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Abstract. Impulsive semiflows modeled by a Lipschitz continuous vector field
and continuous impulse functions, defined over an impulsive region, are piece-
wise Lipschitz continuous semiflows with piecewise smooth trajectories. In this
paper we contribute to the topological description of typical impulsive semi-
flows, parameterized by both vector fields and impulses. We prove that C0-
generic Lipschitz vector fields generate impulsive semiflows with denseness of
periodic orbits on the non-wandering set. Additionally, we show that C0-generic
impulses generate impulsive semiflows with denseness of periodic orbits on the
impulsive non-wandering set.

1. Introduction

Classical dynamical systems theory has proven essential in explaining a broad
array of phenomena. However, real-world systems often experience sudden, dis-
continuous shifts, a factor that traditional dynamical systems theory tends to over-
look. The theory of impulsive semiflows models such abrupt changes on the dy-
namics caused by external input and provide a quite rich playground to the study
of the geometric, ergodic and topological properties of continuous-time dynamical
systems under perturbations of the system by a discrete-time impulse map. These
systems, characterized by a continuous semiflow acting on a compact metric space
pM, dq, a subset D Ă M where the semiflow experiences abrupt perturbations,
and an impulsive function I : D Ñ IpDq Ă M that models these perturbations,
frequently exhibit discontinuities, adding a layer of complexity to their behavior.
The study of the topological properties of impulsive systems has been extensively
studied in the last two decades (see e.g. [6] and references therein).

In analogy to classical dynamical systems, impulsive semiflows are likely to be-
have quite differently depending on the regularity of the unperturbed flows and the
space of impulses. In [15], we initiated the study of the geometric and topologi-
cal features for C1-typical impulsive flows by proving that, given an initial smooth
flow, there exists a C1-Baire generic subset of impulses (in the space of C1 diffeo-
morphisms of D onto its image) such that the corresponding impulsive semiflow
admits a dense set of periodic orbits on the part of the non-wandering set that inter-
sects the impulsive region. The methods, relying on the extension of the concepts
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of hyperbolicity and connecting lemmas to C1-impulsive semiflows (possibly with
discontinuities), depend strongly on the C1-topology in the space of impulses.

In this paper we consider impulsive semiflows on which the underlying flow is
generated by Lipschitz continuous vector fields and impulses are chosen as homeo-
morphisms onto its image. In this way, the space of impulsive semiflows is param-
eterized by a vector field X P X0,1pMq and an impulse I P ID,D̂ (cf. Section 2 for
details). Endowing the space of vector fields and impulses with the C0-topology, a
first natural question is to ask whether a typical impulsive semiflow (usually piece-
wise continuous) admits invariant measures or periodic points. The denseness of
periodic orbits in the non-wandering set, often known as general density theorem,
was obtained first by Pugh for C1-generic diffeomorphisms [14], prior to the at-
tempts to address this problem for C0-generic homeomorphisms [1, 8, 10, 13]. In
case of homeomorphisms, the notion of permanent periodic point replaces hyper-
bolicity as the key ingredient to deduce a C0-generic lower semicontinuity of the
closure of the space of periodic orbits. In case of impulsive semiflows, the results
on the abundance of periodic orbits under C0-perturbations are of substantial dif-
ferent nature whenever one considers either the vector fields or the impulses. This
is due to the fact that perturbations on the vector fields have a global impact while
perturbations of impulses affect only the impulsive region, and will not affect non-
wandering poits that do not meet the impulsive region (compare the statements of
Theorems A and C and see the examples in Subsection 3.3).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the class of im-
pulsive semiflows considered here, and the topologies in the space of vector fields
and impulses. Section 3 is devoted to the statement of the main results, consider-
ing perturbations of the impulses (Subsection 3.1) and of the vector fields (Sub-
section 3.2). Some applications of the main results appear in Subsection 3.3. In
Section 4 we introduce the concept of Poincaré maps for this class of impulsive
semiflows and prove several C0-perturbation lemmas (including C0-closing lem-
mas and creation of periodic attractors) both for flows and impulses. We also prove
that C0-generic vector fields generate impulsive semiflows whose periodic orbits
are all permanent, and that a similar conclusion holds for C0-generic impulses,
while considering periodic orbits that intersect the impulsive region. The proofs
of the main results are summoned in Sections 5 and 6. Finally, in Section 7 we
discuss some possible future research directions.

2. Setting

In this paper, impulsive semiflows are determined by a initial flow and impulsive
maps. In the next subsections we introduce the precise framework assumed for
these objects.
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2.1. Impulsive semiflows. Let M be a d-dimensional Riemaniann closed mani-
fold (d ě 2). We will denote by distp¨, ¨q the distance induced by the Riemann-
ian structure. The space X0,1pMq of Lipschitz vector fields endowed with the C0-
topology

}X ´ Y}C0 :“ max
xPM

}Xpxq ´ Ypxq} ă ε

is a Baire set, although not complete. In particular, any C0-Baire generic set (i.e. a
set containing a countable intersection of C0-dense and C0-open sets) is C0-dense.
We denote by pXtqt the flow associated to X P X0,1pMq. Clearly, Xt : M Ñ M is a
lipeomorphism (i.e. a Lipschitz map with Lipschitz inverse) for all t P R.

Let X P X0,1pMq and let φ : R`

0 ˆ M Ñ M be the Lipschitz continuous flow
generated by it, that is to say that φ satisfies φp0, ¨q “ id and

φps ` t, xq “ φps, φpt, xqq for all s, t P R`

0 and x P M.

We will often use the notation φtpxq “ φpt, xq, for every t P R`

0 and x P M.
Given a non-empty set D Ă M we will refer to any continuous map I : D Ñ

M so that IpDq X D “ H as an impulse. Under the above conditions we say
that pM, φ,D, Iq is an impulsive dynamical system which generates an impulsive
semiflow, possibly with discontinuities, as follows.

Let τ1 : M Ñ p0,`8s be the first hitting time function to the set D given by

τ1pxq “

"

inf tt ą 0: φtpxq P Du , if φtpxq P D for some t ą 0;
`8, otherwise, (1)

which is known to be upper semicontinuous [7]. The subsequent impulsive times
are defined in terms of τ1 applied to the point obtained after the impulse. More
precisely, setting

γxptq “ φtpxq, @ 0 ď t ă τ1pxq and γxpτ1pxqq “ Ipφτ1pxqpxqq,

the remainder of the impulsive trajectory and impulsive times pτnpxqqně2 (possibly
finitely many) of the point x P M are defined recursively by

γxpτnpxqq “ Ipφτnpxq´τn´1pxqpγxpτn´1pxqqqq

and
τn`1pxq “ τnpxq ` τ1pγxpτnpxqqq.

In particular,

γxptq “ φt´τnpxqpγxpτnpxqqq whenever τnpxq ď t ă τn`1pxq. (2)

We observe that under the standing assumption that distHpD, IpDqq ą 0, where
distH stands for the Hausdorff distance, it is easy to check that

sup
ně1

tτnpxqu “ `8 for every x P M,

hence the impulsive trajectories are defined for all positive t.
The impulsive semiflow ψX,I associated to pM, φ,D, Iq is now defined as

ψX,I : R`

0 ˆ M ÝÑ M
pt, xq ÞÝÑ γxptq, (3)
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where γx stands for the impulsive trajectory of x determined by pM, φ,D, Iq and
described by (2). The arguments in [[5], Proposition 2.1] guarantee that ψX,I is
indeed a piecewise continuous semiflow, whose trajectories are piecewise smooth.
The main goal of this paper is to describe the set of periodic orbits of generic
impulsive semiflows when one considers the dependence on the impulse I and
vector field X.

The orbit of x P M by the impulsive semiflow ψX,I is the set Ox “ tγxptq : t ě

0u. Whenever necessary we shall write OI,x and γI,x to emphasize the impulse I.
We say that a point x P M is non-wandering if, for every neighborhood U of x

and any T ą 0, there exists t ě T such that

pψX,Iq
´1
t pUq X U ,H.

We denote byΩpψX,Iq the set of the non-wandering-points for the semiflow ψX,I .

Throughout the paper, except if mentioned otherwise, it will be a standard as-
sumption that φ is a Lipschitz continuous flow generated by a Lipschitz continuous
vector field X on a compact manifold M of dimension d ě 3 and D is a codimen-
sion one smooth submanifold of M, transversal to the flow direction, such that

D X Singpφq “ H, (H)

where D stands for the closure of D and Singpφq stands for the equilibrium points of
φ. Every codimension one compact submanifold D transversal to the flow direction
satisfies (H). In this setting the first hitting time function τ1, defined by (1), is
piecewise Lipschitz continuous.

2.2. Space of impulsive maps. In this subsection we introduce a topology on
the space of impulsive semiflows, parameterized by their impulses. Let φ be a
Lipschitz continuous flow generated by a vector field X, D, D̂ Ă M be smooth
codimension one submanifolds transversal to the flow such that (H) holds, and
consider the space

ID,D̂ “ HomeopD, D̂q

endowed with the C0-distance. In the special case that D, D̂ are compact, we note
that the condition distHpD, D̂q ą 0 can be simply rewritten as D X D̂ “ H.

As φ is a Lipschitz continuous flow and D Ă M satisfies (H), if I P ID,D̂ there
exists ξ ą 0 so that for every distinct, x1, x2 P D Y D̂ one has tφtpx1q : |t| ď

ξu X tφtpx2q : |t| ď ξu “ H. Moreover, any discontinuity point in the interior of D̂
arises as a point mapped by the original flow φ on the boundary of the impulsive
region D.

2.3. Space of Lipschitz continuous vector fields. One of our goals will be to
understand the dependence of an impulsive semiflow on the underlying vector field.
In order to do so, consider two smooth codimension one submanifolds D, D̂ Ă M
so that distHpD, D̂q ą 0. We consider the space of vector fields

VD,D̂ “

!

X P X0,1pMq : D ⋔ X and D̂ ⋔ X
)

, (4)
4



endowed with the C0-topology.

3. Statement of the main results

This section is devoted to the statement of the main results, concerning the set
of periodic orbits of typical impulsive semiflows. In Subsection 3.1 we assume
that a vector field X P X0,1pMq is given and we consider the dependence on the
impulse I. In Subsection 3.2 we assume that an impulse I is fixed and we consider
the dependence of the impulsive semiflow on the vector field X.

3.1. C0-Baire generic impulses. Throughout let M be a compact Riemannian
manifold of dimension d ě 3.

Theorem A. Let φ be a Lipschitz continuous flow generated by X P X0,1pMq and
D, D̂ Ă M be smooth codimension one submanifolds transversal to the flow such
that hypothesis (H) holds. There exists a C0-Baire generic subset RX Ă ID,D̂ of
impulses such that

PerpψX,Iq X D̊ “ ΩpψX,Iq X D̊ (5)
for every I P RX , where PerpψX,Iq denotes the set of periodic orbits of ψX,I , and D̊
stands for the interior of D.

Some comments are in order. Firstly, as pψX,Iqtpxq “ φtpxq for every x P D and
for every small t ą 0, periodic orbits under ψX,I never intersect D. Secondly, the
conclusion of Theorem A cannot be written using the landing region D̂, as there ex-
ist C1-open sets of impulses for which the equality PerpψX,Iq X D̂ “ ΩpψX,Iq X D̂
fails (see e.g. [15]). The next result is a direct consequence of the continuous de-
pendence on initial conditions for the Lipschitz continuous flow φ and Theorem A,
whose proof follows closely Corollary B in [15].

Corollary B. Let φ be a Lipschitz continuous flow generated by X P X0,1pMq and
D, D̂ Ă M be smooth codimension one submanifolds transversal to the flow such
that assumption (H) holds. The following hold:

(1) if I0 P ID,D̂ is such that ΩpψI0q X BD “ H then there exist δ ą 0,
an open neighborhood V of I0 and a Baire generic subset R Ă V so
that, for every I P R one can write the non-wandering set ΩpψX,Iq as
a (possibly non-disjoint) union ΩpψX,Iq “ PerpψX,Iq Y Ω2pφ,Dq, where
Ω2pφ,Dq Ă ΩpψX,Iq is a φ-invariant set which does not intersect a δ-
neighborhood of the cross-section D. Moreover, the set ΩpψX,IqzD is a
ψX,I-invariant subset of M.

(2) if φ is minimal then there exists a Baire generic subset R Ă ID,D̂ so that,
for every I P R, the set of periodic orbits is dense in ΩpψX,Iq. Moreover,
the set ΩpψX,IqzD is a ψX,I-invariant subset of M.

3.2. C0-Baire generic Lipschitz flows. Throughout let M be a compact Riemann-
ian manifold of dimension d ě 3. Our next results address the set of periodic orbits
of impulsive semiflows obtained from a fixed impulsive map and typical Lipschitz
continuous vector fields.

5



Theorem C. Let D, D̂ Ă M be smooth manifolds of codimension one and I P ID,D̂
be an impulsive map. There exists a C0-Baire generic subset RI Ă VD,D̂ so that,

PerpψX,Iq “ ΩpψX,Iq, for every X P RI .

Some comments are in order. First, it should be noticed that the impulsive semi-
flows are at most as regular as the impulsive map, hence rarely Lipschitz continu-
ous. Second, the statement of Theorem C is substantially stronger than the conclu-
sion of Theorem A, and this is due to the fact that perturbing the vector field one
can obtain denseness of periodic orbits even among points in the non-wandering
set that do not visit the impulsive region.

3.3. Examples. In this section we shall provide two simple examples of the main
results in order to illustrate possible applications. The first application concerns
the class of impulsive Anosov flows.

Example 3.1. (C0-generic impulsive Anosov flows) Let X be a C1-vector field on a
compact three-dimensional compact manifold generating a transitive Anosov flow
ϕ, let D, D̂ be codimension one smooth submanifolds of M transversal to X and
I P ID,D̂. Let U P X0,1pMq be a small open neighborhood of X (in the C0 topol-
ogy) so that U Ă VD,D̂. Even though it is not known whether all flows generated
by vector fields in U are equivalent, hence have a dense set of periodic orbits, by
the proof of Theorem C, periodic points are all permanent and the set of periodic
points is dense in the non-wandering set, for a C0-generic choice of Y P U. Fur-
thermore, Theorem A implies that the set of (permanent) periodic orbits is dense in
the impulsive non-wandering set for a C0-generic choice of the impulses I P ID,D̂.

Example 3.2. (Perturbations of minimal flows) Let φ be a minimal flow on T3

generated by a C1 vector field X P X1pT3q and D, D̂ Ă M be smooth codimension
one closed submanifolds transversal to the flow. The flow φ has no periodic orbits.
Nevertheless, Theorem A ensures that for a C0-generic choice of the impulse I P

ID,D̂, the impulsive semiflow ψX,I has a dense set of periodic orbits in the impulsive
non-wandering set.

The next example, adapted from [15] illustrates some of the subtleties between
the perturbations in the space of impulses and the perturbations in the space of
vector fields.

Example 3.3. Consider the impulsive semiflow constructed on the cylinder written
as

S “
␣

px, y, zq P R3 : x2 ` y2 “ 1, z P r´1, 1s
(

Ă R3

and let φ be the flow generated by the vector field Xpx, y, zq “ p´y, x, 0q whose
trajectories are either constant at the origin or circles spinning counterclockwise
in each disk S X tz “ cu, with c P r´1, 1s. One can extend this flow to the cube
r´3, 3s3 in a way that no new periodic orbits are created. Consider the local cross-
sections D, D̂ in such a way that D X S “ H and D̂ intersects S (cf. Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Representation of the impulsive flow on the section
tz “ 0u, where D0 “ D X tz “ 0u and D̂0 “ D̂ X tz “ 0u.
Existence of non-permanent periodic orbits in ΩpψX,Iq X D̂0.

Theorem A implies that the set of (permanent) periodic orbits is dense in the
impulsive non-wandering set for a C0-generic choice of the impulses I P ID,D̂.
Clearly, the periodic orbits that intersect D̂ are permanent as a function of I (per-
turbations of the impulse keep them unnaltered) but are not permanent as a func-
tion of the vector field X. When perturbations of the vector field are allowed,
Theorem C guarantees that for a generic vector field X P VD,D̂, all periodic orbits
are permanent.

4. Preliminares

4.1. Poincaré maps for impulsive semiflows. Given a Lipschitz continuous flow
generated by a vector field X, a periodic orbit γ and a local cross-section Σ passing
through a point p P γ, the Poincaré map P : U Ă Σ Ñ Σ is a bi-Lipschitz local
homeomorphism defined on some open neighborhood U Ă Σ of p which is the
first return map of points in U to Σ.

In case of impulsive semiflows, by some abuse of notation we shall denote as
Poincaré map the ones that concatenate the impulse and the first hitting time map
to D. More precisely, given I P ID,D̂ we shall consider the map (which we denote
as a Poincaré map)

PX,I : pD̂ Ñ D̂
x ÞÑ I ˝ φτpxqpxq

(6)

where
τpxq “ inftt ą 0: φtpxq P Du (7)

for every x P D̂ and pD̂ “ tx P D̂ : τpxq ă 8u. Notice that τ “ τ1 |D̂. Consider the
set

{I˚pDq “ tx P
pD̂ : φτpxqpxq < BDu

7



which consists of the points in pD̂ which are mapped in the interior of D. It will be
also convenient to consider the map fX,I : D Ñ D given by

fX,I “ I´1 ˝ PX,I ˝ I, (8)

which is defined on the impulsive region D, which is the support of all perturbations
of the impulses.

In what follows we prove that, even though the Poincaré map in (6) is defined
by expressions which take into account the impulse it is a local homeomorphism.

Proposition 4.1. Let φ be a Lipschitz continuous flow generated by X P X0,1pMq,
D, D̂ be smooth submanifolds of codimension one transversal to X so that (H) holds
and D X D̂ “ H, and let I P ID,D̂ be an impulse. Given x P {I˚pDq there exist a
local cross-section Σ̂ Ă D̂ and a neighborhood V̂ Ă Σ̂ of x such that the Poincaré
map PI|V̂ is an homeomorphism onto its image.

Proof. By the assumption D X D̂ “ H, there is an open neighborhood W of D̂
such that ψX,I|W “ φ. Let x P {I˚pDq and consider a local cross-section Σ̂ Ă D̂. The
Lipschitz flowbox theorem for φ (cf. Theorem 4 in [3]) guarantees the existence of
a flow-box pV1, h1q at x where V1 Ă W is an open neighborhood of x, and the chart
map h1 : V1 Ñ r0, 1s ˆ U1 Ă r0, 1sd sends trajectories of X in V1 into trajectories
of the vector field XV1pzq :“ p1, 0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , 0q for every z P r0, 1sd.

Choose t0 ą 0 small such that φt0pxq still lies in V1 and consider the compact
segment of orbit Γ :“ tφtpxq : t0 ď t ď τpxqu. Since τpxq ă 8, there exists
a long tubular Lipschitz flow-box chart pV2, h2q for the original flow φ, say h2 :
V2 Ñ r0, 1s ˆ U2 Ă r0, 1sd such that V2 Ą Γ. Let Σ1 “ h´1

2 pt0u ˆ U2q and
Σ2 “ h´1

2 pt1uˆU2q be the components of the boundary of V2 which are transversal
to the flow φ. Denote by π1 : V̂ Ă Σ̂Ñ Σ1, π2 : Σ1 Ñ Σ2, the projections along the
positive trajectories of φ given by the tubular flowbox theorems, where V̂ is a small
open neighborhood of x in Σ̂X {I˚pDq. Similarly, let π3 : Σ2 Ñ Σ be the projection
along the negative trajectories of φ, where Σ is a small neighborhood of φτpxqpxq in
D. Each πi, i “ 1, 2, 3 is a Lipschitz continuous map. Since

PI|V̂ ” I ˝ π3 ˝ π2 ˝ π1

and the impulse I is an homeomorphism we have that PI|V̂ is continuous. Using
the invertibility of the impulse I and the flow φ, the same argument can be done
for construct the inverse of the Poincaré map as before, proving that it is a local
homeomorphism. □

4.2. C0-perturbations lemmas. In our context impulsive semiflows are deter-
mined by Lipschitz continuous vector fields and continuous impulses.

C0-perturbations of impulses. We consider first the case where the Lipschitz con-
tinuous vector field is fixed, and the C0-perturbations are considered in the space
of impulses.
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Lemma 4.1. (C0-closing lemma: impulses) Let M be a compact manifold of di-
mension d ě 3, let D, D̂ be smooth submanifolds of codimension one and let
X P VD,D̂. Assume that I P ID,D̂ is an impulsive map and p P ΩpψX,Iq is a regular
point so that γp X D , H and that γp X BD̂ “ H. For every ε ą 0 there exists
J P ID,D̂ which is ε-C0-close to I and so that ψX,J has a periodic orbit x so that
distpp, xq ă ε.

Proof. We may assume that p P ΩpψX,Iq is not periodic for ψX,I , otherwise there
is nothing to be done. Up to consider a point on the orbit of p, we may assume
without loss of generality that p P ΩpψX,Iq X D̂. Observe that p is a non-wandering
point for the Poincaré map PI given by (6). In particular, q “ I´1ppq is a non-
wandering point for fI : D Ñ D expressed by (8).

Given ε ą 0, there exist x P D̂ and a least integer n ě 1 such that dpx, pq ă ε
and dpxn, pq ă ε, where xi “ Pi

Ipxq. Noting that D̂ is of dimension d ´ 1 ě 2, that
txi : 1 ď i ď nu is a finite collection of pairwise disjoint points and dpxn, pq ă ε,
there exists an homeomorphism ζ : D̂ Ñ D̂ homotopic to the identity such that
ζpxnq “ x, ζpxiq “ xi for every 1 ď i ď n ´ 1 and dC0pζ, idq ă ε. The impulse
J “ ζ ˝ I is ε-C0-close to I and x P PerpψX,Jq. This finishes the proof of the lemma.

□

C0-perturbations of vector fields. Let us now obtain some C0-perturbation lem-
mas for Lipschitz continuous vector fields, whenever the impulse is predetermined.
First we recall the flowbox theorem for Lipschitz vector fields.

Lemma 4.2. [3, Theorem 4] Let X P X0,1pMq be a Lipschitz continuous vector
field, pφtqt is the flow generated by X and pT tqt is the trivial flow on R ˆ Rd´1

defined by T tps, zq “ ps ` t, zq. If p is a regular point then there exist δ ą 0,
a neighborhood Uδ of p and a lipeomorphism h : Uδ Ñ r0, δs ˆ Bp0⃗, δq so that
h ˝ φtpxq “ T t ˝ hpxq for every x P Uδ and t P R so that φtpxq P Uδ.

In the notation of the previous flowbox theorem, given 0 ă r ă δ we will con-
sider also the flowbow ‘cylinders’ FX,δpBq :“ h´1 pr0, δsˆBq, for B Ă Bp0⃗, δq, and
the local cross-section Σp :“ h´1 pt0u ˆ Bp0⃗, δqq to the flow pφtqt at p. Since the
points in the impulsive region D do not belong to the orbits of the impulsive semi-
flow, the latter provides a local trivializing chart for regular points of an impulsive
semiflow whose orbit closure does not intersect BD. The following perturbation
lemma will also be instrumental.

Lemma 4.3. [2] Let X P X0,1pMq, let p be a regular point, Σp be a local cross-
section through p and let h be the lipeomorphism given by Lemma 4.2. Assume
there exists a C1-arc γ : r0, δs Ñ Σp with constant speed ν (hence of length νδ)
such that γp0q “ p and γpδq “ q. Then there exists C ą 0 so that for any η ą νδ,
any open tubular neighborhood B Ă Σp of diameter smaller than η containing γ
and any ε ą 0 there exists a vector field Y such that: (a) Y P X0,1pMq; (b) Y is
Cηp1 ` εq-C0-close to X; (c) Yδppq “ Xδpqq and (d) Y “ X outside FX,δpBq.
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The previous perturbation lemma is the key ingredient in the proof of the fol-
lowing C0-closing lemma for impulsive semiflows, when perturbing the Lipschitz
vector fields.

Lemma 4.4. (C0-closing lemma: vector fields) Let X P X0,1pMq, D, D̂ be smooth
submanifolds of codimension one transversal to the flow direction and I P ID,D̂
be an impulsive map. If p P ΩpψX,Iq is a regular point so that γp X BD̂ “ H, then
for every ε ą 0 there exists Y P X0,1pMq which is ε-C0-close to X, coincides with
X outside of a small open neighborhood of p, and such that the impulsive semiflow
ψY has a periodic orbit p̃ so that dpp, p̃q ă ε.

Proof. In case p is periodic for ψX,I we are done. Hence, we may assume that p
is non-periodic. We subdivide the proof in two cases. First, if p P ΩpψX,IqzD is
a regular point, for any 0 ă r ă δ and corresponding flowbow FX,δpBp0⃗, rqq “

h´1
1 pr0, δs ˆ Bp0⃗, rqq associated to p there exists T ą 0 such that γT pΣpq XΣp ,H

where Σp “ h´1
1 pt0uˆBp0⃗, rqq. Reduce δ ą 0, if necessary, so that FX,δpBp0⃗, rqqX

D “ H. Consequently, just pick 0 ă r ă δ small (it is enough that 4Cr ă ε) so
that the perturbed vector field Y P X0,1pMq guaranteed by Lemma 4.3 is ε-C0-close
to the vector field X and ψY admits a periodic orbit that intersects FX,δpBp0⃗, rqq.
Second, if p P ΩpψX,Iq X D then there exists a small t ą 0 so that q “ X´tppq P

ΩpψX,IqzD, which reduces this case to the previous context. This finishes the proof
of the lemma. □

4.3. Permanent periodic orbits. Given a continuous map f on a compact man-
ifold M, we will recall the fixed point index used in [8, 10]. Let B be an open
ball on M whose boundary BB is a embedded sphere and assume that either (i)
f pBq X B “ H, or (ii) f pBq Y B is contained in a single coordinate chart. If, in
addition, f has no fixed points in BB then the fixed point index ι f pBq is defined as
follows:

(1) ι f pBq “ 0, if f pBq X B “ H; and
(2) ι f pBq “ degpγq, in the case that f pBqYB is contained in a single coordinate

chart, where degpγq denotes the Hopf degree of the map γ : BB » S n´1 Ñ

S n´1 which is defined (after a change of coordinates) by

γpxq “
f pxq ´ x

} f pxq ´ x}
.

We will make use of the following properties of the fixed-point index for con-
tinuous maps, in the order we shall use them (cf. [8]):

(P1) if f pBq Ă B, f |B is a topological contraction and p is the unique attracting
fixed point in B then ι f pBq , 0;

(P2) if ι f pBq is well defined then ι f pBq “ ιgpBq for every continuous map g
sufficiently C0-close to f ;

(P3) if ι f pBq , 0 then f has a fixed point in B.

In this framework of impulsive semiflows we will use the fixed-point index for
Poincaré maps. More precisely, given a periodic orbit γ, a point p P γ and a local

10



cross section Σ to the impulsive semiflow passing through p, the Poincaré return
map is defined in an open neighborhood Σ0 Ă Σ of p by

Ppxq “

#

φτ`

Σ
pxq

pxq , if γ X D̂ “ H

pφτ`

Σ
p¨q

˝ Pn
I ˝ φ

´τ´

D̂
p¨q

qpxq , otherwise,
(9)

where τ˘
S : S Ñ R` denotes the first hitting time map of the flow pφ˘tqtPR to a

cross-section S and n “ #pγXD̂q. Clearly, Pppq “ p if γXD̂ “ H and Pnppq “ p,
otherwise.

We will say that a periodic orbit γ for the impulsive semiflow ψX,I is an attracting
periodic orbit if there exists a local cross-section Σ and p P Σ X γ that is an
attracting fixed point for the Poincaré map P.

Figure 2. Three types of periodic orbits for the impulsive semiflows

We will use the following notions of permanence adapted from topological dy-
namics.

Definition 4.1. Fix X P X0,1pMq and I P ID,D̂ and a periodic orbit γ for the
impulsive semiflow ψX,I . We say that:

(a) γ is permanent with respect to the impulses (we write γ P PimpulsivepψX,Iq

if for any impulse J P ID,D̂ C0-arbitrarily close to I the impulsive semiflow
ψX,J has a periodic orbit near γ;

(b) γ is permanent with respect to vector fields (we write simply γ P P f ieldspψX,Iq

if for any vector field Y P X0,1pMq that is C0-arbitrarily close to X the im-
pulsive semiflow ψY,I has a periodic orbit near γ.

For notational simplicity, we shall denote by PpψX,Iq the set of all permanent
closed orbits of ψX,I irregardeless, whenever there is no confusion on the perturba-
tions one considers. We need some instrumental results.

Lemma 4.5. Let X P X0,1pMq and I P ID,D̂. Assume that p P PerpψX,Iq and
γp X BD̂ “ H. There exists a C0-small perturbation Y P X1pMq of X such that p
is an attracting periodic point for ψY,I .

11



Proof. Fix X P X0,1pMq and I P ID,D̂. Assume that γp X BD̂ “ H and γp X D̂ ,
H (the case γ̄p X D “ H is simpler and left to the reader). Write γp X D̂ “

ty0, y1, . . . , yk´1u and x j “ I´1py jq for 0 ď j ď k ´ 1.

As the orbit γp does not intersect BD̂, I´1 is equicontinuous and the space of
C1 vector fields is C0-dense in the space of Lipschitz vector fields, given ε ą

0, there exists Y1 P X1pMq that is C0-sufficiently close to X in such a way that
the first k intersections of the forward orbit γ1

p of p, by the impulsive semiflow
ψY1 , with the cross-section D̂ consists of the points tȳ0, ȳ1, . . . , ȳk´1u and their
pre-images x̄i “ I´1pȳiq P D satisfy f i

Y1,I
px̄iq “ x̄i`1 for every 0 ď i ă k ´ 1

and distDp fY1,Ipx̄k´1q, x̄0q ă ε. Hence, one can perform a ε-C0-small perturbation
Y2 P X1pMq of Y1 supported outsise of a neighborhood of p in such a way that
f k
Y2,I

px̄0q “ x̄0, hence p P PerpψY2,Iq.

We proceed with the proof by choosing an appropriate flowbox for a compact
piece of orbit of the flow pY2

t qtPR containing the point x̄0. More precisely, by the
flowbox theorem there exist δ ą 0, U0 Ă M and a trivializing diffeomorphism
h0 : U0 Ñ r0, δs ˆ Bp0⃗, δq so that h0pX´δpx̄0qq “ p0, 0⃗q and h0px̄0q “ pδ, 0⃗q, as in
Figure 3 below. Diminish δ ą 0 if necessary in such a way that xi < U0 for every
1 ď i ď k ´ 1.

Figure 3. Flowbox on the last lap of the periodic orbit

The strategy will be to make a C0-small perturbation of Y2 to obtain a C1-vector
field Y3 whose Poincaré map is a contraction. In order to do so, let us first construct
the perturbation in local flowbox coordinates.

Given 0 ă η ! δ ă 1 consider the C1 bump-function βη : Bp0⃗, δq Ñ r0, ηs

such that βη ” η inside Bp0⃗, δ{3q and βη ” 0 outside Bp0⃗, δ{2q, and consider a
C1-function αη : r0, δs Ñ r0, ηs so that αηpsq “ 0 for every s P r0, ηs Y rδ ´ η, δs

and αηpsq “ η for every s P r2η, δ ´ 2ηs. We define the C1-vector field Z P

X1pr0, δs ˆ Bp0⃗, δqq by Z “ Z0 ` Pη where Z0 “ p1, 0, . . . , 0q and

Pηps, zq “
`

0 , αηpsq ¨ βηpzq ¨ z
˘

.
12



The vector fields Z0 and Pη commute, }Z ´ Z0}C0 ď η2 and }Zδ ˝ Z0
´δpδ, xq} ď

η2}pδ, xq} for every x P Bp0⃗, δ{3q.
Finally, let Y “ Y3 P X1pMq be the vector field defined by

Ypxq “ Dh0pxq´1Zph0pxqq

for each x P U0 and Y “ Y2 otherwise, and note that }Y3 ´ Y2}C0 ď Cη2, where
C “ }Dh0p¨q´1}C0 ą 0. Moreover, on h´1

0 pr0, δs ˆ Bp0⃗, δ{3qq Ă U0 the flow
pY3

t qtPR is the composition of a translation and a strong transversal contraction.
Altogether, f k

Y3,I
px0q “ x0 and, as the hitting times τ̄Y3 and τ̄Y2 coincide,

f k
Y3,I “ φY3

τ̄Y3
˝ I ˝ f k´1

Y2,I
“ rφY3

δ ˝ φY2

´δs ˝ f k
Y2,I

on D X U0. Choosing 0 ă η ! 1 sufficiently small we obtain that f k
Y3,I

is a uniform
contraction on an open neighborhood of x0. The vector field Y “ Y3 P X1pMq

satisfies the requirements of the lemma. □

The following two results guarantees that, for typical impulsive semiflows, all
periodic points are permanent. The first result concerns impulsive semiflows pa-
rameterized by vector fields. We denote by PertpψX,Iq the set of periodic points
with period smaller or equal than t of ψX,I .

Proposition 4.2. Fix I P ID,D̂. There exists a C0-residual subset RI Ă VD,D̂ such
that PerpψX,Iq “ PpψX,Iq for any X P RI .

Proof. The proof exploits ideas developed in [8], adapted with the many subtleties
of impulsive semiflows, due to possible discontinuities caused by impulses. Fix
I P ID,D̂ and let pBiqiě1 be a countable open basis of the topology on M, which
is formed by balls whose boundaries are embedded spheres. For every i, n ě 1,
consider the pairwise disjoint subsets Fi,n,Ii,n of VD,D̂ defined as follows:

(1) X P Fi,n if and only if Bi X
Ť

0ătďn PertpψX,Iq “ H;

(2) X P Ii,n if and only if there exists B j Ă Bi, diampB jq ă diampBiq, and a
local cross-section Σ so that
(a) BpB j X Σq X

Ť

0ătďn PertpψX,Iq “ H;
(b) there exists 0 ă t ă n so that B j X PertpψX,Iq ,H;
(c) ιPX,I pB j X Σq , 0, where P stands for the Poincaré map defined in (9)

for the impulsive semiflow ψX,I .

Let us denote by F̊i,n and I̊i,n the C0-interior of the subsets Fi,n and Ii,n of
VD,D̂, respectively. We need the following.

Claim: F̊i,n Y I̊i,n is a C0-open and dense subset of VD,D̂ for each i, n ě 1.

Proof of the Claim. It is enough to show that every X < F̊i,n can be C0-approxima-
ted by some vector field Y P I̊i,n. Indeed, if X < F̊i,n then for every ε ą 0 there
exists Y0 P VD,D̂ such that Y0 is ε-C0-close to X and Bi X

Ť

0ătďn PertpψY0,Iq ,H.
One can use Lemma 4.3 to obtain a small C0-perturbation Y1 of the vector field
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Y0, supported on a finite number of flowboxes which intersect D and D̂, in such
a way that there exists a periodic orbit intersecting the interior of Bi that does not
intersect BD̂. By Lemma 4.5 one can perform a small ε-C0-perturbation Y2 P VD,D̂
of the vector field Y1 which exhibits an attracting periodic orbit which intersects
the interior of Bi.

We proceed to show that there exists an open subset B j Ă Bi so that items (2a)-
(2c) above hold for every vector field Y that is C0-arbitrarily close to Y2 (which
guarantees that Y2 P I̊i,n). Indeed, by property (P1) and the existence of the
periodic attracting orbit, ιPY2 ,I

pB j X Σq , 0. Then the index ιPY,I pB j X Σq , 0 for
every Y that is C0-close to Y2, by property (P2). Finally, the existence of a periodic
orbit in B j for impulsive semiflows ψY,I , with Y P X0,1pMq that is sufficiently close
to Y2, is guaranteed by property (P3). Since ε ą 0 was chosen arbitrarily then the
claim follows. □

Finally we prove that the C0-residual subset

RI :“
č

i,ně1

rF̊i,n Y I̊i,ns Ă VD,D̂

satisfies the requirements of the proposition. Take X P RI , a periodic orbit γ P

PerpψX,Iq of period a ą 0 and any Bi which intersects γ. As X P F̊i,n Y I̊i,n and
γ intersects Bi then there exist n ě 1 and B j with diampB jq ă diampBiq such that
properties (2a)-(2c) hold. As the index is preserved by homotopy classes (recall
property (P2)) then for any C0-small perturbation Y of X one has ιPY pB j X Σq , 0,
where PY stands for the Poincaré map defined in (9) for the impulsive semiflow
ψY,I . Finally, property (P3) implies that PY has a periodic orbit in B j XΣ, for every
C0-small perturbation of X (hence ψY,I has a periodic orbit close to γ for every Y
C0-close to X), which proves that γ is permanent. This completes the proof of the
proposition. □

The second result yields a similar consequence for impulsive semiflows parame-
terized by impulses.

Proposition 4.3. Fix X P X0,1pMq. There exists a C0-residual subset RX of ID,D̂
such that

PerpψX,Iq X D̊ “ PpψX,Iq X D̊, for any I P RX .

Proof. The argument is similar to the one of Proposition 4.2, with a decomposition
formed on the space of impulses. For that reason we shall emphasize the main
modifications. Fix X P X0,1pMq and let pBiqiě1 be a countable open basis of the
topology on D̊, which is formed by balls whose boundaries are embedded spheres
and Bi Ă D̊ for every i ě 1. For every i, n ě 1, consider the pairwise disjoint
subsets Ei,n,Hi,n of ID,D̂ defined as follows:

(1) I P Ei,n if and only if Bi X
Ť

0ătďn PertpψX,Iq “ H;

(2) I P Hi,n if and only if there exists B j Ă Bi, diampB jq ă diampBiq so that

14



(a) BB j X
Ť

0ătďn PertpψX,Iq “ H;

(b) there exists 0 ă t ă n so that B j X PertpψX,Iq ,H;
(c) ι fX,I pB jq , 0, where fX,I is given by (8).

Let E̊i,n and H̊i,n be the C0-interior of the subsets Ei,n and Hi,n of ID,D̂, re-
spectively. We claim that E̊i,n Y H̊i,n is a C0-open and dense subset of ID,D̂ for
each i, n ě 1. Indeed, if I < E̊i,n then it can be C0-approximated by I0 P ID,D̂ so

that Bi X
Ť

0ătďn PertpψX,I0q , H. Performing a C0-arbitrary small perturbation
I1 P ID,D̂ of I0 one guarantees that ψX,I1 exhibits an attracting periodic orbit which
intersects the interior of Bi (hence it is contained in D̊q. Properties (P1)-(P3), ap-
plied to fX,I1 ensure that I1 P H̊i,n.

Finally we are left to show that the C0-residual subset

RX :“
č

i,ně1

rE̊i,n Y H̊i,ns Ă ID,D̂

fulfills the requirements of the proposition. Since this proof follows closely the
argument used in the proof of the C0-genericity of RI (cf. proof of Proposition 4.2)
we leave it as a simple exercise to the reader. □

Remark 4.1. In [15] we proved that, given a smooth flow pφtqt for a C1-generic
impulse the periodic points whose closure intersects D are all hyperbolic. This
guarantees that a C0-dense subset of impulses have only permanent periodic orbits
intersecting the closure of D. The similar argument could not be used in the proofs
of Propositions 4.2 and 4.3 above, as the flow is assumed to be only Lipschitz
continuous and impulses are only assumed to be homeomorphisms.

5. C0-generic impulses

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorems A on the properties of im-
pulsive semiflows for C0 typical impulses. Let φ be a Lipschitz continuous flow
generated by X P X0,1pMq and D, D̂ Ă M be smooth codimension one submani-
folds transversal to the flow such that hypothesis (H) holds.

We proceed to show that there exists a Baire generic subset RX Ă ID,D̂ of
impulses such that every I P RX satisfies

PerpψX,Iq X D̊ “ ΩpψX,Iq X D̊ (10)

First, according to Proposition 4.3, there exists a C0-residual subset R0
X of ID,D̂

such that PerpψX,Iq X D̊ “ PpψX,Iq X D̊, for any I P R0
X . This guarantees that the

map
Γ : ID,D̂ Ñ 2M given by ΓpIq “ PerpψX,Iq X D̊

is lower semicontinuous in R0
X . The continuity points of Γ|R0

X
form a C0-residual

subset RX Ă R0
X [11].

Fix I P RX . We claim that (10) holds. Assume otherwise, that there exists a
point p P rΩpψX,IqXD̊szrPerpψX,IqXD̊s. A C0-small perturbation I1 of I guarantees
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that ψX,I1 admits a periodic point x close to I1ppq (recall Lemma 4.1). Under a small
C0-perturbation I2 of I1 we can guarantee that x is an attractor for the Poincaré map
PX,I2 : D̂ Ñ D̂ (recall (6)) hence its orbit γ is a permanent periodic orbit for ψX,I2 .
By persistence of permanent periodic orbits and denseness of the C0-Baire generic
subset RX there exists I3 P RX that is C0-close to I2 and so that ψX,I3 has a periodic
orbit q arbitrarily close to p. This is a contradiction with the fact that all impulsive
maps in RX are continuity points of the map Γ |R0

X
.

6. C0-generic Lipschitz flows

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem C. Throughout this section let
D be a smooth submanifold of codimension one and I P ID,D̂ be an impulse. The
proof of Theorem C is built over the fact that there exists a C0-Baire generic subset
R0

I Ă VD,D̂ such that

PerpψX,Iq “ PpψX,Iq, for any X P R0
I

which has been proved in Proposition 4.2. This guarantees that the map Γ defined
by ΓpXq “ PerpψX,Iq for X P VD,D̂ is lower semicontinuous in R0

I . In particular,
the continuity points of Γ|R0

I
form a residual subset RI Ă R0

I .

We claim that ΩpψX,Iq “ PerpψX,Iq for every X P RI . Indeed, if this was not
the case then choose p P ΩpψX,IqzPerpψX,Iq. There exists a C0-small perturbation
Y1 P VD,D̂ of X such that p is a periodic orbit for ψY1 (recall Lemma 4.4). Under
a small C0-perturbation Y2 of Y1 we can guarantee that p is a permanent periodic
orbit for ψY2 (recall Lemma 4.5). By persistence of permanent periodic orbits and
denseness of the C0-Baire generic subset X P RI . we can perform a C0-small
perturbation Y3 of Y0 in such a way that Y3 P RI has a periodic orbit q arbitrarily
close to p. This is a contradiction with the fact that all vector fields in X P RI . are
continuity points of the map Γ |R0

I
. This finishes the proof.

7. Final comments

Volume preserving impulsive semiflows. A particular interesting framework, with
many physical motivations, concerns the case of volume preserving dynamical
systems. One can define a volume preserving impulsive semiflow as one gener-
ated by a volume preserving flow and an impulsive map I : D Ñ D̂ such that
LebD̂p¨q “ LebDpI´1p¨qq, where LebD and LebD̂ denote the induced volume mea-
sures on the submanifolds D, D̂ of M. Assume that pXtqtPR is a volume preserving
Lipschitz continuous flow on a smooth compact manifold of dimension larger or
equal than 3 and that D, D̂ are smooth cross-sections transversal to the flow. In par-
ticular, in view of [12] and the main results of this paper one expects the following
questions to have an affirmative answer:

Question 1. If the flow pXtqtPR is ergodic does a C0-generic impulse I generate an
ergodic impulsive semiflow ψX,I? Moreover, if I : D Ñ D̂ preserves volume does
a C0-generic vector field X P VD,D̂ generate an ergodic impulsive semiflow ψX,I?
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We also expect that the main results of this paper (Theorems A and C) may find
a parallel for C0-typical volume preserving impulsive semiflows.

Shadowing and gluing orbit properties. It is known that C0-generic homeomor-
phisms satisfy the shadowing property (see e.g. [1, 9]). The latter, in presence
of the denseness of periodic orbits, implies on the gluing orbit property, which it-
self ensures a strong transitivity, denseness of ergodic measures on the simplex of
invariant measures, among several strong recurrence results (cf. [2, 4]). Let us
recall some ingredients. Recall that, given real numbers δ ą 0 and T ą 1, we
say that a pair of sequences rxi, tisiPZ, where xi P M, ti P R, 1 ď ti ď T , is a
pδ,T q-pseudo-orbit of ψX,I if

dpγxiptiq, xi`1q ă δ for all i P Z.

For the sequence ptiqiPZ we write, σpnq “ t0`t1`. . .`tn´1 if n ą 0, σpnq “ ´ptn`

. . .` t´2 ` t´1q if n ă 0 and σp0q “ 0. Let x0 ‹ t denote a point on a pδ,T q-chain t
units time from x0. More precisely, for t P R, x0 ‹ t “ γt´σpiqpxiq if σpiq ď t ă

σpi ` 1q. By Rep we denote the set of all increasing homeomorphisms ζ : RÑ R,
called reparametrizations, satisfying ζp0q “ 0. Fixing ε ą 0, we define the set

Reppεq “

"

ζ P Rep :
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζptq ´ ζpsq

t ´ s
´ 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ă ε, s, t P R

*

,

of the reparametrizations ε-close to the identity. The impulsive semiflow ψX,I satis-
fies the shadowing property if, for any ε ą 0 and T ą 1 there exists δ “ δpε,T q ą

0 such that for any pδ,T q-pseudo-orbit rxi, tisiPZ there is x̃ P M and a reparametriza-
tion ζ P Reppεq such that dpγx̃pζptqq, x0 ‹ tq ă ε, for every t P R.

While the shadowing property turns out to be C0-generic in the space of continu-
ous flows generated by Lipschitz continuous vector fields [2] this is no longer true
for impulsive semiflows, as shown in the next example.

Example 7.1. Assume that the vector field X P X1pS2q generates the usual north-
pole south-pole flow on the sphere S2, that D Ă S2 denotes the meridian, D̂ “

φ´1pDq and τpxq “ supt|t| : φtpxq < Du. Then, given a small ε ą 0, for every
vector field Y P X0,1pS2q that is C0-close to X, any impulse I P ID,D̂ and δ ą 0, it
is simple to check that the following δ-pseudo-orbit rxi, tisi“1,2 is not ε-shadowed:
it is enough to take any regular point x1 in the interior of the upper hemisphere,
t1 “ τpx1q´ δ

10}X}8
, x2 “ φτpx1q` δ

10}X}8

px1q and t2 “ 1. The absence of shadowing

holds by C0-perturbations of the Lipschitz vector field and impulse I.

The previous simple example clarifies that, in order for some shadowing prop-
erty to hold for typical impulsive semiflows, it may be necessary to consider special
classes of pseudo-orbits. This justifies the following:

Question 2. Does a typical impulsive semiflow (parameterized by either the space
of impulses or vector fields) satisfy a shadowing property for some relevant class
of pseudo-orbits?
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CMAT and Departamento de Matemática, Universidade do Minho, Campus de Gualtar, 4700-
057 Braga, Portugal

Email address: jtorres@math.uminho.pt
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