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Absrtact

Let M™, n > 3, be a closed orientable n-manifold and Di(M";a,b, c) the set of axiom A
diffeomorphisms f : M™ — M™ satisfying the following conditions: (1) f has k > 1 nontrivial
basic sets each is either an orientable codimension one expanding attractor or an orientable
codimension one contracting repeller, and other trivial basic sets which are a sinks, b
sources, ¢ saddles; (2) the invariant manifolds of isolated saddles are intersected transversally.
We classify the diffeomorphisms from D (M™;a,b,c) up to the global conjugacy on non-
wandering sets for the following subsets Si(M™;a,b,c),Pr(M™;0,0,1), My (M™;0,0,1) of
Di(M™; a,b,c) where Sg(M™;a,b, c) satisfies to the following conditions:

(1s) every nontrivial basic set of any f € Sx(M™;a,b,c) is uniquely bunched, and there
is at least one nontrivial attractor and at least one nontrivial repeller, i.e. k > 2;

(2s) ¢ > 1 and all isolated saddles have the same Morse index belonging to {1,n — 1}.

The subset Pr(M™;0,0,1) C Dy (M™;0,0,1) satisfies to the following conditions:

(1p) any boundary point of f € Px(M™;0,0,1) is fixed,

(2p) a unique isolated saddle has Morse index different from {1,n — 1}.

The subset M (M™;0,0,1) C Dg(M™;0,0,1) satisfies to the following conditions:

(1y) any boundary point of f € M (M™;0,0,1) is fixed;

(2ym) a unique isolated saddle has Morse index belonging to {1,n — 1}.

The classification is based on a description of topological structure of supporting manifolds
M™.

Introduction

Dynamical systems satisfying the axiom A (in short, A-systems) was introduced by Smale [44].
By definition, a non-wandering set of A-system has a hyperbolic structure and periodic orbits
are dense in the non-wandering set (see basic notation of the Theory of Dynamical Systems in
the books [I1, 19, [40]). According to Mane [27] and Robinson [39], A-systems form a wide class
containing all structurally stable dynamical systems including Morse-Smale systems and Anosov
systems. Here, we consider discrete time A-systems i.e., A-diffeomorphisms f : M™ — M" of
smooth closed orientable n-manifolds, n > 3.
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Due to Smale’s Spectral Decomposition Theorem [40),144], a non-wandering set of A-diffeomor-
phism splits into pairwise disjoint transitive, closed and invariant pieces called basic sets. A basic
set is called trivial if it is an isolated periodic orbit. Otherwise, a basic set is nontrivial. Bowen [1]
proved that the restriction of A-diffeomorphism on a nontrivial basic set has a positive topological
entropy i.e. dynamics on nontrivial basic sets are chaotic.

Good examples of nontrivial basic sets are expanding attractors and contracting repellers
introduced by Williams [45] [46]. He proved that an expanding attractor is locally homeomorphic
to the product of Cantor set and Euclidean space. Roughly speaking, the Cantor set is locally the
intersection of expanding attractor with stable manifolds while the expanding attractor is the
union of unstable manifolds of its points (this was the reason to call such attractors expanding).
Many exciting examples of expanding attractors was constructed by Farrel and Jones [4] 5 23, [24].
Note that the first examples of expanding attractors, so-called Smale solenoid and DA-attractor,
with no names were constructed by Smale [44]. Recall that a DA-attractor, say A,, is a unique
codimension one expanding attractor of A-diffeomorphism f : T" — T" of n-torus T", n > 2.
Such f can be obtained by Smale’s surgery from a codimension one Anosov diffeomorphisms
A T" — T" such that f. = A, : Hi(T") — H,(T"), see details in [40]. According to Smale’s
construction, A, is an orientable expanding attractor, and A, = T™ \ W*(p) where W*"(p) is the
unstable manifold of a unique isolated source p.

Codimension one expanding attractors were completely classified mainly by V. Grines, R.
Plykin, Yu. Zhirov, and E. Zhuzhoma [8, [16] 17, [37], see the surveys [15, (18] and the books
[11, [19].

The most famous A-diffeomorphisms with all trivial basic sets are Morse-Smale diffeomor-
phisms [43]. Recall that Morse-Smale diffeomorphisms are structurally stable ones with zero
topological entropy. Therefore they are satisfied the so-called strong transversality condition,
i.e. invariant manifolds of saddle periodic orbits are intersected transversally. Last decades, the
progress in the problem of classification of Morse-Smale diffeomorphisms was obtained due to
Ch. Bonatti, V. Grines, E. Gurevich, V. Medvedev, and O. Pochinka, see the surveys [10], 2§|
and the books [9] [1T].

It is natural to consider the problem of classification for A-diffeomorphisms whose nontrivial
basic sets are codimension one expanding attractors and contracting repellers while trivial basic
sets demonstrate Morse-Smale dynamics. Following [13] [14] we introduce the set Dy (M™;a, b, ¢)
of A-diffeomorphisms f : M™ — M™ satisfying the following conditions:

(1p) every f € Dy(M";a,b,c) has k > 1 nontrivial basic sets each is either an orientable
codimension one expanding attractor or an orientable codimension one contracting repeller, and
other basic sets are trivial ones which are a sinks, b sources, and c saddles;

(2p) the invariant manifolds of isolated saddles are intersected transversally.

The set D (M™; a, b, ¢) is obviously non-empty. For example, the DA-diffeomorphism mentioned
above belongs to D (T™;0,1,0). Robinson and Williams [41] constructed a diffeomorphism f €
Dy (T™gT™; 0,0, 0) where T"#T" is a connected sum of two torii T”. For Reader’s convenience, let
us explain this construction. Take a DA-diffeomorphism fy : T" — T" those non-wandering set
consists of an isolated source sy and codimension one orientable expanding attractor A. Then
the diffeomorphism f;' has the non-wandering set consisting of the sink sy denoted by s; and
the codimension one orientable contracting repeller A denoted by A;. We can assume that f; ! is
defined on a copy of T". Deleting small neighborhoods of sy and s; one can construct a connected
sum M" = T™T" on which f; and f; ' induce f € Dy(T"4T";0,0,0) those non-wandering set
consists of the orientable codimension one expanding attractor A and contracting repeller A;.



Our goal is a classification of some classes of diffeomorphisms from the set Dy (M";a,b, ).
There are several approaches to classify dynamical systems and invariant sets, and a classification
depends on the type of conjugacy. Recall that two maps f : M — M, g : N — N are
(topologically) conjugate provided there is a homeomorphism A : M — N such that ho f = goh.
It is a difficult problem to classify dynamical systems under conjugacy mappings on whole
supporting manifold. The first natural step is a classification of restrictions of diffeomorphisms
on special invariant subsets. The second natural step is to ask, when two diffeomorphisms are
conjugate in neighborhoods of their invariant sets? Robinson and Williams [42] constructed
two diffeomorphisms f and g of non-homeomorphic 5-manifolds with expanding 2-dimensional
attractors Ay and A, respectively such that the restriction f|x, : Ay — Ay is conjugate to the
restriction g|s, : Ay — Ay but there is not even a homeomorphism from a neighborhood of Ay
to a neighborhood of A, taking Ay to A,. Another examples see in [22], where the first type
of conjugacy (i.e. a conjugacy of restrictions) is called an intrinsic conjugacy while the second
type of conjugacy (when a conjugacy map is defined on a neighborhood of invariant set) is
called a neighbor conjugacy. Clearly, a neighbor conjugacy implies an intrinsic conjugacy, and
the neighbor conjugacy takes into account embedding of invariant sets in supporting manifolds.
Here, we consider a global conjugacy which can be considered as an intermediate type. To be
precise, suppose diffeomorphisms f, f' : M™ — M™ have invariant sets 2, {2 respectively. We say
that f, f' are globally conjugate on the sets €2, Q' if there is a homeomorphism h : M"™ — M"
such that h(Q) = and f'|oo =ho foh™l|q.

To formulate the main results we introduce some notation. Suppose A is an orientable
codimension one expanding attractor (similar notation holds for a contracting repeller) of an
A-diffeomorphism f. Then any stable manifold W*(z), € A, is one-dimensional and W*(z)\z
consists of two components. Due to [§] for n = 2, and [17], Lemmas 1.2, 1.5 for n > 3, at least one
component of W?*(z)\z intersects A. A point z € A is called boundary if there is a component of
W?#(x)\z denoted by Wj(x) which does not intersect A. The set B(f) C A of boundary points is
non-empty, invariant and finite (so every boundary point is periodic). Let py, ..., p, € B(f) be all
boundary points such that W;(p1), ..., W;(p,) belong to the same component of W#*(A)\ A. The
union Ul_; W*(p;) denoted by b* is called a bunch, r is a degree of the bunch b*, and py, ..., p,
are called associated points. Since A is orientable, each bunch of A has degree two [8] 136l [37],
and hence a bunch has two associated periodic points [I7] (see also the books [11], [19]). We call
A uniquely bunched if A has a unique bunch. In this case the corresponding associated periodic
points are fixed.

We consider three following subsets

Sk(M™;a,b,¢c), Pp(M";a,bc), Mp(M" a,b,c)CDp(M" a,b,c)

where the first subset Sp(M"™;a,b,c) C Di(M™;a,b, c) satisfies to the following conditions:

(1s) every nontrivial basic set of any f € Sp(M™;a,b, c) is uniquely bunched, and there is at
least one nontrivial attractor and at least one nontrivial repeller, i.e. k > 2;

(2s) ¢ > 1 and all isolated saddles have the same Morse index belonging to {1,n — 1}.

The second subset Py(M™;0,0,1) C Dx(M™;0,0,1) satisfies to the following conditions:
(1p) any boundary point of f € Pp(M™;0,0,1) is fixed;
(2p) a unique isolated saddle has Morse index different from {1,n — 1}.

The third subset My, (M™;0,0,1) C Dx(M™;0,0,1) satisfies to the following conditions:
(1y) any boundary point of f € M (M™;0,0,1) is fixed;
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(2y) a unique isolated saddle has Morse index belonging to {1,n — 1}.

A crucial role in our classification plays a complete invariant of conjugacy for a codimension
one basic set constructed by R. Plykin and V. Grines. Based on his invariant, we construct
invariants of conjugacy for a diffeomorphism f € Si(M™; a, b, c)UP,(M™; 0,0, 1)UM(M™;0,0,1).

For f € Sg(M™;a,b, c), one defines a k-tube ¢(f) which is a family (fi,. .., fi) of codimension
one Anosov automorphisms f; : T" — T", see details in Section [l We introduce a set Aj of
admissible k-tubes and the notion of equivalence for k-tubes as well. Due to condition (2s), one
can define ind(f) to be Morse index of an (any) isolated saddle of f.

Our constructions are intimately connected with a topological structure of supporting manifolds.
Therefore we include the description of topological structure of supporting manifolds in the main
results.

Below, S™ is an m-sphere, T" is an n-torus.

Theorem 1 Diffeomorphisms f; € Sp(M";a;,b;,¢;), 1 = 1,2, are globally conjugate on their
non-wandering sets if and only if the following conditions hold:

o k-tubes t(f1), t(f2) are equivalent under linear automorphisms (i, ..., & : T™ — T" such
that the determinants of all ¢; have the same sign;

[ a1+b1:a2+62, C1 = Co.

Besides,

M"™ =T"g.-4T". (1)

————
k>2

Moreover, if f € Sp(M"™;a,b,c) then k+a+b = c+2 and the k-tube k(f) is admissible, and t(f)
agreed with the triple (a,b,c). Conversely, given any k-tube t € Ay and integers k > 2, a,b > 0,
c¢>1 with k+a+b=c+2 such that t agreed with the triple (a, b, c), there is a manifold M™ of
the kind (1) and a diffeomorphism f € Si,(M";a,b, c) with k(f) = t.

For the set Px(M™;0,0,1), it is easy to see that if P,(M";0,0,1) # @ then k > 2 (there are
at least one non-trivial attractor and at least one non-trivial repeller). Moreover, one can prove
that the dimension n € {4,8,16}. Given any k£ > 2 and n € {8,16}, we construct an invariant of
global conjugacy for every f € Py (M"™;0,0, 1) which is a graph I'p(f) endowing with an additional
information, and one introduces the definition of commensurability of graphs. In addition, we
introduce the set ', k > 2, of abstract graphs (see details in Section [l). The following result
says that the graph I'p(f) of f € P,(M™;0,0,1), k> 2, n € {8,16}, up to a commensurability is
a complete invariant of global conjugacy. It is convenient to assume K"f---fK" = S" provided

————
920

g=0.

Theorem 2 Two diffeomorphisms fi, fo € P(M™;0,0,1), k > 2 and n € {8,16}, are globally
conjugate on their non-wandering sets if and only if the graphs T'p(f1), U'p(f2) are commensurable.
Any graph Tp(f) belongs to Tk. Given any graph v € TE, there are a closed smooth connected
orientable n-manifold M™, n € {8,16}, and a diffeomorphism f € Pr(M™;0,0,1) such that
v = T'p(f). In addition, a supporting manifold M"™ for any f € Pp(M™;0,0,1), k > 2, is
homeomorphic to

(. J/

MY =T HTE (5" X ST g8 (S X 1) e (2)

k>2 g>0



where
e n € {4,8,16}
o N" is a simply connected manifold homeomorphic to Sz UB™, here B"™ is an open n-ball;
e N" is a projective-like manifold provided n € {8,16}.

Similar result holds for M, (M™; 0,0, 1). Here for f € M (M™;0,0, 1), we construct an invariant
of global conjugacy which is a graph I'y(f) endowing with an additional information. One
introduces the notion of commensurability, and the set I'f;, k > 2, of abstract graphs.

Theorem 3 Two diffeomorphisms fi, fo € My(M"™;0,0,1), k > 2, are globally conjugate on
their non-wandering sets if and only if the graphs Ty(f1), Tm(f2) are commensurable. Any graph
Twi(f) belongs to T, Given any graph v € T¥,, there are a closed smooth connected orientable
n-manifold M™ and a diffeomorphism f € My (M"™;0,0,1) such that v = Iy (f). In addition, a
supporting manifold M™ for any f € Pp(M™;0,0,1), k > 2, is homeomorphic to
n n n n—1 1 n—1 1
M =T T4 (S x S) f- -4 (S" x §).

-

k>2 g>0

Let us mention some results concerning the subject of the paper. The classification with no
trivial basic sets was considered in [14]. In [32], it was introduced the following four types of
A-diffeomorphisms: regular, semi-chaotic, chaotic, and super chaotic ones (to be precise, such
types were introduced for a wide class of Smale A-homeomorphisms). A family of basic sets of
A-diffeomorphisms f is naturally divided into sink basic sets w(f), source basic sets a(f), and
saddle basic sets o(f). We say that f is regular if all basic sets w(f), o(f), a(f) are trivial
while f is semi-chaotic if exactly one family from the families w(f), o(f), a(f) consists of non-
trivial basic sets, and f is chaotic if exactly two families from the families w(f), o(f), a(f)
consists of non-trivial basic sets, and at last f is super chaotic if all basic sets w(f), o(f), a(f)
are non-trivial. In [32], it was formulated necessary and sufficient conditions of conjugacy for
regular, semi-chaotic, and chaotic A-diffeomorphisms provided chaotic A-diffeomorphisms have
either trivial sink basic sets or trivial source basic sets. We see that the A-diffeomorphisms under
consideration belongs to the set of chaotic A-diffeomorphisms, but each of them has non-trivial
sink and source basic sets. Thus, the main result of [32] does not cover the main results of our
paper.

The structure of the paper is the following. In Section [I, we formulate basic definitions and
previous results. In section 2] one describes topological structures of supporting manifolds. In
Section [3l we prove main results.

Acknowledgments. This work is an output of a research project implemented as part of the
Basic Research Program at the National Research University Higher School of Economics.

1 Basic definitions and previous results

A-diffeomorphisms. f : M™ — M™ is called an A-diffeomorphism if its non-wandering set NW ( f)
is hyperbolic and periodic points are dense in NW (f) [44]. The existence of hyperbolic structure
implies the existence of unstable W*(z) and stable W*(x) manifolds respectively for every
point z € NW(f) [2I]. Due to Smale’s Spectral Decomposition Theorem, the non-wandering
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set NW(f) is a finite union of pairwise disjoint f-invariant closed sets €1y, ..., ) such that
every restriction f|g, is topologically transitive. These (2; are called basic sets. The dimension
dim W¥(x), z € €, is called a Morse index of €;. A basic set  is an expanding attractor if 2 is
an attractor and the topological dimension dim 2 equals Morse’s index of € [46]. A basic set A
of f is called a contracting repeller provided A is an expanding attractor of f=!.

By definition, let W2 (z) C W*(x) (resp. W*(z) C W*(z)) be the e-neighborhood of z in the
intrinsic topology of the manifold W#(z) (resp. W*(z)), where € > 0. We say that a basic set 2
is orientable provided the index of intersection W;;(z) N W (x) is the same at each point of this
intersection for any a > 0, 5 > 0, x € €. Smale’s solenoid is an orientable attractor [44] while
Plykin attractor is non-orientable [36].

Codimension one basic sets. Any codimension one expanding attractor A consists of (n — 1)-
dimensional unstable manifolds W*(z), z € A and locally homeomorphic to the product of (n—1)-
dimensional Euclidean space and Cantor set of unit interval [35], [46]. An unstable manifold W}
passing through a boundary point of the Cantor set is called boundary. One can prove that there
are only finitely many boundary unstable manifolds each passes through a boundary periodic
point. The boundary unstable manifolds of A split into a finite number of bunches [8], [17], [36].
If Q is a codimension one orientable expanding attractor of A-diffeomorphism f : M™ — M",
n > 3, then (2 has only 2-bunches [37]. Suppose by, = W*(p) UW*(q) is a 2-bunch where p, g are
boundary periodic points of €). The points p, ¢ are called associated, and there is a one-to-one
correspondence between bunches and pairs of associated points.

Canonical neighborhoods. Let €) be a codimension one connected orientable expanding attractor
or contracting repeller of A-diffeomorphism f. Plykin [37] proved that © has a neighborhood
U(€) which is homeomorphic to T" with [ deleted closed n-disks D?, i.e. U(Q2) = T \ U._, DP.
Moreover, either U((2) is an attracting neighborhood for f provided 2 is an attractor or U(£2)
is an attracting neighborhood for f~! provided Q is a repeller. Such U(fQ) is called a canonical
netghborhood.

The next result follows from [I7], Corollary 2.1 and Lemma 3.1 (see also Theorem 5.1).
Recall that a DA-diffeomorphism ¢ : T" — T™ is an A-diffeomorphism such that either NW(g)
consists of codimension one orientable expanding attractor and finitely many isolated source
periodic orbits or NW (g) consists of codimension one orientable contracting repeller and finitely
many isolated sink periodic orbits. Note that a nontrivial basic set of DA-diffeomorphism is
automatically connected [17]. A DA-diffeomorphism is simplest if its non-trivial basic set is
uniquely bunched.

Lemma 1.1 Let €2 be a codimension one connected orientable expanding attractor or contracting
repeller with | bunches of A-diffeomorphism f : M"™ — M™, n > 3, and U(Q)) a canonical
neighborhood of Q0. Then the restriction fly @y : U(Q) — f(U(R2)) is extended to a DA-diffeomorp-
hism f : T* — T", and f is defined up to a homotopy trivial conjugacy. In addition, there is
r € N such that the spheres S;, f"(S;) bound a domain homeomorphic to S™' x [0;1] for all
i=1,...,1 where S; are boundary components of U(QY). If any boundary point of 2 is fized then
r = 1. Moreover, if Q) is uniquely bunched, then U(Q)) has a unique boundary component and f
is a simplest DA-diffeomorphism.

Plykin-Grines invariant of conjugacy. Suppose  and f : M"™ — M", n > 3, satisfy the

condition of Lemmal[L]l Let f : T" — T" be a corresponding DA-diffeomorphism. Then f induces
the linear isomorphism f, : H(T",Z) — H;(T™, 7Z) which can be considered as the automorphism
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f. : T" — T". Grines and Zhuzhoma [16], Theorem 1, proved that f. is a codimension one Anosov
automorphism. It follows from [7], Theorem 2.2, that there is a homotopy trivial continuous map
h : T" — T"™ that semi-conjugates f to f*, ie. hof = f* o h. As a consequence, the stable
manifolds of f* is one-dimensional provided €2 is an attractor, and the unstable manifolds of f*
is one-dimensional provided €2 is a repeller. According [16], Theorem 1 (see also [17]), h(2) = T"
and h(By) = Py is a finite set of periodic orbits of the Anosov automorphism f. where B ¢ is the
set of boundary points of f. Thus, the basic set Q of f corresponds a triple ( f*, P,€) where e = a
provided €2 is an attractor and € = r provided €2 is a repeller.

Two triples ( fu, P, €), ( P ) are called equivalent provided € = €', and there is an automor-
phism ¢ : T" — T" such that f/, = o f, o ("' and ¢(P) = P’. Grines [8] for n = 2 and Plykin
[37] for n > 3 proved that the triple (f., P, ) is a complete invariant of global conjugacy for f|q
up to the equivalence. For references, we formulate this classical result.

Theorem 4 Let (A, P,¢) be a triple where A : T™ — T" is a codimension one Anosov automorphism,
P is a finite family of periodic orbits of A, and either € = a provided the stable manifolds of A is
one-dimensional or € = r provided the unstable manifolds of A is one-dimensional. Then there
is a DA-diffeomorphism f : T™ — T" with a codimension one orientable basic set ) such that

1) Q is either an expanding attractor provided e = a or a contracting repeller provided € = r;

2) [ is semi-conjugates to A by a homotopy trivial continuous map h : T" — T", that is
hof=Aoh;

3) h(By) = P where By is the set of boundary points of f.

Let f, f: M™ — M"™ be A-diffeomorphisms and 2, ' its codimension one orientable basic sets
respectively (each is either an expanding attractor or contracting repeller). Then f, f' are globally
conjugate on Q, Q' respectively if and only if the triples (f., P,€), (f',, P',€) are equivalent.

Let ¢ : S — ¢(S) be a homeomorphism and S, ¢(S) the submanifolds of T". Then the
orientation of T" induces interior orientations on S and ¢(S). One says that ¢ : S — ¢(9)
preserves orientation if ¢ preserves the interior orientations of S and ¢(S) [20]. For references,
we formulate the following statement from [14], Proposition 1.

Lemma 1.2 Let g,g' : T" — T" be DA-diffeomorphisms and €, Q' nontrivial basic sets of
g, g respectively. Suppose a homeomorphism ¢ : T" — T™ is a global conjugacy of g and ¢’
on Q, ' respectively, so that the triples (A, Pye), (A', P’ €') are equivalent, i.e. there is an
automorphism ¢ : T — T" that conjugates Anosov diffeomorphisms A, A’, and ((P) = P'. Let
S be a characteristic sphere of Q). Then the restriction ¢|s : S — ©(S) preserves orientation if
and only if the determinant of ( is positive (hence, ¢|s reverses orientation if and only if the
determinant of ¢ is negative).

Invariant of conjugacy for Sp(M"™;a,b,c). A k-tube of Anosov automorphisms (or simply, k-
tube) is t = (A;,..., Ax) where A; : T* — T" is a codimension one Anosov automorphism,
i = 1,...,k It follows from Theorem Ml that every f € Dp(M";a,b,c) corresponds a k-tube

t(f) = (fl*, cee fk*> Lemma [[T] allows to clarify this result for S;(M";a,b,c) as follows.

Lemma 1.3 Suppose f € Si(M™;a,b,c). Then f corresponds a k-tube t(f) = <f1*,...,fk*>

consisting of Anosov automorphisms fi, : T — T induced by simplest DA-diffeomorphisms f;,
1=1,...,k.



Denote by t, the number of Anosov automorphisms with one-dimensional unstable manifolds.
A k-tube (Aq, ..., Ag) is admissible if t, = 1 or t, = k — 1. Another words, one of the following
possibilities holds :

1) there is a unique Anosov automorphism, say A;, with one-dimensional stable manifolds
while another A;, i # j, have one-dimensional unstable manifolds;

2) there is a unique Anosov automorphism, say A;, with one-dimensional unstable manifolds
while another A;, 7 # j, have one-dimensional stable manifolds.

We'll say that two k-tubes (Ay,..., Ax), (A],..., A}) are equivalent provided there are a

k-permutation 7 and linear automorphisms (i, ..., ¢, : T" — T" such that (; 0 A; = A’T(i) o (;
for every i = 1,..., k. Sometimes we’ll say that (Ay, ..., Ag), (A},..., A}) are equivalent under
linear automorphisms (, ..., (. Clearly that if k-tubes ¢, ¢’ are equivalent, then t, = ¢/ .

We'll say that the admissible k-tube ¢ agreed with the triple (a, b, c) where a,b > 0, ¢ > 1,
k 4+ a+ b= c+ 2, when one of the following case holds:

e b= 0 provided ¢, = 1;
e a =0 provided ¢, = k — 1.

We'll show that admissible tubes agreeing with triples (a, b, ¢) form complete invariants for
Sk(M™;a,b,c).

Preliminaries on topological structures. A closed manifold M™ is called projective-like provided
(1) n € {2,4,8,16}; (2) there is a locally flat embedded Z-sphere S2 C M" such that M™\ 5%
is an open n-ball [30].

Suppose the boundary 0K™ of compact n-manifold K™ consists of (n — 1)-spheres. It is
convenient to use the notation K" for manifold obtained from K™ by capping off each (n — 1)-
sphere component of OK™ with an n-cell. Thus K= K" (Us_,Bl") is a closed manifold where s
is the number of boundary components of 0K™.

The following result concerns to a topological structure of supporting manifolds and invariants
of conjugacy for f € Pp(M";0,0,1) UM(M"™;0,0,1).

Lemma 1.4 Suppose f € Pp(M™;0,0,1) UM (M™;0,0,1). Let Q, ..., Q be nontrivial basic
sets of f, and U(), ..., U(Q) its canonical neighborhoods respectively, and o a unique isolated
saddle of f. Then the connected components of M™\ (U5, U (SY)) form a disjoint union K,U,_, R,
where K, contains o while at every R, there are no non-wandering points. Besides, every R,
is homeomorphic to S"~' x [0; 1] where one boundary component, say S™™' x {0}, is a boundary
component of some canonical neighborhood of expanding attractor while S*™™* x {1} is a boundary

component of some canonical neighborhood of contracting repeller.
Moreover, if f € P,(M"™;0,0,1) then K, = K, U B} U B} and

e n € {4,8,16};

—

o K, is a simply connected manifold homeomorphic to Sz LUB", here B" is an open n-ball;

—

o K, is a projective-like manifold provided n € {8,16}.

If f € Po(M™;0,0,1) then K, = K, UB*U B} U B} = S"



Proof. The equality M™\ (Ut_,U(S;)) = K,U.,_; R, follows from the description of non-wandering
set of f. Take R, = N. Since the boundary ON consists of (n — 1)-spheres, one can glue n-
balls BY, ..., B} to ON to get a closed n-manifold N, where j is the number of the boundary
components of N. Due to Lemma [T} the restriction f|y : N — f(NN) is extended to a Morse-
Smale diffeomorphisms f, : N, — N, whose non-wandering set consists of isolated nodal fixed
points (sinks and sources). According to [38] (see also [12]), N, is homeomorphic to n-sphere S”,
and the non-wandering set of f, consists of a unique sink and unique source. Thus, 7 = 2 and
N = N, \ (B U BY). It follows from [25] (see also [2]) that N is homeomorphic to "~ x [0;1].
Moreover, one boundary component, say S*~! x {0}, is a boundary component of some canonical
neighborhood of expanding attractor while S*~! x {1} is a boundary component of some canonical
neighborhood of contracting repeller.

For references, we formulate the following statement which can be obtained from [29] [3T]. For
Reader’s convenience, we give the sketch of proof.

Proposition 1 Let f: M™ — M" be a Morse-Smale diffeomorphism of closed n-manifold M™,
n > 3, such that NW (f) consists of nodes and a unique saddle o. If Morse index of o is different
from {1,n — 1} then NW(f) consists of a sink, a source, and the saddle o. In addition, (1)
n € {4,8,16}; (2) M™ is a simply connected manifold homeomorphic to Sz LIB"; (3) M™ is a
projective-like manifold provided n € {8,16}.

If Morse index ind(o) of o belongs to {1,n — 1} then M™ = S™. Moreover, NW(f) contains
two sinks and a source provided ind(c) =1 and NW (f) contains a sink and two sources provided
ind(o) =n — 1.

Sketch of proof of Proposition[l If Morse index of ¢ is different from {1, —1} then f is a polar
Morse-Smale diffeomorphism [31], Theorem 4. Therefore, NW (f) consists of a sink, a source,
and the saddle o. It follows from [29], Theorem 1, that (1) n € {4,8,16}; (2) M" is a simply
connected manifold homeomorphic to Sz LI B"; (3) M" is a projective-like manifold provided
n € {8,16}.

It follows from [34] for n = 3 and [31], Theorem 1, for n > 4 that M™ = S" provided
ind(w) € {1,n — 1}. In addition, NW (f) contains two sinks and a source provided ind(w) = 1
and NW(f) contains a sink and two sources provided ind(w) =n —1. {

Suppose f € Prp(M"; 0,0, 1) Then the restriction f|g, : K, — f(K,) is extended to a Morse-
Smale diffeomorphisms f : K — K whose non-wandering set consists of isolated nodal fixed
points and a unique saddle o. Since f € P(M";0,0,1), the Morse index of ¢ is different from
{1,n — 1}. The result follows from Proposition [l

Suppose f € M (M";0,0, 1) Slmllarly the restriction f|g, : K, — f(K,) is extended to a
Morse-Smale diffeomorphisms f K — K whose non-wandering set consists of isolated nodal
fixed points and a unique saddle o. Since f € M (M™;0,0,1), the Morse index of o belongs to
{1,n — 1}. Again the result follows from Proposition [Il O

Construction of graph T'p(f) for f € Pr(M"™;0,0,1), k > 2, n € {8,16}. Suppose NW(f)
consists of basic sets €, ...,  with [y, ..., [, bunches respectively. Due to Lemma [I.1] there is
a canonical neighborhood U(£;) that is homeomorphic to T™ \ Uz?le]”, i =1,..., k. Moreover,
flu(a,) can be extended to a DA-diffeomorphism T} — T} denoted by f; with a unique nontrivial
basic set €);. Thus, f; corresponds the triple (A;, P;, €;). By definition, a graph I'p(f) has a group
V; of vertices vi, ..., vlii, and each V; endowed with the triple (A;, P;, ;) where P; consists of the
points pi, ..., pfi (every p' corresponds v!, and vice versa, 1 < s < ;).



Now we keep the notation of Lemma [[.4. Consider a point p{ € Pj,te{l,.. .k}, and a
corresponding (n — 1)-sphere S™'(p}) belonging to OU(£;). We assume that the vertices v?,
v} are connected by an edge L(v!,v]) provided the (n — 1)-spheres S™~(pi), S*~'(p}) bound a
component R; with no non-wandering points. Sometimes, we’ll say that the points p’, p{ are
connected by the edge L(p!, p]). Tt follows from Lemma [ that ¢; # ¢;. If S*~1(p), S (p])
bound the component K, then we assume that the vertices v’, vf are connected by a marked edge
denoted by e(f). This marked edge endowed with Pontryagin number pfl(ff(;) of the projective-
like manifold I/(; denoted by p.(f). Note that due to Kramer [26], a topological type of I/(; is
completely determined by the Pontryagin number pi([@)

We see that I'p(f) is a collection of groups Vi, ..., Vi of vertices such that the degree of
every vertex equal to one, and there are no adjacent edges. Each group V; endowed with a triple
(A;, Py, ;) corresponding to €. Every edge L(vl,v!) connects vertices with ¢; # ¢;, and there
is a marked edge endowed with Pontryagin number. Roughly speaking, I'p(f) is a collection of
pairwise disjoint segments. Below, we’ll sometimes identify an automorphism with its matrix.

Suppose I'p(f), I'p(f’) are graphs of diffeomorphisms f, f’ € P,(M™;0,0, 1) respectively. We
say that I'p(f), I'p(f’) are commensurable if the following conditions hold

(a) there is a bijection ¢ : I'p(f) — T'p(f’) such that ¢(V;) = V/ for all i = 1,... k, and
Y(vl) = vl for all s = 1,...,1;. In particular, two vertices v!, v/ of I'(f) are connected by the
edge L(p',p]) if and only if the vertices ¥(vi) = vl (v]) = v are connected by the edge
L(p;i,p;j). In addition, 9 takes p.(f) to p.(f’), and the marked edges p.(f), pe(f’) have the same
Pontryagin number;

(b) given any 1 < i < k, the triples (4;, P, €;), (A}, P!, €;) corresponding to the groups V;,
V! are equivalent. Another words, there is a collection of automorphisms {(i, ..., (x} of T" such
that (;(P;) = P/, and (; conjugates the automorphisms A;, A.. In addition, the determinants of
the automorphisms (; are positive;

Construction of the set Tk, k > 2, n € {8,16}. Let us fix some n € {8,16}. By definition, a
graph v belongs to I'k, k > 2, if it satisfies the following conditions :

(1) v € g has k groups of vertices V; = {v,..., v} },i =1,... k, and each group V; endowed
with a triple (A;, P;,¢;) where A; : T" — T" is a codimension one Anosov automorphism,
P={p,,..., p}l} is a finitely many fixed points of A;, and ¢; = a provided the stable manifolds
of A; is one-dimensional while ¢; = r provided the unstable manifolds of A; is one-dimensional.
Moreover, there exists at least one triple (A4;, P;,¢;) with € = a and at least one triple (A4;, P;, €;)
with € = r. In addition, there is a bijection v; : V; — B;, p’ = ¢;(v!), for any 1 < s < |B| = [;;

(2) every vertex vl of v € T'* has degree 1, and there is a unique marked edge endowed with
Pontryagin number p2. For n = 8, the Pontryagin number p? € {2(1 + 2t)%;¢t € Z}, and for
n = 16, the Pontryagin number p§ € {33(1 + 2t)% ¢ € L}; ‘

(3) if vertices v! = 1b; ' (p) € Vi = {v},..., v} }, vl =47 (p]) € V; are connected by an edge
L(p@,p{), then € 7é €55

(4) given any groups V;, Vj, i # j, there is a sequence of groups V;,, [..., V; withi; =4,i, = j
such that any neighbor groups V;,, Vi_,, in the sequence contain vertices vis € V;_ , vs+1 € V}
connected by an edge;

(5) the determinants of all A;, 7 =1,...,k, are positive.

Construction of graph Ty(f) for f € Px(M™;0,0,1) and the set I't;, k > 2. Constructions of
graphs 'y (f), T'e(f) differ just for marked edges. Due to Lemma [[L4, K, = K, U B} U BY U BY.

s s+1

s+1
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Thus, I'v(f) has three marked vertices and two adjacent edges. Thus, one of the marked vertices
has the degree two. Certainly, we omit the inclusion n € {8,16}.

In the condition (a) of commensurability for My (M™;0,0,1), we omit Pontryagin numbers
for marked edges. In the condition (b), one requires that the determinants of the automorphisms
(; have the same sign.

As to the set T'¥;, the condition (1) doesn’t change. In condition (2), we require the existence
of two adjacent marked edges with no Pontryagin numbers, and three marked vertices such that
a unique marked point has the degree two. The conditions (3), (4) haven’t changes. At last, in
condition (5), one requires that the determinants of all A;, i = 1,...,k, have the same sign.

2 Topological structure of supporting manifolds

In this section we revised the results of [I3]. We describe a topological structure of supporting
manifolds for diffeomorphisms f € Sg(M";a,b, c) UP(M™;a,b,c) UMy (M™;a,b,c) because it is
important for constructions of invariants of conjugacy.

The following result concerns to topological structure of supporting manifold M" for f €
Sk(M™; a,b, c). Denote by k, (resp., k) the number of non-trivial attractors (resp., repellers) of
f. We see that k = k, + k,.

Lemma 2.1 Let f € Sg(M™;a,b,c). Then k+a+b = c+2, and the supporting manifold M™ is
homeomorphic to
M"=T"g..-4T".
k

Moreover, one of the following possibilities holds

e cither there is a unique codimension one contracting repeller (k. = 1), and there are no
isolated sources (b=10), and ind(f) =1, t,(f) =1, or

e there is a unique codimension one expanding attractor (k, = 1), and there are no isolated

sinks (a=0), and ind(f) =n—1, t,(f) =k — 1.

Proof. Let 4, . . ., Q. be nontrivial basic sets of f, and U(€2,), ..., U(€)) its canonical neighborhoods
respectively. Since M™ is connected and every €; is uniquely bunched, K = M™\ (UL, U())
is a connected manifold with the boundary 0K = UF_,0U(€Y;). Every oU(£);) is an (n — 1)-
sphere. Therefore, one can glue to each component of 0K an n-ball B} to get a closed manifold
K=K UF_, B Since any neighborhood U(€;) is canonical, one can extend the restriction f|x
to a diffeomorphism f : K — K which has in every ball B! a unique hyperbolic node, say m;,
i=1,...,k. Moreover, B} C W*(m;) provided m; is a sink, and B C W*"(m;) provided m; is a
source. Due to Condition (2p), f is a Morse-Smale diffeomorphism with & + a + b nodes and ¢
saddles. It follows from Condition (25) and [31], Theorem 3, that K is an n-sphere. Hence, M"
is a connected sum of k copies of T". Moreover, k +a+ b= c+ 2.

Again, due to [31], Theorem 3, k. +b = 1iff ind(f) =1 or k, +a = 1 iff ind(f) =n — 1.
Since k, > 1 and k. > 1, one gets k, = 1 or k. = 1. Clearly, ¢,(f) = 1 provided k, = 1, and
tu(f) =k —1 provided k, = 1. O

Corollary 2.1 Let f € Sg(M";a,b,c). Then the k-tube t(f) agreed with the triple (a,b,c). To
be precise, if t(f) = (f1,..., fx) contains a unique Anosov automorphism with one-dimensional
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unstable manifolds then f has a unique codimension one contracting repeller and there are no
isolated sources, and if t(f) = (fi1,..., fr) contains a unique Anosov automorphism with one-
dimensional stable manifolds then f has a unique codimension one expanding attractor and there
are no isolated sinks.

Topological structure of supporting manifolds for f € P,(M™;0,0,1) is described as follows.

Lemma 2.2 Let f € P (M™;0,0,1), k > 2. Then the supporting manifold M™ is homeomorphic
to

7

Mn:r]rnjjﬁr]rnﬂ(sn—l % Sl)ﬁﬂ(sn_l % Sl)ﬂNn
——— —

k>2 g>0

where
o n < {4,816}
o N" is a simply connected manifold homeomorphic to ST UB", here B" is an open n-ball;
e N" is a projective-like manifold provided n € {8,16}.

Proof. Let €y, ..., Qx be nontrivial basic sets of f, and U(€), ..., U(€)) canonical neighborhoods
respectively. It follows from Lemma [ that M" \ (UL, U(€;)) is a disjoint union K, U;_, R,
where K, contains o while R, is homeomorphic to S"~! x [0; 1]. Similarly to the proof of Lemma
2.1], one can prove that M™ is a connected sum of k copies of T", and copies of (S"1 x S'), and

K, =K,U B} U BY. The result follows immediately from Lemma [[4. O

Lemma 2.3 Let f € M(M"™;0,0,1), k > 2. Then the supporting manifold M™ is homeomorphic
to

M" =T 4T 4 (5™ x §Y) -4 ("1 x §1).
———— 2

-

k=2 9>0

Proof. We keep the notation of Lemmas [L.4] 2.21 Here, K, = K, U BlfUByUBY =8" As a
consequence, M™ is a connected sum of k copies of T", and copies of (S"~! x S'). O

3 Proofs of the main results

Proof of Theorem [II Necessity. Suppose diffeomorphisms f; € Sp(M™;a;,b;,¢;), i = 1,2, are
globally conjugate on their non-wandering sets, i.e. there is a homeomorphism ¢ : M"™ — M"
such that ¢ (NW(f1)) = NW(f.) and @o fi|nw(s) = f20@|nw(s). Then ¢ induces a one-to-one
correspondence between the non-trivial basic sets Q1, ..., Q1 of f; and nontrivial basic sets Q3
...y Q2 of fy, i.e. there is a k-permutation 7 such that ¢(Q}) = Qi(i), 1t =1,..., k. For simplicity,
we'll assume 7(i) =4, 1 =1,..., k.

Take pairwise disjoint canonical neighborhoods U($), ..., U(), 5 = 1,2. Without loss
of generality, one can assume that ¢ takes any canonical neighborhood U(€2}) to canonical
neighborhood U(€Q?). Hence, ¢ induced the conjugacy of corresponding DA-diffeomorphisms.
According Theorem @, for every f;, one gets the k-tube t(f;) = (f,...,f]), j = 1,2. As a
consequence, the k-tubes t(f1), t(f2) are equivalent under some linear automorphisms (i, . . ., (.
later on, we’ll need the following result.
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Proposition 2 Let B}, ..., B} be pairwise disjoint open n-balls in S", so that K™ = S™ \
(UL, BP) is a connected manifold with the boundary OK™ = Ut_,0B?. Suppose a homeomorphism
¢ K" = K" takes every OB} to itself, i = 1,...,k. Then ¢ preserves orientation iff every
restriction plopr : OB — OB preserves orientation (so, y reverses orientation iff every
restriction p|gpr reveres orientation), i = 1,....k. Conversely, let ¢; : OB} — OB} be a
homeomorphism, i = 1,..., k. Then there is a homeomorphism ¢ : K" — K" such that ¢|gpr,
i=1,...,k, iff one of the following possibilities holds: 1) all ¢;, i = 1,. .., k, preserve orientation,
2) all ¢;, 1 =1,...,k, reverse orientation.

Proof of Proposition[2 For k = 1, the manifold K™ is a closed n-disk, and the result is obvious
[20], Section 3.3. For k = 2, the manifold K™ is a closed n-annulus S*~! x [0; 1]. Homeomorphisms
o1, o2 are extended to K™ iff they are isotopic. According to [9], Theorem 14.5, ¢4, ¢ either the
both preserve orientation or the both reverse orientation. Now the proof is by induction over k.
We see that for £ = 1, 2, the result is true. Suppose that the result is true for 1,2, ..., k, and let us
prove the statement for £+ 1. If o : K™ — K™ is a homeomorphisms then the both ¢ and ¢|s By,
either preserve or reverse orientation since 0B}, bounds the ball B}, [20], Section 3.3. Let now
¢; » OB — OB be a homeomorphism, ¢ = 1,...,k,k 4+ 1. By the induction hypothesis, the
homeomorphisms ¢y, ..., ¢, can be extended to a homeomorphism ¢ : K" U By, — K"U B}/,
iff one of the possibilities above holds. Since the balls B' be a homeomorphism, i = 1,... &,
©(B},,) are pairwise disjoint, one can deform ¢ such that ¢(B}, ;) = B}, ;. Suppose all ¢,
t=1,...,k;k+1, and 90|aB;;+1 preserve orientation. Then ¢y, : 0B}, — 0B}, and <P\aB,g+1
are isotopic [9], Theorem 14.5. Therefore one can deform ¢ in a neighborhood of 0B}, ; to get ¢
such that g0|532+1 = ¢ry+1. Similarly, one considers the case when all ¢;, 2 =1,... k,k+ 1, and
¥ |6Bg ., reverse orientation. This completes the proof. {

It follows from Lemma and Proposition [2 that the determinants of all (; have the same
sign.

Obviously, a; + by + ¢1 = ag + by + ¢y. It follows from Lemma 2] that k + a; + by = ¢; + 2
and k+a2+b2202+2. Hence, C1 = Co and a1—|—b1 :a2+b2.

Sufficiency. Suppose the k-tubes t(f;) = (A}, ..., A}), t(f2) = (A2, ..., A?) of f1, fa respectively
are equivalent under linear automorphisms (i, ..., 4, and the determinants of all (; have the
same sign. Without loss of generality, one can assume that ¢; conjugates A}, A?, j=1,... k.
Since f; € Sp(M™;a;,b;,¢;), the corresponding DA-diffeomorphisms (f,..., fi), i = 1,2, are
simplest ones. It follows from Lemma 7?7 that fjl, sz are globally conjugate on the basic sets
Q, 2, j =1,...,k, ie. there is a homeomorphism ¢; : T7 — T} such that ¢;(Qj) = QF and
fjl o¢; = ¢jo sz for every j. Here, T} is a copy of T". Since the determinants of all ¢; have
the same sign, all ¢; can be extended to a common homeomorphism ¢ : M" — M" due to
Proposition 2l Since a; + by = ag + be, ¢; = ¢9, one can assume that ¢ takes all isolated nodes
and saddles of f; to isolated nodes and saddles of f; respectively.

Suppose f € Si(M™; a,b,c). According to Lemma 1] k+ a+ b = c+ 2 and M" of the kind
@. It follows from Lemmas [[.1] 2.1l that the k-tube k(f) is admissible, t(f) € Ag.

Realization. Take k-tube t = (F},..., Fy) € Ay and integers & > 2, a,b > 0, ¢ > 1 such
that k + a + b = ¢+ 2. Assume for definiteness that there is exactly one Anosov automorphism,
say F1, in t with a stable one-dimension manifolds. According to Franks [0], every F; has a fixed
point. Therefore one can construct simplest DA-diffeomorphisms fi, ..., fi such that f;,, = F},
t=1,...,k where f; has a codimension one expanding attractor while another f;, j = 2,... k,
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have a codimension one contracting repeller [I7, [37]. Since t agreed with the triple (a, b, ¢) and
t, =k —1,a = 0. It follows from Lemma 2] that isolated saddles must have the Morse index
ind(f)=n—1.

There is a Morse-Smale diffeomorphism ¢ : " — §" with NWW (g) consisting of a unique sink,
say wo, k + b sources, and ¢ = k + b — 2 saddles with the Morse index n — 1 [31]], Section 3. The
diffeomorphism f; has an expanding attractor, say A,, and a unique source, say ag. Deleting
neighborhoods of wy and «g, one can construct on the manifold T"4S” = T" a diffeomorphism
with the non-wandering set (NW (g) \ {wo})UA,. Similarly one can replace k—1 isolated sources
by k — 1 nontrivial repellers. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem [2 Necessity. Suppose diffeomorphisms f, fo € Pr(M";0,0,1), kK > 2 and
n € {8,16}, are globally conjugate on their non-wandering sets, i.e. there is a homeomorphism
@ : M™ — M" such that ¢ (NW(f1)) = NW(fs) and o fi|yw ) = f20@|Nw(s)- The conjugacy
on nontrivial basic sets implies that ¢ takes the boundary points of f; onto the boundary points
of fy. Hence, ¢ induces a one-to-one correspondence between the non-trivial basic sets Q1 ...,
Q) of f; and nontrivial basic sets Q2, ..., Q2 of fy, i.e. there is a k-permutation 7 such that
o(Qh) = Qz(i), i=1,..., k. For simplicity, we’ll assume 7(i¢) =4, 1 =1,..., k. As a consequence,
¢ induces a bijection ¢ of groups V; = {v{,..., v} = V/ = {vlli,...,v;fi}, i =1,...,k, and
vertices 1(vl) = v, s = 1,..., k; inside of groups. Due to Lemma T4}, 9 takes p.(fi) to pe(f2)
keeping its Pontryagin number. We see that the condition (a) of commensurability holds.

Take pairwise disjoint canonical neighborhoods U(€]), ..., U(SY), 5 = 1,2. Without loss
of generality, one can assume that ¢ takes any canonical neighborhood U()}) to canonical

neighborhood U(9?). According Lemmal[lT} the restriction f; |72 18 extended to DA-diffeomorphism
ff :T" —T",j =1,2,9=1,..., k. Therefore, ¢ induced the conjugacy of the DA-diffeomorphisms

L 2. We see that fZ’ semi-conjugates to the codimension one Anosov automorphism ( fZ’ )i
T" — T" denoted by f/. As a consequence, the triples (f}, P!, el), (f2, P?,€2) are equivalent.
Thus, there are linear automorphisms (j, .. ., (; such that f} conjugates f? under (;, i =1,..., k.

Now we’ll keep the notation of Lemma [[4l Since fi, fo € Px(M™;0,0,1) and n € {8,16},
the manifolds I/(U\] , J = 1,2, are projective-like. Clearly, the restriction o[k, : K, — K, is
extended to a homeomorphism l/(a\l — [/(0.\2 denoted by ¢,. Due to [3, 26], Pontryagin numbers
of I/(U\j, j = 1,2, are nonzero. It follows from [33] that ¢, is an orientation preserving mapping.
This implies that the restriction of ¢ on the boundary components of K,, preserve orientation
also. According to Lemma [[.2] the determinants of all (; are positive since the manifold M™ is
connected. We see that the condition (b) of commensurability holds. Thus, the graphs I'p(f;),
I'p(f2) are commensurable.

Sufficiency. Suppose the graphs I'p(f1), I'p(f2) are commensurable. Due to the condition (a),
there is a bijection ¢ : T'p(f1) — I'p(f2) which induces a bijection of groups of vertices. Recall that
every group of vertices corresponds a unique basic set. Therefore, ¢ induces a one-to-one bijection
Q<= Q,i=1,... k, between the basic sets of fi, fo. According the condition (b), given any
1 <i <k, the triples (4;, P;, ), (A}, P/, €;) corresponding to the groups V; = {v},... v} }, V/ =
(V... ,vl'f} are equivalent. Another words, there is a collection of automorphisms {(i, ..., (s}
of T" such that (;(P;) = P/, and (; conjugates the automorphisms A;, A}, i = 1,..., k. Therefore
there is a homeomorphism ¢; : U(§);) — U() such that ¢; o flo, = f" o ¢ilq,. We have to
prove that the homeomorphisms ¢; : U(2;) — U(£2),i =1,...,k, can be extended to a common
homeomorphism ¢ : M™ — M".
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Without loss of generality, one can assume that ¢ (v’) = v;i foralli=1,....kands=1,...,I;
where V; = {v},..., v} } are groups of the vertices of I'p(f1), and V; = {vy,...,v,'} are groups
of vertices of I'p(fs), i = 1,..., k. Suppose non-marked vertices v!, v/ € I'p(f;) is connected
by an edge L(p’,p!). Hence the vertices ¢ (vl) = vli, ¢(v]) = ’U;j € I'ep(f2) is connected by the
non-marked edge L(p?,p;/) also. By Lemma 4 (n — 1)-spheres S"1(pi), S"'(p!) bound a
set K;; homeomorphic to S"! x [0;1]. Similarly, the (n — 1)-spheres ¢;(S"*(pi)) = S"~!(p)),
0 (S (p!) = S"Y(p;/) bound an n-annulus K}; € M"™ homeomorphic to S"~' x [0;1]. Since
the automorphisms ¢;, (; have the same sign, ¢; and ¢; can be extended to a homeomorphism
Yij - Kij — KZ,_]

Due to the condition (a), ¢ takes p(f) to p.(f’), and the marked edges pe(f) pe(f) have
the same Pontryagin number. This follows that the projective-like manifolds Kc,l, KC,2 are
homeomorphic [26]. Since the determinants of the corresponding automorphisms ¢;, (; are positive,

one can extend ¢; and ¢; to a homeomorphism I/(:l — I/(; Clearly, such homeomorphism can
be deformed to a homeomorphism which takes o to 5. We see that the homeomorphisms ; can
be extended to a common homeomorphism ¢ : M™ — M"™. Thus, f and f’ are globally conjugate
on its non-wandering sets.

Realization. First, let us show that a graph I'p(f) belongs to I'k. It follows from the
construction of I'p(f) that given any basic set ; with [; > 1 bunches, one corresponds a
group V; = {v},..., v} } of vertices endowed with a triple (A;, P;,¢;) where 4; : T* — T" is
a codimension one Anosov automorphism, P, = {p}, ..., p}l} is an invariant set of A; consisting
of finitely many periodic points. Moreover, ¢; = a provided the stable manifolds of A; is one-
dimensional while ¢; = r provided the unstable manifolds of A; is one-dimensional. It follows
from Lemma [[.4] that there exists at least one triple (A;, P;, ¢;) with € = a and at least one triple
(A;, P;,€;) with e = r. Since |P;| = [;, there is a one-to-one correspondence between points of P
and vertices of V;. Without loss of generality, one can assume that there is a bijection ¢; : V; — P;
such that p’ = v;(v),i=1,...,k, s =1,..., k;. Moreover, there is a marked edge endowed with
Pontryagin number p?. Due to [26] for n = 8, the Pontryagin number p3 € {2(1 + 2t)?;t € Z},
and for n = 16, the Pontryagin number pZ € {36(1 +2t)%;t € Z}. We see that the conditions (1)
and (2) of the description of the set I'* hold. Again, Lemma [[4] implies the condition (3). Since
M™ is a connected manifold, the condition (4) holds as well.

Suppose vertices v}, v/ € T'(f) are connected by a non-marked edge L(p, p!). Recall that the
vertices v’, v/ belong to some groups endowed with the triples (4;, P;, €;), (A;, Pj, €;) respectively,
so that pi € P;, p] € P;. Since the edge L(pl,p]) is non-marked, the spheres S™1(p%), S™*(p])
bound an n-annulus K;; C M"™ where S™'(pl), S"~!(p]) are components of the boundary
of attracting neighborhoods U(£;), U(;) of basic sets €2;, €, respectively. Since S"'(pl),
S"_l(pt') bound the annulus K;; that is homeomorphic to S™~! x [0; 1], the restrictions f|gn—1,),
flgn- 1(pf) BTe isotopic. Due to Proposition [, this restrictions f|gn-1(pi), f|gn- 1(pf) BTe either
the both preserve orientation or the both reverse orientation. Accordlng to Lemma LIl the
diffecomorphisms f;, f; are extended to DA-diffeomorphisms fi, f] T™ — T™ respectively.
Moreover, the both S"~!(p’) and S"~!(p!) bounds an n-ball in T". Since f|gn- 1i)r S lsn-10)

are isotopic, the diffeomorphisms f;, f] are either the both preserve orientation or the both
reverse orientation. It follows from the relations A; = (fi)., A; = (f;). that the determinants
of A;, A; have the same sign. Since f €€ P,(M";0,0,1) and n 6 {8,16}, there is a component
of M™\ (U, U(£)) such that K, =K, U B} U B} is a projective-like n-manifold. Due to [33]
and Kramer [26], a projective-like manifold admit only preserving orientation mapping. Hence,
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flox, preserve orientation. This implies that corresponding A;, A; preserve orientation. As a
consequence, the determinants of A;, A; are positive. Now, the condition (5) follows from (4).

Take now an abstract graph v € I'f. We have to show that there are a closed orientable n-
manifold M™, n € {8,16}, and a diffeomorphism f € P,(M";0,0,1), k > 2, such that v = ['p(f).
It follows from condition (1) that every group of vertices V; = {v{, ..., v} } endowed with a triple
(A;, P;, €;) where A; : T" — T™ is Anosov automorphism with a finite invariant set of fixed points
P;, and ¢, = a provided the stable manifolds of A; is one-dimensional while ¢; = r provided
the unstable manifolds of A; is one-dimensional. Using Smale’s surgery operation [44] (see also
[17, 137]), one can construct a DA-diffeomorphism f; : T" — T" with codimension one orientable
connected basic set €); containing | P;| = k; bunches. Moreover, if ¢; = a then €); is an expanding
attractor, and if ¢; = r then 2; is a contracting repeller. In addition, every bunch corresponds
some point p! € P; and vertex v! = ¢~ 1(p’) € V;. According [16, 37, [17], the triple (A;, P;, €;)
is a complete invariant of conjugacy for the diffeomorphism f;. Recall that every component
of T™ \ €2; contains a unique isolated node fixed point surrounded by a characteristic sphere of
corresponding bunch. Hence, all boundary points of f; are fixed.

Let us take k copies T7, ..., T} of T". It is convenient to consider f; : T} — T} defined on
T? i = 1,...,k Due to condition (2), every vertex v = ¢~ !(p’) is connected with a unique
vertex v] = wj_l(p{ ) by an edge L(pi, pl) C v where i # j. According to condition (3), the vertex
v} belongs to a group V; endowed with a triple (A, P;, ¢;) where p] = ;(v]) € P;, ¢; # ¢;. For
definiteness, assume that €, = a and €¢; = r, i.e. {}; is an attractor and 2; is a repeller.

Due to [37], there is an attracting neighborhood U(£2;) € W*();) of €; such that the set
T? \ U(£;) is the union of pairwise disjoint n-disks BY, ..., By , and the boundary oU(;) is
the union of characteristic spheres §{ = 0Bi, ..., :9\}% = 0Bj , s = 1,...,k;. Since f; is a DA-
diffeomorphism, every n-disk B! contains a unique source fixed point. Some source fixed point
denoted by ¢’ corresponds to the vertex v’. Without loss of generality, one can assume that
¢\ € Bi. Since f; (U(SY)) € U(SY), Bi C f(Bi). Similarly, there is an attracting neighborhood
U(§2;) C W (€2;) of the basic set €2; such that the set T7 \ U(€2;) is the union of pairwise disjoint
n-disks B{, cee Bij, and the boundary OU (€2;) is the union of characteristic spheres g{, e gi]

Every n-disk B;'n contains a unique sink fixed point. sink fixed point denoted by qg corresponds
to the vertex v{. Without loss of generality, one can assume that ¢/ € By. _
Suppose the edge L(pl,pf) is non-marked. Let us delete the disks B, f;(B{) from T}, T%

respectively. Take an n-annulus K;j, and glue its boundary component to dBi, df;(B]) so that

the set ' .

(T \ B) J (T3 £5(BD) [ Ky = M
becomes a smooth closed orientable manifold. Since B} C f;(Bj) and f;(Bl) C B, the topological
closures K;, K; of the sets f;(B})\ B}, B{\ f;(B]) respectively are n-annuluses. Therefore, K;;UK;
is an n-annulus with two boundary components df;(B}), 0f;(B{) while the union K;; U K; is an
n-annulus with the boundary components 0B, dBj. By condition (5), the determinants of A;,
A; have the same sign. This implies that the restrictions f;| OB il oB] either the both preserve

orientation or the both reverse orientation. Due to [9], Theorem 14.5, this restrictions are isotopic.
Therefore, there is a mapping

Spij . Kij U Kj — Kij U Kz such that SOij‘aB;' = fi‘aBi7 ‘Pij‘aB{ = fj‘aB{'

Since Kj; U K is an n-annulus, we can define ¢;; so that all points on Kj; U K; U K; move from
OB to OB under positive iteration of ¢;;. Moreover, one can ¢;; agrees with the restrictions
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fi|aB%, fj|aB{ near OB!, OB] respectively so that a mapping

figlrmss = filemsis fislem\gi = Fileopis fislwgur, = @i
becomes a diffeomorphism fi; : M, — M. Taking in mind the property of ¢k, ur;, we see
that f;; has no non-wandering points on K;; U K; U K;. Hence, f;; is an A-diffeomorphism whose
non-wandering set consists of the orientable connected codimension basic sets €2;, €2; and trivial
basic sets of the diffeomorphisms f;, f; without the points ¢, qg. The n-annulus Kj;, in sense,
corresponds to the edge L(pi, pl).

Suppose now that the edge L(p’, p!) is marked where vi = ¢~1(pi) € V; and vi = ¥~ 1(p]) €
V;. Denote by S™'(p}) (resp., S""!(p})) the boundary component of U(€;) (resp., U(;))
corresponding to the point p’ (resp., p{ ). For definiteness, assume that €); is an attractor while
(2; is a repeller. By condition (2), L(pi,p]) endowed with Pontryagin number p2. According
[3, 26], there is a projective-like manifold N™ such that the Pontryagin number of N™ equals p?.
Due to [30], there is a preserving orientation Morse-Smale diffeomorphism ¢ : N* — N™ with
NW () consisting of a unique saddle o, a source «, and a sink w. Let us delete small n-balls
ba, b, containing « and w respectively such that ¢ € N™\ (b, Ub,). Let us identify 0b, with
S"=(p}) and b, with S"*(p). Due to condition (5), the determinants of A; and A; are positive.
This implies that the restrictions ¢;[gn-1(p), ¢; gn1(pi) Preserve orientation. By construction, the
restrictions gy, o, Preserve orientation as well. This follows that slightly modifying ¢, ;,
and ¢;, one can get a diffeomorphism

0ij tUL) U (N™\ (by Uby) UU(8;) = U(;) U(N™\ (by Uby) UU()

which is an extension of ¢; and ¢; such that ¢;;(0) = 0. Continuing by this way, one gets a
manifold M™ and diffeomorphism f € Px(M™;0,0,1) such that v = I'p(f).

Due to condition (4), the manifold M™ is connected. The statements concerning a topological
structure immediately follows from Lemma 2.2] O

Proof of Theorem [3 is similar to the proof of Theorem [2l Instead of the quality l/(; =
K, U B} UBj = N", one uses the quality K, = K, U B U By U BY = S", and Proposition [2l to
extend mapping to S™. We omit details for the Reader. O
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