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Abstract

Let f: R, x X — X be a topological semi flow on a Polish spaeln 1977, Karl Sigmund
conjectured that if there is a poirtin X such that the motiorii(t, X) has justX as its minimal
center of attraction, then the set of all sucls residualin X. In this paper, we present a positive
solution to this conjecture and apply it to the study of ciadynamics of minimal center of
attraction of a motion.
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1. Introduction

By a C°%-semi flowover a metric spac¥, we here mean a transformatién R, x X — X
whereR, = [0, o), which satisfies the following three conditions:

(1) The initial condition:f(0, x) = x for all x € X.

(2) The condition of continuity: if there be given two congent sequencds — to in R, and
Xn — Xo Iin X, thenf(t,, X,) — f(to, Xo) asn — co.

(3) The semigroup conditiorf(ty, f(t1, X)) = f(t; +t2, X) for anyxin X and any times, t; in
R,.

Sometimes we writd (t, X) = f{(x) for anyt > 0 andx € X; and for any given poink € X we
call f(t,x) a motion inX andO¢(x) = f(R,, X) the orbit starting from the point. If O:(x) is
precompact (i.60¢(X) is compact) inX, then we say that(t, x) is Lagrange stable

We refer to any subset of X as aninvariantset if f(t, X) € A for each pintx € A and any
timet > 0. In dynamical systems, statistical mechanics and ergbdimry, we shall have to do
with “probability of sojourn of a motiorf(t, X) in a given regiork of X" ast — +oo:

P(f(t,x) e E) = Tlirrm % /OT T (f(t, x))dt,

wherel(x) is the characteristic function of the $eton X.
This motivates H.F. Hilmy to introduce following importactncept, which was discussed in
[13, 15, 16, 12], for example.
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Definition 1.1 (Hilmy 1936 [10]). Given anyx € X, a closed subs&l, of X is called thecenter
of attraction of the motion (f, X) ast — +oo if P(f(t,X) € B,(Cy)) = 1 for all& > 0, where
B.(Cyx) denotes the-neighborhood aroun@y in X. If the setCy does not admit a proper subset
which is likewise a center of attraction of the motib(t, x) ast — +oo, thenCy is called the
minimal center of attraction of the motior{tfx) ast — +oo.

First of all, by the classical Cantor-Baire theorem and Zolemma we can obtain the fol-
lowing basic existence lemma.

Lemma 1.2. Let f: R x X — X be a @-semi flow on a metric space X. Then each Lagrange
stable motion {t, X) always possesses the minimal center of attraction.

From now on, byC, we will understand the minimal center of attraction of a Llaagye stable
motion f(t, X) ast —» +co. In [16], Karl Sigmund gave an intrinsic characterization@t In this
paper, we shall study the generic property and chaotic digsamecurring inCy for a Lagrange
stable motionf (t, X).

Just as the existence of one point which is topologicallyditave implies that a residual set
is topologically transitive, in 1977 Karl Sigmund raisee flollowing open problem:

Conjecture 1.3(K. Sigmund 1977 16, Remark 4]) For any homeomorphisrh of a compact
metric spaceé, the set of pointx € X with Cyx = X, if nonempty, is residual iiX.

Since a residual set contains a dense@ndubset olX, it is very large from the viewpoint
of topology. Although Sigmund’s conjecture is of interébgre has not been any progresses on
it since 1977 except satisfies the “specification” propertyl®, Proposition 6]). In Sectiog,
we will present a positive solution to Sigmund’s conjectwiéghout any imposed shadowing
assumption like specification, which is stated as follows:

Theorem 1.4.Let f: R, x X — X be a @-semi flow on a Polish space X. If some motigt X)
is such thatCy = X, then the seftx € X: Cx = X} is residual in X.

Our argument of Theorerh.4 below also works for discrete-time case. Thus we can obtain
the following:

Corollary. For any continuous transformation f of a Polish space X, #te$points xe X with
Cx = X, if nonempty, is residual in X.

We now turn to some applications of Theorém. For our convenience, we first introduce
two notions for aC%-semi flowf: R, x X — X on a Polish spack.

Definition 1.5. An f-invariant subsei of X is referred to agenericif there exists some point
X € A with A = Cy.

According to Conjecturé.3 (or precisely speaking Theoreind) for any generic minimal
center of attractiol®, of a motionf(t, x), the set of pointy € Cy with Cy = Cy is residual irCy.

Definition 1.6. We say that a motiori(t, X) is chaoticfor f if there can be found some point
y € X such that

Iitm inf d(f(t,x),y) =0, limsupd(f(t,x),y) >0
—+00

t—+o00

and

liminf d(f(t %), f(ty) = 0, limsupd(f(t, %), f(t.y)) > O.

t—+co
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By using Theorem..4, we will show that ifCx is hot generic, then the chaotic behavior occurs
nearCy; see Theorem3.1and3.2stated and proved in Secti8nOn the other hand wheneweg
is generic and it is not “very simple”, then chaotic motions generic irCy; that is the following

Theorem 1.7. Let f(t, p) be a Lagrange stable motion in a Polish space >C{fis generic and
itself is not a minimal subset ¢X, f), then there exists a residual subset puch that {t, x)
is chaotic for each x S.

In Section4 we will consider a relationship of the minimal center of attion of a motion
with the pointwise recurrence.

Finally we shall consider the multiply attracting of the mnial center of attraction of a
motion in Sectiorb.

2. Proof of Sigmund'’s conjecture

This section will be devoted to proving Karl Sigmund’s Canjegel.3in the continuous-time
case; thatis, Theorefn4

Recall that if a continuous surjective m@p X — X is topologically transitive, then for a
countable basibl1, Uy, ..., Uy, ... of the underlying spack, the set

{xeX|Or(x) =X} = ﬂ U T™Un), whereOr(x)={T"x: neZ,},

n=1m=0

is a denséS; set inX becausé J\=, T~™(Up) is open and dense IX. It is easy to see that this
standard argument for topological transitivity does notkueere for Sigmund’s conjecture (or
Theoreml.4). So we need a new idea that will explore the times of sojodira motion in a
domain.

Given anyx € X, let %, be the neighborhood system of the pairih X. To prove Conjec-
ture1.3 we will need a classical result, which shows tBgtconsists of the pointg € X which
are interesting fok.

Lemma 2.1([10, 15] for C%-flow). Let f: R, x X — X be a @-semi flow on a metric space X.
Then for any » X, there holds

T

lim sup1 Ty (f(t,x)dt>0VvU e %y} .
T—+400 T 0

Cx={y€X

Proof. For self-closeness, we present an independent proof ®heimma which is shorter than
that of [L5]. Let x € X and write

T

. 1
limsup= Ty(f(t,x))dt>0VvU € %y} .
T—+c0 T 0

1(X) = {yeX

We first claim thaCy C I(X). Indeed, for anyy € Cy, letU € % be a neighborhood af in X;

then
T

lim sup% Ty(f(t,x))dt> 0.
0

T—o+o0



Otherwise, one would find sonze> 0 so that

1 T
lim ?/0 1, g (f(t, x))dt=0.

T—o+o0

FurtherCy — B2:(q) is a center of attraction of the motidfift, X) and we thus arrive at a contra-
diction to the minimality ofCy.
Finally we assert thatx 2 [(x). By contradiction, lefy € I(x) — Cx and then we can take

somes > 0 such thatl(g, Cx) > 3e. Set

N(B:(q) ={t=0|f(t,x) e B(q)for1l<i <}
and

N(B.(Cy) = {t > O] f(t, X) € Bo(Cy) for 1 <i <}

Clearly N(B(q)) " N(B:(Cx)) = @. However, by definitiond\(B.(q)) has positive upper density
andN(B,(Cy)) has density 1 in [(x). This is a contradiction.
The proof of Lemma&.1is thus completed. O

In Definition1.1we do not require thé-invariance ofCy. However, it is actuallyf -invariant
by Lemma2.1

Corollary 2.2. Let f: R, x X — X be a @-semi flow on a metric space X. For ang X, Cy is
f-invariant.

Since for any real numb@r> 0 and any integeN > O there holds
g
0< / Ty (f(NO +t,x)dt < 6,
0

then Lemma.limplies immediately the following.

Corollary 2.3. Let f: R, x X — X be a ®-semi flow on a Polish space X. For anyexX and
any6 > 0, there holds

N6
Iimsupl Ty (f(t,x)dt>0VvU e %y}.
NaN—+00 N Jo

Cx={y€X

HereN ={1,2,...}.

Proof. The statement follows from thdt = Nt6 + rr whereNy e N,O < rr < gforanyT > 1
and that

1 T 1 N6
limsup= Ty (f(t,x))dt= lim sup—/ Ty (f(t, x))dt
To+c0 T 0 NoN—-+co No 0
foranyU e % and anyy € X. O

We are now ready to prove one of our main statements—Thebrrby applying Lemma.1
and Corollarie2.2and2.3.



Proof of Theorem.4 Write ® = {x € X: Cx = X} and letx € X be such thaCy = X. Then
from Lemmaz2.1, it follows that the orbitO:(x) = f(R,, X) is dense inX and thatO¢(x) € ©
such that for any € O¢(x),
1 (N 1 (N
limsup— Ty(f(t, x))dt = limsup— Ty (f(t,y)dt,
NsN—e N Jo NsN—e N Jo
for every nonempty) € %, whereZ is the topology of the space.

Let 7 = {U;}2; be an any given countable base of the topolgGyof the state spack.
Then by Corollary2.3, we can choose a sequence of positive integgiis= 1, 2, ..., such that
_ 1 (N 1
limsup— Ty, (f(t, x))dt > —,

NsN—w N Jo Li

foralli =1,2,.... For each, write
nL
0 = {ye X|V¥ng € N, 3n > ng with / Ty, (f(t,y))dt > n} )
0

From the continuity off (t, y) with respect tot( y) and

O = ﬁ U {yex\ /OnLi]lUi(f(t,y))dt> n},

Np=1n>ng

it follows that®; is aGs; subset ofX. Becausex belongs to®; by notingN = nyL; + ry and
limnoe B = 0 where 0< ry < L; and then similarlyO¢(x) < ©;, there follows(\2, ©; is a
dense an&; set inX.

Since for anyy € (2, ©; we have

. 1 (N 1
limsup— Ty, (f(t,y)dt> — >0
NsN—e N Jo Li
for anyU; € % and% is a base of the topologyk of the spaceX, we see thay € ® from
Corollary2.3 Therefore@ is a residual set iiX.
This completes the proof of Theoreh®. O

Finally we mention that the statement of Theorgwis also valid for a continuous transfor-
mationf: X — X of a Polish spac.

3. Li-Yorke chaotic pairs and sensitive dependence on iniil data

In this section, we shall apply Theoreh¥ to the study of chaos of a topological dynamical
system on a Polish spaée

Let f: R, x X — X be aC%semi flow on the Polish spac,(d). Recall that two points
X,y € X is called aLi-Yorke chaotic pairfor f if

lim supd(f(t,x), f(t,y)) >0 and Itim infd(f(t, x), f(t,y)) = 0.
t—=+00 —+00
That is to sayx is proximal toy but not asymptotical. If there can be found an uncountalile se
S c X such that every pair of pointsy € S, X # v, is a Li-Yorke chaotic pair forf, then we say
f is Li-Yorke chaoticsee, e.g., Li and Yorke 19734].
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3.1. Nongeneric case

Let f: R, x X — X be aC%semi flow on a compact metric space. The following theorem
shows that iCx has no the generic dynamics in the sense of Definitidnthenf has the chaotic
dynamics.

Theorem 3.1. Given any x X, if Cyx is not generic, then one can find some poirt 4, for any
closed f-invariant subset C Cy, such tha(x, ) is a Li-Yorke chaotic pair for f.

Proof. Given anyx € X, let Cx be not generic in the sense of Definitiarb. Let A be anf-
invariant nonempty closed subset®f. Then by Theoren .4it follows thatx ¢ Cx. Moreover
from Definition1.1, we can obtain that is proximal toA; that is,

Iitm inf d(f(t,x), f(t,A)) = 0.

—+00

Then from [, 6] also [7, Proposition 8.6], it follows that there exists some pajrt A such that
Iitm inf d(f(t,x), f(t.q)) = 0.

We claim that limsup, ., d(f(t, X), f(t,g)) > 0. Otherwise, lim, .. d(f(t, ), f(t,q)) = 0 and
thusCy = Cq; and therCy is generic by Theorerh.4
The proof of Theoren3.1is therefore complete. O

Corollary 1. Given any xe X, if Cx is not generic, then one can find some poird ¢ such
that(x, ) is a Li-Yorke chaotic pair for f and the set

N (X Bs(a) = {t > 0: f(t, x) € Bo(a)}
is a central set iR, which has positive upper density.

Proof. Let A ¢ Cx be a minimal set. Then there can be found by TheoBeha pointq € A
such that X, q) is a Li-Yorke chaotic pair forf. By definition (cf. [7, Definition 8.3] and 5,
Definition 7.2]) N¢(x, B.(q)) is a central set oR, for eache > 0. In addition, by Lemm&.1 it
follows thatNs (x, B.(q)) has positive upper density. This proves the corollary. O

Corollary 2. Letthere exist a fixed point or a periodic orbit in the minimahterCy of attraction
of a motion {t, X). Then we can find a Li-Yorke chaotic pair nezy.

Proof. First if Cx is generic in the sense of Definitidn5, thenf restricted to it is topologically
transitive and has a fixed point or a periodic orbit. Then byhtyand Ye 20021[1, Theorem 4.1],
it follows that f restricted taCy is chaotic in the sense of Li and Yorke.

On the other hand, i€y is not generic in the sense of Definitiarb, then from Theoren3.1
it follows that there always exists a Li-Yorke chaotic padanCy.

The proof of the corollary is thus complete. O

Recall that a motiorf(t, X) is referred to as &8irkhoff recurrent motionof f if O(X) is
minimal (cf. [15, 3]). It is also called “uniformly recurrent” inq] and “almost periodic” of von
Neumann in @] in the discrete-time case.

Motivated by P, 8, 4] we can obtain the following theorem on sensitivity on litiata near
the minimal center of attraction of a motion.
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Theorem 3.2. LetCy, for a motion {t, x), be not generic. If the Birkigprecurrent points of f
are dense i€y, then f has the sensitive dependence on initial data @gam the sense that one
can find a sensitive constant> 0 such that for any & X, X € Cx and any Ue %4, there exists
some point & U with limsup_,, ., d(f(t, a), f(t, C)) > €.

Proof. SinceCy is not generic, by Theoret4it follows that it is not minimal and so it contains
at least two dierent motions off far away each other. Thus one can find a nun#ber0O such
that for all X € Cy there exists a corresponding motib(t, g) in Cx, not necessarily recurrent,
such that

d(%01(q) > 6,

whered(X, A) = infaca d(X, @) for any subseA of X. We will show thatf has sensitive depen-
dence on initial data with sensitivity constant §/4 following the idea of {4, Theorem 4].

For this, we letxbe an arbitrary point i€’x and letU be an arbitrary neighborhood »iiri X.
Since the Birkhé recurrent motions ofX, f) are dense i€y from assumption of the theorem,
there exists a Birkhidrecurrent poinp € U N B.2(X) NCx, whereB,(X) is the open ball of radius
r centered ak in X. As we noted above, there must exist another ppnCy whose orbit0;(q)
is of distance at leaste4rom the given poink.

Letn > 0 be such thay < €/2. Then from the Birkhfi recurrence of the motiofi(t, p),
it follows that one can find a constafit= T(n, p) > 0 such that for any > 0, there is some
momentt, € [y,y + T) verifying that

d(p, f*(p)) < 7.

For the giverg, we simply write

V= (1 f'BLf'(a). wheref™()=1f(t-)™

t€[0,2T)

Clearly from the continuity of topological flow, it follow$iatV is a neighborhood of in X but
not necessarily open, and it is nonempty sigeeV.

SinceCy is the minimal center of attraction of the motid(t, x), from Lemma2.1it follows
that there is at least one pointe U N B.(X) such thatfN(2) € V for some sficiently large
numberN > T. Let

N=jT -r whereO<r<T, jeN,

and
tir € [jT,(j + 1)T) such thad(p, f'"(p)) < 7.

Then O< tjr — N < 2T.
By construction, one has

fir(@ = firN(fN@) e frN(V) € B(FT N (a)).
From the triangle inequality of metric, it follows that

d(f'"(p). 17 () > d(p. F'7(2) - n
> d(% f'7(2) - d(p.9) -
> d(% 7 7N(@)) - d(f'"(q). () - d(p. %) — 7.
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Consequently, sincg < €/2, p € B./2(X) and f'i(2) € B.(f'm~N(q)), it holds that
d(f'm (p), " (2)) > 2e.
Therefore from the triangle inequality again, one can obégther
d(fim(R), f'i"(2) > €

or
d(f'7(R), 7 (p)) > €.

Repeating this argument for another likewiseigger than | + 2)T, one can find a sequence
th = jnT T +00 @sn — +oo such that either

d(f(R), f"@) > €

or
d(f"(R), f(p)) > €,
for all n > 1. Thus in either case, we have found a pgiatU such that

lim supd(f'(R), f'()) > e.

t—+co

Now for anya € X, using the triangle inequality once more, we see either

lim supd(f'(%), f'(a)) > g
t—+co
or
lim supd(f'(§), f'(a)) > <.
t—+o00 3
SincexX; U both are arbitrary ang € U, hence the proof of Theoreg2is complete. O

We note that if Cy, f) is distal (cf. [7, Definition 8.2]) and not minimal and even not topo-
logically transitive, then the conditions of Theoréh2 hold,; i.e., the Birkhd recurrent points
are dense iiCx. In fact,Cy consists of Birkhé recurrent points {{, Corollary of Theorem 8.7])
and it is not topologically transitive.

3.2. Generic case

Let f: R, xX — X be aC%semiflow on a Polish space aft, p) a Lagrange stable motion.
Then the minimal cente?, of attraction of the motiori (t, p) is always existent. Theorefn7is
just a corollary of the following

Theorem 3.3. LetCp, be generic and not a minimal subset(#f f). Then there exists a residual
subset S of , such that for any x S and any minimal subsatc Cy, there corresponds some
pointye A with the properties: xy form a Li-Yorke chaotic pair for f and

Iitm inf d(f(t,x),y) =0 and limsupd(f(t,x),y) > %diam(Cp).

t—+o0
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Proof. SinceC,, is generic in the sense of Definitidn5, there exists some poite C, with
Cq = Cp. Therefore by Theorerh.4, there is a residual subs&tof C,, such thatCx = C,, for all
pointxin S. Because®, is not a minimal subset of by hypothesis of Theorerh.7, 0:(X) is
not minimal for eactx € S.

Let A be a minimal subset of,. Then eachx € S is proximal toA. Moreover by [,
Theorem 8.7], it follows that for every € S, there corresponds some poyne A such thatx
is proximal toy and f(t,y) is Birkhoff recurrent (or uniformly recurrent). Clearly,andy is a
Li-Yorke chaotic pair forf. In addition, from Lemm&.1follows that

lim supd(f(t, x),y) > %diam@‘p)

t—+oc0

and
Iitm inf d(f(t, x),y) = 0.

This completes the proof of Theore. O

Therefore by Theorem3.1 and 3.3, it follows that every Lagrange stable motid(t, x) is
chaotic in the sense of Definitidn6if its minimal centeiCy of attraction is not a minimal subset
of (X, f).

4. Quasi-weakly almost periodic motion

In this section, we lef: R, x X — X be aC®-semi flow on the compact metric spaxe

Definition 4.1 (Huang-Zhou 201212]). A point xin X is called aquasi-weakly almost periodic
pointof f if for any & > 0 there exists an integdl = N(¢) > 1 and an increasing positive integer
sequencen;} with the property that for eachthere are 0= to < t; < -+ < t, < njN with
ti.a —t > 1 such thaff (i, X) € B.(x) foralli=1,...,n;.

As results of the statements of Lem&d and Theoreni.4, we can obtain the following two
results.

Proposition 4.2. The following statements are equivalent to each other.

(1) x e Xis a quasi-weakly almost periodic point bf
(2) x € Cx.

Proof. (1)=(2) follows from Lemm&.1 (2)=(1) follows from Lemma2.1and the local section
theorem of Bebutov (cf.15, Theorem V.2.14]). O

Proposition4.2 has been proved irlP] in the case where is a Poisson stable point df
i.e., there is a sequente— oo such thatf (t,, X) - xasnh — co.

Proposition 4.3. If x € Cy, then the sety € Cx|y € Cy = Cx} is dense an; relative to the
subspace€y.

Proof. The statement follows from Theoreh with Cy replacing ofX. O
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5. Minimal center of multi-attraction of a motion

Let f: R, x X — X be aC®-semi flow on a Polish spa¢e From now on, byl(dt) we denote
the standard Haar (Lebesque) measur&owe will need the following simple but useful fact.

Lemma5.1. Let S be a measurable subseffaofandr > 0. If S has the density, i.e.,

e ASN[OT])
D(S) = fim T =
thentS = {rt: t € S} also has the density in R,.

Proof. Let 7 > 0 be any given. Sinca(rA) = 7A(A) andA(rS N[0, T]) = 7A(S N[0, T 1)),
hence it follows thaD(7S) = 1. This proves the lemma. O

It should be noted here that there is no an analogous resuthéodiscrete-timeZ, ; for
exampleS = {0,2,4,6,...} has the density but 1S has the density 1 ifi, .

The following lemma shows that every minimal center of aticn of a motionf(t, x) is
multiply attracting ag — +oo.

Lemma 5.2. LetCy be existent for a motion(f, X) as t » +co. Then for anyt > 0,...,t > 0
where le N and anye > 0,

1T
lim T / HBE(CX)(f (tat, x)) - - - HBE(CX)(f (tt,x)dt = 1.
0

T—+c0
Proof. For anyr > 0 and any open sét, define an open set
N(x,U) ={t: 0 <t < +oo, f(rt, x) € U}.

Itis easy to check that *N;(x, U) = N,(x, U). Then by Lemm&.1and Definitionl.1, it follows
thatN, (X, B.(Cx)). - - .. Ny (X, Bo(Cx)) all have the density 1. Thus

.....

also has the density 1 iR,. This completes the proof of Lemnga2. O

Recall that a motiori(t, X) is said to bd_agrange stablast — +co if the orbit-closure)(x)
is compact inX (cf. [15]). As a direct result of Lemm&.2, we can obtain the following.

Corollary 5.3. For any Lagrange stable motion(tf x) as t — +co, Cyx is the minimal closed
subset of X such that foranyt 0,...,t > 0and anye > 0,

T—+c0

. 1 /7
lim T / 1,0y (F(tat, X)) - - - Tg oy (F(tit, X))dt = 1.
0

This result shows thafy is the “minimal center of multi-attraction” of a Lagrangalske
motion f(t, X) ast — +oo.
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