemme 3.7 of [§] assumes more that
W' is disjoint from its T first iterates, and in the conclusion the set W UV is disjoint from
its T first iterates. Moreover, the statement of Lemme 3.7 of [8] does not involve the two
neighborhoods Uy and Us. But the proof of Lemme 8.7 of [8] gives all the information stated
in Lemma[2.5]), see [8, Page 61-62].

(2) In Lemma[2.5)), if we assume more that W' is disjoint with its first T' iterates where
T' < T, then by taking Uy small enough, we can obtain that W is disjoint from its T' first
iterates, and the union W UV is also disjoint from its T first iterates.
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Then, we give a lemma of [8] for the construction of what they called topological tower
(see Théoreme 3.1 and Corollaire 3.1 in [§]). Denote by Pery(f) the set of periodic orbits
with period less than T

Lemma 2.36 (Topological tower). There is a constant kq > 0 (which only depends on the
dimension d of M ), such that, for any T € N, any constant § > 0, any compact set K of
f € Diff 1(M ) that does not contain any non-hyperbolic periodic orbits with periods less than
kgT and any neighborhood U of K, there exist an open set V and a compact set D C V,
satisfying the following properties:

1. The closure of V is a compact d-dimensional sub-manifold with boundary.

2. For any point x € K with © & Upepery sy W5 (p), there is n > 0, such that f"(z) €

Int(D).
3. The sets V, f(V), -+, f1(V) are pairwise disjoint.
4. The set V is contained in UU f(U)U---U fraT(U).

Moreover, the diameter of all connected components of V' can be arbitrarily small.

Remark 2.37. (1) In [§], Théoréme 3.1 is stated for an invariant compact set K, and the
items 1 and 4 in the conclusion of Lemma[Z36 are not stated. But from the proof (see [8,
Page 62-63]), we can see that the conclusion is also true for non-invariant compact sets and
also the items 1 and 4 are true.

(2) We give a sketch of the proof of Lemma [Z36l Take kg to be the constant in
Lemma[2.5]) First, one can take a compact sub-manifold Uy of M with boundary that is
disjoint from its first T iterates, such that, any point in a small neighborhood O of Pery(f)
that is not on the local stable manifold of Perr(f) has a positive iterate in the interior of
Uyp. Then one can take a finite cover of the compact set K \ O by open sets {V;}o<i<, that
are disjoint from their first kT iterates (they are not disjoint from each other in general).
Moreover, for each 0 < ¢ < r the closure of V; is a compact d-dimensional sub-manifold
with boundary. Then one can apply Lemma inductively with respect to i to the triple
(T, U;,V;), where the triple (T,U;,V;) corresponds to (T, W', V') in Lemma[2-34], and obtain
Uit1 as S in Lemma 2.5 Moreover, since in this setting, Uy is disjoint from its first T
iterates, one can obtain that U; is disjoint from its first T iterates for each 1 < i < r 4 1.
Finally, one can take V to be the interior of Ury1. For more details, the reader should refer

to [8, Page 62-63].

2.6 Generic properties

A set R of a topological Baire space X is called a residual set, if R contains a dense Gy
set of X. We say a property is a generic property of X, if there is a residual set R C X, such
that each element contained in R satisfies the property. We give some well-known C"-generic
properties of diffeomorphisms in the following lemma. These results can be found in many
papers such as [11, [12] 18] 41].

Lemma 2.38. There is a residual set R in Diﬁl(M) of diffeomorphisms, such that any
f € R satisfies the following properties:

1. The diffeomorphism f is Kupka-Smale: all periodic points of f are hyperbolic and the
stable and unstable manifolds of periodic orbits intersect transversely.
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2. The periodic points are dense in the chain recurrent set and any chain recurrence
class is either a homoclinic class or contains no periodic point.

3. For every periodic point p of f, there erists a Ct-neighborhood Uy of f, such that
every g € Uy N'R is a continuity point for the map g — H(py,g) where py is the
continuation of p for g, where the continuity is with respect to the Hausdorff distance
between compact subsets of M.

4. If H(p) is a homoclinic class of f, then there exists an interval [c, 8] of natural
numbers and a C'-neighborhood Us of f, such that for every g € Us, the set of
indices of hyperbolic periodic points contained in H(pg, g) is [a, 8]. Also, all periodic
points of the same index contained in H(p) are homoclinically related.

5. If a homoclinic class H(p) contains periodic orbits with different indices, then f can
be C1 approzimated by diffeomorphisms having a heterodimensional cycle.

6. If a homoclinic class H(p) is Lyapunov stable, then there is a C* neighborhood Us
of f, such that for any g € Us N'R, the homoclinic class H(py,g) is also Lyapunov
stable.

7. For any two points x,y € M, if x 4y, then x < y.

3 Norm of products and product of norms: reduction
of the proof of Theorem A

Theorem A essentially follows from the theorem below.

Theorem B. For C'-generic f € Diffl(M), assume that p is a hyperbolic periodic point
of f and that the homoclinic class H(p) has a dominated splitting Ty,)M = E © F, with
dimE < Ind(p), such that the bundle E is not contracting. Then there are a constant
Xo € (0,1), an integer mo € N, satisfying: for any m € N with m > mg, any constants
A1, A2 € (Mo, 1) with Ay < Aa, there is a sequence of different periodic orbits O = Orb(gqx)
with period T(qi) contained in H(P), such that

M < TIPS s < AT,

0<i<7(qr)/m

From Theorem B, we can get periodic orbits that have certain controls of the product of
norms along the bundle . To control Lyapunov exponents of the periodic orbits, we have
to control the norm of products along the bundle E. We use the following two lemmas. The
first is a perturbation lemma for matrices to control exponents, see [20} [40] (also see [34] [36]).

Lemma 3.1. For any integer d > 1, K > 1, any constant € > 0 and A > 0, there
are two integers N and 19, such that for any Ay, - -, A; in GL(d,R) with 7 > 719, and
maxi <i<{[| A, [ A7} < K, if

H [AGryn - Aing2 Aina ]| = A7,
0<i<r/N

then, there are By, --- , By in GL(d,R), with |B; — A;|| < ¢ and |B; " — A7 || < ¢, for all
1 =1,---,7, such that the mazximal absolute value of eigenvalues of B o---0 By o By is
bigger than .
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Remark 3.2. In [20], it is presented for the constant A = 1. If A # 1, then by considering
Al = X\"1Id o A; and applying the special case for the constant 1, we can get the general
statement as above.

Corollary 3.3. For any integer d > 1, K > 1, any constant € > 0 and A\ < Aq, there
are two integers N and 19, such that for any Ay, - -, A; in GL(d,R) with 7 > 719, and
maxi <i<{ [ Aill, |47 |1} < K, if

A< I lAasyn - AivgaAinga < A3,
0<i<t/N

then, there are By,---, B, in GL(d,R), with |B; — Ai|| < € and |B;' — A; Y| < &, for all
1=1,---,7, such that the mazimal norm of eigenvalue of B, o---0 Bso By is in the interval
(A1, A2).

Proof. We take e small enough such that, for any A € GL(d,R), if ||[A™!|| < K, then
B(A,e) € GL(d,R), where B(A4,¢) is the € ball of A. By the assumption of A4;, we have that
the maximal norm of eigenvalue of A; o---0 Ay o0 A; is smaller than A2. By Lemma[3.1] we
can get BY ... BY in GL(d,R) that satisfies the conclusion for the number \;. We take a
path A;;|o<i<1 contained in B(A;,¢e) that connects A4; to B?. We have that the maximal
norm of eigenvalue of BY o --- 0 BY o BY is bigger than A;. Then there must be a time
0 < t < 1, such that the maximal norm of eigenvalue of A;; 0---0 Ag; 0 Ay, is in the
interval (A1, A2). We take B; = A;; and get the conclusion. O

The next lemma is a generalized Frank’s lemma by N. Gourmelon that preserves some
pieces of invariant manifolds of hyperbolic period orbits, see [30].

Lemma 3.4. Consider a constant € > 0, a diffeomorphism f € Diffl(M) and a hyperbolic
periodic orbit O = Orb(q) of f with period 7. Assume there is a one-parameter family of
linear maps (An t)n=01,... r—15tef0,1] i GL(d,R), satisfying:
— (1) Ano = DF(F()),
— (2) for alln =0,1,--- ;7 — 1 and t € [0,1], we have | Df(f™(q)) — Antl| < € and
IDF (1 (@) — AL <=,
— (8) Ar_1p0---0 Ay is hyperbolic for all t € [0, 1].

Then, for any neighborhood V' of O, any 6 > 0, and any pair of compact sets K* C W§(O, f)
and K* C WO, f) disjoint from V, there is a diffeomorphism g € Diff' (M) that is e-C*
close to f, such that:

(a) g coincides with f on O and outside V;
(b) K* C WO, g) and K* € WE(O, g);
(¢) Dg(g"(q)) = Dg(f™(a)) = Ann for alln=0,--- 7 —1.

Now we give the proof of Theorem A from Theorem B.

Proof. By Theorem B, we get two constants Ay € (0,1) and mg € N. We prove that for any
Ao < A1 < A2 < 1 and any ¢ > 0, there is a diffeomorphism ¢ that is C'-¢ close to f having
a periodic orbit Orb(g) homoclinic related to p, such that the largest Lyapunov exponent
along E of Orb(g) is in the interval (log A\1,log A2). Then by the genericity of f and Lemma
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2.1 of [28], f itself has such periodic orbits. Since A; can be taken arbitrarily close to 1, we
get the conclusion of Theorem A.

Take d = dim(M) and K = max{||Df||,||Df~!||}. Now we fix the constants € > 0 and
A1 < A2 in (Ag,1). Since E @ F is a dominated splitting, the two bundles E and F are
transverse with each other, thus the angle between F and F has a lower bound. As a result,
the perturbation of f along the periodic orbit Orb(q) can be realized by the perturbation
restricted to the derivative of f along the two bundles E and F. That is to say, for the
constant € > 0, there is ¢’ > 0, such that any &’ perturbation of Df on the bundles E and
F independently gives an € perturbation of f. For &/ > 0, we get two integers N and 7 by
Corollary B3

By Theorem B, there is a periodic orbit Orb(q) of f with period 7 > 7y that is homo-
clinically related to Orb(p), such that,

M< I IDFMegm@pll < AeT

0<i<t/m

where m > myg is a multiple of N. Denote A; = Df|i(q) for i = 0,--- ,7 — 1. By Corol-
lary B3] there are By, - - - , By _1 in GL(d, R), with ||(B;—A;)|g|| < ¢’ and ||(B; ' —A; Y| &| <
¢/, foralli=0,---,7—1, and B; coincides with A; along the bundle F' such that the maxi-
mal norm of eigenvalue of B;_;0---0 By o By along the bundle F is in the interval (AT, AZ).
By the choice of €/, we have that ||B; — 4;|| < e and |B; ' — A; || < e. We take a path
A; tlo<i<1 contained in B(A;,¢) that connects A; to B; such that A;, coincides with A;
along the bundle F for all i = 0,--- ,7 — 1 and all ¢ € (0,1). If there is a time ¢ € (0,1)
such that A;_1;0---Ap: is not hyperbolic, then there must be a time ¢, < ¢, such that
A;_150---Aps is hyperbolic for all 0 < s < ¢y, and the maximal norm of eigenvalue of
A:_14y 0+ Aoy, along the bundle E is in the interval (A], 7). Otherwise, we can take
to = 1.

Take a small number § > 0, since Orb(g) is homoclinically related to Orb(p), there exist
two points & € W§(Orb(g)) h W*(Orb(p)) and y € W (Orb(g)) h W#(Orb(p)). Consider
the two compact sets K* = {z} and K" = {y}. We take a neighborhood V' of Orb(q) such

that VN (K*UK"*) = () and V N (Orb™(2) UOrb™(y)) = #. By Lemma B4 considering
the one-parameter family of linear maps (A; t)i—o,... r—1;te[o,45], there is a diffeomorphism g
that is C'-¢ close to f, such that:

(a) g coincides with f on Orb(gq) and outside V;
(b) K* C W§(Orb(g),g) and K* C W' (Orb(q), g);
(c) Dg(g*(q)) = Dg(f'(q) = Aiy, foralli =0, 7 1.

By item (a) and the choice of V, we have that g coincides with f on Orb™ (z) UOrb™ (y),
hence we have that x € W*(Orb(p),g) and y € W?*(Orb(p),g). Then by item (b), we
can see that x € W3 (Orb(g), g) N W*(Orb(p), g) and y € W3*(Orb(q), g) N W*(Orb(p), g).
By another small perturbation if necessary, we can assume that the two intersections are
transverse. Then the two periodic orbits Orb(gq) and Orb(p) of g are still homoclinically
related with each other, and the largest Lyapunov exponent of Orb(q) along the bundle
E under the diffeomorphism g is in the interval (log A1,log A2). This finishes the proof of
Theorem A. O
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4 Non-hyperbolicity implies existence of weak periodic
orbits: proof of Theorem B

This section will give the proof of Theorem B. We assume that R is the residual set of
Diff! (M) stated in Lemma 238 and f € R is a diffeomorphism that satisfies the hypotheses
of Theorem B. Later we will assume also that f belongs to another two residual subsets R
and R; defined below.

Since E @ F is a dominated splitting and dimE < Ind(p), we have that: there are
Ao € (0,1) and mg € N, such that, for any m > my, the splitting E® F is (m, A3)-dominated,
and, for the hyperbolic periodic orbit Orb(p),

IDF™® gl < 25,

where 7(p) is the period of Orb(p). In the following, we fix the constant \g and the integer
m > mg. In order to simplify the notations, we will assume that m = 1 and that p is a fixed
point of f, but the general case is identical.

4.1 Existence of weak sets

Lemma 4.1. For any A € (Ao, 1), there is a A\-E-weak set contained in H(p).

Proof. Since F is not contracting, by a compactness argument, there is a point b € H(p),
such that, for any n > 1,

n—1
[T 1D 1e¢enl = 1.
i=0
Then the first assumption for the bundle E in Lemma [2.23]is satisfied.

Assume by contradiction that there is a constant A € (Ao, 1), such that there is no A-
E-weak set contained in H(p). Thus the second assumption in Lemma 2.23] is satisfied for
the bundle E and the constant A. Hence, for any A;, A2 € (A, 1) with A\; < Az, there is a
sequence of periodic orbits Orb(gy) with period 7(gx) that are homoclinically related with
each other and that converges to a subset of H(p) such that for any k > 0, the following
properties are satisfied:

M < T IDf e @l < A7,

0<i<(qr)

Then H(p) = H(qx) by item 2 of Lemma 238 hence g, € H(p). It is obvious that Orb(gy)
is a A;-F-weak set contained in H(p), thus is also a A-E-weak set. This contradicts the
assumption that there is no A-FE-weak set contained in H(p). O

4.2 Existence of a bi-Pliss point accumulating backward to an FE-
weak set

From now on, we fix any two numbers A; < A2 in (Ag,1). Then there is a A\o-E-weak
set contained in H(p). By the domination, any As-F-weak set K is (C, \g, F)-expanding
for some constant C' > 0 depending on K. By [33], any point € K has a uniform local
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unstable manifold W} _(z) with uniform size depending on K. Recall Remark 2106, any
limit point of a sequence of A-FE-Pliss points is still a A\-E-Pliss point.

We extend the dominated splitting E & F' to the maximal invariant compact set of a
small neighborhood U of H(p) and denote it still by E @ F. We take a constant Az € (Ag,1).

Lemma 4.2. There are a A2-E-weak set K and a \3-bi-Pliss point x € H(p)\ K satisfying:
alz) =K.

It is obvious that any compact invariant subset of a Ay-FE-weak set is still a Ao- E-weak
set. So we only have to prove that: there are a Ao-E-weak set K, and a \3-bi-Pliss point
x € H(p) \ K satisfying: a(x) C K.

Proof. By Lemma [L] there exists a Ag-F-weak set in H(p). To prove this lemma, we con-
sider two cases: either all the \o-FE-weak sets are uniformly E-weak or not. More precisely,
if we take the closure of the union of all A\y-E-weak sets contained in H(p), and denote it
by K, then there are two cases: either K is still a Ao- E-weak set or not.

4.2.1 The uniform case: K is a Ao-FE-weak set

In this case, K is the maximal \g- E-weak set in H(p) and we will take K = K.

Claim 4.3. The set K is locally mazimal in H(p), and there exists a point z € H(p) \ K,
such that a(z) C K.

Proof. We prove by contradiction. Assume that K is not locally maximal in H(p). Take a
decreasing sequence of neighborhoods (Uy,)n>0 of K, such that N, U, = K. Then for any
n > 0, there is a compact invariant set K,, C U, N H(p) such that K g K,. Since K is the
maximal Ao-E-weak set in H(p), we have that K, is not a \y-E-weak set, thus there is a
Ao- E-Pliss point y,, € K,,. Take a converging subsequence of (y,,), and assume y is the limit
point. Then we have that y € K and y is a Ag-E-Pliss point. This contradicts the fact that
K is a \o- F-weak set.

Since K is locally maximal in H(p), there is a neighborhood U of K such that K is the
maximal compact invariant set contained in U N H (p). Now we consider the diffeomorphism
f~1. Since K C H(p), we have that p < K under f~!. By Lemma[2.13] there exists a point
z € U\ K, such that p <ps z <y K under f~! and Orb™ (z, f~1) C U. Since H(p) is a chain
recurrence class both for f and f~! and K C H(p), the fact p < 2 < K under f~! implies
that z € H(p). Since Orb™(z, f~') C U we have that a(z, f) = w(z, f~!) is an f-invariant
compact set contained in U N H(p). By the fact that K is the maximal compact invariant
set contained in U N H(p), one has a(z) C K. This ends the proof of Claim A3l O

Now we take the point z € H(p) \ K satisfying a(z) C K from Claim [£3
Claim 4.4. There exists at least one \y-E-Pliss point contained in w(z).

Proof. We prove this claim by contradiction. If w(z) contains no Ag-E-Pliss points, by item
(1) of Corollary 220}, Orb(z) Uw(z) contains no As- E-Pliss points. Then K U Orb(z) Uw(z)
is a A\g- E-weak set, which contradicts the maximality of \o- F-weak set K since z ¢ K. Thus
w(z) contains at least one Ag- E-Pliss point. O
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Since K is a Ag-E-weak set, by the domination, for any point w € K, there is an integer
2\ Nw
Ny, such that H?;”O—l IDf el < (;—Z) < Ao™. By item 2 of Corollary 2.20]

considering the bundle F, there are infinitely many A;-F-Pliss points for f~! on Orb™ (2).
We take all the A\j-F-Pliss points {f™(z)} with n,+1 > n; on Orb(z). Notice that the index
i € Z but not i > 0, since there are infinitely many \;-F-Pliss points for f=! on Orb™(2).
We consider the following two cases:
— (@) either the sequence (n;) has an upper bound or (n;y1 — n;) can be arbitrarily
large;
— (b) the sequence (n;) has no upper bounds and (n;4+1 — n;) is bounded.

Claim 4.5. In case (a), there exists a A\o-E-Pliss point y € H(p), such that, for any 6 > 0,
there is n; € Z, satisfying d(y, f™(z)) < §. Thus, by taking § small enough, we can take
x € WH(fi(2)) N W*(y), such that z is a A3-bi-Pliss point.

Proof. If the sequence {n;} has an upper bound, we take the maximal n;. That is to
say, f"(z) is a A\;-F-Pliss point for f~!, and, there is no A\;-F-Pliss point for f~! on
Orb™ (f™i(z)). By item 3 of Lemma 222 we have that f"i(z) is also a A\;-FE-Pliss point,
thus f™i(z) is a A;-bi-Pliss point. We take x =y = f™(z) in this case.

Otherwise, the sequence {n;} has no upper bounds but (n,11 — n;) can be arbitrarily
large. By item 1 of Lemma 222 we can take a subsequence of {n;} such that f™i(z)
converges to a A1-bi-Pliss point y € w(z). Then for any § > 0, we can take n; large enough,
such that d(y, f"(z)) < J, and moreover, we can take x € W*(f™z) N W#(y), such that,
d(fi(z), f7(y)) < 6 and d(f 7 (x), f7(f"z)) < 6, for all j > 0. Thus by taking ¢ small
enough, z is a A3-bi-Pliss point. o

Claim 4.6. In case (b), there is a A2-E-Pliss point y € w(z), such that, there is n € N,
satisfying W*(f™(2)) NW*(y) # 0. Thus we can take a point T € W (f™(z)) "NW*(y), such
that Orb(Z) contains some A3-bi-Pliss point.

Proof. In this case, there are infinitely many \;-F-Pliss points for f~* on Orb™(z), and the
time between any consecutive \;-F-Pliss points for f~! on Orb™(2) is bounded. Then for
Ny —1

any point w € Orb™(2), there is an integer n,, € N, such that [T [|Df | p(r-iuy || <
A" . Hence Orb™(2) is a positively invariant F-expanding compact set, and any point w €

Orb™(2) has a uniform unstable manifold. By Claim[@4] there is a \p- E-Pliss point y € w(z).
For any § > 0, there is n € N, such that, d(y, f™(z)) < 8, and W*(f™(z)) N W*(y) # 0. We
take Z € W*(y) NW¥(f™(z)). Then «(Z) = a(z) and by item 2 of Corollary 220, there are
A3-F-Pliss points for f~! on Orb™ (). Also by taking § small enough, d(f*(z), fi(y)) can
be small for all 4 > 0. Since y is a Ao-E-Pliss point, we can take T to be a A3- E-Pliss point.
Then, by item 2 of Lemma [Z22] there exists a A3-bi-Pliss point 2 on Orb(Z). Then we have
that a(z) = a(z) = a(z) C K. O

From the above two claims, we get a A3-bi-Pliss point # € H(p), such that a(z) C K.
We have to show that x ¢ K. Notice that in the two cases, we both have w(z) = w(y)
where y is a \o- E-Pliss point. By item 1 of Corollary 220 w(x) contains some \y- E-Pliss
point. Since K contains no Ag-E-Pliss point, we have that x ¢ K. This ends the proof of
the uniform case.
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4.2.2 The non-uniform case: K is not a Ao-F-weak set

Recall that for any point z contained in a A;-F-weak set, there is an integer n., such
that

n,—1

I DS 1Bl > A"
=0

We denote N, the smallest integer that satisfies the above inequality.

Claim 4.7. In this case, for any number L > 0 there are a Ao-E-weak set K1, and a point
2z € Ky, such that z is a \-F-Pliss point for f~*, and, N, > L.

Proof. Since K is not a Ao-E-weak set, for any number L > 0 there is a Ao- F-weak sets K,
and a point z € K, such that N, > L, that is to say, for 1 <n < N,

n—1

LT 1Df1 ¢ el < A5,
i=0
and
N.-1

IT IDfleepll > A5-.
1=0

We only have to show that we can choose z to be a A\;-F-Pliss point for f~!. Since Ky, is
a Ao-F-weak set, similarly to the arguments above, by item 2 of Corollary 2.20] there are
A1-F-Pliss points for =% on Orb™ (z). If z is not a A\;-F-Pliss point for f~!, we can take the
minimal number [ € N such that w = f~!(z) is a A;-F-Pliss point for f~!. We will prove
that N, > N, 4+ [ > L. Hence by replacing z by w, we get the conclusion of the claim. To
prove this, we only have to show that for any 1 < n <,

n—1

LT 1D#15¢ )l < X5
=0

We prove this by contradiction. If the above statement is not true, then there is an integer

ke{1,2,--- 1}, such that
k—1

LT IDf1 e wpll > A5,
=0

and for any 1 <n < k,

n—1

[T IDA syl < A5
=0

Thus, we have, for any 1 < n <k,

n k—1 k—n—1
H”DﬂE(,f"*i(w))H = (H |Df|E(fi(w))||> / ( H |Df|E(fi(w))|> > A3
=1 1=0

i=0

By the domination of E @& F, we have, for all 1 <n < k
T ! A3
LT 1D el < ()\—2)" <A
i=0
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Moreover, since w is a A;-F-Pliss point for f~!, we will have, for any n > 1,

n—1

H IDF  rpr—iqunll < AT
1=0

Thus f¥(w) = f~**(2) is a A\;-F-Pliss point, which contradicts the choice of w. This
finishes the proof of Claim [£.7] O

By taking L large enough, the point z in Claim[4.7]is close to a Ao- E-Pliss point y & KJ,.
Since z has a uniform local unstable manifold and y has a uniform local stable manifold, we
have that W*(y) N W*"(z) # 0 if we take these two points close enough. We take the proper
L, z and K7, satisfying this property. Let K = K. We explain that the \s-E-weak set K
satisfies Lemma

By similar arguments as in the proof of Case (b) in the uniform case, we can take a
point T € W*(y) N W"(z) satisfying that Orb(Z) contains a Ag-bi-Pliss point x € H(p).
Then we have that a(z) = a(z) C K. Moreover, since y is a Ag-E-Pliss point, we know that
w(y) contains Ao-E-Pliss points by item 1 of Corollary 22201 Hence w(x) contains Ag- E-Pliss
points because w(zr) = w(y). This implies z ¢ K since K is a Ay-E-weak set. To sum
up, we have obtained a A\y-E-weak set K and a A3-bi-Pliss point « € H(p) \ K, satisfying
thata(x) C K. This finishes the proof of Lemma .2 O

4.3 Continuation of Pliss points

Denote by M the space of all compact subsets of M, associated with the Hausdorff
topology. Denote by S the space of all finite subsets of M x M associated with the Hausdorff
topology. For any positive integer N € N, and a diffeomorphism g € Diff' (M), denote by
Pern(g) the set of periodic points of g with period less than or equal to N, and denote by
C(q, g) the chain recurrence class of a periodic point g of g. It is well-known that for any
N > 1, there is a dense and open subset Uy C Diffl(M), such that, for any g € Uy, the set
Pern(g) is a finite set and any point ¢ € Pery(g) is a hyperbolic periodic point.

We define a map @y : Uy — S, sending a diffeomorphism g to the set of pairs
(q, Pxs(q,9)), where ¢ € Pern(g), and Py, (q, g) is a compact set contained in C(q, g) defined
as following:

— If C(q, g) has a A3-dominated splitting E & F such that dim(E) = Ind(g), then the

set Py, (q,g) is the set of A\3-E-Pliss points contained in C(g, g).

— Otherwise, Py,(q,g) = 0.

Lemma 4.8. For each positive integer N € N, the set of continuity points of ®, denoted
by By, is a residual subset of Diff' (M).

Proof. Assume g € Diff' (M) and p, is a hyperbolic periodic point of g. There is a C'-
neighborhood U of g, such that, for any h € U, the point p, has a continuation p;. For any
neighborhood V' of C(q, g), there is a C'-neighborhood U; C U of g, such that C(q,h) C V
for any h € U;.

If C(q, g) has a A3-dominated splitting, then it is a robust A3-dominated splitting. More
precisely, there is a Cl-neighborhood Us C U of g, such that C(gp,h) has a A\3-dominated
splitting for any h € U. Hence by the choice of Uy, there is an open and dense subset U}, C
Un, such that, for any g € U}, any ¢ € Pern(g), the chain recurrence class C(g, g) either
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has a robust A\3-dominated splitting or has no A3-dominated splitting robustly. Moreover, if
there is a sequence of diffeomorphisms {gy}n>0 such that g, converges to g, and g, has a
A3-E-Pliss point z,, € C(gp, h), then, any limit point x of the sequence {z,} is a A3-FE-Pliss
point of g.

By the above arguments, we can see that ® is an upper-semi-continuous map restricted
to Ul Tt is known that the set of continuity points of a semi-continuous map is a residual
subset. Then By contained a residual subset of Uy;. Since Uy is open and dense in Uy, we
know that By is a residual subset of Uy. Hence By is a residual subset of Diffl(M), since
Uy is open and dense in Diff* (M). O

Denote by Ry = Nn>1B8n, then Ry is a residual subset of Diff* (M). In the following we
take f € Ry NR.

4.4 The perturbation to make W"(p) accumulate to K

We take the Ao-FE-weak set K C H(p) of f obtained by Lemma .2l By proposition 2]
one can obtain a heteroclinic orbit connecting p to K by a C! perturbation, since K C H(p).
Hence the set K is still a \o-E-weak set if the perturbation is C! small. Moreover, using
the continuation of Pliss points (Section and [3]), we can guarantee that the set K is
contained in the chain recurrence class of p after the perturbation.

Lemma 4.9. Assume f € RoN'R, then for any neighborhood U of f in Diff* (M), there are
a diffeomorphism g1 € U and a point y € M, such that,

— (1) g1 coincides with f on the set K U Orb(p), and y € W*(p, g1),

— (2) wly,g1) C K,

— (3) K s contained in C(p, g1).

Proof. By Lemmal4.2] we obtain that, for the diffecomorphism f, there is a A3-bi-Pliss point
x € H(p) \ K satisfying a(z) = K. Since K C H(p), we have that K C Wu(p). By
Proposition @ for any neighborhood U of f in Diff'(M), there are a point y € W*(p, f)
and a diffeomorphism g1 € U, such that w(y,g1) C K, and y € W*(p, g1). Moreover, the
diffeomorphism ¢; coincides with f on the set Orb™ (z) U K UOrb(p) and Dg; coincides with
Df on Orb™ (z). Thus items (1) and (2) are satisfied, and z is a A3-F-Pliss point for g; *.

Since p is a hyperbolic fixed point and x € Py, (p, f), by Lemma [£.8 and the fact that f
is a continuity point of ®1, if we choose g1 close enough to f (by taking the neighborhood
U small), then there is a A\3-E-Pliss 2’ close to x, such that =’ € C(p, g1). Moreover, if =’ is
close enough to z (by taking g close to f), then W*(xz, g1) N W*(a', g1) # 0.

Now we prove that K C C(p,g1). Take any constant ¢ > 0. Since y € W"(p, g1) and
w(y,g1) C K, there is an e-pseudo orbit connecting from p to a point contained in K. In
fact the pseudo orbit can be taken as an orbit segment of Orb(y, g1). On the other hand,
since a(x,91) = K and W"(x,g1) N W?*(2',g1) # 0, there is an $-pseudo orbit connecting
from K to z’. By the fact that 2" € C(p, g1), there is an §-pseudo orbit connecting from 2’
to p. The composition of the two 5-pseudo orbits is an e-pseudo orbit connecting from K
to p. Finally by the fact that € can be arbitrarily small and the fact that K = a(z,g1) is a

chain transitive set, we have that K C C(p, g1). This finishes the proof of Lemma 9 O
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4.5 The perturbations to connect p and K by true orbits

In this subsection, we prove that we can get heteroclinic connections between the hyper-
bolic fixed point p and the weak set K for a diffeomorphism C* close to f. In the former
subsection, we have obtained a diffeomorphism g; that is C* close to f, and an orbit Orb(y)
that connects p to K. Moreover, K is still contained in the chain recurrence class of p
for g1. We take two steps to get heteroclinic connections between p and K. First, since
K C C(p, g1), by Proposition 3, we can connect K by a true orbit to any neighborhood of p
by a C'! small perturbation. Then, by the hyperbolicity of p, we use the uniform connecting
lemma to “push” this orbit onto the stable manifold of p. We will see that in these two
steps, the orbit Orb(y) that connects p to K is not changed.

Lemma 4.10. Assume f € Ro N'R, then for any neighborhood U of f in Diff' (M), there
are a diffeomorphism go € U and two points y,y' € M, such that,
7 (1) Yy e Wu(p,g?) and w(yug2) - K7

— (2) ¥ € W3(p,g2) and a(y', g2) C w(y, 92),
— (3) g2 coincides with f on the set w(y, g2) U Orb(p).

Proof. We take several steps to prove the lemma.

Choice of neighborhoods. For any neighborhood ¢ of f in Diff’ (M), there are a neigh-
borhood U; C U and three numbers p > 1, dg > 0 and N € N that satisfy the uniform
connecting lemma (Theorem 2:26). We can also assume that the fixed point p has a con-
tinuation for any g € ;. There are a smaller neighborhood U’ C U; of f and an integer T
satisfying the conclusions of Proposition 3. By the hyperbolicity of periodic orbits of f, for
the integer T, there is a neighborhood Uy C Diff* (M) of f, such that, for any diffeomorphism
h € Us, any periodic point of A with period less than or equal to T is hyperbolic. Take a
neighborhood Us of f in Diff* (M), such that Us C Us NU'.

The connection from K to a neighborhood of p by pseudo-orbits. By Lemma [£.9]
there are a diffeomorphism g; € Us and a point y € M, such that:
— @1 coincides with f on the set K U Orb(p) U Orb™ (y),

— y e W¥%p,91) and w(y,g91) € K C C(p,91).
Denote Ko = w(y, g1)-

Claim 4.11. For any neighborhood V' of p, there are a negatively gi-invariant compact set
X and a point z € VN X, satisfying that
— the point p ¢ X,
— for any € > 0, there is a g1-e-pseudo-orbit Yo = (yo,- -+ ,ym) contained in X such
that yo € Ko and y,, = 2.

Proof. For any neighborhood V' of p, take a smaller neighborhood Vj of p, such that Vo C V.
For any k > 1, there is a gl—%-pseudo-orbit Xy, = {ak ok, ,:Cfnk}, such that, X3 N Ko =
{af}, and Xp NVy = {af, }. Take a subsequence of {Xy}r>1 if necessary, we assume X,
converges to a compact set X and :1:’;% converges to a point z € Vo C V as k goes to +oo.
Obviously, X is a negatively g;-invariant set, p ¢ X and X N Ky # 0.

Now we prove that for any € > 0, there is a g1-e-pseudo-orbit contained in X from Kj to z.
By the continuity of g1, for any € > 0, thereis k > %, such that forallz,y € M, ifd(z,y) < %,

then d(g1(z),91(y)) < 5. Then we take a 7-pseudo-orbit X = {2V, ,xf,;k}, such
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that :C’(}/ € Ky and xiﬁ;k,
assume that dy (Xp, X) < % and there is a point yo € X N K such that d(yo, ZCIS/) < % and
d(z P ) < % By the assumption, for any 1 < ¢ < my — 1, there is y; € X, such that

? Mg

€ Vp for a number k¥’ > k. By choosing k' large enough, we can

d(xi—“/,yi) < 1. We prove that Y, := (yo, - ,Ym,, = 2) is a e-pseudo-orbit of g;. In fact, for
any 0 <4< my — 1,

(g1 (1), yir1) < dlg1(yi), g1 (2F)) + d(gn («}
Hence Y. C X is a e-pseudo-orbit of g; from the set Ky to the point z. O

’

)@fﬂ) + d(xﬁ-lvyiJrl) <5+ % + % <e.

The perturbation to connect K to a neighborhood of p. We take a local stable
manifold W .(p, g1) of p, and take a compact fundamental domain I, of W _(p,g1). Then
there is a number § < §y, where Jg is chosen in the paragraph Choice of neighborhoods.
such that, for any point w € I, , the N balls (¢ (B(w, 28)))o<j<n—1 are each of size smaller
than dp, pairwise disjoint and disjoint from the set K U Orb(y, g1) U Orb(p). By the com-
pactness of I, there are finite points wy,we,- - ,wr € I, such that (B(w;,d/p))1<i<r is
a finite open cover of I, . Then there is a number 1 > 0 such that, for any diffeomorphism
h € Uy that is n-C° close to g1, we have that:
— (a) W .(pn, h) is C° close to W .(p, g1),
— (b) (B(w;,0/p))1<i<r is still a finite open cover of a fundamental domain I of
Wl‘f)c (ph? h) .
— (¢) for any 1 < i < L, the N balls (R’ (B(w;,26))o<j<n—1 are each of size smaller
than dp, pairwise disjoint and disjoint with the set KU Orb(y, g1) U Orb(p, ¢1)-

Recall that p ¢ X and X is negatively invariant by Claim 11l Since y € W*(p, g1),
we have that Orb(y,g1) N X = (. By the choice of g;, we have that all periodic orbits
of g1 contained in X with period less than or equal to T' are hyperbolic. Under all these
hypotheses, if (X \ Ko) N Orb(y,g1) = 0, then there is a neighborhood Uy of X \ K such
that Uy N Orb(y, g1) = 0. By Proposition B there is a diffeomorphism h € U; which is n-C°
close to g1, such that h = g1 = f|{pyuorb(y)uk,, and a(z,h) C Ko. Thus the above items
(a), (b) and (c) are satisfied for such a diffeomorphism h.

The perturbation to get a heteroclinic connection between p and K. By the
hyperbolicity of the periodic point p, if we take the neighborhood V of p small enough,
then the diffeomorphism A and the point z chosen above satisfy that the negative orbit
of z under h intersects with B(w;,d/p) for some ¢ € {1,2,---,L}. Since a(z,h) C Ky and
B(w;, §/p)N Ko = 0, there is a point w = h™*(z) for some integer ¢ > 0, such that Orb™ (w)N
B(w;,d/p) = 0 and w has a positive iterate under h contained in B(w;, §/p). By the item
(b), there is a point 3 € W*(p, h), such that Orb™ (3, h) N (Up<j<n—1h*(B(w;,5/p))) = 0
and y’ has a negative iterate under h contained in B(w;,d/p). By Theorem 226 there is
a diffeomorphism go € U, such that 3’ is on the positive iterate of w under go. Moreover,
g2 = g1 on the set KU Orb(y) U Orb(p) U Orb™ (w) U Orb*(y’), hence g» = f on the set
Orb(p)U Ky, where Ko = w(y, g1) = w(y, g2). Thus the three items of the lemma are satisfied
for go. This finishes the proof of Lemma .10l O
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4.6 Last perturbation to get a weak periodic orbit

The following lemma estimates the average contraction along the bundle E on peri-
odic orbits. Recall that g satisfies that E & F is (1, A\3)-dominated splitting, and, for the
hyperbolic fixed point p, we have || D f|g |l < Ao-

Lemma 4.12. Assume f € Ro N'R. Then for any neighborhood U of f in Diff* (M), for
any integer L > 0, any neighborhood U, of p, there is g € U, which coincides with f on
{p}, satisfying that, g has a periodic point q € U, with period T > L such that Orb(q) has
A\3-dominated splitting E ® F, and

M I IDglei@)ll <A™

0<i<r—1

Proof. We take several steps to prove the lemma. We take the \y- E-weak set K C H(p) of
f obtained by Lemma Take two numbers A and X), such that Ay < A} < A5 < Aq.

Choice of neighborhoods and constants. There is a neighborhood V' of H(p) and a
neighborhood V C Diffl(M ) of f, such that, for any h € V, the following properties are
satisfied.

— The maximal invariant compact set of h in V has a dominated splitting which is a
continuation of £ & F'. To simplify the notations, we still denote this domination by
EQF.

— The fixed point p has a continuation p;, € V' for h, and || Dh|g,) |l < o-

— The chain recurrence class C(py,, h) of py, is contained in V.

Moreover, since K is a Ao-F-weak set for f, there are a neighborhood Ux C V of K and

a number Nk, satisfying the following property: consider a point z whose whole orbit is
contained in V', hence Orb(z) has the dominated splitting E @ F by the choice of V', if the

piece of orbit (z, f(2),---, f*(2)) is contained in Uy with n > N, then we have:
IT 1DflBcnll > A"
0<i<n—1

To simplify the proof, we just assume that Nx = 1, but the general case is identical.

We can take the neighborhoods V and U,, small, such that for any diffeomorphism h € V,
the following additional properties are satisfied.

— For any point z € U, whose orbit under A is contained in V, hence Orb(z, k) has the

dominated splitting F@F by the choice of V and V, we have that ’A\—i < % < /A\_Z
— For any point 2z € Ux whose orbit under A is contained in V', we have that || Dh|g .|| >
Ag.
We can also assume that Ux NU, = ) and Ux UU, C V. And moreover, we can assume
that U C V.
By Lemma [£10, there are a diffeomorphism g2 € U and two points y,y’ € M, satisfying
that:
— y € W"(p,g2) and w(y,g2) C K,
— ¥ € W¥(p, g2) and a(y’, g2) C w(y, g2),
— g2 coincides with f on the set w(y, g2) U Orb(p).
We denote Ky = w(y, g2). Since all periodic points of f are hyperbolic and g2 = f|k,, then
K contains no non-hyperbolic periodic point of gs.
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Choice of time. Now we fix the neighborhoods U, and Ug,. Then there are two integers
[ and ng satisfying the conclusion of Proposition [ for g2 and the neighborhood &. Then we
take Tk, > L large, such that for any h € V, the inequality

m(h)l-i-no /\2TK0 > ()\/2)TK0 +i+ng

holds. Here m(h) is the mininorm of &, i.e. m(h) = minj,=1 [|Dh(v)|| = [[Dh~*| .
By the first item of Proposition[] there is a diffeomorphism h € U, such that
— h coincides with go on Orb(p) U Orb™(y) U Orb™ (y’) and outside Ug;
— the point ¥’ is on the positive orbit of y under h, with nx, = #(Orb(y, h)NUk,) > Tk,
and n. = #((Orb(y, k) \ (Ux UT,)) < no.
Hence by the choice of Tk, and the neighborhoods, we have that

I IDRl eyl > (X))o,
hi (y)¢Up
Claim 4.13. There is an integer m > 0, such that:
At D T IDRle@m )l < (K)o tretmtt,
hi(y)¢Up
Proof. Let X > 0 be the constant such that
I 1DA s @yl = Aot

hi(y)ZUp

then we have A > \j.

The inequality in the claim is equivalent to

(nk, + ne)log %, (nk, + ne)log %,
7 2 <l+m< !

A X
1og 1oTa T 108 17T

By the choice of Tk, and ngk, > Tk,, we have that

(nk, + ne) log %}2

A
108 577501
So we only need that
(nk, + ne)log %,1 (nk, + ne)log %,2

log —— 2 log — 22
E D Tem ] E D Tem]

It is equivalent to

1 1 < log A} log A}
(nr, +ne) | ( - - ) log A + & z & 1 > 1.

>\1 2 )\2 >\1
Sy dyemes SRR voy i pevms) log ormaam 108 IorTsaT

Since A > Ay, and ng, > Tk,, it is sufficient to require that
Tk, (log Ay — log A7)

57 > 1.
log el —
IDf1Em
By taking Tk, large enough, the above inequality is satisfied. O
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Choice of the diffeomorphism g. We take g = h,, € U from item 2 of Proposition [l
then g has a periodic orbit O = Orb(g), such that, O\ U, = Orb(y, h)\U,, and #(ONU,) =
I+ m. Denote by w(O) the period of O, then we have 7(O) = nk, + n. +m + [. By the
choice of the neighborhood ¢ and the constants, we have

II IPgdegwl= TI I1Pglewel ] 1PkEw @l
0<i<n(0)—1 gi(q)eU, hi(y)gUp

By the choice of the neighborhoods V and U, and the constants A] and A5, we have that

/\1 I4+m /\2 l4+m
(r) IDflEel ™ < I |Dg|E<gi<q>>||<(A—,2> T
i(q)eU,

Then by the estimation in Claim [£.13] we can see that

M < H D9l (i (ol < A"
0<i<n(0)—1

This finishes the proof of Lemma O

4.7 The genericity argument

Lemma is a perturbation result to get weak periodic orbits. To get the conclu-
sion of Theorem B, we have to do the genericity argument based on Lemma T2 see for
instance [27].

Take a countable basis (V,)n>1 of M, and take the countable family (U, ),>1, where
each U, is a union of finitely many sets of (V,,),>1. Take the countable pairs (7, Yn)n>1 of
rational numbers contained in (Ao, 1) with 1, <+, for each n > 1.

Let H,,.m be the set of C! diffeomorphisms h such that, every h; in a C! neighborhood
V C Diff* (M) of h has a hyperbolic periodic point ¢ € U, satisfying that the hyperbolic
splitting E* @ E* of Orb(q, h1) is a A3-dominated splitting and

< ,ymT(‘I)7

@ < H 1DP1| s ni)
0<i<7(g)—1

where 7(g) is the period of q. Let N, be the set of C' diffeomorphisms h such that
every h; in a C'' neighborhood V C Diff 1(M ) of h has no hyperbolic periodic point ¢ € U,
satisfying that the hyperbolic splitting E* @ E* of Orb(g, h1) is a A3-dominated splitting
and
an(q) < H ||Dh1|ES(h§)|| < ”YmT(q)v
0<i<7(q)—1

where 7(q) is the period of gq.
Notice that N, ., = Diff' (M) \ H, .. Hence Hy, m U N, m is C' open and dense in
Diff*(M). Let

Ri= ﬂnZl,le(H"xW U Nn,m)
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Then R; is a residual subset of Diff! (M), and Ro N Ry NR is also a residual subset of
Diff* (M).

Claim 4.14. Assume f € Ro N R1 NR. Then for any two numbers Ay < Az € (A, 1), for
any neighborhood U, of Orb(p) and any integer L > 0, there is a periodic point g € U, with
period T > L such that Orb(q) has the A\%-dominated splitting E & F, and

M T IDSleiall < 22"

0<i<r—1

Proof. We take two rational numbers 7;,7; € (Ao, 1), such that A; < n; < v; < A2, and take
U, from the countable basis of M, such that U; C U,. Then by Lemma [AI2] there is a
diffeomorphism g arbitrarily C' close to f, such that g has a periodic point ¢ € U, with
period 7 > T such that the A\3-dominated splitting E @& F is the hyperbolic splitting on
Orb(g, g), and

< I 1Pglegi@nl < v
0<i<r—1

Then f ¢ N, thus f € H;,; and f satisfies the conclusion of Claim T4l O
Claim 4.15. Theorem B holds for any diffeomorphisms in Ro N R1 N'R.

Proof. Assume f € RyNR1NR and f satisfies the assumptions of Theorem B. By Claim[4.14]
we get a sequence of periodic orbits Orb(gy) of f, such that g — p with 7(gr) — oo, and

/\17(qk) < H ||Df|E(fi(qk))H < )\2T(Qk)'

0<i<7(qx)—1

Hence by the A3-domination of E & F, we have that

[T 1D el < A7,

0<i<7(qx)—1

Then by item 2 of Lemma and item 2 of Lemma [2.22] there is a Ap-bi-Pliss point 7,
on Orb(gy) for each k. Taking a subsequence if necessary, we assume (ry) is a converging
sequence. Then there is [ > 0, such that for any m,n > [, the stable and unstable manifolds
of r,, and r, intersect respectively, since ry has uniform stable and unstable manifolds.
Hence (Orb(¢m))m> are homoclinically related together, thus p € H(gy). By item 2 of
Lemma 238 we have that g, € H(p). This finishes the proof of the claim. O

The proof of Theorem B is now completed.

5 Periodic orbits around a periodic orbit and a set:
proof of Proposition 1

In this section, we give the proof of Proposition Il We consider the periodic point p

and the invariant compact set K satisfying that p ¢ K and K contains no non-hyperbolic

periodic point. Recall that the point z € W¥(p) satisfies w(z) N K # § and the point
y € W#(p) satisfies a(y) = K.
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Taking a smaller neighborhood if necessary, we can assume that the element of U is of
the form fo¢ with ¢ € V, where V is a C'! neighborhood of Id and satisfies the property (F)
in Definition 22241 By Theorem [2.25] there is an integer N associated to the neighborhood
U. By Lemma 227 there are two numbers § > 1 and ¢ > 0 associated to U.

It is easy to see that we only need to prove the proposition for U, and Uk small. More
precisely, we assume that U, N Ux = @ and (Orb™ (x) UOrb™ (y)) N Ux = @. Moreover, by
the hyperbolicity of periodic orbits in K, we assume that there is no periodic point with
period less than or equal to N contained in Uy \ K.

To simplify the notation, we assume that p is a hyperbolic fixed point of f, and the proof
of the general case is similar. The only difference is that, in item 2 of the conclusion, the
condition #(0NU,) € {Il+mr,l+m7+1,--- I+ (m+1)7—1} should be #(0ONU,) = l+m.
In the general case, the number #(O N U,) cannot be chosen arbitrarily, but we can make
sure it is contained in an interval whose length is the period of p.

Now we fix the neighborhoods U, U, and Uk, and the numbers N, 6 and rg.

5.1 The choice of ny, the point z; and the perturbation domain at
21

Recall that the point x € W"(p) satisfies w(z) N K # 0.

Lemma 5.1. There is a point z1 € Ug \ K, such that:
— for any neighborhood V,, of z1, there is n > 1 such that f™(x) € V., ;
— 21 <y K and Orb™(21) C Ug.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 2131 We take a smaller open neighbor-
hood V of K such that V C Ug. Since w(x) N K # 0, for any k > 1, there is ny > 1,
such that f™(z) € B(K, ). Take the smallest integer my, such that the piece of or-
bit (f™*(z), fretl(x),---, f**(x)) is contained in V. Taking a convergent subsequence
if necessary, we assume that the sequence {f™*(x)}x>1 converges to a point z; € V C
Uk and the sequence {f™ (z)}r>1 converges to a point zo € K. Then we have that
21 <uU, %2, and the pieces of orbit that connects the neighborhoods of z; and 2y are
(fme(z), fretl(z), -+, f"(z))k>1. Since z2 € K, we have that z; <y, K. By the choice
of my, we have that f™~1(z) € M\ V. Since M \ V is compact, and f~1(21) is a limit
point of the sequence { f™*~1(x)}r>1, we have that f~1(21) € M \ V. By the invariance of
K, we have that z; ¢ K and nj —my goes to +oc. Since (f™*(x), f™+1(x), -, fr*(x)) is

contained in Ux and f™*(x) converges to z;, we have that Orb™(2;) C V C Ug. Thus the
second item is satisfied. The first item is a trivial fact by the choice of z;. O

By the assumption on Uy, we have that z; is not a periodic point with period less than or
equal to N. Also, since y € W*(p) and Orb™ (21) C Uk, we have z; ¢ Orb(y). Moreover, by
the fact that a(y) = K, we know z; ¢ Orb(y). Then there are two neighborhoods V,, C U,
of z; satisfying the conclusion of Theorem for the triple (f,U, N), and also satisfying
the following conditions:

— U,, Uf(U,)U---UfNU,,) C Uk \ K;

e (Uzl U f(Uzl) U---u fN(Uzl)) N OI’b(y) =0.

By Lemma [51] there is n; € N such that f"1(x) € V,,. Moreover, since a(y) = K, there
is ny € N, such that, for any n > ns, we have f~"(y) € Uk. Let ng = ny + no.

33



5.2 The choices of points and perturbation domains in A and to
get h.

Take any integer Tk . By Lemma [5.1] we have that z; <y, K, that is to say, there is a
point zo € K such that z; <y, 22. Now we consider two cases, depending on whether there
is such a point z9 that is not a periodic point with period less than or equal to V.

5.2.1 The non-periodic case

Assume that there is a point zo € K which is not a periodic point with period less than
or equal to N, and z; <y, 22. Then there are two neighborhoods V,,, C U,, of 22 satisfying
the conclusion of Theorem for the triple (f,U,N) and also satisfying the following
conditions:

— U, Uf(Us,)U---U fNU,,) C Uk;

7 (Uzl U f(Uzl) u---u fN(Uzl)) n (Uzz U f(Uzz) u---u fN(UZQ)) = @;

7 fn(x) ¢ Uz, U f(Uzz) u---u fN(Uz2)7 for any —oo < n < ny;

7 fﬁn(y) % UZ2 U f(Uzz) u.---u fN(UZ2)7 for any n < ng + Tk.

Then there is n3 > na+ Tk, such that f~"3(y) € V,,. Since we have the fact that 21 <y, 2a,
there is a piece of orbit (w, f(w), -+, f¥(w)) contained in Uy, such that w € V,, and
f¥(w) € V,,. Moreover, since U,, NOrb(y) = § and w € V, C U,,, we have that w ¢ Orb(y).

Perturbations to get h in the non-periodic case. Now we do the perturbations step by step
to get the conclusion.

Step 1. From the choice of points and neighborhoods above, we can see that the point
x has a positive iterate () € V, and the point f*(w) has a negative iterate w € V;,.
Then by Theorem [2.25] there is a diffeomorphism f; € U, such that f; coincides with f
outside U, U f(U,,)U---U fN(U,,) and f*(w) is on the positive orbit of z under f;.

Step 2. For the diffeomorphism f;, the point x has a positive iterate f*(w) € V.,,
and the point y has a negative iterate f~"3(y) € V,,. Since f; coincides with f outside
Uzluf(Uzl)U' ' 'UfN(Uzl) and (Uzluf(Uzl)U' ' 'UfN(Uzl))m(UZ2Uf(UZ2)U' ' 'UfN(UZ2)) =
(), then by Theorem 228 there is a diffeomorphism h € U, such that y is on the positive
orbit of z under h and h coincides with f; outside U, U f(U,,) U---U fN(U,,).

By the constructions above, h coincides with f outside (U,, U f(U,,)U---U fN(U,,)) U
(U, Uf(U,,)U---UfN(U,,)). Hence h coincides with f on Orb(p) UOrb™ (z) UOrb™ (y) and
outside Ux. Moreover, #(Orb(z, h) NUk) > ng —ng > Tk and #(Orb(z, h) \ (Ux UU,)) <
ni + no < ng.

5.2.2 The periodic case

Assume that any point zo € K satisfying z1 <y, 22 is a periodic point with period less
than or equal to N. We take such a point ¢ € K. In this case, we cannot use Theorem
at the point ¢ since its period is small but we can do perturbations at the stable and unstable
manifolds of ¢ since it is hyperbolic. To simplify the proof, we assume that ¢ is a hyperbolic
fixed point of f, but the general case is identical. We take a neighborhood U, of ¢ such
that U, C Uk \ (U, U f(U,,) U---U fN(U,,)), and such that for any point w satisfying
Orb*(w) C U, (rep. Orb™ (w) C Uy), we have w € W#(q) (resp. w € W(q)).

Since z1 <y, ¢, by a similar argument as in Lemma [5.1 we can get that, there is a
point 2’ € U, such that z; <y, 2’ and Orb™ (z) C U,. By the choice of U,, we have that
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' € Wé(q) and 2’ ¢ U,, U f(U,,) U---U fN(U,,). Notice that, since 2’ is not a periodic
point and z1 <y, 2’, we have ¢/ ¢ K = a(y). Hence 2’ ¢ Orb(y).

Since ¢ € a(y), there is y' € W*(¢) N Uy, such that for any neighborhood U of 3/, there
is an integer n > 1, such that f~"(y) € U. (In fact, if a(y) = {q}, we can choose 3’ to be
a negative iterate of y. If {g} S a(y), we can choose 3’ to be contained in a(y) N W"(q)).
Moreover, we have y’ ¢ Orb(z).

By the A\-Lemma, there are two neighborhoods W,, and W, of 2’ and y’ respectively
such that, for any two smaller neighborhoods W;, C W, and W;, C W, of 2’ and ¢’
respectively, there is a piece of orbit (z/, f(2’), -+, f'(2")) contained in Uy, such that 2’ €
W, fi(z') € ffl(W;,), fi(z'") ¢ Wi, u W,, for any i € {1,2,--- ,t} and t > Tk.

Now we construct the perturbation domains at the points =’ and 3’ respectively. Recall
that 6 > 1 and ¢y > 0 are the two constants obtained by Lemma associated to U and

f.

Perturbation domain at ' We can take two neighborhoods V,» C U,+ of 2’ that satisfy
the conclusions of Theorem for the triple (f,U, N), and also satisfy that

— Uy C Wy

— Uy U f(Um/) U--- ,UfN(U;E/) C Uq;

— fY(x) ¢ Up U f(Up)U---U fN(Uy), for any —oo < n < ny;

— Uy NOrb(y) =0 and g ¢ U,.
Then, there is a piece of orbit (w’,--- , f¥ (w')) contained in Ug, such that w' € V., and
f¥ (w') € V. Moreover, w’ ¢ Orb(y).

Perturbation domain at y' We take a number 7’ < ro small enough, such that: if we take
the neighborhood U, = f(B(f~1(y'),0r")) of 3/, then the following properties are satisfied:

— Uy C Wy

— Uy U Uy) CU N\ ({g} VU U f(Usr) U=+ JUFN (Usr));

— Uy N1 {Uy) = 0;

— fY(x) ¢ Uy U f71(Uy), for any —oo < n < ny;

— {0 Uy U FHU) = 0.

Then by the choice of U, and Uy, there is a piece of orbit (', f(2/),---, f™(2'))
contained in Uy, such that 2’ € V,/, f*4(2) € B(f~'(y'),r"), fi(z') ¢ Uy for any i €
{1,2,--+ ,n4} and ng > T,. By the choice of y’, there is a negative iterate f~"3(y) of y
contained in B(f~1(y’),r").

Perturbations to get h in the periodic case. From the above constructions, we can see that
the perturbation domains are pairwise disjoint and contained in Uk, and the pieces of orbits
that connects two perturbation domains are pairwise disjoint and disjoint from the other
perturbation domains. Then we can do the perturbations step by step as in Case 1.

Step 1. By Lemmal[2Z27 there is f1 € U, such that, fi coincides with f outside f~(U,)
and fi(f™(2")) = f~™*(y). Since f*(z) ¢ U, U f~1(U,), for any —oco < n < ny, we have
that f1 coincides with f on {f™(2)} —co<n<n, -

Step 2. For the diffeomorphism f7, the point y has a negative iterate 2’ € V., and the
point w’ has a positive iterate f¥ (w') € V,,. Then by Theorem 28] there is fo € U, such
that fy coincides with fi outside U, U f(Uy) U --- U fN(Uy), and w' is on the negative
orbit of y under fy. Since f(z) ¢ Uy U f(Up ) U---U fN(Uy), for any —oo < n < ny, we
have that fo coincides with f on {f™(2)}—co<n<n, -
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Step 3. For the diffeomorphism fo, the point y has a negative iterate w’ in V, and the
point x has a positive iterate f™ (z) € V,,. By Theorem [Z25] there is h € U, such that, h
coincides with fa outside U, U f(U,,) U---U fN(U,,) and y is on the positive orbit of =
under h.

By the constructions above, the diffeomorphism h coincides with f outside (U,, Uf (U, )U
U fNUL)) U (U U f(Up) U=+ U fN(U)) U f71(U,). Hence h coincides with f on
Orb(p) UOrb™ (z) UOrb™ (y) and outside Ux. Moreover, #(Orb(x, h) NUg) > ny > Tk and
#(Orb(z, h) \ (Ux UUp)) < nq +na < ny.

Remark 5.2. We point out that, in the construction, each of the perturbation supports are
pairwise disjoint with each other. Since d = f oV, where V is a C' neighborhood of Id and
satisfies the property (F) in Definition[2.24), the perturbations fi, fo and h are still contained
mU.

5.3 The choice of [ and the perturbation domains at » and y, and
to get h,,.

From the constructions in section[5.2] we get the diffeomorphism h that satisfies the first
item of Proposition[Il In this section, we do the perturbations to get the diffeomorphism
R -

Assume h'(z) = y. By replacing x and y to a negative or positive iteration, we assume
that =,y € U, and Orb™ (z,h) U Orb™ (y,h) C U,. Assume that #({h"(z)}1<n<: N Up) =
mg. We take a number r < 7y small enough, such that, if we take the neighborhood
U, = h(B(h~'(x),0r)) of x and the neighborhood U, = B(y,0r) of y, then, the four sets
Uy, h~Y(U,), Uy and h(U,) are contained in U, and pairwise disjoint from each other and
disjoint with {h"™(x)}1<n<¢. By the A-Lemma, there is [y € N, such that, for any m > 1, there
is a piece of orbit (h(z),h?(2),---,hlot™=1(2)) contained in Up, such that h(z) € B(y,r),
plotm=1(2) € B(h=Y(x),r) and hi(z) ¢ U, Uh~Y(U,) for any i = 2,3,--- ,lg + m — 2. Let
=1y + mo.

By Lemma and the disjointness of U,, f~'(U,) and Uk, there is h,, € U, such
that, h,, coincides with h outside U, U f~1(U,), and hy,(y) = h%(2), hm(flotm=1(2)) =
hlotm=1(y) = x. Hence h,, coincides with h on Orb(p) and outside U,. Moreover, the point
x is a periodic point of h,,, and putting O = Orb(z, hy, ), we have that O\U, = Orb(z, h)\U,,
and #(0NU,) =lg+mo+m=1+m.

This finishes the proof of Proposition [l

Remark 5.3. We point out here that, in the periodic case, we cannot do the same per-
turbations at ' to connect f¥ (w') to f(2') just as at the points y' to connect f"(2') and
f75 1 (y). Because the piece of orbit (w',--- , f¥ (w')) that connects the neighborhoods V.,
and Vy of z1 and z' respectively may enter into the neighborhood U, many times before
F¥ (w'). Thus if we use the basic perturbation lemma to connect f¥ (w') to f(z'), the piece
of orbit (w',--- | f¥ (w')) may be modified and it is not clear if the negative orbit of y can
intersect V,, after such perturbation.
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6 Asymptotic approximation for true orbits: proof of
Proposition 2

In this section, we give the proof of Proposition[2l In fact, the proof is almost the same as
the proof of Proposition 10 in [I§]. Recall that K is an invariant compact set and a(z) C K.
We consider the hyperbolic periodic point p ¢ K with W4(p) N K # (). We assume that
for any point y € W¥(p, f), we have w(y) \ K # 0, otherwise there is nothing needed to
prove. Also we assume that « ¢ K because the other case can be obtained directly if the
proposition is true under the assumption = ¢ K. We take two steps to get our purpose:

— we choose a sequence of non-periodic points (2, )n>0, such that:

20 <21 < <K, z9g € W%(p) and z,, ¢ Orb™ (z), for any n > 0,
— then we perturb at every z, to connect all the points together and avoid Orb™ (z).

In order to prove Proposition 2, we take a decreasing sequence of C'-neighborhoods (U;,)
of f that satisfies the following properties:
o ZTO - uv
— the element of U, is of the form f o ¢ with ¢ € V,, where (V,,) is a decreasing se-
quence of C! neighborhoods of Id that satisfy the property (F) in Definition 2.24]
and NV, = {Id}.

Then we have that N,U,, = {f}. Theorem [2:25 associates to each pair (f,U)) a number Nj.

Recall that a(r) C K and we have assumed that z ¢ K. We need the following three
lemmas for the proof of Proposition

Lemma 6.1. For any neighborhood W of K, there is a point z € (W NWH*(p)) \ K, such
that, z <w K and Orb*(z) C W. Moreover, z ¢ Orb™ ().

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemmal5.Il We assume W is a small neighborhood
of K such that * ¢ W and p ¢ W. Take an open neighborhood V' C W of K, such that
V C W. Since Wu(p) N K # ), for any k > 1, there is a point z; € W*(p) and a positive
integer n(k), such that f"*)(z;) € B(K, +). For k large, the set B(K, +) is contained in V.
We consider the smallest integer m (k) such that the piece of orbit (f™*) (), ---, f**)(x4,))
is contained in V. By the assumption that w(xy) \ K # 0 for any k > 1, we can see that
n(k) — m(k) goes to infinity as k goes to infinity.

By taking convergent subsequence if necessary, assume the sequence {f™*)(z;)} con-
verges to a point z € V, and {f™*)(x3)} converges to a point 2z’ € K. It can be obtained
directly that z € W*(p). By a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma [5.1] we can
obtain the fact that z ¢ K, and z < z’. Then we have z <y K since 2/ € K. Since

FE) (), - -+, fF) () is contained in V and n(k) — m(k) goes to infinity, we have that
Orb™(z) € W. Then by the assumption 2 ¢ W, we have z ¢ Orb™ (z). Hence z ¢ Orb™ ()
because Orb™ (z) C Orb™ (z) U K. O

Lemma 6.2. There are a point y € W¥(p), a sequence of points (z)k>1, three sequences of
neighborhoods (Ur)r>1, (Vi)k>1, (Wk)k>0 and a sequence of finite segment of orbits Yy, =
Wres fQu)s -5 F™ P (yn) a0, such that:
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1. Wiy C Wy and Wy, = K;

2. Theorem[Z28 can be applied to z, € Vi, C Uy, for the triple (f, Ui, Ni), and f(Uy) C
Wi \ Wit for all 0 <n < Ni;

3. Uy NOrb™ (z) =0, for any k > 1;
4. 2 <w,, 2k+1 and 2 <w, K, for any k > 1;

5. the points f™¥) (yr) and yg41 are contained in Vi1 for all k > 0 where yo =y, and
Orb™ (y) N Wy = 0;

6. Y, C Wi\ Wiz for all k>0 and Y, NOrb™ () = 0, for all k > 0;

Proof. We build all the sequences by induction. Set Wy = M. We first choose W1, z1, V1,
U, and Yj.

Since all periodic orbits in K are hyperbolic, there is a neighborhood W; of K, such that
there is no periodic points with period less than or equal to Ny contained in Wi \ K. Also
we can assume that p ¢ Wj. By Lemma [6.1] there is z; € Wy \ K, such that z; <w, K,

z1 ¢ Orb™ (z), and z; € W¥(p). By the choice of W; and by the fact z; € Wi \ K, there is
a neighborhood U; of z1, that is disjoint from its N; first iterates and f™(U;) C W7 \ K for
any 0 < n < Nj. Moreover, because z; ¢ Orb™ (), we can assume U; N (Orb ™ (z) UK) = ().
By Theorem [Z20] there is Vi3 C U; associated to (f,U;, N1). Then there are a point
y € W*(p) \ Wi and a positive integer m(0), such that f™©(y) € Vi. Moreover, by
considering a negative iterate of y if necessary, we can assume that Orb™ (y) N Wy = (). We
take yo = y and Yy = (v, f(y), -, ™ (y)). To sum up, we have obtained W7y, 21, Vi, U;
and Yj.

Now we construct the sequences by induction on k. After Wy, 2z, Vi, Ux and Yi_1 have
been built, there is Wy41 C Wy such that

— there is no periodic point with period less than or equal to Ni41 contained in Wiyq '\

K;

— f?(Ur) N Wig1 =0, for all 1 < n < Ng;

— Wi NYeo = 0;

— W1 is contained in B(K, 7).

By Lemma 2.13| there is zpy1 € Wiyt \ K, such that zp <w, 241 <w,,, K and
Orb™ (2x41) € Wiy1. Since x ¢ Wyy1, we have that 2z, ¢ Orb™ (x). Moreover, by the fact

that zx11 ¢ K and a(zx) C K, we have that zp11 ¢ Orb™ (z). By Theorem 225 there are
neighborhoods Vj41 C Ug41 of zi41 associated to (f,Uxk+1, Nit1), such that:

— U1 N (Orb™ (z) UK) = 0,

— f™(Uk41) C Wi for all 0 < n < Nggq.

Then there is Yi = (y, f(yx),- - f™") (), such that y € Vi and f™®(y) € Vi
Since U NOrb™ (x) = 0, we have that yi, ¢ Orb™ (x), and hence Y}, is disjoint from Orb™ (z).
Then we finish the proof of Lemma O

Remark 6.3. We point out here that, in Lemma [6.3, there is an open set V' containing
Orb™ (z), such that VN U, =0 for all k > 1. In fact, since x ¢ K, for any integer n € N,
there is ny, such that f~"(x) ¢ W,,. By the fact that U, C Wy and Uy N Orb™ (z) = 0,
for any n > 0, there is an open neighborhood B, of f~"(x), such that B, NU, = 0 for any
k> 1. Then we take V =J,,~o Bn-
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Now we fix the point y € W*(p) and the sequences (zx)k>1, (Uk)k>1, (Vi)k>1, Wi)k>0
and (Y%)r>o0 as in Lemma [6:2] We have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.4. There are a sequence of perturbations (gx)k>o0 of f and a strictly increasing
sequence of integers (ng)k>o0, such that,

1. go = f and ng = 0;

2. there is ¢y, € Vi, such that ¢y, = Id outside Uy, U---U fNe=1(UL) and gr, = gr—1 0 dx,
fork>1;

3. fOT any I = {0517" : 7k - 1}7 the piece Of orbit (ggl(y)vg]?l-’_l(y)a' o ’ng+1(y)) is
contained in Wy \ Wiya.

Proof. We build inductively the sequences (gx) and (nx) and another sequence of integers
(my)r>0 which satisfy the conclusions and also the following properties:

— my > ny and g;"* (y) € Vig1;

— the piece of orbit (g* (y), gp* ' (y), -+, gi* (y)) is contained in Wy, \ Wi2.

First, we take go = f and ng = 0. By Lemmal6.2 there is mg > 0, such that g5 (y) € V4
and the piece of orbit (y = g4° (), 90(y), -+ ,95°(y)) is contained in Wy \ Wa.

Now assume that g, nx and my have been built, we explain how to get git1, nx+1 and
mMk+41-

The forward orbit of g,*(y) has a positive iterate g,"*(y) € Vi1, and the backward
orbit of fm(k"’l)(ykﬂ) has a negative iterate ypy1 € Vi41. Moreover, these segments of
orbit are contained in Wy \ Wj435. Since gi coincides with f on the set Ugtq U f(Ugs1) U
oo U fNe+1(U41), one can apply Theorem to (g, Uk+1, Vi1, Ur+1) and get a diffeo-
morphism gi11. The new diffeomorphism gr41 is of the form g o ¢pr41, where ¢py1 = Id
outside Ug1q U--- U ka+171(Uk+1) and f o g1 € Upy1, thus ¢pr1 € Vit

Since gi+1 = gi outside Uy1U- - -UfNe+171 (U1 1), the piece of orbit (y, g (y), -+ , gp* (v))
under gy, coincides with the one (y, gx+1(y), -+, 955 (y)). By the new diffeomorphism gy 1,
the forward orbit of ngrl(y) has an iterate fm(k"’l)(ka) under gr4+1 contained in Viio.
That is to say, there is an integer mgq > ny, such that fm*+D(y, 1) = g;:ffl(y) More-
over, there exists an integer ny4; with ngy < ngy1 < mgy1, such that:

~ the piece of orbit (g% | (y), -+ , g, i 1* (y)) is contained in the union of {g;*(y), -+ , gi"* ()}
and Upyq U---U fV+171 (U, 1), hence it is contained in W \ Wyyo,

~ the piece of orbit (g, 44" (y), -+ g1 (y)) is contained in the union of Uiy U -+ U
N1 (Upyq) and {ypi1, -, [P (yrg1)}, hence it is contained in Wiy1 \ Wi 3.
Then the conclusions are satisfied for k£ + 1. This ends the proof of Lemma O

End of the proof of Proposition[2 Recall that the supports U; U --- U fNi=1(U;) and U; U
<« U fNi=1(U;) of the perturbations ¢; and ¢; are disjoint for any i # j, and (V,,) satisfy
the property (F). Then the sequence gy = f o ¢y o --- 0 ¢ converges to a diffeomorphism
g € Uy C U. By the constructions, g coincides with f o ¢ in the set Uy U ---U fN=1(U})
and with f elsewhere. We take V' to be the neighborhood of Orb™ (z) in Remark [6:3] then
it holds that g coincides with f on the set Orb(p) UK UV UOrb™ (y) and w(y,g) C K. Since
Orb™(z) C V, we have that Dg coincides with Df on Orb™ (x). Moreover, since g is the
limit of the sequence (gi), by Lemma[64] for any n > ng, ¢"(y) € Wi. Then we have that
w(y,g) C K. This finishes the proof of Proposition 2 O
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7 Asymptotic approximation for pseudo-orbits: proof
of Proposition 3

To prove Proposition 3, we use the techniques of [8] [I8] to get true orbits by perturbing
a pseudo-orbit. Similarly to the proof of Proposition 2, we have to perturb infinitely many
times in a special neighborhood to keep some part of the initial dynamic unchanged. The
proof refers a lot to [8] and Section 3.2 of [20].

We take several steps. First, we choose an open set that covers all positive orbits of X
that are not on the local stable manifold of periodic orbits with small periods. Actually,
we choose a special topological tower of X. Second, we construct a sequence of disjoint
perturbation domains containing in their interior the special topological tower. Then, we
choose an infinitely long pseudo-orbit in X that goes from z to K, has jumps only in the
tiles of the perturbation domains and accumulates to K in the future. Finally, we perturb in
the perturbation domains to construct a true orbit which goes from z to K and accumulates
to K in the future.

We take a C! neighborhood Uy of the diffeomorphism fy with Uy C U, such that, the
element of Uy is of the form f o ¢ with ¢ € Vy, where Vy is a Cl-neighborhood of Id
that satisfies the property (F) in Definition Then there is a smaller C* neighborhood
U' C Uy of fy and an integer Ny associated to (fo,Up) by Theorem Take the integer
T = 10kqd Ny where the integer kg > 1 is the number given by Lemma 2.36

From now on, we fix the C'* neighborhoods U’ C Uy of fy and the integer 7. Consider
a diffeomorphism f € U’ an invariant compact set K, a positive invariant compact set X
and a point z, satisfying the following properties:

— all periodic points contained in K are hyperbolic,

— all periodic points contained in X with period less than or equal to T" are hyperbolic,

— for any € > 0, there is an e-pseudo-orbit contained in X that connects from z to K.
Also we fix a neighborhood U of X \ K.

We take a decreasing sequence of Cl-neighborhoods (Uy,)n>1 of f such that, Uy C Uy,
and N,U, = {f}. Moreover, the element of U,, is of the form f o ¢ with ¢ € V,,, where
(V) is a decreasing sequence of C! neighborhoods of Id that satisfy the property (F) in
Definition For any k£ > 1, Theorem associates to each pair (f,Ux) an integer
Nj. We can assume that (Ny)r>0 is an increasing sequence. We assume also that z ¢ K,
otherwise there is nothing to prove. For an integer N, denote by Pery (f) the set of periodic
points of f whose period is no more than N. Fix a small number v > 0 (to determine the
CY distance between the new created diffeomorphism and f).

7.1 Choice of topological towers

In this section, we construct a family of special topological towers for the set X with the
properties stated in Lemma [7.1]

Lemma 7.1. For any é > 0, for any decreasing sequence of positive constants (Yn)n>0, and
for any increasing sequence of integers (Li)k>0 where Ly = 10dNy, there are a decreasing
sequence of neighborhoods (Uy)rk>0 of K, a sequence of open sets (Wy)k>0, and a sequence of
compact sets (Dg)r>o0, such that, putting X, = X N (Ux \ Ugt1) for all k > 0, the following
properties are satisfied.

— Up=M, z ¢ Uy, andﬂkZOUk:K,
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— For any k >0,
1. there is mo periodic orbit with period less than ﬁiLkH contained in m\ K,
2. fYUks1) C Uy, for all —4k%Lg41 < i < 4K%Ljg41,
3. the Ly sets Wy, f(Wy), -, fE*=1(Wy) are pairwise disjoint, contained in U\ K,

and also contained in Uyg_1 \ Ugy2, where we put Uy = Uy = M,
4. for any —4k%Lyyo < i < 4K%Ljyo, we have that fH{(Ugta) N (Wo U--- U W) =0,

5. foranyl <k, any0 < i< L; and any0 < j < Ly, we have that f{(W;)NfI(Wy) =
0,

6. the set Dy, is contained in Wy, such that, any point in Xg '\ (UPGPETLO(f) W (p))

has a positive iterate in Int(Dy), and for k > 1, any point in Xy has a positive
iterate in Int(Dy U Dy—1),

7. the diameter of every connected component of Wy, is smaller than .

Remark 7.2. The set WyU- - -UW}, can be seen as a special topological tower for XoU- - -UXy,
from the items[3, [A and [G.

Proof. We build inductively the sequences (Ug)k>0, (Wk)r>0 and (Dg)r>0 from a sequence
of open sets (W} )r>0 and a sequence of compact sets (D}, )r>0, which satisfy the following
additional properties: for any k& > 0,

— 1", the set Wy, is contained in a small neighborhood of Wi, and W[ C Wy,

— 2/ the sets W[, f(W}), -, fl*=(W]) are pairwise disjoint, contained in U\ K, and

also contained in Uy \ Ug1a,

— 3. for all —4k3Lj4o < i < Ak3Ljto, we have f'(Upt2)) N(WHU---UW]) =0,
— 4. foranyl <k, any 0 <i < L; and any 0 < j < Ly, we have f{(W;)N fI(W)) =0,
— 5. Dy = (D} UD},,) N Wi, where D}y C W, and Dly,, C Wy UW/,,,
— 6'. any point in Xg '\ (U;DEPeTLO(f) W3 (p)) has a positive iterate in Int(Dj) and any

point in Xy, has a positive iterate contained in Int(Dy},) for any k > 1,

— T'.the diameter of every connected component of Wy, is smaller than 4.

Put U_y = Uy = M. We construct inductively the sets U1, W}, D}, Wi—1 and Dj_1.

The sets Uy, W}, and D|: the case where k = 0. By the assumption of hyperbolicity
of periodic orbits in K, we can take a neighborhood U; C B(K,1) of K such that z ¢ Uy
and there is no periodic orbit with period less than 2L, in U, \ K. Notice that Uy = M.
The properties [[l and [2] are satisfied.

Recall that X contains no non-hyperbolic periodic orbit with period less than T, where
T = 10kqdNg = kqLg. Hence X contains no non-hyperbolic periodic orbit with period less
than kqLg. By Lemma 236 there are an open set W C U whose closure Wé is a compact
d-dimensional sub-manifold with boundary and a compact set Dj C W{, such that Wé is
disjoint from its Lg iterates, which is the first property of item 2’. Moreover, any point in
Xo\ (UpePerLO(f) W$(p)) has a positive iterate contained in Int(Dj) and hence the item 6’

is satisfied. By the item Ml of Lemma .30 the set Wé is contained in a small neighborhood
of XoU f(Xo)U---U fralo(Xy). Moreover, we can choose W/ such that the diameter of
every connected component of Wy is smaller than %, which is the item 7’. Hence we can
assume that UiL:”O {(W§) c U\ K, since X is positively invariant. To make the sequences
complete, we could put D’ ; = D_; = W_; = (). Notice that, we do not need to check other

items for the case k = 0.
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The sets Ugy2, Wy, 15 Diyys Wi and Dy, Assume Ujiq, W), D%, Wj_q and D;_; have
been constructed for any 0 < j < k. Now we build the sets Uyy2, W;_ ,, D}, Wy and Dy,

We take a neighborhood Uyyo C Ugy1 N B(K, %H) of K, such that:

— there is no periodic orbit with periodic less than KZL]CJ,_Q in Ugy2 \ K, which is the
property [II

— fY(Uks2) C Upya, for all —4k2Ly 4o < i < 4k%Lyo, which is the property 2]

— W[ N fY(Ukgz2) = 0 for all —4k2Ly1o < i < 4k2Lj4o, which implies the item 3’ and
the last property of item 2.

Consider the compact set Xii1 = X N Ugq1 \ Uk42. Notice that Xp41 contains no
periodic orbit of period less than or equal to £2Lj41. By Lemma [2.36, there is an open
set V)/ 41 Whose closure V//, | is a compact d-dimensional sub-manifold with boundary such

that any point in X has a positive iterate contained in V}/ +1- Moreover, the set V[ | is
disjoint from its first kKqLy41 first iterates and V) 418 contained in a small neighborhood

of Uféé"“ f*(Xk41). By taking this neighborhood small, we can assume that V/,, satisfies
the following properties:
— Since fi(Ugy1) C Uy for any —4k3Lg41 < i < 463Lg41, and Xjp1 C Ugy1, we have
that fz(m) C Uy, for any —2k2Lk11 < i < 262L541.

— Since f{(Upy1) N (WoU---UWy_1) =0 for any —4k3 L1 < i < 4k%Lg11, we have
that fi(Vk’H) NWoU---UWi_1 UK) =0 for any —2k2Lj+1 < i < 2k2Lj41.
Moreover, we can choose V) 41 such that the diameter of all its connected components is
small enough, such that all the i*" iterates of every connected component of Vg1 is of

diameter smaller than 5= for any 0 < i < kgLgy1.

Recall that Wé and V}/, | are two compact d-dimensional sub-manifolds with boundary
and V| is disjoint from its first xqLx 1 first iterates. By Lemma[2.34] considering W/ and

WH as W’ and V', and considering the integer Lp41 as the integer T, there is an open set
Sk = Wi U Vi1 satisfying the following properties:

— W and Vi41 are two compact d-dimensional sub-manifolds with boundary.

— Wi UViy C U\K.

— Wy is a small neighborhood of W}, and hence Wy, is disjoint with its first Ly iterates.
Moreover, the properties 2/, 3/, 4 of W/, implies the properties of [3, M [l of Wj. The
property 1’ is automatically satisfied.

— Vi U (),

— Wi N fi(Ver1) =0 for all i = 0,41, , &Ly 1,

— V41 is contained in a small neighborhood of V/, , U f(V/, ;) U--- U fralrer(V] )
and disjoint from its Ly iterates. Thus we can assume that K N Vi1 = ), and
for all —kgLps1 < i < KgLgi1, we have fi(Vii1)) N (WoU---UWy_1) = 0 and
' (Vir1)) C Us.

Moreover, by the assumption of the diameter of every connected component of W/ and
VI 415 We can take Wy, and Vi1 such that every connected component of Wy, is of diameter
less than % and every connected component of Vi1 is of diameter less than l; Then the
item [7 is satisfied.

By the fact that any point in Xy, has a positive iterate contained in V},,, and V| C
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Uf:dék“ f~%(Vka1), one can see that any point in X1 has a positive iterate contained in
Sk. By the compactness of X1, there is a compact set D;c+1 C Sk, such that all such
iterates are contained in Int(Dj_ ;). Put W}, = Vi1 and Dy = (D}, U D ;) N Wy. Then
we have D, C Sp = Wy UW;_,. From the construction of Vi1, we can see that Wj_
and Dj_ | satisfy the properties[6 2',3’,4',5',6",7".

This finishes the construction of the sets Ug12, W[ |, D} 1 Wi and Dy.

Notice that ()~ Ur = K and z ¢ U, are obviously satisfied by the choice of Uy. This
finishes the proof of Lemma [T O

7.2 Construction of perturbation domains

We take Ly = 10d Ny for all k > 0, and take a small number § > 0, such that for any two
different hyperbolic periodic points g1, g2 € Pern,(f) N X, we have W (g1) N Wg?(g2) = 0,
where o; € {u,s}. Take a decreasing sequence of positive constants (yx)r>0, such that for
any subset of M whose diameter is smaller than 7y, then its i*" iterate is of diameter smaller
than v for any 0 < ¢ < L. By Lemma [[[T] we get the sequences (Ug)r>0, (Wk)r>0 and
(Di)k>0- We still denote X = X N (Uy \ Ug41) for all & > 0.

Now we build the perturbation domains for the family (X). The techniques are mainly
from Section 4.1 and 4.2 of [8]. First, we build the perturbation domains that covers the
points which are not on the local stable manifolds of periodic orbits with period less than
or equal to Ny. The proof is essentially due to Corollaire 4.1 of [§]. They deal with a
family of perturbation domains with the same order, thus the union forms a perturbation
domain. Here we have a sequence of perturbation domains with different orders, however,
the construction of each perturbation domain can be separated.

Lemma 7.3. There is a perturbation domain By, of order Ny for (f,Ux) for each k > 0,
such that the sequence (By)r>o satisfies the following properties.

1. The supports of the perturbations domains By are pairwise disjoint, contained in U,
and also contained in Ug—1 \ Ugta.

2. Any point of Xo \ (UpePerNo(f) W3 (p)) has a positive iterate in the interior of one

tile of the perturbation domain By and any point of Xy has a positive iterate in the
interior of one tile of the perturbation domain Byx_1 U By for k> 1.

In consequence, for any k > 0, there is a finite family of tiles Cy, associated to By, and
a family of compact sets Dy, contained in the interior of tiles of Ci, such that:
— each tile of Cy, contains exactly one element of Dy, for all k > 0 and each element of
Dy is contained in a tile of Cy,
— any point of Xo \ (UpePerNo(f) W3$(p)) has a positive iterate in the interior of one
element of Doy and any point of Xy, has a positive iterate in the interior of one element
of Di—1 UDy, for k> 1.

Moreover, the diameter of any connected component of By is smaller than .

Proof. Consider the sequence of open sets (W}, ),>0 and the sequence of compact sets (Dy) k>0
obtained by Lemmal[7.Jl Moreover, by the item [ of Lemmal[7.]] the diameters of components
of each W, can be chosen small enough such that all their first Ly iterates are contained in
a perturbation domain of order Ly by Theorem

Assume W is a component of Wy, and put D = D NW. By assumption, W is contained
in a chart of perturbation ¢ : W — R?%. We can tile W with tiles of proper size such that
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any cube that intersects ¢(D) is contained in @(W). We do the same thing for all other
components of Wy that has non-empty intersection with Dy and we get a finite family Py
of perturbation domains, each of them being an open set, pairwise disjoint, contained in
Wi, and the union of their closure contains Dy in its interior. Denote ®y the family of
perturbation charts in the construction of Py.

Repeat the construction for Ve (Wy,) and f2*Nx(Dy), i € {1,--- ,5d—1}, and we get the
families P; of perturbation domains contained in f2"* (1), pairwise disjoint and the union
of their closure contains f2*Vk(Dy) in its interior. Denote ®; the family of perturbation
charts corresponding to P;. Consider the family f~2*V¢(P;) contained in Wj. The union of
the closure of all cubes of f~2/Vk(P;) contains Dy, in its interior. By a C* small perturbation
of ®;, we can suppose that a point in Dy can only be contained on the boundary of at most
d different cubes of all cubes contained in Ug’igl [N (’Pi). Since there are at least 5d
families of cubes, we get that any point of Dy is contained in the interior of at least 4d
families of such cubes.

We replace every cube in R? by another one with the same center and homothetic
with rate p < 1 close to 1. Then we get the families P; , of perturbation domains whose
closures are pairwise disjoint. If we choose p close enough to 1, then any point of Dy is still
contained in the interior of a cube of at least 4d families of (f~2¢Nk(P; ,))o<r<sa—1. By the
compactness of Dy, for each i, there is a finite family T; of tiles of the domains f =2V (P; ),
such that the union ¥; of the tiles of I'; satisfies: any point of Dy, is contained in the interior
of at least 4d compact (f~2*Nx(3;))o<r<pd—1-

By another C' small perturbation of ®;, we can suppose that any point of Dy, is contained
on the boundary of the tiles of at most d families of (f~2*V*(I";))o<k<sa—1. Any point is
contained in at least 4d families of tiles, hence any point is contained in the interior of at
least one of these tiles. Define By, and C to be the union of the families P; , and the union
of the families I'; respectively.

Then the compact set Dy, is covered by the interior of the tiles of the family f=2!Vx(T;).
We can take all the components of the intersection of f?Vk(Dy) and the elements of the
family T';, and this is the family Dy.

Finally, by the assumption that Li = 10dNy and the choice of Wy in Lemma [7.I] the
supports of perturbation domains (Bj)r>o are pairwise disjoint and are contained in U.
Also, the support of the perturbation domain By, is also contained in Ug_1 \ Uk4+2. By the
choice of the sequence (v;)r>0, one can see that the diameter of any connected component
of By is smaller than ~. This finishes the proof of Lemma O

We also have to construct perturbation domains that cover the stable and unstable
manifolds of periodic orbits contained in XoN Pery,(f). By the assumption of hyperbolicity
of periodic orbits, Xo N Pery,(f) is a finite set. By Proposition 4.2 in [8], we can construct
in the following way.

Lemma 7.4 (Proposition 4.2 of [8]). For any periodic orbit Q@ C X N Pery,(f), any neigh-
borhood V' of Q, there are a neighborhood W of Q, two perturbation domains Bs and B,, of
order Ny for (f,Uy), two finite families of tiles Cs and C,, associated to Bs and B, respec-
tively, two finite families of compact sets Dy and D,,, and an integer ng(Q), such that:

1. V contains W and Uo<icng—1 f'(Bs U Bu).

1. In [8], they call the sets of U?ialf’ZiNk (P;) on general position. We do not introduce this definition
in our paper. The reader can refer to Section 3.3 of [§] for more details.
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2. fiBs)N fI(By) =0 for all 0 <i,j < Ng — 1,

3. each element of Dy is contained in the interior of an element of Cs, and each element
of D, is contained in the interior of an element of C,. Moreover, each tile of Cs and
C,, contains exactly an element of Ds U D,,

4. for any two pairs Ds € Dy and D, € D,, there is n € {0,--- ,no(Q)}, such that
(D) N1 Dy £0.

5. for any point z € W\W} (Q), there isn > 0 and D € D,,, such that f(z) € Int(D)
and f'(z) € V for all 0 < i < n. Moreover, if f(z) € W, then n < no(Q).

6. for any point z € W\WE.(Q), there isn > 0 and D € D, such that f~"(z) € Int(D)
and f~4(z) € V for all 0 < i < n. Moreover, if f~(z) € W, then n < no(Q).

Moreover, the diameter of any connected component of Bs and B, is smaller than .

7.3 Choice of a pseudo-orbit

By Lemma [7.3] we have the sequences of perturbation domains (By)r>o, tiles (Ck)r>0
and families of compact sets (Dy)g>0. Notice that there are only finitely many periodic
orbits contained in Pery,(f) N X, and they are all outside U;. Hence for each periodic
orbit () contained in X with period no more than Ny, we can take an open neighborhood
V(Q) C U that are pairwise disjoint, disjoint from U; and disjoint from f*(B}) for any
0 <i< N —1and any k > 0. By Lemma [[.4] we have for each @ the open set W(Q), the
perturbation domains Bs(Q) and B, (Q), the families of tiles Cs(Q) and C,(Q), the families
of compact sets Ds(Q) and D, (Q) and the number ng(Q). By the choice of V(Q), we have
that f*(B,(Q)) N f7(By) =0 for any o = s,u, any 0 <4 < Ny — 1 and any k > 0.

We take the union of (Bs(Q),Cs(Q),Ds(Q)), (Bu(Q),Cu(Q),Du(Q)) and (By,Co, Do),
and to simplify the notations, we still denote the union by (By, Co, Dp). By Remark 2.33] we
know the newly created (By,Co, Dp) is still a perturbation domain of order Ny for (f,Up).
Denote Dj the union of the compact sets of the family Dy, for each £ > 0. By a similar
argument as in [8, Section 4.3], we assume that z is not in any of the perturbation domains
that we have chosen.

Recall that the support of the perturbation domain By, is supp(By) = UOS”SNk_l f™(Bg).
From the above constructions, the supports of the perturbation domains (By)g>0 are pair-
wise disjoint and are contained in U. Moreover, we have that supp(By) C Ux_1 \ Ug12 for
any k > 0.

Lemma 7.5. There is an infinitely long pseudo-orbit Y = (yo,y1,- ) for [ contained in X
that has jumps only in tiles of (Ci)k>0 with yo = z and d(y,, K) — 0 as n — co. Moreover,
for each k > 0, there is a minimal number ly, such that y; € Uy for all © > .

Proof. By the former constructions, any point x € X, has a positive iterate contained in the
union of the interior of the compact set D} and the open sets W(Q) for all periodic orbits
Q C X N Perpn,(f). Any point € X}, has a positive iterate contained in the union of the
interior of compact sets D) for k > 1. By the compactness of the sets X}, there are integers
T, compact sets Dy C D}, and compact sets W (Q) C W(Q), such that

— all points z € X, will enter the union of Dy and W (Q) for all Q C X N Pery, (f) in

time bounded by Ty,

— all points x € X}, will enter in D~;C for £ > 1 in time bounded by Tj.
We can assume that T} is larger than no(Q), for any @ C X N Pern,(f) (recall that no(Q)
is obtained from Lemma [T7]).
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Setting of the constants. For k > 0, set n to be smaller than half of the minimum of
the distances between a point in (Ugcxnpery, (1) W(Q)) U (Up<i<, Di) and a point in the
0 =t

completement of (UchmPerND(f) W(Q)) U (Uy<i<k Di)- Moreover, we also assume that 7

is smaller than half of the minimum of the distances between a point in f(M \ Ug) to a
point in Ug41, and smaller than the minimum of the distances between a point in a compact
set D € Dy and a point on the boundary of the tile C' € C, that contains D. Then for any
k > 0, there is a number 0 < g5 < n, such that for any eg-pseudo-orbit (zg,--- ,z1,), we
have d(z;, f(x0)) < 37k, and d(z;, f*~ T+ (z1,)) < 35 for all 0 < i < Ty For each &y, there
is a number §;, € (O,%ak), such that, for any two points z,y € M, if d(z,y) < d, then
d(f(z), f(y)) < % ex. Without loss of generality, we can assume that the sequences (i) k>0,
(ek)k>0 and (0k) k>0 are strictly decreasing sequences.

The sets X, and the pseudo-orbits Z;. Now we take a finite dx-dense set X of X,
for any k > 0, such that z € X,. For any k > 0, take a dy-pseudo-orbit (y¥, - ,yfnk) in
X \ K, such that y} = z and d(yﬁlk,K) < 6. Then we project this pseudo-orbit to the
set Uizo X, if yf € X; \ Xit1, then there is z]k € X;, such that d(yf,zf) < 0;. Then the

pseudo-orbit Zj, = (zF,---, 2F, ) is a pseudo-orbit contained in (J;, X, that connects z to
K, where 2§ = 2.
Recall that (Ug)r>o is a sequence of decreasing neighborhoods of K and X;, = X N

(U \ Ug41). Hence, if yf,yfﬂ € U;, then we have d(f(z}“),zfﬂ) < d(f(zf),f(yf)) +
d(f(yf),yﬁl) + d(yﬁl,zﬁl) < %Ei +0r + 0; < gai—l—%ak. Thus d(f(zf),sz) < &; when
k > 4. For any k > 0, by cutting some part of Zj, we can assume that z]k #+ zlk for any j # [.

Then for any k > 0, there is a minimal integer [(m, k), such that z¥ € U, for all i > I(m, k).

The infinitely long pseudo-orbit Z. Since X is a finite set for any k& > 0, one can
extract a subsequence (Z}) of (Zy), such that all pseudo-orbits in this subsequence have the
same piece before staying in Uy, that is to say, (25, | Zlk(l,k)) are equal to each other for any
Zy € {Z}}. Similarly, there is a subsequence (Z7) of (Z}), such that all pseudo-orbits in this
subsequence have the same piece before staying in Us. We can continue this process, and
finally, by taking the limit, we can get an infinitely long pseudo-orbit Z = (21, 22, - - - ) such
that 21 = z, d(zn, K) — 0 as n — oo. Moreover, if z;,z;11 € X;, then d(f(z;), zj+1) < €,
since Z is a limit set of (Zy).

By the analysis of Lemma 4.6 in [8], the pseudo-orbit Z = (21, 23, - - - ) has the property
stated in the following claim. We omit the proof here since it follows exactly the proof of
Lemma 4.6 in [§].

Claim 7.6. There is a strictly increasing sequence to = 1,11, -+, such that for j >0, 2, is
contained in a compact set E; of |J,~o Dk. Moreover, for any j > 0,
— if E; € Dy, then either t; —t;—1 < Ty or there is Q@ C X N Pern,(f), such that
Ej_l € DS(Q) and Ej € 'DU(Q),
— if Ej € Dy, for some k > 1, then t; —t;j_1 <Tj.

Construction of the pseudo-orbit Y from Z. Now we replace some part of Z to get
an infinitely long pseudo-orbit that connects U to K, accumulates to K in the future, and
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has jumps only in the tiles of the perturbation domains. Using Claim [[.6] we construct Y
as the following.
— If E; € Dy and t; —t;_1 < Tj or if E; € Dy, where k > 1, we replace the piece of
pseudo-orbit (z¢,_, 41, , 2,) by the piece of true orbit (f(z¢,_,), f2(ze,_,), -, [ 751 (2,_,))-
— If E; € Dy and t; — t;—1 > Ti, we have that there is Q@ C X N Pery,(f), such
that E;_1 € Dy(Q) and E; € D,(Q). By Lemma [[.4] there is a piece of true
orbit (z, f(z),---, f(z)) such that z € E;_1, fi(z) € E; and t < no(Q) < Tp.
Then we replace the piece of pseudo-orbit (z;;_, 11, , 2,) by the piece of true orbit
(&), f2(2),- - f(a)).
Then we get a new pseudo-orbit Y = (yo, 91, )-

The property of the pseudo-orbit Y. From the construction of the pseudo-orbit Y,
we can see that two nearby points y;, ;41 satisfy the following properties.

— If y; ¢ Dy, for any k > 0, then f(y;) = yiy1.

— If there exists k > 0, such that y; € Dy, then y; and f~(y;11) are in a same tile of

Ci.

This implies that Y has jumps only in tiles of (C)r>0 with yo = z and d(y,,K) — 0 as
n — oo. Moreover, there is a minimal number i, such that y; € U for all ¢ > [ and all
k> 0.

This finishes the proof of Lemma O

Remark 7.7. In Lemma[7.0, we only need to guarantee that the pseudo-orbit Y obtained
has jumps only in the tiles of (Ck)k>0. We do not have to consider the scale of jumps at
each step.

7.4 The connecting processes

We take the infinitely long pseudo-orbit Y = (yo,41,---) with yo = 2z contained in X
from Lemma Recall that Y has jumps only in tiles of (C)r>0 and d(yn, K) — 0 as
n — 0o. Moreover, for each k > 0, there is a minimal integer I, such that y; € Uy for all
1 > l. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 7.8. For each k > 0, there are a diffeomorphism fi, an infinitely long pseudo-orbit
Yi = (y&,y¥, ) of fr with y& = z, and two sequences of positive integers (my)r>o and
(nk)k>0, such that for any k > 0, the following properties are satisfied.

1. There is ¢ € Vi, such that ¢k|M\supp(Bk) = Id|M\supp(Bk)7 and fr = fr—1 © Ok,
where we put f = f_1.

2. The integer my is the smallest positive integer, such that f,:i’“l

we have My < Mp41.

(2) € Ux. Moreover,

k+1 | k+1
Yo

3. The piece of pseudo-orbit ( YL, 797]33,;1—1) of fr+1 coincides with (z, fr4+1(2), -+,

wfl(z))
4o i <lyo, and yl i = yi, ovi, for all i > 0.
5. The pseudo-orbit Yy, of fi has jumps only in the tiles {Cxt1,Cri2, " }-

Proof. We build the sequences by induction. We construct fri+1, Yit1, nr+1 and my after
fxs Y, ng and my_1 has been built.
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The constructions of fy, Yy, ng: the case n = 0. Recall that the pseudo-orbit Y of f
has jumps only in tiles of (Cx)r>0 and I is the minimal integer, such that y; € Uy, for all
72> .

We counsider the finite pseudo-orbit (yo,y1,- - , Y1, ), which also has jumps only in titles
of (Cx)k>0 since it is a piece of Y. Moreover, we have that yo = z and yo, y1,, ¢ supp(Bo) by
the former constructions. By Lemma 233 there are a diffeomorphism fo € Uy, a positive
integer ng and a new pseudo-orbit Yy = (99,47, - - - ,g)?m) of fy, satistying the following three
properties.

— 90 =yo = = and §%, = yi,-

— The diffeomorphism fy coincides with f outside supp(Bp), hence there is ¢g € Vo,

such that @o|rn\supp(By) = 1| M\supp(Bo)s and fo = f o ¢o, which is the item [

— The pseudo-orbit Y has only jumps in the tiles {C1,Ca,- - - }.

— Ny S ZQ.

Now we consider the infinitely long pseudo-orbit Yy = (y9,4?,--+) of fo which is a
composition of Y and (yi,,yi,+1--+). That is to say y) = 99 when 0 < i < ng and
y? = Yl,4+i—n, When ¢ > ng. Then the diffeomorphism fy, the pseudo-orbit Yy and the
integer ng satisfy the following properties.

— Y has jumps only in the tiles {C1,Ca, - - }, which is the item

— ng <lyand ) ;= yi,4i for any i >0, which is the item £l

Notice that we do not have to check the items 2] and Bl for the case k& = 0.

The constructions fii1, Yitr1, nk+1 and my: the case n = k + 1. We assume that
frs Yi, mr—1 and ng have been built. Then we have that the infinitely long pseudo-orbit
Yi = (y¥,yk, ) of fi, with y§ = 2, has only jumps in the tiles {Ck+1,Cr+2, - }. Moreover,
the piece of the pseudo-orbit (y§, y¥, -+ ,yk, ) coincides with (z, fi(z),- - ,zn"’l_l(z))
and the piece of the pseudo-orbit (y¥ ,y% ,,,---) coincides with (yi,,,, Yipiat1, " )-
Similarly to the construction in the case & = 0, we consider the finite pseudo-orbit
(Yo, yt, -yl ,nyHlHrle) of fi which also has only jumps in the tiles {Cx+1,Cr12, - -

since it is a piece of Y}. Notice that yﬁk+lk+3_lk+2 =Y., and supp(Br41) NUpys = 0. By
Lemma [2Z33] there are a diffeomorphism fr11, a positive integer ngy; and a new pseudo-
orbit YV, = (g6t gyt - s Ontl ) of fiy1, satisfying the following three properties.

~k+1 _ ~k+1
— Yo =z and yn:+1 = Ylpys-

— The diffeomorphism fi1 coincides with fj outside supp(Bg+1), hence there is ¢py1 €
Vi+1, such that ¢k+1|M\supp(Bk+1) = Id|M\supp(Bk+1)a and fr+1 = fr o @41, which is
the item [l

— The pseudo-orbit Y}? ; has only jumps in the tiles {Cx12,Ca2,- - }.

— Npg1 < lpgs.

Similarly to the case when k& = 0, we consider the infinitely long pseudo-orbit Y41 =

(yo ' yrt!,---) of frpr which is a composition of Y}, and (i, g Yuye+1---)- That is

to say yf"’l = gf“ when 0 < ¢ < ngyy and yf“ = Ylpysti—ney, When ¢ > ngi1. Then
the diffeomorphism fjy1, the pseudo-orbit Y; 1 and the integer nyi1 satisfy the following
properties.

— Yj41 has jumps only in the tiles {Cxt2,Cr+3, -}, which is the item

— Ng+1 < g3 and y”01k+1+7: = Yl 5+i for any ¢ > 0, which is the item [l
Then we take the smallest integer myg, such that fﬁ"fl(z) € Ugk+1. To be precise, we
take my in the following way:
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— we take mg =1,
— when k > 1, we take mj, such that fﬁ"fl(z) € Uga1, and for all 0 < i < myg, we have
f11c+1(z) ¢ Ug. _
Since supp(Bg+1) C Uk \ Ug4s, the diffeomorphism fr1 coincides with fi on the piece of
orbit (z, fi(2),- -, ;’1’“171(2«)). By the item [2] of Lemma [T1] we have that my_; < mg,
which is the property 2l The property Bl is satisfied by the choice of my. This finishes the
proof of Lemma [T.8]
O

End of the proof of Proposition[3 Now we consider the sequences ( fx)k>0, (Yi)k>0, (Mk)k>0
and (ng)k>o0 from Lemma [T8 Recall that Uy, = f oV}, where V, satisfies the property (F)
in Definition Then the sequence of diffeomorphism fr = f o ¢g o -+ o ¢ converges
to a diffeomorphism g € Y. Since the supports of all perturbation domains of (Bj)r<o are
contained in U, we have that g = f[y,\v. Moreover, since the diameter of any connected
component of the perturbation domains is smaller than v, we have that the C° distance of
g and f is smaller than ~.

Since supp(Byy1) C Ui \ Upt3, by the items 2 and B of Lemma [T.8 the piece of orbit
(z, fu(2), -+, ;n’"l_l(z)) is also a piece of orbit of f,,, when n > k+1. This implies that the
limit of the sequence of pseudo-orbits Y} is the positive orbit of z under g since the sequence
(my)k>o0 is strictly increasing. By the item @] of Lemma [T8, we can see that Orb*(z, g) has
only finitely many points outside Uy, for any k& > 0 (bounded by ny), hence w(z,g) C K.
This finishes the proof of Proposition O

8 Proofs of the applications

In this section, we give the proofs of the applications of the main theorem.

8.1 Structural stability and hyperbolicity

To prove Corollary [[.3] we use some of the results in [46] 53] 52] 51]. We take two steps:
first, we prove that the statement is true for a residual subset of Diff' (M), and then we
prove it for all diffeomorphisms in Diff!(M).

Recall that an invariant compact set A is shadowable, if for any € > 0, there is 6 > 0,
such that any e-pseudo orbit (xg,x1, -+ ,z,) in A can be d-shadowed by a segment of
orbit (z, f(z), -, f*(z)) in M, i.e. there exists x € M such that d(f*(z),x;) < ¢ for any
0<s<n.

Assume that H(p) is the homoclinic class of a hyperbolic periodic point p of a diffeomor-
phism f € Diff'(M). We state two properties as follows:

— (P1) There are m € N, C' > 0 and 0 < A < 1, such that H(p) admits an (m, A)-
dominated splitting T, M = E @ F with dim(£) = Ind(p). And for any periodic
point ¢ homoclinically related to p, where 7(g) denotes the period of g, the followings
are satisfied:

H IDf™ | e(rim @yl < CAT(@),
0<i<7(q)/m

H ||Df7m|F(f7im(q))H < C/\T(q)
0<i<r(q)/m
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— (P2) H(p) is shadowable and every periodic pseudo-orbit can be shadowed by a
periodic orbit.
Now we state the following two Lemmas, whose proofs will be omitted.

Lemma 8.1 (Theorem 1.2 of [51]). Assume that f is a diffeomorphism in Diff*(M). If a
homoclinic class H(p) is structurally stable, then the property (P1) is satisfied for H(p).

Lemma 8.2 (Proposition 7 of [51]). Assume that f is a diffeomorphism in Diff' (M) and
p is a hyperbolic periodic point. If the two properties (P1) and (P2) are satisfied for H(p),
then H(p) is hyperbolic.

Proof of Corollary I3 We take a residual subset B C Diff' (M) such that any f € B satisfies
the conclusion of Theorem A and Lemma 2338 We claim that, for any f € B, if a homoclinic
class H(p) of f is structurally stable, then it is hyperbolic. In fact, by Lemma B the
property (P1) is satisfied for H(p). Consider the splitting Ty, M = E @ F stated in
property (P1). By the two inequalities in the property (P1), the Lyapunov exponents of all
periodic points homoclinically related to p are uniformly bounded away from zero. Then by
Theorem A and Remark [[L2] we can see that the bundle E is contracting and the bundle F’
is expanding. Hence H (p) is hyperbolic.

Now we assume that f is an arbitrary diffeomorphism in Diff*(M). If a homoclinic class
H(p) of f is structurally stable, then there is a C'! neighborhood U of f, such that H(py,)
is conjugated to H(p) through a homomorphism ¢, for any h € Y. For a diffeomorphism
g € BNU, we know that H(p,) is structurally stable. Then H(p,) is hyperbolic by the
argument above, hence H(p,) satisfies the property (P2). It is easy to see that the property
(P2) is invariant under conjugacy, thus is satisfied by H(p) since H(p) is conjugated to
H(pg). The property (P1) is satisfied by H(p) by Lemmal81l Then by Lemmal82] we have
that H(p) is hyperbolic. This finishes the proof of Corollary [[3

This finishes the proof of Corollary [[.3l O

8.2 Partial hyperbolicity
Now we give the proofs of Corollary [[4l and Corollary [[L5l

Proof of Corollary [1.4} We assume that T,y M = E @ F where dim(E) is smaller than the
smallest index of periodic orbits contained in H(p). In particular we have that dim(E) <
Ind(p). Assume by contradiction that E is not contracting. By Theorem A, there are
periodic orbits Orb(g,) C H(p) such that Ind(g,) = dim(FE), which contradicts to the
assumption that dim(F) < Ind(gy,). This proves Corollary [4l O

Proof of Corollary L. We assume that f satisfies the properties in Lemma [2.38 and Theo-
rem A. For a homoclinic class H(p) of f, we denote by j > 1 and [ < d — 1 the smallest and
the largest index of periodic point contained in H(p). By item 4 of Lemma[Z38 (Theorem 1
of [1]), for any j < i <, there are periodic orbits of index i contained in H(p). Moreover, for
any j < i <, the hyperbolic periodic points with index ¢ are dense in H(p). By Theorem A
of [T, H(p) admits a dominated splitting with index i. By Remark 7] we have that H(p)
admits a dominated splitting T,y M = E° @© Ef © --- © Ej; ® E, where dim(E**) = j,
n =10—j, and dim(Ef) = 1 for all 1 < ¢ < mn. Since H(p) contains hyperbolic periodic
points with index ¢ for all j < ¢ <[, we can see easily that the central bundle EY is neither
contracting nor expanding, for any 1 < i < n.
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Now we consider whether the two bundles E°° and E°“ are hyperbolic. Here E° is
hyperbolic means it is contracting and E* is hyperbolic means it is expanding.

Case 1: both £ and E“* are hyperbolic In this case, the splitting T,y M = E° &
Ef®---® ES @ E is a partially hyperbolic splitting. We put E° = E and E* = E.
Then the the smallest and the largest index of periodic orbits contained in H(p) are dim(FE*)
and d — dim(E") respectively.

Case 2: at least one bundle of EF° and E°" is not hyperbolic Without loss of
generality, we assume that the bundle E°® is not contracting. By Theorem A, there are
periodic orbits Orb(g,) with arbitrarily long period and index j, whose largest Lyapunov
exponent along E° converges to 0. Moreover, such periodic orbits form a dense set in
H(p). Then by the Franks’ Lemma and a genericity argument like in Section 7] the
homoclinic class H(p) can be accumulated by periodic orbits with index j — 1, see [23]
Lemma 2.1]. Therefore, by Theorem A of [47] and Remark Z7 E° has a dominated
splitting F°* = E°® E§ with dim(E§) = 1. By Corollary[[:4], we have that E* is contracting.
Symmetrically, if the bundle E°* is not expanding, then it admits a finer dominated splitting
E® = Ef | @ E" such that E* is expanding and dim(Ef ;) = 1.

By the analysis above, we can obtain that H(p) admits a partially hyperbolic splitting
TypyM = E°® Ef © -+ @ Ej; © E* with every center bundle of dimension one. Moreover,
we have that F*° = E° or £ = E° @ E{ and symmetrically £°* = E" or E* = Ef ® E".
Hence the smallest index of periodic orbits contained in H(p) is dim(E?) or dim(E®) + 1
and the largest one is d — dim(E*) or d — dim(E") — 1.

This ends the proof of Corollary LAl

8.3 Lyapunov stable homoclinic classes

Now we give the proofs of Corollary and Corollary [

Proof of Corollary [0 From Corollary [[L4] we only have to prove the case where dim(FE)
equals the largest index of periodic orbits contained in H(p). The idea of the proof follows
from [41] and Section 3 of [4]. We just give an explanation here and for more details, the
reader should refer to [41] and Section 3 of [4].

Assume f € R satisfies Theorem A where R is the residual set in Lemma 238 There is
a neighborhood U of f, such that the items 3, 4 and 6 stated in Lemma are satisfied
for (f, H(p),U). We can assume that p has the largest index among the periodic points
contained in H(p), hence dim(E) = Ind(p). Assume that the bundle F' is not expanding,
then by the conclusion of the Theorem A, we can get a sequence of periodic orbits Orb(g,)
homoclinically related to Orb(p) with arbitrarily long period such that the smallest Lyapunov
exponent of Orb(g,) along the bundle F' can be arbitrarily close to 0. By Lemma 2.3 of [28],
we can assume that all the eigenvalues of || D f|| along Orb(gy,) are real. Then by Theorem 1
of [30] (Theorem 2.5 in [4]) and a proper construction of a path of diffeomorphism (see [4]),
there is a diffeomorphism g € U and a periodic point ¢ of g with index larger than dim(FE)
such that W#(q) N W¥(p,) # 0. By C' small perturbation, we can assume that W*(q)
intersects W"(p,) transversely. This property is persistent under C! perturbation, since
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Ind(q) > Ind(pg). Hence there is a neighborhood V C U of g, such that for any h € V,
we have W#(qp) h W¥(pp,) # 0. Take a diffeomorphism h € VN'R, we have that H(pp) is
Lyapunov stable by the item 6 of Lemma 2338 Then W*(py,) is contained in H(py). By
the fact W*(gn) h W¥(py,) # 0, we have that g, € H(py). This contradicts the item 4 of
Lemma 238 by the choice of U, since Ind(gp,) > Ind(ps,) = Ind(p). O

Proof of Corollary[1.7, We assume that the second item does not happen. By Lemma 2.38]
all periodic orbits contained in H(p) have the same index. By [41], H(p) has a dominated
splitting T,y M = E @ F such that dim(E) = Ind(p). By Corollary [L6] we have that the
bundle F is expanding. With the same argument to f~! and the bundle E, we get that E
is contracting for f. Hence the splitting T ,)M = E @ F is hyperbolic. Then H(p) is a
hyperbolic chain recurrence class by item 2 of Lemma Hence by a standard argument
using the shadowing lemma, H (p) is an isolated chain recurrence class. By Theorem 5 of [2],
since M is connected, the homoclinic class H(p) is in fact the whole manifold, hence f is
Anosov. O
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