
ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

14
19

6v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

D
S]

  2
3 

M
ay

 2
02

4

On existence of expanding attractors with different

dimensions ∗†

V. Medvedev1 E. Zhuzhoma1

1 National Research University Higher School of Economics, 25/12 Bolshaya Pecherskaya, 603005,

Nizhny Novgorod, Russia

Absrtact

We prove that n-sphere S
n, n ≥ 2, admits structurally stable diffeomorphisms S

n → S
n

with non-orientable expanding attractors of any topological dimension d ∈ {1, . . . , [n2 ]}
where [x] is an integer part of x. One proves that n-torus T

n, n ≥ 2, admits structurally
stable diffeomorphisms T

n → T
n with orientable expanding attractors of any topological

dimension 1 ≤ q ≤ n−1. We also prove that given any closed n-manifold Mn, n ≥ 2, and any
d ∈ {1, . . . , [n2 ]}, there is an axiom A diffeomorphism f : Mn → Mn with a d-dimensional
non-orientable expanding attractor. Similar statements hold for axiom A flows.

Introduction

Below,Mn is a closed smooth connected n-manifold, n ≥ 2. Let f :Mn →Mn be a diffeomorphism
and Λ an invariant set of f , i.e. f(Λ) = Λ. This set is called an attractor provided there is a
neighborhood U(Λ) = U of Λ such that f(U) ⊂ U and ∩i≥0f

i(U) = Λ where N means the
topological closure of N . For applications, the most interesting invariant sets of a dynamical
system are attractors and repellers. The famous attractors in hyperbolic dynamical systems
are Smale’s solenoid, DA-attractor, and Plykin’s attractor (see the books [2, 12, 28]). All this
attractors are expanding ones and basic sets of axiom A diffeomorphisms. Recall that a diffeomorp-
hism f : Mn → Mn satisfies an axiom A (in short, f is an A-diffeomorphism) provided a non-
wandering set NW (f) of f is hyperbolic, and NW (f) is the topological closure of periodic orbits
of f [32]. According Smale’s Spectral Decomposition Theorem, the non-wandering set NW (f)
splits into pairwise disjoint invariant closed and transitive sets called basic sets.

The hyperbolic structure implies the existence of stable W s(x) and unstable W u(x) manifolds
at any points x ∈ NW (f). Following [34] we call a basic set Λ an expanding attractor provided
Λ is an attractor and dimΛ = dimW u(x) for every point x ∈ Λ. Williams [34] proved that an
expanding attractor is locally homeomorphic to the product of Cantor set and Euclidean space
R

dimΛ. Moreover, Williams completely studied the dynamics of the restriction of a diffeomorphism
on expanding attractor. In particular, he proved that this restriction is conjugate to the shift map
of a generalized solenoid, see surveys [8, 11]. Interesting examples of expanding attractors was
constructed by Farrel and Jones [5, 6, 20, 21]. They consider interior dynamics with no embedding
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of expanding attractors in supporting manifolds. Robinson and Williams [29] constructed two
diffeomorphisms f and g of non-homeomorphic 5-manifolds with expanding 2-dimensional attrac-
tors Λf and Λg respectively such that the restriction f |Λf

: Λf → Λf is conjugate to the
restriction g|Λg

: Λg → Λg but there is not even a homeomorphism from a neighborhood of
Λf to a neighborhood of Λg taking Λf to Λg. Another examples see in [3, 16].

Similar notation holds for axiom A flows (in short, A-flows) [14]. By definition, a basic set is
nontrivial if it not an isolated trajectory. In particular, a nontrivial basic set is not a fixed point
(singularity) of A-flow. Since trajectories of flow are one-dimensional, any nontrivial basic set of
A-flow has the topological dimension no less than one, and a supporting manifold admitting a
nontrivial basic set has the dimension no less than three. Moreover, a nontrivial one-dimensional
basic set is of saddle type while one-dimensional attractors and repellers on a 3-manifold are
always trivial. One can prove that a two-dimensional basic set on M3 is either an attractor
or repeller, and two-dimensional attractors and repellers are exactly expanding attractors and
contracting repellers respectively [24].

Questions of embedding and classification of orientable codimension one expanding attractors
for A-diffeomorphisms was completely investigated by Grines [7], Grines and Zhuzhoma [9, 10],
and Plykin [25, 26]. As to another dimensions in frame of our knowledge, there are results
concerning one-dimensional expanding attractors in 3-manifolds [17, 18, 19].

In the paper, we construct structurally stable diffeomorphisms with expanding attractors of
various dimension on n-sphere S

n and n-torus T
n, n ≥ 2. We also prove the existence of A-

diffeomorphisms with few-dimensional expanding attractors on arbitrary closed manifolds. The
main results concerning diffeomorphisms are the following statements. Below, [x] means the
integer part of the number x.

Theorem 1 Let S
n, n ≥ 2, be an n-sphere. Then given any d ∈ {1, . . . , [n

2
]}, there is a

structurally stable diffeomorphism f : Sn → S
n with a d-dimensional non-orientable expanding

attractor.

Theorem 2 Let Tn, n ≥ 2, be an n-torus. Then given any 1 ≤ d ≤ n− 1, there is a structurally
stable diffeomorphism f : Tn → T

n with a d-dimensional orientable expanding attractor.

Theorem 3 Given any closed n-manifold Mn, n ≥ 2, and any d ∈ {1, . . . , [n
2
]}, there is an axiom

A diffeomorphism f :Mn → Mn with a d-dimensional non-orientable expanding attractor.

Let us consider expanding attractors of A-flows. It follows from [23] for n = 3 and [24],
Theorem 4, for n ≥ 4 that given any closed orientable n-manifold Mn, n ≥ 3, there is an A-flow
f t on Mn such that the non-wandering set NW (f t) contains a two-dimensional attractor. As to
d-dimensional expanding attractors for d ≥ 3, we prove the following statements.

Theorem 4 Given any n-sphere S
n, n ≥ 2d + 2 ≥ 8, d ≥ 3, there is an A-flow ϕt on S

n such
that the non-wandering set NW (ϕt) contains a d-dimensional expanding attractor. In addition,
varphit has an isolated hyperbolic source.

Remark that it follows from Theorem 2 that given any 2 ≤ d ≤ n − 1, n ≥ 3, there is a
closed n-manifold Mn supporting a structurally stable A-flow with an orientable d-dimensional
expanding attractor. To be precise, Mn is a mapping torus supporting a dynamical suspension
over a structurally stable diffeomorphism f : Tn−1 → T

n−1 with a (d− 1)-dimensional orientable
expanding attractor.

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.
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1 Previous results and basic definitions

A-diffeomorphisms. A diffeomorphism f : Mn → Mn is called an A-diffeomorphism if its non-
wandering set NW (f) is hyperbolic and periodic points are dense in NW (f) [32]. The existence
of hyperbolic structure implies the existence of unstable W u(x) and stable W s(x) manifolds
respectively for every point x ∈ NW (f) [15]. Due to Smale’s Spectral Decomposition Theorem,
the non-wandering set NW (f) is a finite union of pairwise disjoint f -invariant closed sets Ω1, . . .,
Ωk such that every restriction f |Ωi

is topologically transitive. These Ωi are called the basic sets of
f . The dimension dimW u(x), x ∈ Ωi s called a Morse index of Ωi. A basic set Ω is an expanding
attractor if Ω is an attractor and the topological dimension dimΩ equals Morse’s index of Ω [34].
A basic set Λ of f is called a contracting repeller provided Λ is an expanding attractor of f−1.

By definition, let W s
ǫ (x) ⊂W s(x) (resp. W u

ǫ (x) ⊂ W u(x)) be the ǫ-neighborhood of x in the
intrinsic topology of the manifold W s(x) (resp. W u(x)), where ǫ > 0. We say that a basic set Ω
is orientable provided the index of intersection W s

α(x) ∩W
u
β (x) is the same at each point of this

intersection for any α > 0, β > 0, x ∈ Ω. Smale’s solenoid is an orientable attractor [32] while
Plykin attractor is a non-orientable one [25].

Structural stability and Ω-stability. Let Diff 1 (Mn) be the space of C1 diffeomorphisms on
Mn endowed with the uniform C1 topology [13]. Recall that diffeomorphisms f , g ∈ Diff 1(M)
are (topologically) conjugate if there is a homeomorphism ϕ : M → M such that ϕ ◦ f = g ◦ ϕ.
A diffeomorphism f ∈ Diff 1(M) is called structurally stable if there is a neighborhood U(f) ⊂
Diff 1(M) of f such that any g ∈ U is conjugate to f .

Let W1, W2 ⊂ Mn be two immersed submanifolds. One says that W1, W2 are intersected
transversally provided given any point x ∈ W1 ∩W2, the tangent bundles TxW1, TxW2 generate
the tangent bundle TxM

n. In this case dimTxW1+dim TxW2 ≥ dimTxM
n. According Mane [22]

and Robinson [27], an A-diffeomorphism f is structurally stable if and only if invariant manifolds
W s(x), W u(y) are intersected transversally for any x, y ∈ NW (f). The last condition is called
a strong transversality condition.

Morse-Smale and DA-diffeomorphisms. In 1960, Steve Smale [30] introduced a class of dynami-
cal systems (flows and diffeomorphisms) called later Morse-Smale systems. By definition, a
diffeomorphism f is Morse-Smale provided the non-wandering set NW (f) consists of a finitely
many periodic orbits, each periodic orbit is hyperbolic and, stable and unstable manifolds of
periodic orbits intersect transversally. One can define Morse-Smale systems as being those that
are structurally stable and have non-wandering sets that consist of a finite number of orbits.
Smale [30] discovered a deep connections between dynamics and the topological structure of
support manifolds, see also [31]. In particular, he proved the following statement which we need
later on.

Lemma 1.1 Any closed manifold Mn admits a gradient-like Morse-Smale diffeomorphism with
an isolated sink.

A DA-diffeomorphism g : Tn → T
n 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. Mainly, we’ll consider a DA-diffeomorphism with a codimension one
orientable expanding attractor called a DA-attractor. Such simplest DA-diffeomorphism can be
obtained by Smale’s surgery from a codimension one Anosov diffeomorphisms A : Tn → T

n such
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that g∗ = A∗ : H1(T
n) → H1(T

n), see details in [28]. In this case, g has a DA-attractor Λa that
equal to T

n \W u(p) where W u(p) is the unstable manifold of a unique isolated source p. Later
on, one needs the following statement proved in general case by Plykin [26].

Lemma 1.2 Given any n ≥ 2, there is a structurally stable DA-diffeomorphism f : Tn → T
n

with an (n− 1)-dimensional orientable expanding attractor.

Given maps fi :Mi →Mi, i = 1, 2, . . . , m, we denote by

F12...m = (f1, f2, . . . , fm) :M1 ×M2 × · · · ×Mm → M1 ×M2 × · · · ×Mm

the map

F12...m(x1, x2, . . . , xm) = (f1(x1), f2(x2), . . . , fm(xm)), xi ∈Mi, i = 1, . . . , m.

Lemma 1.3 Let fi : M
ki
i → Mki

i be a structurally stable diffeomorphism (resp., A-diffeomorp-
hism) of closed ki-manifold Mki, ki ≥ 1, with non-wandering set NW (fi) consisting of basic sets

Ω
(i)
1 , . . ., Ω

(i)
li

, i = 1, 2, . . . , m. Then the mapping

F12...m :Mk1
1 ×Mk2

2 × · · · ×Mkm
m →Mk1

1 ×Mk2
2 × · · · ×Mkm

m

is a structurally stable (resp., A-diffeomorphism) with non-wandering set

NW (F12...m) = NW (f1)×NW (f2)× · · · ×NW (fm).

Moreover, the spectral decomposition of F12...m consists of basic sets Ω
(1)
i1

×Ω
(2)
i2

×· · ·×Ω
(m)
im

where
1 ≤ is ≤ ls, s = 1, . . . , m

Proof. It is enough to prove the statement for m = 2. Recall that a non-wandering set is the
topological closure of set of periodic points. Therefore given any point (x, y) ∈ NW (f1)×NW (f2),
there is (p1, p2) ∈ NW (f1)×NW (f2) arbitrary close to (x, y) where pi is a periodic point of fi,
i = 1, 2. Obviously, (p1, p2) is a periodic point of F12. Hence, NW (f1) × NW (f2) ⊂ NW (F12).
Due to [35], NW (F12) ⊂ NW (f1)×NW (f2). As a consequence, NW (F12) = NW (f1)×NW (f2).

The stable and unstable bundles of f1 and f2 form the stable and unstable bundles of
F12 as follows E

s
F12

= E
s
f1

⊕ E
s
f2

, Eu
F12

= E
u
f1

⊕ E
u
f2

. Since the differential DF12 has the block
structure (D(f1), D(f2)), the fiber bundle decomposition E

s
F12

⊕ E
u
F12

is invariant under DF12,
and NW (F12) = NW (f1)×NW (f2) has hyperbolic structure.

Let Ωi be a basic set of fi, i = 1, 2. Clearly, Ω1×Ω2 = Ω12 is a closed invariant set of F12. We
have to prove that Ω12 is a transitive set of the restriction F12|Ω12

. First, suppose that the both
Ω1 and Ω2 are trivial, i.e. Ω1 and Ω2 are periodic orbits. Then Ω12 is a periodic point, i.e. Ω12 is
a basic set. Suppose now that the both Ω1 and Ω2 are nontrivial. Let V1, V2 be relatively open
sets in Ω12. Without loss of generality, one can assume that V1 is a rectangle, i.e. V1 = V1x × V1y
where V1x and V1y are relatively open sets in Ω1 and Ω2 respectively. Similarly, V2 = V2x × V2y.
According [1, 4], some iteration of A-diffeomorphism on a nontrivial basic set is topologically
mixing. Since a transitivity under some iteration implies a transitivity, one can assume that
the restriction fi|Ωi

, i = 1, 2, is a topologically mixing mapping. Therefore there is n1 such that
fm
1 (V1x)∩V2x 6= ∅ for all m ≥ n1. Similarly, there is n2 such that fm

2 (V1y)∩V2y 6= ∅ for all m ≥ n2.
This follows that Fm

12(V1) ∩ V2 6= ∅ for all m ≥ max{n1, n2}. We see that F12|Ω12
is topologically
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mixing, and as consequence F12|Ω12
is transitive (actually, one proves that Ω1 × Ω2 = Ω12 is a

nontrivial basic set). When Ω1 is a nontrivial basic set while Ω2 is a trivial basic set, one can
prove similarly that Ω1 × Ω2 = Ω12 is a nontrivial basic set as well.

Let us prove that F12 is structurally stable provided f1 and f2 are structurally stable. It is
enough to check a strong transversality condition.. Suppose an unstable manifold W u

F12
(p1, q1)

intersects a stable manifold W s
F12

(p2, q2) at some point (x, y) ∈ M1 ×M2. Since fi : Mi → Mi,
i = 1, 2, is structurally stable, the unstable manifold W u

f1
(p1) intersects transversally the stable

manifold W s
f1
(p2) at x and the unstable manifold W u

f2
(q1) intersects transversally the stable

manifold W s
f2
(q2) at y. It follows from W u

F12
(p1, q1) = W u

f1
(p1) × W u

f2
(q1) and W s

F12
(p2, q2) =

W s
f1
(p2) ×W s

f2
(q2) that W u

F12
(p1, q1) intersects transversally W s

F12
(p2, q2) at (x, y). Hence, F12 is

structurally stable. ✷

Lemma 1.4 Let fi : Mki
i → Mki

i be a structurally stable (resp., A-diffeomorphism) of closed
ki-manifold Mki, ki ≥ 1, with a di-dimensional expanding attractor Λi, i = 1, 2, . . . , m. Then the
structurally stable diffeomorphism (resp., A-diffeomorphism)

F12...m :Mk1
1 ×Mk2

2 × · · · ×Mkm
m →Mk1

1 ×Mk2
2 × · · · ×Mkm

m

has the (d1 + · · ·+ dm)-dimensional expanding attractor Λ1 × · · · × Λm. In addition, F12...m has
an isolated source.

Proof. Due to Lemma 1.3, Λ1 × · · · ×Λm is a basic set of F12...m. Since Λi is an attractor for any
1 ≤ i ≤ m, Λ1 × · · · × Λm is an attractor. Since Λi is expanding, dimΛi = dimW u

fi
(xi), xi ∈ Λi.

It follows from Lemma 1.3 that W u
F (x1, . . . , xm) = W u

f1
(x1)× · · · ×W u

fm
(xm). As a consequence,

dim(Λ1 × · · · × Λm) = d1 + · · ·+ dm = dimW u
f1
(x1) + · · ·+ dimW u

fm
(xm) = dimW u

F (x1, . . . , xm).

Hence, Λ1 × · · · × Λm is an expanding attractor of dimension (d1 + · · ·+ dm). ✷

Corollary 1.1 Suppose the condition of Lemma 1.4 holds. Let fm+1 : Mkm+1 → Mkm+1 be a
structurally stable diffeomorphism with an isolated sink Ω. Then

Λ1 × · · · × Λm × {ω} ⊂Mk1
1 ×Mk2

2 × · · · ×Mkm
m ×M

km+1

m+1

is (d1 + · · ·+ dm)-dimensional expanding attractor of F12...m,m+1.

2 Proofs of main results

Proof of Theorem 1. First, we prove the following statement concerning one-dimensional expanding
attractors.

Proposition 1 Any n-sphere S
n, n ≥ 2, admits a structurally stable diffeomorphism S

n → S
n

with non-orientable one-dimensional expanding attractor.

Proof of Proposition 1. Well-known that there is a structurally stable diffeomorphism f : S2 → S
2

with Plykin’s attractor Λa which is a non-orientable one-dimensional expanding attractor [25].
Thus for n = 2 the statement is true. Consider S

2 to be the diameter of S3. Then S
2 divides S

3

into closed 3-disks D1, D2 such that S
2 = D1 ∩D2. It is convenient to consider each D1, D2 to

5



be the unit disk in R
3 endowed with the polar coordinates (ρ, φ, θ) where S

2 is identified with
ρ = 1. The differential equation ρ̇ = ρ(1 − ρ) at each ray φ = φ0, θ = θ0 defines a flow gt on
D1∪D2 = S

3. Note that the set of fixed points of gt consists of two sources α1 ∈ D1, α2 ∈ D2 and
the sphere S

2. Let g = g1 be the shift along the trajectories on the time t = 1. The calculations
show that ρ′(0) = e > 1 and ρ′(1) = 1

e
< 1. Therefore, α1, α2 are hyperbolic sources. The sphere

S
2 is an attractive set of g, and any point of S2 is a hyperbolic sink in the ρ-direction.

There is a tubular neighborhood T (S2) ⊂ S
3 of S2 which is trivial fiber bundle S2×[−1; 1] with

the base S
2 × {0} = S

2 ⊂ S
3 and fibers are arcs of trajectories of gt. By construction, Plykin’s

diffeomorphisms f : S2 → S
2 preserves orientation. Therefore there is a diffeotopy fα : S2 → S

2,
0 ≤ α ≤ 1, such that f0 = f , f1 = id. Let θ : R → [0; 1] be a smooth even function such
that θ(0) = 0 and θ(x) = 1 for x ≥ 1. Define the diffeomorphism F : S3 → S

3 as follows. For
S
3 \ T (S2), set F = g. For (x; β) ∈ S

2 × [−1; 1] = T (S2), put by definition,

F : T (S2) = S
2 × [−1; 1] → S

2 × [−1; 1], F (x, β) = (fα(θ(β))(x), g(β)).

We see that F (x, 0) = (f(x), 0). Since fα(θ(±1)) = id, F |∂T (S2 = (id, g(·)). Hence, F : S
3 →

S
3 is a structurally stable diffeomorphism with the non-orientable one-dimensional expanding

attractor Λa. Similarly, one can construct a structurally stable diffeomorphism S
4 → S

4 with the
non-orientable one-dimensional expanding attractor Λa. Continuing by this way, one can get a
diffeomorphism desired for any n ≥ 3. This completes the proof of Proposition 1. ♦

After Proposition 1, we see that the result is true for n = 2, 3. Due to Lemma 1.4 and
Proposition 1, the manifold S

2 × S
i admits a structurally stable diffeomorphism F1i = (f1, fi) :

S
2 × S

i → S
2 × S

i with a two-dimensional expanding attractor Λ
(2)
i = Λ × Λ

(1)
i for any i ≥ 2

where Λ is a one-dimensional (Plykin’s) expanding attractor of f1 : S2 → S
2 while Λ

(2)
i is a

one-dimensional attractor of fi : S
i → S

i. It follows from Lemma 1.4 that S2 (resp., Λ
(2)
i ) has an

isolated source α of f1 (resp., αi of fi). Therefore, there is a closed 2-disk D2 ⊂ S
2 containing

Λ such that f1(D
2) ⊂ D2, α /∈ D2. Without loss of generality, one can assume that D2 has a

smooth boundary. Similarly, there is a closed i-disk Di ⊂ S
i with a smooth boundary such that

fi(D
i) ⊂ Di, Λ

(2)
i ⊂ Di, and αi /∈ Di. Hence, F1i(D

2 × Di) ⊂ D2 × Di and Λ
(2)
i ⊂ D2 × Di.

The (2 + i)-disk D2 ×Di has a smooth boundary. Gluing a (2 + i)-disk D2+i along its boundary
to D2 × Di, one gets S

2+i. Since F1i(D
2 × Di) ⊂ D2 × Di, we can extend F1i to S

2+i to get
a structurally stable diffeomorphism Fi : S

2+i → S
2+i with an isolated source in D2+i. By

construction, Fi has the two-dimensional expanding attractor Λ
(2)
i , i ≥ 2. We see that every S

n,
n ≥ 4, admits a structurally stable diffeomorphism with a two-dimensional expanding attractor.
Thus for n = 4, 5, the result is true. This follows that S

2 × S
i admits a structurally stable

diffeomorphism with a three-dimensional expanding attractor for any i ≥ 4. Similarly, one can
prove that S

n, n ≥ 5, admits a structurally stable diffeomorphism with a three-dimensional
expanding attractor (so, the result is true for n = 6, 7). Continuing by this way, one get the
completes proof. ✷

Remark. By construction, f has an isolated source.

Proof of Theorem 2. If d = n − 1, then f is a DA-diffeomorphism, see Lemma 1.2. Suppose
d+1 < n and n ≥ 3. Let f1 : T

d+1 → T
d+1 be a DA-diffeomorphism with d-dimensional orientable

expanding attractor Λa. Due to Lemma 1.1, there is a gradient-like Morse-Smale diffeomorphism
f2 : T

n−d−1 → T
n−d−1 with a sink, say ω. It follows from Corollary 1.1 that

F12 = (f1, f2) : T
d+1 × T

n−d−1 = T
n → T

d+1 × T
n−d−1 = T

n

6



is a structurally stable diffeomorphism with the d-dimensional orientable expanding attractor
Λ× {ω}. ✷

Proof of Theorem 3. Take a closed n-manifold Mn, n ≥ 2. According Lemma 1.1, Mn admits
a gradient-like Morse-Smale diffeomorphism ψ : Mn → Mn with an isolated sink ω. Fix some
d ∈ {1, . . . , [n

2
]}. Due to Theorem 1, n-sphere S

n admits a structurally stable diffeomorphism
f : Sn → S

n with a d-dimensional non-orientable expanding attractor Λa. By construction, f
has an isolated source α (see Remark 1). Let Bω ⊂ Mn be an n-ball containing Ω such that
ψ(Bω) ⊂ Bω. Let Bα ⊂ S

n be an n-ball containing α such that f−1(Bα) ⊂ Bα and Bα does
not contain any non-wandering points of f except α. Let Mn♯Sn be a connected sum obtained
from Mn \Bω and S

n \Bα after identifying along the boundary components ∂Bω, ∂Bα. Since ω
is a sink and α is a source, ψ and f induce a A-diffeomorphism f : Mn♯Sn → Mn♯Sn with the
d-dimensional non-orientable expanding attractor Λa. Since Mn♯Sn =Mn, f is a diffeomorphism
desired. ✷

Proof of Theorem 4. According Theorem 2, there is a structurally stable diffeomorphism
f : Td → T

d with a (d − 1)-dimensional orientable expanding attractor. Hence, the dynamical
suspension sust(f) over f is a structurally stable flow with a d-dimensional expanding attractor,
say λa. The supporting manifold for sust(f) is a mapping torus denoted by Md+1 which is a
closed (d+ 1)-manifold. Due to Whitney’s Theorem [33], we can assume that Md+1 is smoothly
embedded in S

2d+2. A tubular neighborhood T (Md+1) of Md+1 is a locally trivial bundle with
the base Md+1 and fiber Bd+1. One can assume that the boundary ∂

(

T (Md+1)
)

of T (Md+1) is a
smooth submanifold. Therefore, there is a vector field ~v on T (Md+1) which enters transversally
through ∂

(

T (Md+1)
)

in T (Md+1) and coincides on Md+1 with the vector field induced by the
flow sust(f). Moreover, one can assume that Md+1 is an attracting invariant set of ~v. Thus,
λa is an expanding attractor of ~v. The Morse theory implies that there is an extension of ~v
to a vector field ~V on S

2d+2 such that ~V has only isolated hyperbolic fixed points including
an isolated hyperbolic source. Due to Smale [31], one can assume that the restriction of ~V on

S
2d+2 \ T (Md+1) is a Morse-Smale vector field. Then ~V induces an A-flow ϕt on S

2d+2 with the
d-dimensional expanding attractor λa. This proves Proposition for n = 2d + 2. Similarly to the
proof of Theorem 1, one can prove the statement desired for any n ≥ 2d+2. This completes the
proof. ✷
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