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SHADOWING MAPS
ALFONSO ARTIGUE

ABSTRACT. This article is about the shadowing property of homeomorphisms on compact metric
spaces and the map associating a point of the space to each pseudo-orbit, called ’shadowing map’.
Based on some particular dynamical properties, as expansivity, we develop a brief theory and a
hierarchy of such maps. We consider examples as odometers, shifts on infinite spaces, topologically
hyperbolic homeomorphisms and north-shouth dynamics. We revisit a well-known technique for
proving shadowing of expansive homeomorphisms with canonical coordinates due to R. Bowen, to
obtain a shadowing map with the property we call ’self-tuning’ from a hyperbolic bracket. This
notion is introduced as part of the hierarchy of shadowing maps studied in this paper.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let f: M — M be a homeomorphism of the compact metric space (M,d). For § > 0 given we
say that a sequence z; € M, i € Z, is a §-pseudo orbit (or simply a d-orbit) if d(x;q, f(x;)) < 6 for
all i € Z. The homeomorphism is said to have the shadowing property (also known as pseudo-orbit
tracing property) if for all € > 0 there is § > 0 such that for each d-orbit = there is p € M such that
d(f'(p),x;) < e for all i € Z. We say that such p is an e-shadow of the §-orbit .

The definition of the shadowing property is about a function associating to each d-orbit a point of
the space. In this article we study some properties of such function, their relations and the dynamical
consequencies. We assume two basic axioms:

e continuity and
e orbits are shadowed by themselves.

For the continuity we consider the d-orbits as elements of M?% endowed with the product topology.
For the second axiom notice that for § = 0 we have a real orbit, i.e., v; = fi(xq) for all i € Z.
For such an orbit x we demand the shadowing point to be xy. These are quite natural conditions
but, alone, they do not imply the shadowing property, see Example 2.6. A map satisfying these two
axioms will be called pseudo-orbit map, see §2. A pseudo-orbit map inducing the shadowing property
will be called shadowing map, see §3. In this article we develope a hierarchy of shadowing maps by
adding some properties to these elementary axioms.

There are some families of examples with a canonical shadowing map which guided our research.
The strongest family in our set of examples is that of expansive homeomorphisms with shadowing.
We say that f is expansive if there is & > 0 such that if p # ¢, p,q € M, then there is ¢ € Z such that
d(fi(p), fi(q)) > £. Expansive homeomorphisms with shadowing are called topologically hyperbolic.
This notion is at the top of the hierarchy shown in Table 1.

From the definitions we already see an important property: if ¢ < £/2 and § is taken from the
definition of shadowing then for a d-orbit there is a unique shadowing point. The uniqueness implies
two properties:

e dynamical-invariance and
e shift-invariance.

To fix notation denote as Shy(z) the point that shadows the pseudo-orbit x. On the one hand,
we can transform x by applying f to obtain the pseudo-orbit y with y; = f(z;) for all ¢ € Z,
which is shadowed by Shf(y). But notice that f(Shf(x)) also shadows y. The uniqueness of the
shadowing point implies the dynamical-invariance: Sh¢(f(z)) = f(Shy(x)). On the other hand, z
can be transformed by a shift to obtain z = o(z) where z; = ;4 for all i € Z. Again, f(Shf(x)) is
a shadow of o(x) and the uniqueness implies the shift-invariance: Shy(o(x)) = f(Shy(x)).
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‘ Topological hyperbolicity ‘

{ Theorem 7.5
Dynamically-invariant shift-invariant shadowing map
|} Obvious
‘ Shift-invariant shadowing map ‘
| Remark 6.2
‘ Self-tuning shadowing map ‘
|} Proposition 5.2
‘L—shadowing map‘
|} Proposition 4.6
‘ Shadowing map‘
|} Proposition 3.2

TABLE 1. Hierarchy of shadowing maps.

If we forget expansivity and dynamical-invariance we have shift-invariant shadowing maps. In §6
we prove several properties for systems with such maps. Also, we show that shift homeomorphisms
of compact spaces with infinitely many points have a shift-invariant shadowing map which is not
dynamically-invariant.

In [11] R. Bowen proves the shadowing property for expansive homeomorphisms with canonical
coordinates. This is done by considering the hyperbolic contraction of local stable and unstable sets.
In [25] D. Ruelle defines Smale spaces in terms of a bracket with hyperbolic behaviour. The canonical
coordinates induces a bracket as [p, | = r where r is the point in the local stable set of ¢ and in the
local unstable set of p, provided that p and ¢ are close enough. In §5 we revisit Bowen’s technique
for hyperbolic brackets. We forget the expansivity condition and look for minimal conditions on the
bracket in order to induce a shadowing map. In §5 we prove that Bowen’s technique gives more
than a shadowing map, see Theorem 5.14. This extra technical condition will be called self-tuning.
It has the following dynamical meaning: if p € M shadows the pseudo-orbit x and for some j € Z
and n > 1 large the distances d(f(z;),z;y1) are small for all |i — j| < n then the shadowing is
more precise, i.e. d(f7(p),x;) is small. In other words, the shadowing is better where the pseudo-
orbit has smaller jumps. In §5.2 we show that Bowen’s technique for a north-south homeomorphism
gives rise to a self-tuning shadowing map which is not shift-invariant. Between shadowing maps and
self-tuning shadowing maps we place the L-shadowing maps; which are shadowing maps inducing
the L-shadowing property [12,15] (also called two-sided s-limit shadowing). In Table 2 we list the
counterexamples we found.

Besides developing this brief theory of shadowing maps we obtained results concerning weak forms
of expansivity:

e In Theorem 3.3 we show that if M is locally connected, f is cw-expansive (H. Kato [17]) and
has a shadowing map then f is expansive. We say that f is cw-expansive if there is & > 0
such that if C'C M is connected and diam(f*(C)) < ¢ for all i € Z then C is a singleton

e In Theorem 3.11 we show that if f is cw-expansive and has a shadowing bracket then f is
cwi-expansive. Shadowing brackets are defined in §3.4 as continuous maps [-,-]: Ay — M
satisfying: 1) [p,p] = p for all p € M and 2) for all ¢ > 0 there is v > 0 such that if d(p, q) < v
then [p,q] € W2(q) N WX(p). We say that f is cw;-expansive if there is £ > 0 such that if
C,,Cy, C M are &-stable and £-unstable connected sets then Cy N C, is a singleton.

e In Theorem 8.6 we show that if f is N-expansive, has the 7y-continuous shadowing property
([20], see the definition in §8) and M is a closed manifold then f is topologically hyperbolic.
For N > 1 f is N-ezpansive (C.A. Morales [22]) if there is £ > 0 such that if A C M and
diam(f*(A)) < ¢ for all i € Z then A has at most N points.
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‘ Topological hyperbolicity ‘
%" Remark 6.8 (shift maps)
‘ Shift-invariant shadowing map ‘
%" Proposition 5.20 (north-south)
‘ Self-tuning shadowing map ‘
7
‘L—shadowing map‘
9 Proposition 4.11 (h-shadowing)
‘ Shadowing map‘
9" Example 3.4 (pseudo-Anosov of the two-sphere)

TABLE 2. Summary of counterexamples. We could not solve whether or not every
L-shadowing map has self-tuning.

Contents of the paper. In §2 we present pseudo-orbit maps and the elementary notions we need.
In §3 we introduce shadowing maps which are at the bottom of Table 1. In §4 we consider shadowing
maps related to the L-shadowing property. The §5 is devoted to the study of the self-tuning prop-
erty. In §6 we develop the shift-invariant shadowing maps. In §7 we consider dynamically-invariant
shadowing maps and expansivity. In §8 we prove some results concerning weak forms of expansivity
and the Lee’s continuous shadowing property.

2. PSEUDO-ORBIT MAPS

In §2.1 we start by presenting the most elementary object of our study which are pseudo-orbits.
In §2.2 we define pseudo-orbit maps, giving examples and proving elementary properties. In §2.3 we
study discrepancy functions to measure how far is a pseudo-orbit from being a real orbit. In §2.4 we
prove an equivalence for pseudo-orbit maps. In §2.5 we introduce the connecting map which is the
basis for the brackets considered in §2.6.

2.1. Preliminaries on pseudo-orbits. Let (M, d) be a compact metric space. Let M = MZ% be
the set of sequences x: Z — M. We denote z(i) as x; for all i € Z. The set M is endowed with the
product topology and, consequently, it is compact. For u € (0,1) we consider the distances

dy(z,y) = Z A, i)

€L

] _ i (. 4,
(2, y) = max p (23, ;)

for all 2,5y € M. Notice that as M is compact, the set {ull d(z;, ;) : i € Z} has indeed a maximum
value. Both distances induce the product topology on M. On M we consider the shift homeomor-
phism o: M — M defined as

(1) (0(2)); = w441 for all i € Z.

Define H(M) as the set of homeomorphisms of M. For f € H(M) and 6 > 0 define:
M(f,8)={x e M :d(zi, f(zx;)) <0 for all i € Z}.

Any element of M(f,d) is called d-orbit of f.

Remark 2.1. The set M(f,0) is closed and shift-invariant, i.e., o(M(f,8)) = M(f,9).
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Define the orbit map orb: H(M) x M — M as x = orb(f,p) = orb(p) € M where z; = fi(p) for
all © € Z. From the definitions we have that the next diagram commutes

orby T Torbf

MT>M

and orby is injective.

Remark 2.2. This means that there is a homeomorphic copy of M in M which is the image of orb I3
i.e., the subset of orbits of f. Also, orby is a dynamical conjugacy between f and o: orbs(M) —
orbs(M).

2.2. Pseudo-orbit maps. For § > 0 given we consider a function Poy: M(f,8) — M.

Definition 2.3. We say that Poy is a pseudo-orbit map if
(1) Poy is continuous,
(2) Pog(orbs(p)) = p for all p € M.

The problem is to find a connection between this elementary definition and the shadowing property.
The next definition is natural in this direction.

Definition 2.4. We say that Poy induces shadowing if for all ¢ > 0 there is v € (0, ¢] such that if
x € M(f,v) then Pos(x) is an e-shadow of z.

In §3 we study when a pseudo-orbit map induces shadowing. We finish this section with some
properties and examples.

Proposition 2.5. If Pos induces shadowing' then Pos(orbs(p)) = p for allp € M.

Proof. Given p € M we have that x = orby(p) is a d-orbit for all § > 0. Then, Poy(z) e-shadows x for
all e > 0. This means d(f*(Pos(x)),x;) < e foralle > 0 and f*(Pos(z)) = x4, i.e. f*(Pos(z)) = f'(p)
and for ¢ = 0 we have Poy(orby(p)) = p. O
Example 2.6. Perhaps, the simplest example of a pseudo-orbit map is the projection Poy(z) = zg
defined for all x € M. It is continuous because the product topology in M makes continuous
its projections. It is easy to see that Pos(orbs(p)) = p, thus, the projection on the 0-coordinate
is a pseudo-orbit map. Thus, any f has a pseudo-orbit map and its existence has no dynamical
consequence. However it is well understood when the projection induces shadowing, see §3.3.

In Example 3.4 we will show that a pseudo-Anosov homeomorphism of the two-dimensional sphere
has the shadowing property but has no pseudo-orbit map inducing shadowing.

2.3. Discrepancy functions. This section is to introduce some techniques that will be used in §2.4
and in the proof of Proposition 5.2. Following [18], for z € M define the f-discrepancy functions

Djlc(x) = sugd(xi-i-la f(xl))a
1€
Di(z) = sug d(o'(z), orby(;)).
1€
Remark 2.7. It is clear that = € M is a d-orbit if and only if Di(x) <96.

The next result proves that both functions are equivalent ways to measure how far is z € M from
being an orbit of f.

Proposition 2.8. The discrepancy functions satisfy:
(1) for all x € M, Di(z) > 0 with equality if and only if x is an orbit of f, * = 1,2,

IWe do not assume the continuity of Po ¥
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(2) Dj(x) = Di(o(x)) for all x E~M, x=1,2,
(3) Dj(x) < 2D3(x) for all x € M,
(4) for all € > 0 there is 6 > 0 such that if Dy(x) < 0 then Dj(x) <.

Proof. 1t is clear that they are non-negative and that D]lc vanishes only at orbits. The same conclusion
for D} follows from (3) and (4) that we prove below. The proof of (2) for x = 1 is direct from the
definition. For % = 2 we define y = o(z) and

Diy) = sup ds(o'(y), orbs(ys)) = sup do(0™! (), orby(2i11)) = D} ().
To prove (3) notice that for all i € Z we have

as(O'i(SL’),Obe(SL’Z')) _ Z d([az(x)]jv [Orbf(xl)]J)

2141

>d([0i($)]1a lorbs(z:)]1)  d(wig, f(:))

- 2 2

the inquality follows by putting j = 1 in the sum. Taking sup,.; on both sides we obtain (:3).
To prove (4) consider € > 0 given. Take n > 1 such that >, diam(M) ¢ /2. Let

2l
€ 1
=5 2w

li|<n

-1

Take § > 0 such that if = is a §-orbit then d(f*(zo),z;) < v for |i| < n. Then

dy(z, orbs(x0)) = Z d(zi, f*(20)) — Z d(zs, f'(20)) n Z d(ws, f'(20))

2lil 2lil 2lil
iI€EZ ||<n [i|>n
diam(M
<ZQ|| Z 2|| <5/2+5/2:5.

li|<n [i]>n

Since o'(x) is also a d-orbit, we have
dy(o'(2), orby((o'(2))0)) = ds(0"(x), 0rby () < e

for all ¢+ € Z. Taking the supremum again the proof ends. U

2.4. A characterization. The next characterization of pseudo-orbit maps will be used in the proof
of Proposition 3.2.

Proposition 2.9. For a continuous map Poy: M(f, d) — M the following are equivalent:
(1) Poy is a pseudo-orbit map,
(2) for all € > 0 there is p > 0 such that if x € M(f, p) then d(z;, Pos(0(z))) < € for alli € 7Z.
(3) for all & > 0 there is p > 0 such that if x € M(f, p) then d(xo, Pos(z)) < e.

Proof. First notice that (2) and () are equivalent because (¢ (z))y = x; for all i € Z and & € M(f, p)
if and only if o(x) € M(f,p) for all i € Z (Remark 2.1).

To prove that (1) implies (3) consider £ > 0 given and take v > 0 such that if d(z,y) < v then
d(Poy(z),Pos(y)) < e (uniform continuity of Pos). By Proposition 2.8 there is p > 0 such that if
x is a p-orbit then dy(z,orbs(x0)) < v. Therefore, given any x € M(f, p) we have d(x, Po(z)) =
d(Pos(orbs(xzy)), Pos(z)) < e.

Let us show that (3) implies (1). Given p € M let x = orb(p). Then, g = p and 2 € M(f, p) for
all p > 0. Thus, d(xg, Pos(z)) < € for € > 0. This implies zy = Pos(z) and

p = xo = Pos(z) = Pog(orbs(p)).
Therefore Poy is a pseudo-orbit map. O
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2.5. Connecting map. Define the connecting map
con: H(M) x M?> - M
as con(f,p,q) = cons(p,q) = = where
fi(p) fori <O,
T { fi(q) fori>0.
On H (M) we consider the C° distance

deo(f. 9) = sup{d(f(p), 9(p)),d(f " (p). g~ (»)) : p € M}.

Proposition 2.10. The connecting map is continuous and uniformly continuous with respect to the
variables in M?: for all f € H(M) and ¢ > 0 there is 6 > 0 such that if dco(f,g) < 6, d(p1,p2) <9
and d(q1,q2) < 6 then

d(cong(p1, q1), cong(pa, 2)) < €.
Proof. Given € > 0 take j > 0 and v > 0 such that

diam(M) ol
ZT<€/2andZﬂ<€/2
|4[>4 li]<j

Given f € H(M) consider 6 > 0 such that if d(ry,r2) < & and dco(g, f) < 0 then d(f*(r1),g'(r2)) <~
for all |i| < j.
In this way, if deo(f, 9) < 0, d(p1,p2) <9, d(¢1,¢2) <6, x = cony(p1,¢1) and y = congy(ps, g2) then

d(x;, y; diam(M
d(:p,y):z <2|i|y> :Z%+Z%<€

€Z |i|>J li|<j

and the proof ends. O

Corollary 2.11. The orbit map is continuous and uniformly continuous with respect to the second
variable: for all f € H(M) and € > 0 there is § > 0 such that if dco(f,g) < 6 and d(p,q) < 0 then

d(orbs(p),orb,(q)) < €.
Proof. It follows from Proposition 2.10 because orbs(p) = cony(p, p) forall f € H(M) andp € M. O

2.6. Induced brackets. Consider the d-neighborhood of the diagonal

As ={(p.q) € M*:d(p,q) < 0}.
Suppose that Poy: M(f,8) — M is a pseudo-orbit map. Since cony(As) C M(f,d) we can define a
bracket [-,:]: As — M as

[P, 4] = Pos(cony(p, q)).
We say that this bracket is induced by Poy.

Proposition 2.12. The induced bracket satisfies the following conditions:

(1) it is continuous,

(2) [p,p]l = p for allp € M.

Proof. The continuity of the bracket follows by the continuity of Pos (definition) and con; (Propo-
sition 2.10). For p = g we have [p, p] = Pos(cons(p, p)) = Pos(orbs(p)) = p. O

3. SHADOWING MAPS

In this section we introduce the shadowing maps. In §3.1 we prove a useful equivalence. In §3.2
we show that cw-expansivity implies expansivity assuming the existence of a shadowing map and the
local connection of the space. In §3.3 we present known results characterizing when the projection
is a shadowing map. In §3.4 we define shadowing brackets. We show that cw-expansivity with a
shadowing bracket implies cwi-expansivity; which in turn implies expansivity on compact surfaces.
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3.1. Shadowing maps. The definition of shadowing map is given by considering two things. On the
one hand, at least it should be a pseudo-orbit map inducing the shadowing property. On the other
hand, as explained in §1, topologically hyperbolic homeomorphisms have shift-invariant shadowing
maps. The shift-invariance means that d(f*(Shy(z)), Sh¢(o?(z)) = 0 for all i € Z. In Proposition 3.2
we prove that both viewpoints coincide. Definition 3.1 is given as a weak form of shift-invariance.

Definition 3.1. A pseudo-orbit map Shy: M(f, 0) = M is a shadowing map if for all € > 0 there is
v € (0,6] such that if z € M(f,~) then

(2) d(f'(Shs(x)),Shs (o' (z)) < ¢ for all i € Z.
This condition is exactly what a pseudo-orbit map needs to induce the shadowing property.

Proposition 3.2. A pseudo-orbit map induces shadowing if and only if it is a shadowing map. In
particular, every homeomorphism with a shadowing map has the shadowing property.

Proof. (Direct). Given € > 0 take v > 0 such that every vy-orbit x is §-shadowed by Shy(z). Notice
that o7(x) also is a y-orbit for all j € Z. Thus

d(f"(Shy(o” (2))), (07 (x));) < &/2 for all i, j € Z.
For j = 0 we have
d(f*(Shy(z)),x;) <e/2foralliecZ
and for ¢ = 0 we conclude
A(Shy(07 (), (07 (2))o) = d(Shy (07 (2)), ;) < /2 for all j € Z.
The triangle inequality gives

d(f(Shy(x)), Shy(e"(x))) < d(f*(Shy(x)),xx) + d(@x, Shy(o*(2)))
<e/2+¢e/2=¢

for all k € Z. This proves (2). )
(Converse). Given € > 0 take v > 0 from Proposition 2.9 such that if z € M(f,~) then

d(z;, Shy(o'(x))) < /2, for alli € Z.
By hypothesis, considering a smaller « if needed, we can also assume
d(f*(Shy(x)),Shy (o' (z)) < e/2 for all i € Z.
The triangle inequality gives us
d(f*(Shy(x)),z;) < ¢ for all i € Z.

This proves that Shy induces shadowing. O
3.2. Cw-expansivity and shadowing maps. We will show that there are homeomorphisms with
shadowing do not admitting a shadowing map. For this purpose we recall the notion of continuum-
wise expansivity.

A subset C' C M is a continuum if it is closed and connected. Following H. Kato we say that f is

cw-ezpansive if there is € > 0 such that if C C M is a continuum and diam(f*(C)) < £ for alli € Z
then C' is a singleton. If we define the dynamical ball

Te(p) ={q € M :d(f'(p), f'(q)) < & for all i € Z}

then f is cw-expansive if and only if there is £ > 0 such that I'¢(p) is totally disconected for all
p e M.

Theorem 3.3. If M is locally connected, f is cw-expansive and has a shadowing map then f is
ETPANSIVE.
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Proof. Let 2¢ be a cw-expansivity constant and suppose that Sh¢(z) is an £/2-shadow of each d-orbit
x. Take v > 0, v < §/2,£/2 such that

(3) if d(a,b) <~y then d(f(a), f(b)) < §/2.

As M is locally connected there is ¢ > 0 such that if d(a, b) < ¢ then there is a continuum of diameter
smaller than v containing a and b. We will show that ¢ is an expansivity constant.

Suppose that d(f*(p), f(q)) < cfor all i € Z. For each i € Z take a continuum C; C M containing
fi(p) and fi(q) with diam(C;) < 7. Define the set

A={z e M:z;€CforallicZ}.

Note that orbs(p), orbs(q) € A.

In this paragraph we will show that A € M(f,8). If x € A and i € Z then d(fi(p),z;) < 7
(because both points belong to C;) and d(f**(p), f(zi11)) < 6/2 (by (3)). Since z;y1, [ (p) € Ciyy
we have d(x;y1, f7(p)) < v < §/2 and the triangle inequality implies d(f(z;), zs11) < §/2. Thus,
each 2 € A is a d-orbit and A C M(f,d).

Since Shy is a pseudo-orbit map we conclude Shf(A) is a continuum (A is a continuum and Shy is
continuous) and p,q € Shy(A).

For r € Sh¢(A) there is x € A such that r = Shy(x). Since Shy(z) is an £/2-shadow of z we have
d(fi(r),z;) < &/2 for all i € Z. Since d(x;, fi(p)) < v < £/2, by the triangle inequality we have
d(fi(r), f{(p)) < & for all i € Z. This means Shy(A) C T¢(p). Since 2€ is a cw-expansivity constant
the set I'¢(p) is totally disconnected. Thus, Sh¢(A) is connected (proved above), totally disconnected
and contains p, ¢. This implies that Sh¢(A) is a singleton and p = ¢. This proves that f is expansive
with expansivity constant c. U

Example 3.4. In [1, Theorem 5.5] it is shown that the pseudo-Anosov homeomorphism of the two-
dimensional sphere described in [1,5] is cw-expansive and has shadowing. It is well known that it is
not expansive, see for instance [5, Proposition 2.2.2]. Therefore, it is an example with the shadowing
property but without a shadowing map (it follows from Theorem 3.3 as it is not expansive).

3.3. H-shadowing. In this section we show examples on totally disconnected spaces having a shad-
owing map.

Definition 3.5 (Exact hit shadowing [10, Definition 3.3]). We say that f has shadowing with exact
hit, or h-shadowing, if for all € > 0 there is § > 0 such that if x is a §-orbit then d(f*(x),z;) < € for
all 7 € Z.

Remark 3.6. From the definition we see that f has h-shadowing if and only if Sh¢(x) = z¢ is a
shadowing map.

Theorem 3.7 ([9,19]). For a homeomorphism f of a compact metric space M the following are
equivalent:

(1) f has h-shadowing,
(2) f has shadowing and is equicontinuous,
(3) [ is equicontinuous and M is totally disconnected.

Example 3.8. Odometers are the examples of minimal and equicontinuous homeomorphisms of the
Cantor set, see [19, Proposition 4.4]. Therefore, odometers have a shadowing map.

3.4. Shadowing bracket. In this section we continue §2.6 about the bracket induced by a shadowing
map.

Definition 3.9. A shadowing bracket is a continuous map |-, -]: As — M such that:

(1) [p,p|] =p forall p e M,
(2) for all € > 0 there is v > 0 satisfying d(p, q) < v = [p,q] € W2(q) N WX(p).

Recall that the induced bracket is [p, ¢] = Sh¢(cons(p, q)).

Proposition 3.10. The bracket induced by a shadowing map is a shadowing bracket.
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Proof. Given € > 0 take 0 < &’ < ¢ such that d(a,b) < ¢, a,b € M, implies d(f(a), f(b)) < e. Since

f has shadowing there is v > 0 such that every ~-orbit z is ¢’-shadowed by Sh( For p,q e M
with d(p, ¢) < v we have that z = cony(p, ¢) is a y-orbit. Thus, it is ¢’-shadowed by r = [p, ¢]. That
is, d(f"(r), f"(q)) < & <eforall n > 0. Also, d(f"(r), f"(p)) <& <ecforalln >1. Forn=0
we have d(r, p) < e from the way we choose ¢’. This implies r = [p, q] € W2(q) N W*(p). O

3.5. Cw-expansivity and shadowing brackets. In what follows we show that the pseudo-Anosov
homeomorphism of the two-sphere does not admit a shadowing bracket.

A continuum is e-stable if diam(f"(C)) < e for all n > 0. It is e-unstable if diam(f~"(C)) < ¢ for
all n > 0. For n > 1 we say that f is cwy-expansive [5] if there is £ > 0 such that if C5 C M is an
&-stable continuum and C, C M is £-unstable then Cs N C, contains at most N points. It is stronger
than cw-expansivity.

The next proof is similar to that of Theorem 3.3, and in both cases the topological connection is
a key property. We learnt this kind of argument from J. Lewowicz, see for instance [21, Lemma 2.3].

Theorem 3.11. If f is cw-expansive and has a shadowing bracket then f is cw;-expansive.

Proof. Suppose that 26 > 0 is a cw-expansivity constant. Suppose that the bracket is defined in Agy.
Taking a smaller ¢ if needed we can assume that [p, q] € W¢;3(q) N W¢)3(p) whenever d(p,q) <.

Suppose that Cs and C), are g—stable /unstable continua respectively. Assume that diam(C;UC,) <
0. In this way we can define

A= [Cmcs] = {[p7Q] ‘pE Cu>q € Cs}

Note that A is connected as it is the image of a connected set by a continuous function. If r{,7, € A
we can write r; = [p;,q;], p; € Cy, and g; € C; for j = 1,2. In this way we have for i > 0

d(f'(r1), f1(r2)) < d(f'(r), f1(an)) + d(f (@), [1(g2) + d(f*(q), f(r2))
SEB3HE/3+HE/3=E

Analogously, for i < 0 we have d(fi(ry), fi(r2)) < & Thus, if we fix some r € A we conclude
A C T'ye(r). Since 2¢ is a cw-expansivity constant we have that I's¢(r) and A are totally disconnected.
As A is connected, it is a singleton.

Finally notice that for each p € C, N Cs we have p = [p,p] € A, i.e., C,, N C is contained in the
singleton A and it is a singleton or empty. Let us show that v = min{d/2,£/3} is a cw;-expansivity
constant. Suppose that Cs and C,, are 7-stable/unstable continua respectively. If Cy intersects C,
then the diameter of their union is at most 9, so we can apply our previous results to conclude that
their intersection is a singleton. O

Corollary 3.12. If M is a compact surface, f is cw-expansive and has a shadowing bracket then f
s conjugate to a linear Anosov diffeomorphism of the two-torus.

Proof. In [5, Theorem 6.8.5] it is shown that every cwj-expansive homeomorphism of a compact
surface is expansive. From Theorem 3.11 we conclude that f is expansive. The shadowing bracket
implies the local product structure and the shadowing property. Applying the classification Theorem
of expansive homeomorphisms of surfaces [16,21] the proof ends. O

Corollary 3.13. The pseudo-Anosov homeomorphisms of the two-sphere of Example 3.4 has neither
a shadowing bracket nor a shadowing map.

Proof. Tt is easy to see that this example is not cwi-expansive. By Theorem 3.11 it admits no
shadowing bracket. By Proposition 3.10 it also admits no shadowing map. U

4. L-SHADOWING MAPS

In this brief section we present the L-shadowing property, define L-shadowing maps, discuss some
examples and prove elementary properties.
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4.1. Preliminaries on the L-shadowing property. The L-shadowing property captures some
features of expansive homeomorphisms with shadowing.

Definition 4.1. We say that f has the L-shadowing property if for all € > 0 there is 9 > 0 such that
for every d-orbit x that is also a two-sided limit pseudo-orbit (i.e. d(f(z;),z;i11) — 0 as |i| = 00),
there is p € M that e-shadows and two-sided limit shadows z (i.e. d(f*(p),z;) — 0 as |i] — o).

Examples of homeomorphisms with L-shadowing are structurally stable diffeomorphisms and some
pseudo-Anosov maps of the two-sphere [7, Theorem A]. In [7, Theorem D] it is given a homeomor-
phism with L-shadowing, topologically mixing and without periodic points. We cite some known
dynamical properties.

Theorem 4.2 ([7, Proposition 4.1]). If f has shadowing and its restriction to Q(f) is expansive then
f has L-shadowing.
Theorem 4.3. If f has L-shadowing then:

(1) [12, Proposition 2] f has shadowing and R(f) has finitely many chain recurrent classes,

(2) [7, Theorem B| each chain recurrent class is either expansive or contains arbitrarily small
topological semi-horseshoes,

(3) [7, Theorem F] if C is a chain recurrent class of f then there are n > 1, Cy....,C, C C,
closed and disjoint sets such that C' = u;;lcj, f(C}) = Cjt1 modn and f™ restricted to each
C; 1s topologically mizing.

For ¢ > 0 given let V*(p) = WX(p) N W*(p) for * = s, u.

Theorem 4.4 ([7, Theorem E]). A homeomorphism f has L-shadowing if and only if it has shadowing
and for all e > 0 there is 6 > 0 such that d(p,q) < § implies VE(p) N V¥(q) # 0.

4.2. L-shadowing map. The next definition is natural.

Definition 4.5. We say that a pseudo-orbit map Shy is an L-shadowing map if for all € > 0 there
is v > 0 such that for every y-orbit = that is also a two-sided limit pseudo-orbit it holds that Shy(z)
e-shadows and two-sided limit shadows .

Proposition 4.6. Fvery L-shadowing map is a shadowing map.

Proof. Given ¢ > 0 take v from the definition of L-shadowing map. For x a v-orbit define the
sequence of y-orbits y,,, n > 1, as

x; if |i] < n,

[ (x_y,) ifi<n.

We see that v, — = and each y,, is a two-sided limit y-orbit. By definition, Sh(y,) is an e-shadow
of y,. Taking limit we conclude that Shy(z) is an e-shadow of x. Thus, Shy induces shadowing and
is a shadowing map (Proposition 3.2). O

Remark 4.7. By definition, every L-shadowing map induces the L-shadowing property.
4.3. L-brackets. In light of L-shadowing maps we define L-brackets.

Definition 4.8. An L-bracket is a continuous map [-,-]: Ay — M such that:

(1) [p,p] =p for all p € M,
(2) for all € > 0 there is v > 0 satisfying

d(p,q) <v=Ip,ql € VZ(g) NV '(p).

Remark 4.9. From Theorem 4.4 we have that for a homeomorphism with an L-bracket the shad-
owing property and the L-shadowing property are equivalent.

Proposition 4.10. The bracket induced by an L-shadowing map is an L-bracket.
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Proof. By Proposition 4.6 we know that every L-shadowing map is a shadowing map. Thus, we can
apply Proposition 3.10 to conclude that [p,q] = Shy(cons(p, q)) is a shadowing bracket. Then, given
e > 0 take v > 0 such that if d(p,q) < v then [p,q] € W2(q) N W(p). Finally, if z = cons(p, q) we
see that x is a two-sided limit pseudo-orbit. Thus, from the definition of L-shadowing map, we have
Shy(z) € V*(p) N V*(¢) and the proof ends. O

Proposition 4.11. The homeomorphisms with h-shadowing have not L-shadowing property if M has
infinitely many points. Consequently, these systems have a shadowing map (Remark 3.6) but not an
L-shadowing map (Remark 4.7).

Proof. The L-shadowing property implies the existence of asymptotic points but this is incompatible
with equicontinuity if M has infinitely many points. O

5. SELF-TUNING

In this section we introduce and study the property of self-tuning. In §5.1 we consider hyperbolic
brackets and show how they induce self-tuning pseudo-orbit maps. It is a technical proof based on
Bowen’s arguments of [11]. In §5.2 this result is applied to north-south dynamics. We start with the
definition and some fundamental properties.

Definition 5.1. We say that the pseudo-orbit map Shy: M(f, 0) — M has self-tuning if for alle > 0
there is v > 0 such that if ds(c’(z), orbs(z;)) < v for some z € M(f,d) and some i € Z then
() A(7(Shy(2)). Shy (0" (2))) < <.
Proposition 5.2. Fvery self-tuning pseudo-orbit map is an L-shadowing map.
Proof. Given ¢ > 0 take v > 0 as in Definition 5.1. By Proposition 2.8 there is p > 0 such that if
x is a p-orbit then D}(x) < 7 and consequently d,(o'(x), orbs(x;)) < v for all i € Z. Thus, every
p-orbit satisfies (4) for all ¢ € Z, Shy is a shadowing map (Definition 3.1) and it induces shadowing.

Suppose that z is a p-orbit that is also a two-sided limit pseudo-orbit. That is, d(f(2;), zi+1) — 0 as
|i| = oco. This implies that ds(c*(z), orbs(z;)) = 0 as |i| = co. Thus, d(f*(Shy(z)), Shy(o’(x))) = 0
as |i| = oo. Also, from the uniform continuity of Shy we have

d(Shy(o"(x)), z;) = d(Shy(o"(x)), Shy(orb(z;))) — 0
as |i| — oo. Finally,
d(f'(Shy(x)), i) < d(f'(Shy(x)), Shy (0" (2))) + d(Shy(o" (x)), z:) — 0.

This proves that Shy is an L-shadowing map. O

We have neither a counterexample nor a proof for the converse of Proposition 5.2. The next
characterization is used to prove that hyperbolic brackets induce the self-tuning property.

Proposition 5.3. A pseudo-orbit map Shy: M(f,8) = M has self-tuning if and only if for alle’ > 0
there is o > 0 such that if ds(o(z), orb(x;)) < ' for some x € M(f,8) and some i € Z then
(5) d(f'(Shy(x)),z;) <€
Proof. We start with an argument for both directions. Given €,&’ > 0 take 7" > 0 such that if
ds(y, 2) <" then d(Shy(y), Shy(2)) < min{e, &'} /2.

To prove the direct take v € (0,”) such that if ds(o*(x), orbs(z;)) < 7y then

d(f'(Shy(x)),Shy(o"(x))) < €'/2.
Since d,(o?(z), orby(z;)) < 7" we have
A(Shy(0'(x)), 7) = A(Shy(0*(2)), Shy(orby(z)) < /2.

Thus, d(f*(Shy(z)),z;) < €' ~

The converse is quite similar. Take 7/ € (0,7"”) such that if ds(c’(z), orbs(z;)) <+ then

d(f'(Shy(x)),z;) < e/2.

Again we conclude d(Shy(c(z)),z;) < £/2 and d(f*(Shs(z)), Shy(c(z))) < e. O
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5.1. Hyperbolic brackets. In this section we show that hyperbolic brackets induce shadowing
maps with self-tuning. We will assume that f and f~! are Lipschitz.

Definition 5.4. Suppose that ¢ > 1 and p € (0,1). A bracket [-,-]: A, — M has (c, p)-hyperbolic
contraction if d(p, q) <~ implies

d(f"([p,q]), f"(q)) < cu™d(p, q),
d(f™"(lp,ql), f"(p)) < ep™d(p, q)

for all n > 0.

5.1.1. Lipschitz homeomorphisms. In this section we give some elementary estimates for Lipschitz
maps. For L > 0 and n > 1define L, = 1+L+L?>+---4+L"'. Note that L; = 1 and LL,+1 = L, ;.
Define

5z($) = d(f(%—l), !Ez)
foralli € Z and x € M.

Lemma 5.5. If f is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant L > 0 then

(6) d(f"(xo), zn) <Z§ )L™ ]<L"Z(5 ) for alln > 1

forallz € M. If z is a 6-orbit then
(7) d(f"(x0),xn) < IL, for alln > 1.

Proof. We prove the first inequality by induction. For n = 1 we have d(f(z¢),x1) < 01(z) (in fact
an equality by definition). If the inequality is true for n > 1 then

d(f™(20), @na1) < A(f" (o), £(@n)) + d(f (@), Tns1)

n+1

<LZ§ VL 4 6y = Z(s YL

Since M is compact we have L > 1. Thus L™ > L™/ for all 1 < j < n and

Za )L <L”Z§

If = is a d-orbit then §;(z) < for all j € Z and

Zé YL J<5ZL" i =L,

7j=1

This proves the lemma. O

5.1.2. A pseudo-orbit map. In this section we define a pseudo-orbit map from a hyperbolic bracket.
In §5.1.3 we show that in fact it has self-tuning. Suppose that f is Lipschitz and has a hyperbolic

bracket [-,-]: A, — M with parameters c, i as explained before. Fix m large enough that
(8) cen™ < 1/2ec.
For a §-orbit = we try to define the sequences q,,p, € M, for n > 0, as
do = Zo ‘
(9) qn = [fm(anl%xnm] if n > 17

This makes sense if the bracket can be applied, that is, if d(f™(g,—1), Tpm) < 7y for all n > 1.

Lemma 5.6. If0 < 20L,, <~ and x is a §-orbit then d(f"(qgn-1), Tnm) < 20Ly, for alln > 1. In
particular, the sequence q, 1s well-defined for §-orbits with 0 < 26L,, < 7.
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Proof. Arguing by induction, notice that for n = 1 we can apply (7) and

d(f™(q0), ¥m) = d(f™(20), Tm) < 6 L.

Now suppose that d(f™(g.—1), Tnm) < 20L,, for some n > 1. Since g, = [f™(gn-1); Tnm] We can
apply the hyperbolic contraction condition, the fact ¢ > 1 and (8) to obtain

d(fm(qn)7 fm(xnm)) = d(fm([fm(Qn—l)a xnm])a fm(xnm)) S Cum d(fm(qn—1)7 xnm) S %25[/771 S 5Lm
Also, by (7) we have
d(fm(.’lj‘nm), x(nJrl)m) = d(fm<a;nm)7 xnm+m) < 5Lm

The triangle inequality gives

d(fm(Qn)a x(n+1)m) < d(fm(Qn)a fm(xnm)) + d(fm(xnm)a x(n+1)m) < 5Lm + 5Lm = 25Lm
and the proof ends. O

In what follows we assume that x is a §-orbit with 0 < 26L,, < 7.
Lemma 5.7. For all k> 0,t>1

(10) A ), ™ (@-1))) < e’ A(f™(@-1), Tim) < (26 Lyy).
Proof. Since q¢; = [f™(qt—1), Tum) we can apply the hyperbolic contraction to obtain the first inequality.
The last inequality follows from Lemma 5.6. O

Lemma 5.8. For all n > 0 we have d(pny1,pn) < cp™I™(20L,,).
Proof. By (10) with k = (n 4+ 1)m and t = n + 1 gives

d<pn+17pn) = d(fi(nJrl)m(QnJrl)v fﬁnm<Qn))
= d(f " (Gun), (™ (g)) < cp ™20 L)
and the proof ends. O

For n > 1 we can define Sh}tn: M(f,6) = M as Sh}tn(:p) = pn. From the definitions it is clear
that Sh}tn is continuous. Lemma 5.8 means the uniform convergence of this sequence of maps.
Therefore, we can define the continuous map Sh;[ = lim, 4o Shy,. Analogously, we can define

Shy : M(f, §) — M as Shy = Sh}r_l, where Sh}r_1 is the map obtained from the procedure just

explained but with f~! in place of f. Finally consider
(11) Shy = [Sh;, Sh;{].
Proposition 5.9. The function Shy is a pseudo-orbit map.

Proof. 1t is clear that Shy is continuous. In order to conclude that it is a pseudo-orbit map we need
to check Shy(orbs(p)) = p for any p € M. Let x = orbs(p). Then z; = fi(p) for all i € Z. Thus,
Po = qo = zo = p. For n > 0 suppose that p, = p and ¢, = f*"(p). Then g1 = [f"(¢n), T(ns1ym) =
[fm(fmm(p)), o™ (p)] = fO+Um(p). Then p,.1 = p. By induction we proved that p, = p
for all n > 0. Thus, p, — p and Sh}r(x) = p. Analogously, Sh; () = p and Shy(orbs(p)) =
Sh(cong(p,p)) = [Shy (cons(p, p)), Sh (cons(p,p))] = [p,p] = p. This proves that Shy is a pseudo-
orbit map. O

5.1.3. Proving the self-tuning property. In this section we will show that the pseudo-orbit map of
Equation (11) has self-tuning. First we prove a series of lemmas. The difference between what we
do and Bowen’s estimates is that for us it is not enough to have a fixed ¢ for x, instead we need to
know how much is x jumping at each i € Z as we need to tune the shadowing where the jumps from
f(x;) to x;11 are small.

As in Lemma 5.6 suppose that 0 < 20L,, <~ and z is a d-orbit. Define

5lm(a:) =L Z 5(l—l)m+j (.T)
j=1
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Lemma 5.10. For allu >1

(12> (fm<Qu 1 xum <Z 2u l .

Proof. Arguing by induction, notice that v = 1 implies [ = 1 and we have to prove

d(f"(q0), @m) < 07" (2)
and this follows from (6) with v = m. Now assume that (12) holds for some u > 1. For u + 1 we
have

d(f™(qu)s Turnym) < A" (qu), S (@um)) + A" (Zum), Zutiym)
1 m m
< 5 d(f (qu*1>7xum> 5u+1< )
! SO0 (e) | (@) - ()
< 9 Z Oyt (2) = Z Qut1-1 + 20 Z Qut1-1
=1 =1 1=1
and the proof ends. O
Lemma 5.11. Ifn > 1, i € [0,nm] and sm < i < (s + 1)m then
7 i—sm n o (=
A (pa), F7e)) < F %
A (0) [ w) < 2030, )
A(f" ™ (Tgm), 1) < 0511 (2)
and
(13) d(f(pn), ;) < KJZZ‘Z purT

where Kk = %c—i— 1.
Proof. (First inequality). The hyperbolic contraction and Lemma 5.10 with « = ¢ imply

o (@)

-1 :
=1

(14) d(f*a), FR ™)) < e d(f™ (@), Tom) < e

whenever 1 <t < k. The triangle inequality gives

n

d(f'(p)s 7™ (gs)) = ACFT"™(an)s £ (0)) < D AT (g ST (i)

t=s+1
_ Z d fz tm f@ tm(fm<qt 1))
t=s+1
From (14) for k = tm — i > 0 we have
d i—tm i—tm/ gm < tm—i 5[ ( ) t s—1)m
(f (qt)7f (f (qtfl)) C/’L Z 2t l — Z 2t l

=1
because tm — i > (t — s — 1)m. From (8) p™ < 1/2 and p(t=s~Y™ < —1 Then

A A 1 &
AP ). P ) < gy S 0,
=1

Consequently
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We transform de double sum as follows

n t n s n t n s n n
)IDIEDIDILDIDIEDIDILD DD I
t=s+1 [=1 t=s+1 [=1 t=s+11=s+1 t=s+1 [=1 l=s+1 t=I

For the first sum

A
Zzzt—s—l l2tl 281 Z QtZ 21

t=s+1 [=1 t=s+1

1 4/ 1 1 M(r) 4= 0 (x)
= 2—8—1§ <4s+1 - 4n+1) Z 2—l < g Z 28—1—1—1'
=1 =1

For the second sum

n t
ZZQtletl ZZQtslztl

"1
;—2

t=s+11=s+1 l=s+1 t=I l:s+1
i )4 (1 4
o 92— l s—13 \ 4l 4n+1 3
= S+1 +
-9 Z 2l s— 1
l s+1

Then

d(f (pn) fl Sm(Qs)) < 3 Z Q\Ls—l\'

(Second inequality). Notice that ¢ — sm > 0 and again the hyperbolic contraction and Lemma 5.10
give
6" ()

95—l

A 7(qs), F1 (@am)) < e A (o), Tam) S €Y

=1

(Third inequality). We will apply (6). From our hypothesis we know 0 < i — sm < m. Then

i—sm i—sm

d(fi_sm(xsm)v :E,) = d(fi_sm(xsm)a xi—sm—f—sm Z 5sm+] Lz s <rL” Z 5sm+j ) < 5;11( )
7j=1
(Last inequality). The inequality (13) follows from the triangle inequality on the first three. O

Remark 5.12. Notice that Equation (13) implies the Lipschitz shadowing, i.e. there is K > 0 such
that every Ke-orbit z is e-shadowed by Shy(z).

Lemma 5.13. If 1 < j <n then
;(x) < LA(f7 (wo), mj—1) + d(f/ (o), x;) < (L + 1) max d(f (o), ;).

Proof. For any j = 1,...,n we have
0j(x) = d(f(xj-1), 7)) < d(f(wj-1), 7 (20)) + d(f (w0), 75)
< Ld(wj-1, 77 (20)) + d(f (0), 75)
< (L + 1) max{d(zy1, [ (x0)), A (x0), 1)}
< (L 1) max d( (a0, 2,).
This proves both inequalities. O

Theorem 5.14. The pseudo-orbit map induced by a hyperbolic bracket has self-tuning.
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Proof. We will apply Proposition 5.3 for i > 0 (the case ¢ < 0 is analogous). Taking limit as n — +o0
n (13) we have

(15) d(f'(Shf (x)),2:) SKZ Il — 1|
for all 4 > 0. For ShJT we have
e = o2
(16) a(F St (e))a) <6y o)

for all ©+ > 0, where & is the pseudo-orbit defined as z; = x_; for all © € Z. By the hyperbolic
contraction of the bracket we have

d(f'(Shy(x)), f(Shy (
d(f 7 (Shy(x)), f7(Shy (2))) < ep’ d(Shy (), Shi (2)))

&
IA
o
t@
=
w2
=
|
)
w
=
~
S

for all ¢ > 0. Putting i = 0 (and s = 0) in Equations (15) and (16) we have

Jr
(Sh SUO </€Z 2|l 1|

(Sh 'TO </‘€Z 2|l 1|

Therefore, for ¢ > 0
d(f1(Shy(x)), z;) < d(f'(Shy(x)), f ( z) )+d(fz(5h+( ) ;)

h7(z))
i - i — (@)
S oK <Z 1] ; 1] ) + ’{Z 2|§*371|

=1

with analogous bound for d(f~*(Shy(x)),z_;).
In order to apply Proposition 5.3 consider &’ > 0 given. Take [ > 1 such that

, diam(M diam(M diam(M
o 3 GO0 s~ den(n) g~ diamOn)

R ol—1| ol—1| oll—s—1]
[1—1|>1 |1—1|>1 [l—s—1|>1
. 1
< 3ck diam (M) Z 51 <ée/2
1t >1

Take § such that if 7 > s§m then

; diam (M) diam (M) ,
s | D gt 2L e | <<%
[I-1|<! l1-1]<i

For 0 < sm < i < §m, we can apply Lemma 5.13 to obtain 4’ such that if d,(o?(z), orbs(z;)) < 7'
then

6" (x) 0" () /
en | D] P > o] <¢e/4.
[1—1|<i [1—1|<l

Also by Lemma 5.13 we can assume that 7' is so small that
o (x)
Z l—s— 1\ — /4
[l—s—1|<i

Then d(f*(Shy(z)),z;) <&’ for all i > 0. The case i < 0 is analogous and the proof ends. O
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5.1.4. Mutual inductions. In this section we show that, after solving a technical problem, the bracket
induced by the induced shadowing map is the original bracket. That is, if x = con(p, ¢) for some
p,q € M, we consider the question: does Shy(x) = [p, ¢|?

Proposition 5.15. If v = cony(p, q) then Sh}’(z) =q.

Proof. We have x,, = f"(q) for all n > 0. Thus, py = qo = xo = q. For n > 0 suppose that p, = ¢

and g, = f*"(q). Then goi1 = [f"™(gn) Zrvm] = [F"(f" (@), f V™ (@)] = f+"(q). Then
Pni1 = q. By induction we proved that p, = ¢ for all n > 0. Thus, p, — ¢ and Sh}r(x) =q. U

For Sh there is a problem of simmetry as the 0-th coordinate of cons(p, q) is ¢ and not p. This
can be changed by considering o~ !(con(f(p), f(q))), whose 0-th coordinate is p. Thus, we can define

SAh; (x) = Sh}r_l(a_l(f(:c))) and now SAh; (cons(p,q)) = p. Consequently
Shy(x) = [Shy (x), Sh} (x)]
is a shadowing map satisfying SAhf(COHf(p, q)) = [p,q|.

Remark 5.16. For f expansive o and f commutes and SAhf = Shy. Also, for f expansive, the
shadowing map is dynamically-invariant and o-invariant, as there is a unique shadowing map.

Remark 5.17. If the bracket is f-invariant then the induced shadowing map is dynamically-
invariant. This is the case if f is topologically hyperbolic.

5.2. North-south dynamics. In this section we construct a hyperbolic bracket for a north-south
dynamics to conclude that it admits an almost shift invariant shadowing map.

Let M be a sphere of dimension d > 1 and take f: M — M a north-south homeomorphism, i.e.
there are different fixed points N, S € M and for any p € M \{N, S} f"(p) — S and f~"(p) — N as
n — 4o00. To simplify the exposition we can assume that f is a diffeomorphism, N, S are hyperbolic
fixed points, M has a Riemannian metric for which there are » > 0 and p € (0, 1) such that

if p,g € B,(S) then d(f"(p), f*(q)) < p" d(p, q),
o 14 € B tho U1 e € i, | orn 20

We assume 7 so that B,.(N) and B,(S) have disjoint closures. Let L > 0 be a Lipschitz constant for

fand f7L.
To define the bracket consider a map ¢: M — I = {t € R: 0 <t < 1}? such that

¢(p) = 1if p € B.(N),
¢(p) = 0if p € B.(9).

Let p > 0 be such that the exponential map exp,: T,M — M is injective on {v € T,M : |jv| < p}
for all p € M. If d(p, q) < p define

[p,q] = exp,((p) exp, ' (q)).
The bracket chooses a point in the shortest geodesic segment from p to ¢q. Notice that
[p.q] = q if p € B,(N),
[p.q] =pifp € B.(S),

For p,q € B.(N) we have

d(f"(q), f*([p,ql))
d(f"(p), f"(Ip,ql))

d(f"(q), f"(q)) =0 < p"d(p, q),
d(f"(p), f"(q)) < " d(p, q),

2We do not use the standard notation I = [0, 1] to avoid confusion with the brackets we are considering.
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for all n > 0. Analogously, for p,q € B,.(S) we have

d(f"(q), f"([p,q))) = d(f"(q), f*(p)) < p"d(p,q),
d(f"(p), f"([p,al)) = d(f"(p), f"(p)) =0 < " d(p, q),

for all n > 0. Take § > 0, smaller than r and p such that if
U={peM:d(p,N)>r—=¢5and d(p,S) >r —9d}

then p,q € U and d(p, q) < 0 implies that the geodesic from p to ¢ (via the injective restriction of
the exponential map) is disjoint from the r/2-balls centered at N and S. In this way for p, ¢ not in
B.(N) nor in B,(S) but with d(p,q) < 6 we have that:

e [p,q] is not in B, 5(N) U B, 2(5);

e thus, we can take u > 1 such that f*(p), f*(¢), f([p. q]) € Byj2(N)UB,2(S) whenever |i| > u;

e also, we can assume that

(18) fU(B(N)) U f(By(S)) = M.

This condition is used in the proof of Proposition 5.20;
e consequently

d(f"(q), f(Ip, a))) < (L*/p*)p" d(p, q)
e ARG ) Z (T g | Foraln 20
Taking
(20) c=L"/u*

we have that [, -] is a hyperbolic bracket.

Remark 5.18. This bracket cannot be f-invariant because by Proposition 7.3 f should have to be
expansive.

Question 5.19. Does every structurally stable C* diffeomorphism admit a hyperbolic bracket?

Proposition 5.20. The shadowing map induced by the hyperbolic bracket for the north-south dy-
namics has self-tuning but is not shift-invariant.

Proof. The shadowing map has self-tuning by Theorem 5.14. From Equation (18) we know f*(B,(N))U
f7%(B,(S)) = M, thus for each p € M there is at most one integer i such that ¢(f™(p)) € (0,1).
Take p,q € M\ (B,(N)UB,(5)) with d(p,q) < 0, p # qand p(p) € (0,1). Let x = cons(p, ¢). In this
way, Shy(z) # q. For o¥(x) we have (0%(z)); = Zuyi = [“T(q). Thus, as in the proof of Proposition
5.15, we have Shy (z) = f*(q). Since f*(¢q) € B.(S) if § is small enough we have Sh; (¢“(z)) € B,(S)
and (Sh; (0"(x))) = 1. This implies [Sh} (¢“(x)), Sh} (¢¥(x))] = f*(¢) and Shy(c"“(x)) = f*(q). We
see from this that Shy(c"(x)) # f*“(Shy(z)). O

Question 5.21. We do not know whether or not a north-south dynamics admits (another) shadowing
map being shift-invariant.

For an arbitrary shadowing map we can say the following.
Proposition 5.22. Fvery shadowing map for a north-south dynamics is an L-shadowing map.

Proof. Let x be a two-sided limit d-orbit. We will show that x,, congerges to N or S as n — +oo.
From (17) we have that if d(z,,, S) < ﬁ then d(x,,S) < ﬁ for all n > ng. If z,, does not converge
to N, then there are ¢ > 0 and ny — oo, k > 1, such that d(z,,,N) > ¢ for all k > 1. As z is
two sided-limit we see that after x,,, for k large, x,,1; € Bs;a—u(S) and x, € Bs/1—p)(S) for all
n > ng + j. This proves that z, — S. Since the orbits of f also converges to N or S, we see that
any shadowing map is L-shadowing. O
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Remark 5.23. The following definition was given in [18] for Lipschitz maps (not necessarily invert-
ible) of compact subsets of an Euclidean space. For n > 1 let

M™(f,8)={x e M: d(f/(zj_1),r;) < forall 1 < j<n}
We say that f is continuously shadowing with positive parameters k, 6 > 0 if for each n > 1 there is
a continuous function
wm: M™(f,6) - M
such that
(21) sup d(f7(W"(2)), z;) < k sup d(f?(z;-1), ;).

0<j<n 1<j<n

In [18, Theorem 1] it is proved that if f is a semi-hyperbolic map then it is continuously shadowing,.
This approach ir related to the Lipschitz shadowing observed in Remark 5.12.

6. SHIFT INVARIANCE

In this section we study shift-invariant shadowing maps. In §6.1 we develop the shift dynamical
system and show that it has a shift-invariant shadowing map.® In §6.2 we show that shift-invariance
implies Walter’s topological stability. In §6.3 we prove some dynamical consequences concerning
chain recurrence, periodic points and the non-wandering set. In §6.4 we show that shift-invariant
shadowing maps induce brackets with uniform contraction.

We start with the definition and remarks.

Definition 6.1. A pseudo-orbit map is shift-invariant if for some § > 0 the next diagram commutes
M(f,6) —— M(f,9)

(22) Sh fl J{Sh '
M T> M
From this definition we see that any shift-invariant pseudo-orbit map is a semiconjugacy of the
shift map and f.

Remark 6.2. From the definitions we also see that every shift-invariant pseudo-oprbit map has
self-tuning.

6.1. The shift homeomorphism. The shift homeomorphism is a well-known dynamical system
and in this section we will exploit its dynamical properties.

6.1.1. Bracket. As before, given a compact metric space M Cogside{M :~MZ. Now M will be the
phase space of our dynamical system (the shift). Define [-,:]: M x M — M as

@,y = x; ifi < —1,
YTy ifi > 0.
Proposition 6.3. This bracket satisfies:

(1) it is continuous,

(2) [x,2] = x for all x € M,

(3) [z, [y, 2] = [z, 2] = [[2,y], 2] for all z,y,2 € M, )
(4) ds(, [2,y]) + ds([z, y], y) = ds(2,y) for all z,y € M,

(5) max{dy(z, [z,y]), du([2.y].y)} = dn(z,y) for allx,y € M.

3In this sentence the word ’shift’ appears with two different meanings. On the one hand, we consider it as a
dynamical system, i.e. o takes the place of f. On the other hand, the ’shift-invariance’ is a property of shadowing
maps for homeomorphisms; in this case the homeomorphism is a shift.
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The proof of this proposition is direct from definitions. As explained in [25, §7.1] the first three
conditions implies a global product structure as follows. For x € M define
V() = {[z,y] € M : y € M},
VH(x) ={ly,2] € M :y € M},
then

[ V@) x VT (z) = M

is a homeomorphism, for any € M.

6.1.2. The shift map. The shift homeomorphism o was already defined in (1). As a dynamical system
it has some remarkable properties:

)
2) it is expansive if and only if M is finite,
3) it has the shadowing property,

)
(5) for y,z € VT (x) we have gs(a"(y),a”( )) " ( z) for all n > 0,
(6) for y,z € V™ (x) we have dy(c7"(y), 0 ()): ds(y, 2) for all n > 0.

In the last items we use the parameter o € (0, 1) that we consiedered in §2.1 to define the metrics of

M.

30;

6.1.3. A shadowing map. A proof of the shadowing property of the shift homeomorphism can be
found in [4, Theorem 2.3.12]. There, essentially, it is defined a function Sh,: M% — M as

(Sho(a)); = (aio-

On MZ% we consider the product topology and the distance d, define as follows. For «, 8 € MZ%

é Zu"d (s, Bi) = Zu"Zu'”d )i, (B);) Z“' (o), (By),)-

1E€EL 1€EL JEZ 1,JEL

Notice that
dy(Shy(a), (Shy(8))) = D> p d((Sho(a))i, (Sho(8))i) = > p™ d((ei)o, (B:)o).

€L 1EZL

Therefore, (Nis(~ShU(oz), Sh,(8)) < és(a,ﬁ). In particular this proves the continuity of Sh,. Define
orb,: M — M7 as (orby(x)); = o'(x) for all i € Z. It satisfies Sh,(orby(x)) = x for all x € M.
Indeed, for i € Z

(She(0rbe())); = ((orbe(2)):)o = (0 (2))o = ;.

Let & be the shift homeomorphism of M?%. That is, : M% — M? is defined as
(0(@))i = g1
for all i € Z (just as for o).
Proposition 6.4. The shadowing map Sh, is shift-invariant, i.e., the diagram commutes

i 2 N

ol |

Proof. For ae € M” we have

which proves the result. O
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Remark 6.5. The notation M for MZ% has the purpose of hidding that M? has two natural shift
actions. Indeed, M Z~: (M%)Z and this can be regarded as M%*Z and then the shift can act on any
coordinate. If & € M% we can write (o;); = a( ;). The shift ¢ acts on the first variable, adds 1 to

i. The other shift add 1 to j and is equivalent to allow ¢ to act on each coordinate of M?%. That is,
abusing of the notation, we consider o: M%Z — MZ% as (o(a)); = o(a;). We see that

((o(@))i); = (0(a3)); = (ai)j41 while
((0(a))i); = (@igr);-

It is natural to ask for the commutativity of the diagram (o in place of &)

MZ 2 )NZ

Shs l lShU

M — M.

(o

Remark 6.6. This diagram commutes if and only if M is a singleton.

Proof. It M is a singleton all these spaces are singletons and any diagram commutes. To see the
converse, notice that we already know that (o(Sh,(«))); = (ci41)o. Also

Shy(o(a))i = ((a(@))i)o = (0(ai))o = (ai)s.
Thus, if M has two different points we can take o with (c;); # (it1)o, for some i € Z, and the
diagram does not commute. O

To illustrate a result we prove later (Theorem 7.6, the expansivity for homeomorphisms with a
Ruelle’s bracket), for § > 0 given define

M%(5,6) = {a € M% : dy(o(v), aipq) < 0 for all i € Z}.
This is the set of §-orbits of o. *

Proposition 6.7. The following statements are equivalent:
(1) The diagram
M%(o,0) —— M~

Sho—l J{Sho'
M — M
commutes for some 9,
(2) M is finite,
(8) o is expansive.

Proof. We have already commented the equivalence of (2) and (3). We have seen that this diagram
commutes for some « if and only if (a;)1 = (ait1)o for all 4+ € Z. If M is finite we can take ¢ such

that d(p,q) < 6 implies p = ¢. If @ € M%(0,6) then
dy(o (i), aign) = Y plld((o(w));, (@isn);) = Y i d((@i)ji1, (@igr);) < 6 for all i € Z.

JET JEZ

For j = 0 we have d((a;)1, (a41)0) < 6 for all ¢ € Z. Thus (a;); = (ay41)o for all i € Z and the
diagram commutes.

If M has infinitely many points, given any 6 > 0 we can take p, ¢ arbitrarily close such that if we

define (a;); = p for all 4, j € Z except for (a1)o = ¢ then a € M%(5,6) but (ay)e = q # p = ()

and the diagram does not commute. O

Remark 6.8. If M has infinitely many points then o: M — M is not expansive (Proposition 6.7)
but has a shift-invariant shadowing map (Proposition 6.4).

In general this set is not invariant by o, but as o is continuous for all € > 0 there is § > 0 such that if « is a 6-orbit
then o(a) is an e-orbit.
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6.1.4. Mutual inductions. Shadowing maps always induce brackets and some brackets induce shad-
owing maps (for instance, with Bowen’s technique §5.1.3). We will ilustrate this for the shift home-
omorphism (for the shadowing map and the bracket already defined). Define con,: M x M — M?%

as W) i 0
o' if 1 >0,
cong (7, y); = { ai(Z) if i <0.
For z,y € M we have
[z, y] = Shy(cong (z,y))
and we see how a shadowing map induces a bracket.
Conversely, we now start with the bracket. Take v € M%. As in §5.1.2 define sequences z,,, y, € M,
forn > 0 as
To = Qo,
Ty = [o(Tn_1),n],n > 1,
Y =0 " (xn)
The next result formally explains the beautiful work of these equations.

Proposition 6.9. For alln >0 and 0 <i <n we have (y,); = (a;)o.

Proof. Forn =0, i = 0 we have (yg)o = (z0)o = (aw)o. Take n > 1 and assume that (y,,); = («;)o for
0<i<n. If0<7<nthen

(Uns1)i = (07" H(@n11))i = (Tna1)icn1 = [0(2n), ng1lion-1 = (0(2n))imn-1 = (&n)i—n and

(@i)o = (Yn)i = (07" (xn))i = (Zn)in-

Thus (Yn+1)i = (i)o for 0 <i<n. Fori=n+1

(Yns1)nr1 = (Uﬁn71<xn+1))n+l = (Tnt1)o = [0(7n), nt1]o = (ans1)o

and the proof ends. O

From this we see that 1, is a convergent sequence and its limit 2t € M satisfies 27 = (an)o for
all n > 0. Analogously, with ¢! in place of o we obtain 2~ € M with 22, = (a_p)o for all n > 0.
Finally, the shadowing map is recovered by Sh,(«) = [27, 2%]. This way of inducing a shadowing
map from a bracket is analogous to Bowen’s technique shown in §5.1.3.

6.2. Topological stability. Following Walters [27,28] we say that f € H(M) is topologically stable
if for all € > 0 there is 0 > 0 such that if deo(f, g) < ¢ then there is a continuous map h: M — M
such that d(h, Iy;) < ¢ and fh = hg as in the next diagram

M 2 M

o]

M T> M
Remark 6.10. In [23] Z. Nitecki proved that structurally stable C! diffeomorphisms are topologically
stable. Notice that topological stability is invariant under conjugacy, thus any homeomorphism
conjugate to a structurally stable diffeomorphism is topologically stable. These are the only examples
of topologically stable homeomorphisms on closed manifolds known by the author. Walters [28]
proved that topologically stable homeomorphisms of closed manifold have the shadowing property.

Proposition 6.11. If f admits a shift-invariant shadowing map then it is topologically stable.

Proof. Let Shy: M(f,8) — M be a shadowing map for f and take ¢ > 0. By the continuity of

Shy there is v > 0 such that d(z,y) < v implies d(Sh;(x),Shy(y)) < ¢ for all z,y € M(f,3). By

Corollary 2.11 there is 6 > 0 such that deo(f, g) < 0 implies d(orby(p), orbs(p)) < v for all p € M.
Suppose that deo(f, g) < 0 and define h: M — M as h(p) = Shy(orby(p)). We have

deo(h, Idar) = sup d(h(p), p) = sup d(Shy(orby(p)), p)
= sup d(Shy(orb,(p)), Shy(orbs(p))) < e.

peEM
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We know that & is continuous by the continuity of Shy and Corollary 2.11. We have that fh = hg
because Shy satisfies (22). We proved that f is topologically stable. O

6.3. Recurrence. Given p,q € M and o > 0 we write p ~ ¢ if there are a-orbits of f such that
To=p,x1,..., 2, =qand ¢ = yo,y1,...,y = p. If p~ ¢ for all &« > 0 we write p ~ ¢q. The chain
recurrence set of f is defined as

R(f)={pe M:p~p}.
A point p € M is wandering if it has a neighborhood U such that f"(U)NU = for all n > 1. The
set of non-wandering points is denoted as (f). In general Q(f) C R(f) and the equality holds if f
has shadowing. A d-orbit = is periodic if there is n > 1 such that x;,,, = x; for all 1 € Z (i.e. it is

periodic by the shift homeomorphism). In [8] N. Aoki proved that if f has the shadowing property
then the restriction of f to the non-wandering set has shadowing too.

Proposition 6.12. If f admits a shift-invariant shadowing map Shy: M(f,8) — M then:
(a) R(f) = clos(Per(f)).

(b) flac has a shift-invariant shadowing map.

Proof. (a). Take p € R(f) and ¢ > 0. Take v > 0 such that if x € M(f,v) then Shy(x) is an
e-shadow of x. As p is chain recurrent, there is a periodic y-orbit z with ¢y = p. If n is the period
of z (by the shift) then Shy(z) = Sh¢(c™(x)) = f"(Shy(x)), thus Shy(x) is a periodic point. Since
q = Shy(x) is an e-shadow of x we have that d(q, z9) = d(¢,p) < € and ¢ is periodic for f. We proved
that R(f) C clos(Per(f)). As the other inclusion holds for any homeomorphism the proof ends.

(b). For this proof we follow [8] (in fact with our hypothesis the argument is simpler). As explained

in that paper, there are finitely many equivalence classes of 2 and each class is closed and f-invariant.
Let A, ..., A be the equivalence classes of 2. Take 6, = inf{d(A;,4;) : 1 <i<j <k} >0and
a > 0 such that a < min{0d, d; }. Define
QL (f,a) = {z € M(f,a): x; € Q(f) for all i € Z}.
We will show that Shy(z) € Q(f) for all z € Q%(f, «). For z € Q%(f, a) notice that there is a class

A; containing z; for all ¢ € Z. For any n > 1 we have z_, L x, and there is a periodic §-orbit 2"
such that z]' = z; for all |i|] < n. We have that Shy(z") is a periodic point, thus Sh¢(z") € Q(f).
Since 2" — x as n — oo, we conclude that Shy(x) € Q(f) and the proof ends. O

6.4. Bracket with uniform contraction. In §5.1 we considered brackets with hyperbolic contrac-
tion. We can prove that the bracket induced by a shift-invariant shadowing map satisfies a weaker
condition.

Definition 6.13. An L-bracket has uniform contraction if for all € > 0 there is m > 1 such that

d(f"(lp, ql), f"(9)) <,
d(f"(pa), f"(p) <e¢

for all n > m.
Remark 6.14. The brackets with hyperbolic contraction defined in §5.1 have uniform contraction.
Proposition 6.15. The bracket induced by a shift-invariant shadowing map has uniform contraction.

Proof. As explained in §6.1.2 the shift homeomorphism has a hyperbolic bracket, i.e. for z,y €
we have d,(o”([z,y]),0"(y)) = p*ds(z,y) for all n > 0 and d (o "([z,y]),0 "(z)) = p"d,(z,
for all n > 0. Recall that this bracket is defined from M x M to M. On M we define D, qlm
Shy(cony(p,q)). As Shy is uniformly continuous there is 6 > 0 such that if dy(z,y) < & then

d(Shy(z),Shf(y)) < e. Take m > 1 such that p™ diam(M) < 6 whenever n > m. For n > m we have

s =

ds(0"(orby(q)), 0" (cong(p, q))) < p" diam(M) < &
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and applying Sh; we conclude

e > d(Shy(o"(orby(q)), Shy (" (cons(p, q))))
= d(f"(Shy(orbs(q))), f"(Shy(cony(p, q))))
=d(f"(q), f"([p,q]))

and the proof ends. O

7. TOPOLOGICAL HYPERBOLICITY

This section is about shadowing maps and brackets for expansive homeomorphisms. In §7.1 we

consider dynamically-invariant shadowing maps. In §7.2 we consider shadowing maps for topolog-
ically hyperbolic homeomorphisms. In §7.3 we study Ruelle’s set of axioms for Smale spaces and
topological hyperbolicity.
7.1. Dinamically-invariant pseudo-orbit maps. Abusing of the notation we consider f: M —
M as f(z); = f(x;) for all i € Z. By continuity, for all € > 0 there is § > 0 such that if z is a
d-orbit then f(z) is an e-orbit. A map Shy: M(f,e) = M is dynamically-invariant if fShy =Shy f
on M(f,0).

Example 7.1. The projection Sh¢(z) = z is dynamically-invariant. This is because

f(Shy(x)) = f(zo) = Shy(f(2)).

Thus, the homeomorphisms with h-shadowing considered in §3.3 have a dynamically-invariant shad-
owing map. This also allows us to conclude that there are dynamically-invariant pseudo-orbit maps
which are not shadowing maps (any homeomorphism without the h-shadowing property).

As we mentioned in §1 topologically hyperbolic homeomorphisms have a dynamically-invariant
shadowing map (which in addition is shift-invariant).

7.2. Standard expansivity. Recall that f is ezpansive if there is &€ > 0 such that if p # ¢, p,q € M,
then there is i € Z such that d(f*(p), f(q)) > &.

Definition 7.2. A bracket is f-invariant if f([p,q]) = [f(p), f(q)] when both sides are defined.

Proposition 7.3. If f admits a dynamically-invariant bracket with uniform contraction then f is
expansive.

Proof. Take £ > 0 such that d(p, q) < & implies d(p, [p, q]) < 0 and d(p, [q, p]) < §. We will show that
¢ is an expansivity constant.

Suppose that d(fi(p), fi(q)) < & for all i € Z. Let p; = fi(p), ¢; = f'(q) and 7; = [p;, ¢;] for all
i € Z. From the f-invariance we know that f'(rq) = r;.
Given ¢ > 0 consider m from the uniform contraction property. Thus we have

d(f™(q), ["(ri)) <e
d(f (i), [T (re)) <e
for all i € Z. For i = —m in the first inequality we have
d(q,7m0) = d(qo,70) = d(f™(q=m), [T (r_m)) < €.

As ¢ is arbitrary we conclude ¢ = rg. Analogously, for ¢ = n in the second inequality we conclude
p =19 and p = q. Thus, £ is an expansivity constant for f. O

Corollary 7.4. If f admits a shadowing map which is dynamically-invariant and shift-invariant then
f s expansive.

Proof. By Proposition 6.15 there is a bracket with uniform contraction. Thus, the result follows from
Proposition 7.3. U

The following result is essentially known.

Theorem 7.5. The following are equivalent:
(1) f is topologically hyperbolic,
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(2) f admits a shadowing map which is shift-invariant and dynamically-invariant.

Proof. (1 — 2). Let « be an expansivity constant for f and take 0 such that every ¢ pseudo orbit is
5-shadowed. From the expansivity we have that if p, ¢ §-shadow a pseudo orbit z then p = ¢. This

defines a map Shy: M(f,0) — M as Sh¢(x) = p where p is the unique point that §-shadows w.

We will show that Shy is a shadowing map for f by checking the definition. Given p € M let
q = Shy(orbs(p)). From expansivity we conclude that p = ¢. To prove that Shy is equivariant take
x,y € M(f,0) such that y; = x4, for all i € Z and let p = f(Shy(z)) and ¢ = Shy(y). Then
d(f'(f(p), i) < a/2 for all i € Z and d(f(q),v;) = d(f*(q),xi+1) < «/2 for all i € Z. This
implies d(f(p), f'(¢)) < a and p = ¢ from expansivity. Thus, Sh; is equivariant.

It remains to show that Sh; is continuous. Suppose that 2™ — y in M(f,§) and Shy(z") =7, — p
and Shy(y) = ¢. Since Shy(z™) = r, we have d(f*(r,),27) < a/2 and the continuity of f implies
d(f(p),vi) < a/2 for all i € Z. Also, since Shy(y) = ¢ we have d(f*(q),y;) < «/2 for all i € Z. Thus
d(f(p), f'(q)) < a, and the expansivity of f implies p = q. We conclude that Sh; is continuous.
The invariance properties were explained in §1.

(2 — 1). The expansivity follows by Corollary 7.4. The shadowing property is a consequence of
Proposition 3.2. U

7.3. Ruelle’s bracket. We follow [25, §7.1] concerning what D. Ruelle called Smale spaces. He
stated two sets axioms that will be recalled in detail. The first set is topological, as it does not
involve any dynamics. For € > 0 given consider a function [-,]: A, — M satisfying:
(SS1.1) [-, -] is continuous and [p,p] = p for all p € M,
(SS1.2) [[p,q],7] = [p,7], [p, g, 7]] = [p,r] when the two sides of these relations are defined.

As explained in [25, §7.1] these conditions implies a local product structure. Indeed, if for 6 > 0
small we define:

Vo(0) ={r=Ip, M :d(p,7) <6,d(p,q) < ¢},
VE(©S) = {r=gp € M :d(p,r) <6,d(p,q) < €},

then
[ ]2 Vo (0) x V7 (0) = M
is a homeomorphism onto a neighborhood of p.?

Again, these axioms may not be related to any dynamics. But they can be dynamically defined
as when considering canonical coordinates, i.e., r = [p,q] is the point of intersection of the local
stable set of ¢ and the local unstable set of p if f is an Anosov diffeomorphism (or any expansive
homeomorphism with shadowing). Another example of a bracket satisfying (SS1) (i.e., (SS1.1) and
(SS1.2)) is [p,q] = p for all (p,q) € A, (the projection on the first coordinate). Also the bracket of
the shift satisfies these axioms, recall §6.1.1.

Then Ruelle introduces the set of axioms (SS2) with hyperbolic dynamical meaning:

(SS2.1) f-invariance: f([p,q]) = [f(p), f(¢)] when both sides are defined and
(SS2.2) hyperbolic contraction of distances®: there is A > 1 such that:

d(f"(p), f*(q)) <A d(p,q) if ¢ € V,7(8),n >0,
d(f"(p), S (@) < A" d(p,q) if g € V7 (8),n = 0.

Ruelle define a Smale space as a compact metric space with a bracket and a homeomorphism
satisfying (SS1) and (SS2). In [25, §7.3] it is explained that for a Smale space the homeomorphism
is expansive and has shadowing. Thus, Ruelle’s bracket gives the canonical coordinates explained
before. In the mentioned proof of expansivity it is used (SS1.2). Let us show that expansivity and
(SS1.2) can be deduced from the other three axioms.

SRuelle’s definition of the sets Vpi(é) is slightly different as he assumes ¢ = [¢, p]. But assuming (SS1.2) it is easy to
see that our definition is equivalent to the original one. We introduce this change in order to reduce the dependence
of (SS1.2).

6As before, we changed this axiom. The one we give here is equivalent to the original one under the assumption of
the remaining axioms.
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Theorem 7.6. SS1.1 and SS2 implies expansivity and SS1.2.

Proof. The expansivity follows from Proposition 7.3. For the other part we suppose that ¢ is small
so that 49 is an expansivity constant. From (SS2.2) we see that [p,q] € Wg(q) N W¥(p). Thus,
Wi'([p, a]) € W35(p) and

[P, q], 7] € W5(r) N Was(p) C Was(r) N Was(p).

Also

[p, 7] € W5 (r) N W' (p) € Was(r) 0 Ws(p).
Since 44 is an expansivity constant we conclude that [[p, q], 7] = [p,r]. Analogously [p, [q,7]] = [p,7]
and (SS1.2) is proved. O

Remark 7.7. In order to complete Ruelle’s set of axioms we mention that in [25, §7.11] it is added
the condition:

(SS3) there is L > 0 such that d(z, [z,y]) < Ld(x,y).

It is known that every topologically hyperbolic homeomorphism admits a metric satisfying Ruelle’s
axioms, including (SS3), see [14,26]. Moreover, it is known that Dobysh’s metric [13] and a self-similar
hyperbolic metric [6] also satisfies L — 1 as d(z,y) — 0.

8. LEE’S CONTINUOUS SHADOWING

Following [20] we say that f is To-continuous shadowing if for all € > 0 there are § > 0 and a
continuous map R.: M(f,d) — M such that every J-orbit z is e-shadowed by R(x).

Remark 8.1. This is similar to the definition of shadowing map, however we remark that the map
R. depends on ¢ and it is not requiered that R.(orbs(p)) = p for p € M. It is clear that if Shy is a
shadowing map then we can consider the maps R. as restrictions of Shy to M (f,0) varying d. Thus,
the existence of a shadowing map implies the 7y-continuous shadowing property. In what follow
we study the To-continuous shadowing property to see whether or not it implies the existence of a
shadowing map.

As an orbit may not be shadowed by itself, it is natural to consider the map G.: M — M defined

as G¢(p) = R.(orbs(p)). We have some direct consequences:

(1) G, is continuous (as it is the composition of continuous maps),

(2) by definition, G.(p) € I'-(p) for all p € M and

(3) deo(Ge, Idy) — 0 as € — 0.
Proposition 8.2. If G. is a homeomorphism for some ¢ then R. = GZ' o R, satisfies:

(1) R. is a pseudo-orbit map, i.e.:

(a) R. is continuous,

(b) Ri(orbs(p)) = p for allp € M,
(2) R. 2e-shadows: d(f'(R.(z)),x;) < 2 for all i € Z and every §-orbit x.

Proof. As a composition of continuous functions, R. is continuous. Also
R (orbs(p)) = G (R(orby(p)) = G- (Ge(p)) =p
for all p € M. Finally,
d(f (BL(2)), z:) < d(f'(BL(2)), ['(Be(2))) + d(f*(Re(2)), 27)

and d(f'(R.(z)),z;) < e as R. e-shadows by definition. Also, since R.(z) = G.(R.(z)) and
G.(R.(z)) € T(R.(z)) we have d(f*(R.(z)), f{(R:(z))) < € for all i € Z. Thus d(f"(R.(z)),x;) <
e+eforallieZ. O

Remark 8.3. Proposition 8.2 means that if the maps R, induces homeomorphisms G,, for all € > 0,
then we can assume R.(orbs(p)) = p for p € M (taking R, instead of R.).

Next we show some conditions implying that the maps G. are homeomorphisms.
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Remark 8.4. If ¢ is an expansivity constant of f then G, is the indentity of M (in particular it
is a homeomorphism). This is because G.(p) € T'.(p) = {p}. But, assuming expansivity is too
strong, as it is easy to see that the maps R. would have to coincide on small pseudo orbits. That is,
R.,(z) = R.,(x) when both sides are defined.

For N > 1 we say that f is N-expansive if there is & > 0 such that I'¢(p) has at most N points, for
all p € M. This definition was introduced by C. Morales in [22]. For the proof of the next theorem
we need a lemma.

Lemma 8.5. If T: A — A is a surjective function such that every point is eventually N -periodic
(i.e. for alla € A there are 0 < i < j < N such that T(a) = T’(a)) then every point is periodic and
T is injective.”

Proof. First we show that any d € M is periodic with period at most N. As T is surjective there is
c € M such that TV (c) = d. Take 0 < i < j < N such that T%(c) = T?(c). Applying TV =% we have
d=T"(c) =T"(T"(c) = T"(T7(c)) = T""(T"(c)) = T"'(d).

To prove that T is injective suppose that T'(a) = T'(b) and take n,m > 1 such that 7"(a) = a and
T™(b) =b. If k =mn > 1 then T%(a) = a and T*(b) = b. We know that T"Ya) =T(a) =T(b) =
TH1(b). Applying T*~1 we obtain T*=Y(T**1(a)) = T 1(T* (b)), thus T?(a) = T?*(b) and a = b.
This proves that T is injective.

O

Theorem 8.6. If f is N-expansive, has the Ty-continuous shadowing property and M is a closed
manifold then f is topologically hyperbolic.

Proof. In general we know that G, is C%-close to the identity, and as M is a closed manifold, if ¢ is
small we have that G, is surjective (see [28]).

We know that G.(p) € I'(p) for all p € M. Thus GZ(p) € T'ne(p) for all n > 0. Suppose that
(N +1)e < & Then the set {p,Ge(p), G*(p),...,GY(p)} C T¢(p) has at most N points, for any
p € M. Thus, for some 0 < i < j < N we have Gé( ) = GJ( ). This means that every point is
eventually N-periodic for G.. Applying Lemma 8.5 for T = G. we conclude that G. is injective.
As it is continuous and bijective on a compact metric space its inverse is continuous and it is a
homeomorphism.

This proves that the maps G. are homeomorphisms for all £ sufficiently small. By Remark 8.3 we
can assume that the maps R, satisfies R.(orbs(p)) = p for all p € M.

Notice that N-expansivity implies cw-expansivity. If £ is a cw-expansivity constant we can suppose
that € < £/2 and we have that every J-orbit z is £/4-shadowed by R.(x). This allows us to apply
the techniques of the proof of Theorem 3.3 to conclude that f is expansive. U

Theorem 8.7. If f has the Ty-continuous shadowing property and M is totally disconnected then it
admits a shadowing map.

Proof. Since M is totally disconnected its copy in M, namely orb (M) C M, is totally disconnected
too. Take &, = 1/n and for each n > 1 fix a map R., defined on M(f,d,), with 4, — 0.

Define Uy = M(f,8) and for n > 1 take U, C U,_y N M(f,5/(n+ 1)) such that U, is open and
closed and contains the copy of M. We will define Shy: M(f,4) as follows. For z € orb(M) we must
define Shy(z) = xo (in order to satisfy Shy(orb(p)) = p for all p € M). For x € M(f,6) \ orbs(M)
there is a maximum n > 0 such that z € U,, and we define Sh¢(x) = R, ().

From the construction it is clear that Shy induces shadowing and that it is continuous on M(f,0)\
orbs(M). The continuity at = € orb;(M) follows from the fact that deo(Ge, Idpy) — 0ase — 0. O
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