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Abstract

We study planar flows without non-wandering points and prove sev-
eral properties of these flows in relation with their prolongational relation.
The main results of this article are that a planar (regular) wandering flow
has no generalized recurrence and has only two topological invariants:
the space of its orbits and its prolongational relation (or, equivalently,
its smallest stream). As a byproduct, our results show that, even in ab-
sence of any type of recurrence, the stream of a flow contains fundamental
information on its behavior.

1 Introduction

Very little is available in literature on the qualitative dynamics of flows without
non-wandering points. We call such flows wandering. Since in a compact space
every orbit has limit points, that are necessarily non-wandering, wandering flows
can arise only on non-compact spaces. In this article we study the simplest non-
trivial case of wandering flows, namely wandering flows on the plane. Notice
that these flows have no periodic orbits and no fixed points: each orbit goes to
infinity for both ¢ — +oo. In this article, we restrict our study to regular flows,
namely flows that are locally topologically equivalent to the flow of a constant
vector field.

This problem has been already addressed in literature in different but equiv-
alent forms. In [8, 9], Kaplan studied and classified regular families of curves
filling the plane, namely families of planar disjoint curves that are locally home-
omorphic to the family of parallel straight lines and whose union is the whole
plane. There are two natural ways to generate a regular family of curves filling
the plane: one is as the family of level sets of a continuous function without local
extrema (such functions are called pseudoharmonic in literature); the other is as
the family of orbits of a regular planar flow. Kaplan, based on previous results
by Whitney, showed that these three kinds of families are actually one and the
same:

Theorem A (Kaplan, 1940 [8]). Each regular family of curves filling the plane
is the family of level sets of a pseudoharmonic function.



Theorem B (Kaplan, 1948 [10]). For each regular family of curves filling the
plane R there is a homeomorphism of the plane onto the interior on the unit disc
D such that R is transformed in the family of level sets of a harmonic function
on D.

Theorem C (Whitney, 1933 [13], Theorem 27A; Kaplan, 1940 [§], Corollary to
Theorem 42). Every regular family of curves filling the plane is orientable and
1s the set of orbits of a reqular planar flow.

We say that a flow has a first-integral when there is a pseudoharmonic func-
tion H such that each orbit lies in a level set of H, namely H is constant over
every orbit. The results above imply the following important result.

Theorem D (Whitney, Kaplan). Every regular planar flow has a first-integral.

In [7], Haefliger and Reeb developed a theory of non-Hausdorff manifolds
and used it to classify planar (regular) foliations, which are the same thing as
regular family of curves filling the plane. By Theorem [C] this is the same as the
space of orbits of a regular flow on the plane. Their elegant approach can be
used to solve our problem but here, in order to keep technicalities at a minimum,
here we rather prefer using the Kaplan approach.

An important byproduct of our results is providing a first concrete example
of a claim made in [6] by the second author jointly with Jim Yorke. In that
article the authors study in some detail the “prolongation relation” and intro-
duce the concept of “stream” of a (semi-)flow, which are closed and transitive
relations containing the prolongational relation, and argue that these relations
are a concept more primitive than recurrent points and their generalizations
such as non-wandering points, generalized recurrent points and chain-recurrent
points. In this article we show that, although no point is recurrent or even just
generalized recurrent, and so recurrence plays no role, yet the non-wandering
relation (or, equivalently, the smallest stream) allows to distinguish between
topologically inequivalent flows.

In more detail, we prove the following main results. Let F' be a regular
planar flow. Then:

1. All prolongational limit sets of F' of order larger than 2 are equal to the
corresponding prolongational limit sets of F' of order 2 (Theorem [1} see

also Definitions and [2.10)).

2. F' does not have generalized recurrent points and, consequently, it has
a CY strict Lyapunov function (Theorem [2| and Corollary see also

Definitions and [2.21)).

3. F is completely characterized, modulo topological equivalence, by its fol-
lowing two topological invariants: the topology of its space of orbits and its
prolongational relation or, equivalently, its Auslander stream (Theore
and 3’, see also Definitions and and Proposition .



The article is structured as follows. In Section |2, we introduce the main
concepts and tools needed for our purposes. In Section [3] we go over general
properties of regular flows and provide several examples. Finally, in Section [4]
we provide a full classification of regular planar flows.

2 Basic definitions and properties

Throughout this article, we denote by X a metrizable locally compact connected
topological space and by F' a continuous-time flow on X, namely a continuous
map F : R x X — X such that F'(F*(z)) = F'*%(z) for all t,s € R and
FO(z) = z. In this section we go over some general property and tools relative
to flows.

Definition 2.1. Given a point p € X, the backward orbit, forward orbit
and orbit of p under F are the sets

Op(p) = {F'(p) : t < 0},

Op(p) = {F'(p) : t > 0},

Or(p) = Op(p) U O (p).
We call orbit space of F' the binary relation

Or ={(p.q) : ¢ € Of(p)}.

We call prolongational relation [3/ of F, denoted by Pr, the topological
closure of Op in X x X endowed with the product topology. If (z,y) € Pr, we
write T =p, Yy and we set

Downp, (p) = {¢:p =p, ¢} C X.

Sometimes we write that q is prolongationally downstream from p to say
that p =pp q.

From now on, we will denote by d a distance on X compatible with its
topology. All results in the remainder of the article will not depend on the
particular choice of d. The reader can verify that p =p, ¢ if and only if, for
every £ > 0, there is a  and ¢ > 0 such that d(z,p) < £ and d(F*(z),q) < e.

Example 2.2. Given z,y € S with x # y, denote by xy the closed arc that is
the closure of all points z such that x,z,y are in clockwise order. Consider the
flow F on S' which us three fized points, in clockwise order, p,q,r and where
every other point moves clockwise. Then x =p,. y if and only if either zy C pq
or xy C qr or xy C rp. For instance, p =p, q because one can jump from p to
a point x arbitrarily close to p and use the flow to get arbitrarily close to q. Let
now G be an extension of F' to the unit disc D so that every point of D, except
for the center of the disc, moves in a spiral that asymptotes to the unit circle.
In this case, x =p. y for any x,y € S' because from any x on the unit circle
one can jump to a spiral arbitrarily close to x and then use the flow to move on
the spiral arbitrarily close to any other point y on the unit circle.



Definition 2.3. We call w-limit set of p the set

wr(p) = {q : there is t,, — oo s.t. F'(p) — ¢}.
Analogously, we call a-limit set of p the set

ar(p) = {q: there is t, — —occ s.t. F'"(p) — q}.

The following two results illustrate some important relation between the
prolongation relation and limit sets.

Lemma 2.4 (De Leo and Yorke [6]). Let p =p, q. Then p =p, Of(q)Uwr(q).

Proposition 2.5 (De Leo and Yorke [6]). For every flow F, Pr is invariant
under the induced action of F on X x X given by F'(z,y) = (Ft(z), Ft(y)).
Moreover, for every p, the following holds:

1. Downp,.(p) is forward-invariant under F';
Douwnp,(p) D> Of(p) Uwr(p);
if wr(p) # 0, Ox(p) U Downp. (wr(p)) O Downp,.(p);

Douwnp, (p) = OFf(p) U Downp,(q) for all ¢ € O%(p).

e b

Prolongations and prolongational limit sets. As we show below, the pro-
longational relation can be defined also through the theory of prolongations,
developed by Ura [I1] and Seibert and Auslander [4]. In particular, the prolon-
gational limit set will play an important role in our study of planar wandering
flows.

Definition 2.6. Given points p,q € X and reals ¢,T > 0, a (e, T)-link from
p to q is a segment of trajectory {F'(z) : t € [0, 7]} such that:

1. d(p,x) <e;
2. d(q, F™(z)) < e;
3. r>T.

The first prolongation of p under F is the set D} (p) of all points q for
which, for every e > 0, there is a (g,T:)-link from p to q for some T. > 0. The
first prolongational limit set of p under F is the set AL.(p) of all points
q € DL(p) for which, for every e >0 and T > 0, there is an (g, T)-link from p
to q. Given A C X, we set DL(A) = UzeaDh(z) and AL(A) = UpeaAk ().

Proposition 2.7. For all p € X, the following hold:

2. Downp, (p) = OF(p) U Ak (p).



Proof. (1) We leave the proof to the reader. (2) Since Pr = Op, it follows
immediately that Downp, (p) D O%(p). Assume now that ¢ € DL(p) \ Of(p).
Then there is a sequence (pn,q,) — (p,q) such that g, € Of(p,), namely
qn = F'"(p,) for some t, > 0. We claim that t, — oo. If it weren’t so, indeed,
there would be a bounded subsequence t,, converting to some ¢ and so, by
continuity, g,, = F'* (p;,) — F'(p). Hence ¢ would lie in the forward orbit of
p, against the initial hypothesis. So ¢, — oo and therefore for each ¢ > 0 and
T > 0 we can find a n such that d(q,q,) < &, d(p,pn) < € and t,, > T, namely
q € Ak(p). O

Example 2.8. Continuing Ezample[2-3, denote by x any point in the interior
of pq. Let us show that AL(p) = pq. Indeed, p € AL (p) because it is a fived point
and so its very orbit is an (g, T.)-link from p to itself for every T.; x € AL(p)
because, by choosing € > 0 small enough, it can take an arbitrarily large time
to reach x from a point in pq within € from p; finally, q € AL(p) because from
x it takes an arbitrarily large time to get arbitrarily close to q. On the other
side, AL (z) = {q} since it takes a finite time to get from x to any other point

y in the interior of zq. Similarly happens in case of qr and rp. On the other
side, Ai(x) = S for each x € S'. Hence, while AL(AL(x)) = AL(x) for
each x € S', we have that A%L(A%(p)) = pr and AL(Ak(z)) = qr for each x
in the interior of qr. Notice that AL(AL(AL(p))) = S' and, more generally,
AL(AL(AL(AL(z))) =S for each z € S!.

As the example above shows, in general AL(AL(z)) # AL(x). Throughout
the article we use the following notation:

/—’k%
ApF(@) = AL(..(AL(x)...), k=12,3,....

Example 2.9. Consider the flow on X = [0,1] that keeps fized all points
1
Tp=1——,neN,
n

and moves rightwards every other point. Then

A}; (zﬂ) = [xn,yxn+1] ,n € N
and

Ag(2) = {xni1} for each x € (2, 7,41),n € N.

In particular, A};k(O) = [0, 2g41] -

Notice that, in the example above, the point 1 is not in AY*(0) for any k € N
but the right endpoints of A**¥(0) converge to 1 as k — oco. This justifies the
following definition.

Definition 2.10. The second prolongational limit set of p under F is the
set A%.(p) of all points q for which there are sequences p,,q, € X and k, € N
such that:



1. Pn — D5
2. qn — g5
3. qn € AR (pn).

We define inductively the prolongational limit set of any given ordinal number
« in the following way. Suppose that Afﬂ(p) is defined for all p < o and let us

use the notations A%(A) = UIGAA[;,(:L’) and

k
——

AZE(p) = A (.. (AS(p)...), k=1,2,....

Then, if o is a successor ordinal, the a-th prolongational limit set of p under
F is the set A% (p) of all points q for which there are sequences pn,qn, € X,
k., € N such that:

1. pp — p;
2. qn — q;
3. qn € ATV (py).

If a is a limit ordinal, the a-th prolongational limit set of p under F is the
set A%(p) of all points q for which there are sequences pp,q, € X, k, € N and
ordinals B, < a such that:

1. pn = p;
2. qn = q;
71,7kn
3. qn € A[j“ (pn)

The second and a-th prolongations of p under F are defined analogously
by replacing A with D.

From the definition above it follows immediately that A% (p) O U ALF(p).
keN
Proposition 2.11 (Auslander,1963 [2]). The following holds for every ordinal
aandpe X:
1. Dgi(p) = Of(p) U A (p).
2. A%(p) (and so D%(p)) is invariant under F'.

Example 2.12. Continuing Example now we see that, while 1 & A;’k(O) for
any k € N, we have that 1 € A%.(0). Hence, A%(0) = [0,1] and A%(0) = A%(0)
for every ordinal o > 2. Similarly, for v € (Tp,Tnt1), A%(z) = [Tnt1,1] and
A%(z) = A%(x) for every ordinal o > 2.



In the example above, we say that the A% stabilize at 2. The example below
shows how to construct flows whose A% stabilize at any countable ordinal.

Example 2.13. Consider the flow F in Examples|2.9{2.19 and now add fixed

points so that, in each interval [Ty, Tni1], we repeat the structure of the fized
points of F in [0,1]. This means that in [0, %] we add the fized points x1, = 3,
m [%, %} the fized points x2, = % + % and so on. Every other point moves
rightwards. Denote this flow by G. By construction, loosely speaking, what was
for F a A' prolongational limit is for G a A? prolongational limit and so on.

For instance:

ALF(0) = [o, m’;“} k=1,2,...,

250 = [o.3].

AZF(0) = [0, 2544]
so that
A%(0) =[0,1].

Since, for this flow, all prolongational limit sets are subsets of the ones at
0, it follow that G stabilizes at 3, namely A%(z) = A% (z) for all « > 3 and
z € 10,1].

By repeating this trick any finite number of times, for each k > 3 one can
get a flow Gy, that stabilizes at k and such that A%(0) = [0,1]. Now one can use
these flows as follows. Set a flow Gy on [0, %], a flow Gs on [%, %] and so on. As
usual, every other point moves rightwards. Denote this flow by G, where w is
the first limit ordinal. Hence, A, (0) =0, 3], A?éi (0) = [0, 2] and, in general,
Agtl’”(()) = [0,241]. Then, AE_(0) = [0,1] so that, by the same arguments
used in the previous cases, G, stabilizes at w. If now one extends G, to a flow
on [0,k + 1] so that, on each interval [i,i+ 1], the flow restricts to G, then the
resulting flow stabilizes at w + k. If Gy, is extended to a flow on [0,2] so that
its restriction to [1,2] is again G, then the resulting flow stabilizes at 2w. If
G, is extended to [0,2] so that 2 is a fized point and on each [2 — %,2 — H%l],

i=1,2,..., the flow is Gy, then this flow stabilizes at w? and so on.

Definition 2.14. We denote by A% (p) the largest of the A%(p). We say F
is a flow of rank o« if « is the smallest ordinal such that A%(p) = A%(p) for
every p € X. Analogously, we denote by D% (p) the set Of(p) U A%k (p).

It turns out that are no flows of rank higher than wy, the first uncountable
ordinal:

Theorem E (Auslander and Seibert, 1964 [d]). For any flow F, A7 = A%..

We will show in Theorem [I] that every regular flow in the plane has rank
either 0, 1 or 2 and that AZ(p) = UneNA};’"(p) for every p € X.



Remark 2.15. The structure of the A“ highlighted by Theorem [E] is somehow
reminiscent of the Cantor-Bendizon rank of a closed set. In that case, one starts
with a closed set C and sets C' = C, C* = (C*~1) (the Cantor-Bendizon
derivative of the set, namely the set minus its isolated points) if a is a successor
ordinal and C* = ﬂﬁ<aCﬁ otherwise. Then, it can be proved that, for every C,
there exists an ordinal v (called rank of C), smaller than the first uncountable
ordinal, such that CYtt = C7. Then, for every other a >, C* = C".

Definition 2.16. We say that p is a non-wandering point for F ifp € Ak (p).
We denote by NWE the set of all non-wandering points of F'.

Proposition 2.17. For every p € X, wr(p) Uar(p) C NWg.

Proof. Let q € wr(p). Then there is a sequence ¢, — co such that F'»(p) — q.
Hence, for every £ > 0 there is a k > 0 such that d(q, F'**(p)) < € and, for every
T > 0, there is a k' > k such that t;» > T and d(q, F'*'(p)) < €. In other
words, for every € > 0 and T > 0 there is an (g, T)-link from ¢ to itself, namely
q € AL(q), i.e. ¢ € NW. The same argument shows that ar(p) C NWpg. O

Proposition 2.18. For every p € X, Of(p) N AL(p) C NWk.

Proof. Let g € OF(p) N Ak(p). Then:
1. since ¢ € Of:(p), there is ty > 0 such that ¢ = F'(p);

2. since q € AL(p), for every > 0 there is a z within 1 from p and a t > 0
such that d(q, F*(z)) < n and t = oo as n — 0;

3. by the continuity of F'*, for every € > 0 there is p > 0 such that d(z,p) < n
implies d(F'z,q) < e.

We claim that ¢ € NWpg. Indeed, let £ > 0, choose n > 0 as in (3) above (if
1 > g, set n = ¢) and take a corresponding z as in (2) above. The orbit through
z passes within € from ¢, so there exists a z’ within ¢ from ¢ and a ' > 0 such
that d(q, F* (")) < e. Hence, ¢ € NWg. O

Proposition 2.19. Let G be the inverse flow of F, namely G'(p) = F~(p).
Then:

1. p=pr q if and only if q =pg p;
2. NWrp =NWg.
Proposition 2.20. For every flow F, NWg is closed and F-invariant.

Proof. Let z,, be a sequence of non-wandering points of F' converging to some
Z € X. Note that, given any point y closer to Z than ¢, every (e, T')-link from y to
itself is also a (2e, T')-link from Z to itself. Hence, since there are points of NWr
arbitrarily close to z, this implies that NWp is closed. Now, let x € NWr. We
claim that, as a consequence of the continuity of F, (9} () € NWpg. Indeed,
given any 7 > 0, for every ¢ > 0 there is n > 0 (depending on 7) such that



d(z,y) < n implies that d(F7z,F7y) < €. We can assume without loss of
generality that n < e. Hence, given a (n,T)-link ¢ from z to itself starting at y
and ending at F7y, so that d(z,y) < n and d(z, FTy) < n, we have that F™ o/
is a (¢, T)-link from F7x to itself starting at F7y and ending at F7*7y. Since
such a link exists for every € > 0,7 > 0, it follows that F"x € NWg. Finally,
since F7 is invertable for every 7, NWp also contains the backward orbit of
each point and so it is invariant. O

Recurrence and Lyapunov functions. It turns out that there is a strong
relation between non-wandering points and Lyapunov functions, as defined be-
low.

Definition 2.21. We say that L € C°(X) is a Lyapunov function for F if,
for allz € X, y € Of(x) implies L(x) > L(y), namely L is non-increasing on
each orbit. We say that L is a strict Lyapunov function for F if y € O}(x),
y # x, implies L(x) > L(y). We denote by Lp(X) the set of Lyapunov functions
of F.

Definition 2.22. We say that a binary relation D on X is a quasi-order if
it is reflexive and transitive. We say that a quasi-order E is an extension of
D if ED> D. We say that D is a F-stream (or simply a stream, when there
is no ambiguity) if D is a transitive and topologically closed extension of Pp.

Proposition 2.23. The relation
Ap ={(z,y) : L(x) > L(y) for all L € Lp(X)}
is the smallest F-stream.

Proof. Let us prove first that Ag is a F-stream. First of all, A is closed, since
it is defined by a closed relation on continuous functions. Moreover, O C Ap
by the very definition of Ar. Hence, Ar D Op = Pr. The reader can verify
that Ap is both reflexive and transitive, so it is a closed extension of Pg.
Finally, suppose that there is a stream D strictly smaller than Agr. Then
there must be at least a pair (x,y) such that L(z) > L(y) for all L € Lp(X)
and (z,y) ¢ D. By Lemma A in [6], there is a function K € C°(X) such
that K(2') > K(y') for each (2’,y’) € D and K(z) < K(y). This leads to a
contradiction: since D D Op, then K € L (X), but then, by the very definition
of Ap, (z,y) cannot belong to Ap, against the initial hypothesis. O

The smallest stream was first considered by the first author in [2], which is
why we also call it the Auslander stream. Notice that, since Ap is a transitive
extension of Pr then, when P is transitive, Ap = Pp.

Example 2.24. Let F be the flow of the ODE 2’ = |sin(nz)| on X = R.
Denote by n, the smallest integer with n, > x. Then, under F, every point
with integer coordinate is fized while every other point x moves monotonically
rightwards and asymptotes to n,. Then Op(x) = [z,n,) and, for e > 0 small
enough, any (e,T)-link from x to y satisfies the following relation: n, — 1 <



r—e < FT(2)+¢ < ng+e. Hence, Downp,.(z) = [x,n,]. Since Ar is transitive
and contains Pr, it follows immediately that Downy, (x) = [z, 00).

Prolongational sets and Ap. Next result shows the relation between the
smallest stream and the prolongational relation.

Theorem F (Auslander, 1963 [2]). Downa,. (p) = D3 (p).

Definition 2.25. We write © =4, vy if (z,y) € Arp. We say that = is a
generalized recurrent point if either x is fized or there is a y # x such that
T =Ap Yy and y =4, x. We denote by Ap the set of all generalized recurrent
points of F.

Notice that, as Pr C Apr, we have also that NWgr C Af.
Proposition 2.26 (Auslander, 1963 [2]). The following are equivalent:

1. z € Ap.

2. x € A% (x) for some ordinal .

3. Op(x) C D%(x) for some ordinal c.

4. F'(z) € D%(z) for some ordinal c.

5. D%(x) = A% (x) for some ordinal «.

The following result gives a characterizations of Ar in terms of Lyapunov
functions.

Theorem G (Auslander, 1963 (Thm. 2in [2])). There is a function L € Lr(X)
such that:

1. p € A if and only if L is constant on Op(p);
2. ifp & Ap, then L(p) > L(F*(p)) for each t > 0.

Wandering flows. The focus of this article is on flows for which every point
is wandering, as defined below.

Definition 2.27. We say that F is wandering if NWp = ().

Recall that every recurrent point is non-wandering. Hence, given a wander-
ing flow F, for any sequence x, — x and t,, — oo, there cannot be any con-
verging subsequence of F'n(x,) (if any) that converges to z. When w(x) # 0,
for every sequence t, — oo the sequence F*»(z) has converging subsequences
(to some point of w(x)). When F is wandering, though, w(z) = 0 for each
x and we expect that, given generic sequences t, — oo and z,, — x, the se-
quence F''*(x,,) has no converging subsequence. For instance the example below
shows that, even when F'(z,) converges (to some point in AL(z)), there are
sequences T, with 7, — oo and 7, < t,, such that no subsequence of F™ (z,,)
does converge.

10



Example 2.28. Consider the complete vector field £(z,y) = (2y,1—y?) and set
p=(0,-1), ¢ = (0,1). Denote by F¢ the flow of £&. Then q € A}Js (p). Indeed,
let p, = (0, —1) and t,, =In(2n — 1). Then

2,

et +2n—1 et —(2n —1)
2n et +2n —1

Fl(pn) = (21n

and, for n — oo, we have that p, — p, t, — co and Fg" (pn) = (0,1— 1) = q.
Now, set 1, = %ln(?n —1). Then 1, = o0 and 7, < t,, but the sequence

2n —1
an (pn) = (ln 75 O>
has no converging subsequence.

We show below that being wandering is inherited by inverses, factors and
products.

Definition 2.29. A flow G on a topological space Y is a factor of F' if there
is a continuous, surjective and equivariant map ¢ : X — 'Y, namely ¢(F(x)) =
G (p(x)) for every t € R. The flow F is called an extension of G.

Proposition 2.30. The following holds:
1. The inverse of a wandering flow is wandering.
2. Any extension of a wandering flow is wandering.
3. The product of wandering flows is wandering.

Proof. (1) The non-wandering set NWp is invariant under F' and therefore also
under F~ !, so NWp = NWp-1.

(2) Assume that the flow G on Y is a factor of F. Then, if z € NWp,
we have that ¢(x) € NWg. Hence, if G is wandering, necessarily F' must be
wandering.

(3) Both F and G are factors of F' x GG, so this is a corollary of (2). O

A factor of a wandering flow is not necessarily wandering. For instance, any
factor G acting on a compact Y has a non-empty non-wandering set, whether
its extension F' is wandering or not. Below we present a necessary condition for
G to be wandering.

Proposition 2.31. Let the flow G on Y be a factor of F with equivariant map
¢: X — Y. A necessary condition for G to be wandering is that, if ¢ € X and
t, — oo is such that Ftn(x) — 2', then ¢(x) # ¢(2').

The following relations between orbits, limit sets and prolongational limit
sets are fundamental for our article.

Proposition 2.32. Let F be a wandering flow. Then, for all p:

11



1. OF(p) N Ap(p) = 0;

2. wr(p) = ar(p) =0.
Proof. Case (1) is an immediate consequence of Proposition Case (2) is an
immediate consequence of Propostion [2.17] O

Corollary 2.33. Each orbit of a wandering flow is unbounded for both t — +o0
and t — —oo.

3 Regular planar flows

Our ultimate goal is classifying wandering flows according to the following equiv-
alence relation.

Definition 3.1. Two flows F,G on X are locally topologically equivalent
if, for every p, there is an open neighborhood U, C X of p and a homeomorphism
¢p : Up = X such that, for every g € Up, ¢p(Or(q)NUp,) C Oc(¢p(q)). We say
that F' and G are topologically equivalent if there exists a homeomorphism
of X that sends orbits of F in orbits of G and preserves the orientation of the
orbits.

Regular flows. A full topological classification of flows is in general highly non-
trivial unless one poses some suitable restriction. In this article, we consider the
case of reqular flows as defined below.

Definition 3.2. We say that F' is regular if it is locally topologically equivalent
to the flow of a constant vector field.

Example 3.3. The flow F of a C* vector field & without zeros is C* regular.
This is an immediate consequence of the Rectification Theorem (e.g. see [1]),
stating that, in the neighborhood of any point where £(p) # 0, there is a C dif-
feomorphism mapping € into a constant vector field. Given any homeomorphism
of the plane ¢, the flow Fé =¢ loFtogis CO regular.

Proposition 3.4. Let F be a regular planar flow. Then F is wandering.

Proof. By hypothesis, F' cannot have fixed points or periodic orbits. By the
Poincaré-Bendixon theorem, this means that NWpr = 0. O

Regular flows and foliations. By Corollary [2.33] each orbit of a regular flow
is unbounded for ¢ — +o00. Hence, each regular flow determines a family of
continuous open curves that go to infinity at both ends and whose union is the
whole plane.

Definition 3.5. By foliation of the plane we mean a family of continuous
planar curves with the following properties:

1. for every a € F, a goes to infinity at both ends;

12
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Figure 1: An example of a family of continuous mutually disjoint curves filling
the plane. No point on s, has a neighborhood where the family is topologically
equivalent to a family of parallel straight lines.

2. for every o, B € F, either ao= 3 of anNf =0;

3. U a = R?;

aEF

4. F is locally homeomorphic to a family of parallel lines.

Proposition 3.6. The set of orbits of any regular flow F on the plane defines
a foliation of the plane.

Proof. We need to show that the set of all orbits of F' satisfies the three points
of Definition Points (1) and (2) hold by the definition of flow. Point (3)
follows from the regularity of F'. O

Next example shows the importance of requiring flows to be regular.

Example 3.7. Consider the family of curves F in Figure[l. Outside of soo, a
consistent orientation can be given to each curve of F so that each of them is the
orbit of a flow. On the other side, any vertical line segment through any point
of seo meets all curves sy for k large enough. Hence, arbitrarily close to S,
there are orbits where points move in opposite directions. This implies that Soo
cannot be the orbit of a flow: every semiflow F having the curves in F \ {Sco}
as orbits, necessarily has each point of s as a fixed point. In particular, F is
not the family of orbits of a regular flow.

Inseparable orbits and separatrices. The quotient topology of the space of
orbits plays a fundamental role in the classification of flows. This topology is
non-Hausdorff except for the trivial case of flows topologically equivalent to the
flow of a constant vector field, which justifies the following definition.

Definition 3.8. A4 set A C X is saturated if p € A implies that Or(p) C A.
We say that an orbit s; of F' is inseparable from another orbit of F' s # s1 if,

13
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Figure 2: An example of a flow with a non-closed set of separatrices. Separa-
trices are painted in blue, cyan and red. Orbits that are not separatrices are
painted in green.

for every saturated neighborhoods Uy of s1 and Uz of sy we have that UyNUs # (.
In this case, we say that s1 and so are separatrices for the flow F. We denote
by S the set of all separatrices of F'.

As we show below, the notion of inseparability is strictly related to the
Auslander stream.

Proposition 3.9. A separatriz s; € Sg is inseparable from another separatrix
so € Sr if and only if, possibly after relabeling the two separatrices, for every
p € s1 and every q € so we have that p =p,. q.

Proof. Assume that s; is inseparable from sy # s; and let p € s; and every
g € so. Let J, (resp. Jy) be a segment passing through p and such that every
orbit of F' meets J, (resp. Jy) in at most one point — such segment always
exists because F' is regular — and denote by U (resp. V) the set of all orbits
that intersect U (resp. V). Since s; and s, are inseparable, s1 N sy # (). Hence,
for every € > 0 there is an orbit of F' that passes within € from s; and within &
from so. Hence, p =p, q. O

Notice that, for points p, ¢ belonging to distinct orbits, p =p, ¢ is equivalent
to ¢ € AL(p) and that the relation of “being inseparable from” is symmetric
but not transitive (e.g. see Ex. .

As shown in the example below, the set Sp is not necessarily closed.

Example 3.10. Consider the flow F whose orbits are sketched in Figure [3
Then Sp = U2 10, U2 s USs. Each pair sy, oy is a pair of inseparable sepa-
ratrices. The orbit so is not a separatriz but it the limit set of the separatrices
sk as k — oco. The orbits o), are diverging to infinity as k — oo. It is possible
to exploit the idea illustrated in Figure [ to produce exzamples of flows whose
separatrices accumulate on any finite or infinite countable number of orbits, in-
cluding the case of orbits that are dense in the plane. The first example of a

14



planar flow with separatrices dense on the plane was found by Wazewsk:i [12]
(see also [7] and [3]).

Definition 3.11. Let s1,so be distinct inseparable separatrices and let p € s1
and q € sa. If p =p, q we say that s1 precedes sz and we write s1 > S2, and
viceversa if ¢ =p, p.

The proposition below grants that the definition above does not depend on
the choice of p and gq.

Proposition 3.12. s; > sy if and only if z =p, w for every z € s; and w € ss.

Proof. Assume that s; > so. Then, by definition, there are p € s; and ¢ € s9
such that p =p, ¢. Let z € s and w € sy. There are four cases depending
on the relative positions of z and p and of ¢ and w. Given any € > 0, there
are neighborhoods Uy, U,, U, U,, such that every orbit in U, is within ¢ from
o for each oo = p, ¢, z,w. Then U, N U, is a neighborhood of s; and U, N U,
is a neighborhood of s3. Since s; and sy are inseparable, U, N U, N U, NU,, is
non-empty, namely there is an orbit that passes within € from both z and w.
Hence, z =p, w. O

Corollary 3.13. If Or(p) is not a separatriz, then Ak(p) = 0. If Op(p) is a
separatriz, then AL(p) is the union of all points belonging to all separatrices s
of F' such that Op(p) > s.

Notice that the first prolongation of a point on a separatrix s could be empty
as well, in case s does not precede any separatrix.

Proposition 3.14. Let p,q € X. Then q € A}?’k(p) if and only if there are
separatrices S1,...,Sk+1 of F such that:

1. p € S5
2. q € Sky1;
8. 8; > Sip1 foralli=1,... k.

Proof. For k = 1, this is just Def. Let now k = 2, namely assume ¢ €
A12(p). Then there exists 7 € X such that r € AL(p) and ¢ € AL(r). Hence,
Or(p),Or(r),Or(q) are separatrices and Op(p) > Op(r), Op(r) = Op(q).
The claim follows by induction. O

In the following examples we evaluate A* and rank (see Definition [2.14]) of
several smooth wandering flows. Throughout the examples, will denote by £¢H
the directional (Lie) derivative of the function H along the vector field £, namely

d

LeH (p) = at
t=0

(H o F{)(p),

where F{ is the (local) flow of £&. Notice that, if K’ € C*(X) is a strict Lyapunov
function for the flow of a continuous vector field £, then £, K > 0 at every point.

15
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Figure 3: (left) Sketch of the flow F' of the vector field £(x,y) = (2y,1 — y?).
The two separatrices of F' are painted in blue. (right) Sketch of a flow F with
four separatrices, painted in blue.

Example 3.15 (A trivial example). Consider the flow F' of the vector field
&(z,y) = (1,0) on R2. Notice that £cH (z,y) = 0 for H(x,y) =y, correspond-
ing to the fact that each orbit of F is a horizontal straight line. The function
K(z,y) = x is a C¥ strict Lyapunov function for F. In this case, there are no
separatrices, so that:

1. Ay (p) =0 for every p;
2. rank(F) =0;
3. PF = .AF = OF,'
4. NWp = Ap = 0.
Example 3.16 (A case with two separatrices). Let F be the C* flow of

the C* wector field £(x,y) = (2y,1 — y?) on R?, sketched in Fig. @(left).
Notice that L¢H (z,y) =0 for H(z,y) = (y* — 1)e”, so that

Or(z0,y0) C {(z,y) : H(z,y) = H(z0,Y0)}
This flow has precisely two separatrices, namely the lines sy = {y = £1}, with

s_ > 5y. Hence
0, pés;
Ak(p) =
Sy, DES—,

so that:
1. A%(p) = Ak(p) for each p € R?;
2. rank(F) =1;
3. Pr=Ar;
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4. NWF:AF:(Z).

Example 3.17 (A case with four separatrices). Let F' be the planar flow
whose orbits are sketched in Fig. @(right). In this case there are four separatrices
S1, 82, 83,84 and they are such that s1 > So, So > S3 and s3 > s4. Notice that -
18 not transitive and those above are the only relations between the separatrices.
In particular, s1 % s3 and so on. Hence

0, pé&siUsayUss;
S2, P € S1;
Ak (p) = ’
83, P € S2;
S4, P E S3
and
0, p & s1UszU s3;
SoUssUsy, p € sy
A% (p) =
s2 U s3, P € S2;
52, p € s3,
so that:

1. N%(p) = A%(p) for each p € R?;
2. rank(F) =2;

8. Pr C Ap;

4. NWp = Ap = (.

Example 3.18 (A first case with infinitely many separatrices). Let F' be
the flow of the C* vector field &(x,y) = (siny, cosy), whose orbits are sketched

in Fig. [§|(left).
Notice that L¢H(x,y) =0 for H(x,y) = €” cosy, so that

OF("EanO) - {(x7y) : H($7y) = H(CL‘myo)}.

The separatrices of this flow are the horizontal lines s, = {y = km + 7/2},
k € Z. The relations between the separatrices are the following:

S2n4+1 = S2n; S2n+1 7 S2(n+1)
for every n € Z. Hence

Ab(p) = {@’

S2(n+1) U Son,

p & sans1 for anyn € Z;
P € Sopy1 for somen € Z,

so that:

1. A%(p) = AL(p) for each p € R?;

17
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Figure 4: (left) Sketches of the flows of the vector fields £(x,y) = (siny, cosy)
(left) and &(z,y) = (siny, cos?y) (right). Their separatrices are painted in blue.

2. rank(F) =1;
4. NWp=Ap = 0.

Example 3.19 (A second case with infinitely many separatrices). Let

F be the flow of the C* wvector field £(x,y) = (siny, cos®y), whose orbits are
sketched in Fig. [{|(right).

Notice that £¢H (z,y) =0 for H(x,y) =secy — z, so that
OF(anyO) c {(way) : H(x)y) = H(m()vy())}'

Like in the previous example, the separatrices of this flow are the horizontal lines

sp ={y = km+7/2}, k € Z. The relations between the separatrices, though,
are quite different:

.= S 1> Sg - S1 ...

Hence
AL(p) = 0, p & sp for anyn € Z;
Sn+1, P E Sy for somen €7
and
0, p & sy for anyn € Z;
A2 = oo
r(p) U sm, DpE sy for somen €Z,
m=n-+1
so that:

1. A% (p) = A%(p) for each p € R?;
2. rank(F) = 2;
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3. Pr C Ar;
4. NWp=Ap = 0.

Next example shows that wandering flows can have generalized recurrent
points.

Example 3.20 (Two wandering flows on the cylinder). Flows of Exam-
ple [3.18 and Example [3.19 project to wandering flows on the cylinder, seen as
the quotient of the plane under the identification of all pairs (z,y),(z',y") with
x=a andy—1y € 2rZ. We denote these two flows by F1 and F». In both
cases there are exactly two separatrices, that we denote by s1 and sy using the
same naming of the corresponding planar examples (see Fig. . Notice that,
in the quotient, all odd-numbered separatrices are equivalent to s1 and all even-
numbered ones to ss.

In case of Fy, the flow brings points close to sy towards so from both sides

of s1. Hence,
sh={s hE
Consequently:
1. A% (p) = AR (p) for each p € R?;
2. rank(Fy) =1;
3. Pr, = Ap,;
4. NWp, = Ap, =0.

In the second case, on the contrary, points right below s, asymptote back to
s1 while points right above s1 asymptote to so. As a consequence,

®7 p¢81U52
AL (p) =< 52, pEs

$1, PE S2
and
B0~ VERD

so that:

1. A%, (p) = AL (p) for each p € R?;

2. rank(F') = 2;

3. Pr, C Ar,;

4. NWg, = 0;

5. Ap, = s1Usa.
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4 Regular flows on R?

In this section, we restrict to the case X = R? and F will denote a
regular planar flow. This case enjoys the following particularly strong and
crucial property:

Proposition 4.1. A flow F on R? is wandering if and only if the complement
of each orbit of F' in R? is a pair of non-empty connected and simply connected
open sets.

Proof. Since F is wandering, no orbit of F' can be entirely contained in any
disc of finite radius, namely each orbit is unbounded for both ¢ — +oco and
t — —oo. Hence, each orbit « is the stereographic projection of a continuous
loop 4 on the 2-sphere. By Jordan’s curve theorem, 4 divides the sphere into two
simply connected components. Inversely, assume that each orbit of F' divides
the plane into two open non-empty simply connected components. Then there
F has neither periodic orbits nor fixed points so that, by the Poincaré-Bendixon
theorem, under F' each point is wandering. O

In other words, any orbit v divides its complement into two sets (“sides”) so
that, if x and y are not on the same side, every path from x to y intersects nec-
essarily 7. Since every two distinct orbits are disjoint, this means in particular
that every orbit of F' besides « lies entirely in either one of those two sets.

Definition 4.2. Let «, 8 be two distinct orbits of F. We denote by Ay (8) the
component of R?\ a containing 3 and by A (B) the other one. Moreover, we set
On,5 1= As(B) N Ag(a). We say that v separates o from (8 if  C AZ(B).

Notice that
AL(B)UaUAL(B) = R?

and
R2(B) U O s UR(a) = B
for every distinct o and S and that, in both cases, the unions are disjoint.
The reader can verify the following claim.

Proposition 4.3. For all orbits «, 3, the sets Ay(B), AL(B) and Oy 5 are
saturated.

In order to keep the notation light, for a saturated set A we will use the
same symbol to denote the set of all orbits contained in A and to denote the set
of all points on those orbits. So, given an orbit v in A, if we write that v € A
we are considering A as a collection of orbits while if we write v C A we are
considering v and A as sets of points.

Definition 4.4 (Kaplan, 1940 [8]). Let F be a foliation. Given any three mu-
tually distinct orbits of F denoted by «, 8,7, we write «|B|y if § separates «
from ~y. Otherwise, we write o, 8,7|" if there is a closed loop £ positively ori-
ented and intersecting each orbit at a single point; similarly, we write |, 8,7|™
if the orientation of ¢ is negative (Theorem 22 in [8] grants that these cover all
possible positions of a triple of distinct orbits in a reqular planar flow).
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Example 4.5. Consider the flow in Figure[3. Then the orbits s1,s2,53 are in
the chordal relation s1]sa|s3. Consider now the flow in Figure @ and let v be
any orbit between sy and s—. Then those three orbits are in the chordal relation

|5—7775+|+'

Kaplan extracted from the topology of planar foliations the following set of
axioms.

Definition 4.6 (Kaplan, 1940 [§]). A chordal system is a set E endowed
with two ternary relations on triplets of mutually distinct elements a,b,c € F,
denoted by alblc and |a,b,c|T, and satisfying the following azioms:
Axiom 1: Either alblc or b|c|la or c|alb or |a,b,c|t or |a,c,b|T.
From now on, we use the notation |a,b,c|™ to denote |a,c,b|t and write
la,b,c|™ to say that either |a,b,c|t or|a,b,c|™.
Axiom 2.1: a|blc <= cl|bla.
Axiom 2.2: |a,b,c|t” < |b,c,a|T.
Axiom 3.1: |a,b,c|",|a,c,d|T = |a,b,d|",|b,c,d|T.
Axiom 3.2: |a,b,c|*, albld = |a,d,c|*, c|b|d.
Axiom 3.3: a|blc, blc|d = alb|d, alc|d.
Axiom 3.4: At most two of the relations bla|c, bla|d and c|a|d can hold.

The following proposition shows that these axioms completely characterize
the space of orbits of a regular planar flow.

Theorem H (Kaplan, 1940 [§], Theorem 25). The set of the orbits of a regular
flow on R? with the relations in Definition @ i a chordal system.

Proposition 4.7. Let s1, so two inseparable orbits of F. Then there is no orbit
v of F that separates s1 from so.

Proof. Suppose that v does separate s; from s. Then A, (s1) and AZ(s1) are
two disjoint saturated open neighborhoods of, respectively, s; and so, against
the hypothesis that s; and so are topologically inseparable. O

Corollary 4.8. Let s1,52 a pair of inseparable separatrices and v € Oy, ,.
Then either |s1,7, s2|* or |s1,7, 82|~

Definition 4.9. We say that a C° arc v : R — R? is everywhere transverse
to F if v does not intersect twice the same orbit of F.

Theorem I (Kaplan, 1940 [8], Theorem 29). Let two curves v1,72 be such that
there is an arc everywhere transverse to F' that intersects both v1 and 2. Then

v E 971’72 Zf and OTLly Zf 71|7|’YQ

Corollary 4.10. Let a be an orbit of F'. Then there is a saturated neighborhood
U of a such that, for every pair of distinct orbits v1,72 C U and v € ©,,, the
relation y1|y|ye holds.
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Proof. Since F is regular, every point has a neighborhood U where F' is topo-
logically equivalent to a linear flow. We can assume without loss of generality
that U is saturated. The orbits of each linear flow L are a bundle of parallel
lines and so L admits an arc which is everywhere transverse to L and cuts every
of its orbits. Hence, there is an arc that is everywhere transverse to F' and cuts
all orbits in U. Hence, the claim follows immediately by Lemma[ll O

Main result #1: planar regular flows have rank at most 2. We start
with a few preparatory statements.

Definition 4.11. By chain of inseparable separatrices of F' we mean a
finite sequence s1,...,sk of orbits of F' such that s; > s;41 fori=1,...,k—1.
We say that the chain starts at s1 and ends at sy.

Corollary 4.12. Let v be an orbit of F and let s1,...,S; be a chain of in-
separable separatrices of F such that s C Ai"y(sl). Then v = s; for some
i€{2,....,k—1}.

Proof. Assume that + is not one of the s;. Then there would be some iy €
{2,...,k — 1} such that s;,11 C AZ(s4,), contradicting Lemma O

Proposition 4.13. Let s1, so be two orbits of F' and let p € s1 and q € so. The
following two statements are equivalent:

1. There is a chain of inseparable separatrices of F' starting at s1 and ending
at sg.

2. q€ A},’k(p) for some integer k > 1.

Proof. This equivalence comes immediately form the definition of AL¥. O

Theorem 1. Let F be a regular flow on R?. Then A%L(p) = UkA}’k(p) and
A%(p) = AL(p) for all p € R%. In particular, rank(F) < 2.

Proof. 1t is enough to show that A%(p) = A%(p) for all p € R?. This is equiv-
alent to showing that infinite chains of inseparable separatrices do not have
accumulation points. We proceed by contradiction. So, suppose that ¢ € A% (p)
is a limit of an infinite sequence of inseparable separatrices. Then there are se-
quences ¢y, p, € R? and k,, € N such that ¢, — ¢, pn = D, ¢ = A};k" (pn) and
k, — oo. In particular, since k,, — oo, either ¢, # q or p, # p for almost all n.
In the argument below, we assume that ¢, # ¢ for almost all n. We denote by
an, and (B, the orbits of F' passing, respectively, through p,, and ¢, and by o and
[ the ones passing, respectively, though p and ¢. Hence, «,, — « and 3,, — .
We can assume without loss of generality that 3, “converges monotonically” in
the sense that 8,41 C Ag, (8) for all n. Since F is regular, there is a neighbor-
hood Uy of ¢ such that the restriction of F' to U, is topologically equivalent to
a linear flow. We can assume without loss of generality that U, is saturated.
Let now N > 0 be large enough that Sy € U;. We can assume without loss of
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generality that N is large enough that a,, o0 C Aj (8) for all n > N. Hence, in

1EkNt1

particular, any1 C Aj (Bn+1). Since, by hypothesis, gv+1 = Ap (pN+1),
this means that there is a chain of inseparable separatrices starting at ayi1
and ending at Syy1. By Corollary Bn must belong to this chain. In par-
ticular, there is a chain of inseparable separatrices starting at Sy and ending
at Bny1. Bach of these pairs, therefore, must be inside U,. This leads to a
contradiction: given any pair of separatrices si,s2 and v C Oy, ,, 51,7, s2|*
by Corollary .8 on the other side, s1,s2,7 C U, and so, by Corollary [£.10] -
s1|y]s2 for all v C Oy, s, -

Main result #2: each planar regular flow has a strict Lyapunov func-
tion. Example shows that a regular flow can have generalized recurrent
points. Next proposition shows that, nevertheless, this is not possible for planar
regular flows.

Theorem 2. Let F be a regular flow on R?. Then Ap =0, namely F does not
have generalized recurrent points.

Proof. Recall that A is the smallest closed quasi-order containing Pr and that
Ap is the set of all points p that either are fixed or for which there is another
point ¢ such that p =4, ¢ and ¢ =4, p. By Theorem |E| and Theorem |1} we
know that p = 4,. ¢ if and only if either ¢ is in the orbit of p or p belongs to some
separatrix s, g to some separatrix s’ and there is a finite chain of inseparable
separatrices s = ... = s’. Hence, in order for p to be generalized recurrent,
either p must be fixed or there must be a chain of (at least three) inseparable
separatrices starting and ending with s. This is impossible because, in a chain
S1 > S > ... > Sk, s1 and s lie in opposite sides with respect to s2, so that
Sk # S1- O

Corollary 4.14. Let F be a regular flow on R2. Then F admits a strict C°
Lyapunov function.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem [2] and Theorem [G} O

The result above complements Kaplan’s and Whitney’s Theorem [D} stating
that each regular planar flows has a first-integral. Main result #3: topo-

logical classification of regular planar flows. Let F' be a planar regular
flow. The set of all orbits of F' is a foliation of the plane. Planar foliations were
classified by W. Kaplan in [8], ] as a concrete case application of a more general
work of Whitney on families of curves. In his works, Kaplan refers to foliations
as families of curves filling the plane and uses an ad-hoc tool he names chordal
relations to prove his results. Here we will use some of these results to achieve
a consequent classification of our flows.

In Theorem 27 of [8], Kaplan shows that regular families of curves filling
the plane are classified by their chordal systems. Below, we restate his claim in
terms of our main objects of study.
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Definition 4.15 (Kaplan, 1940 []]). We say that two planar foliations are
equivalent if one is the image of the other under a homeomorphism of the
plane into itself. We say that they are o-equivalent if they are equivalent
under a orientation-preserving homeomorphism. Two chordal systems E1 and
E5 are isomorphic if there is a bijection ¢ : By — Fa such that |a,b,c|t if and

only if |¢(a), (), o(c)[* and alblc if and only if ¢(a)|$(b)|(c).

Theorem J (Kaplan, 1941). Let F1,F2 be two planar foliations with, respec-
tively, chordal systems Fy and Eo. Then Fi and Fa are o-equivalent if and only
if Ey is isomorphic to Es.

We will need also the following straightforward generalization of Theorem [J]

Definition 4.16. We say that two planar foliations are n-equivalent if they
are equivalent under a orientation-reversing homeomorphism. Two chordal sys-
tems F1 and Fo are anti-isomorphic if there is a bijection ¢ : E1 — FEs
such that |a,b,c|™ if and only if |é(a),d(b),d(c)|” and alblc if and only if
6(a) 9(b)|6(0).

Example 4.17. Let U : R?2 — R? be any homeomorphism of the plane that
switches the orientations, for instance V(x,y) = (z, —y). Given any foliation F
of the plane with chordal system E, denote by V. F the foliation of the images of
the leaves of F under ¥ and denote by V. E the corresponding chordal system.
Then the map ¢ : E — V. FE is an anti-isomorphism, since the image under ¥
of each positively oriented loop is a negatively oriented loop.

Corollary 4.18. Let F1, Fa be two planar foliations with, respectively, chordal
systems E1 and Es. Then F1 and Fo are n-equivalent if and only if Ey is
anti-isomorphic to Es.

Proof. Assume that F; and F5 are n-equivalent. Then each leaf in F5 is the im-
age of a leaf of 7 under a order-reversing homeomorphism ®. Hence, ® switches
the orientation of each loop and so |a, 8,v|" if and only if |®.«, ®.8, Puy| ™,
namely @, is an anti-isomorphism.

Assume now that there is a map ¢ : £ — FEs that is an anti-isomorphism
and let ¥ be an orientation-reversing homeomorphism of the plane. Denote by
F3 the planar foliation whose leaves are the images of the leaves of 5 under ¥
and by Fs5 the corresponding chordal system.

By construction, ¥ sends Then ¥, : EFs — Fs3 is an anti-isomorphism, by
the first part of this proof, and so the composition ®, 0 ¢ : £ — FE3 is a
chordal systems isomorphism. By Theorem [J] there is a orientation-preserving
homeomorphism WU’ that sends the orbits of F; into the orbits of F3. Hence,
the orientation-reversing homeomorphism (¥’)~! o ¥ sends the orbits of F; into
the orbits of F5, namely F; and F;, are n-equivalent. O

Next result does not appear in Kaplan’s articles nor, to our knowledge, in
literature but we do not consider it a major result of our work for the following
two reasons. First, it is a natural and elementary consequence of Theorem [J]and

24



Corollary Moreover, it is formulated in terms of chordal systems, while
we want to formulate our main results in terms of streams. For these reasons,
we index this theorem using letters, as we do for results already available in
literature.

Theorem J’. Let Fi,F2 be two planar foliations with, respectively, chordal
systems E1 and Eo. Then Fy is equivalent to Fo if and only if E1 and Ey are
either isomorphic or anti-isomorphic.

Recall that the non-wandering relation Pr induces the binary relation > on
the set of separatrices of F. Given the family of orbits of a flow F', we show
below (Proposition that the chordal relations are completely determined
by this binary relation. In turn, this will allow us to state our main result.

Theorem K (Kaplan, 1940 [§], Corollary to Theorem 30). Let o, be two
orbits of F' and assume that there is an arc everywhere transverse to F from
p € a to q € B. Then, there is an arc everywhere transverse to F from any
p € atoanyq € 8.

Definition 4.19. Let a, 8 be two orbits of F. We say that o is reachable
from 3 if there is a continuous arc from a point of a to a point of 5 that meets
at most once each orbit of F. We denote by ¥ the set of all orbits of F that
are reachable from o. We convene to include o in X,.

Example 4.20. Consider the flow whose orbits are sketched in Figure @ (left).
Then:

ASQ(81)7 v e A; (52)

E’Y = A51(82)7 v E A:Q (51)
R27 ’7 € @51,82

Lemma 4.21. Assume that « is reachable from B and [ is reachable from -y.
Then « is reachable from v if and only if B separates a from -y, i.e. if and only

if | Bly.

Proof. If « is reachable from +, then 3 € ©,, and so, by Theorem [I, «|3|y.
Conversely, if «|8|y, by Theorem [K| we can choose transversal arcs from « to
and from [ to 7 so that the last point of the first coincides with the first point of
the second. The new arc obtained by joining these two arcs makes a reachable
from ~. O

In [8, @], Kaplan did not consider the topology of the space of orbits; in
particular, he did not consider the concept of separatrix. Below we add a few
lemmas that connect chordal relations with the prolongational relation.

Lemma 4.22. Let a be an orbit of F'. The boundary of ¥, is a cyclic collection
V. of separatrices of F'. Moreover, for each o € V,, o is inseparable from a
separatriz o' € Xy N Ay (0).
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Proof. The fact that the boundary of 3, is a cyclic collection of orbits of F is
the content of Theorem 34 in [8]. Here we prove that each connected component
of the boundary is a separatrix which is inseparable from some separatrix inside
Yo. Let o be an orbit at the boundary of ¥,. By construction, there are orbits
reachable from « arbitrarily close to . Let U be a saturated neighborhood
of o where the flow is locally equivalent to a trivial flow and let v € U be
an orbit reachable from «. Then there is an arc 7, from o to =y, since the
restriction of F' to U is trivial, and an arc 7, from 7 to . Since o & ¥, these
arcs cannot be combined to form an extended arc everywhere transverse to F'.
Hence, by Lemma it follows that both arcs lie in A, («). All orbits close
enough to v in A, (a) cut both 7, and 7,. Let ; a sequence of orbits cutting
both arcs and converging to o. Then, the same sequence converges to an orbit
o’ intersecting 7., and so, in particular, reachable from a. The orbits o and
o’ are inseparable by construction, so they are both separatrices. Finally, by
construction, o’ € A, (o). O

Example 4.23. Continuing Example [{.20, we have that

S2, 7Y € A:l (82)

V=151, v€A;(s1)
®7 76631,32

Lemma 4.24. Let L be the space of orbits of a flow F and let o, 5,y € L.
Then, modulo possibly a relabeling of the orbits, |, B,y|T if and only if there
are inseparable separatrices s1 = so such that:

1. o€ A} (s1);
2. BE€OBO,, 5,

3. ve A:l (82).

Proof. We prove this proposition by going over all possible combinations of
which orbit is or not reachable by which orbit.

(1) Suppose first that « is reachable from j via the arc 7,3, 8 from 7 via 73,
and 7 from « via 7,o. Denote by K the compact region bounded by «, 3, and
the three transversal arcs, by K, the part of K covered by orbits that intersect
Tay and T4g and so on. The sets K, Kg, K, are open and disjoint. Since K
is connected, there are points in K that do not belong to any of them. Let x
be any of these points. Its orbit O(z) cannot get out of K since no orbit can
cut more than twice any of the transversals. Hence, since K is compact, O(x)
must have a non-trivial limit set. This contradicts the assumption that F' is
wandering.

(2) Assume now that both § and v are reachable from « via T, and 74,
respectively but « is not reachable from . Then, by Lemma there exist
a separatrix o € 0¥ such that v € A%(3) and this o is inseparable from a
separatrix o’ € ¥3 N Ag(o) (see Fig. [5)). Notice that, since v is reachable from
a and a|oly, since o € ¥, then necessarily o must intersect 7, .
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There are two possibilities: either ¢’ intersects 745 (Figure [5[b)) or it in-
tersects some other transversal 7 (Figure [5c)). In the first case, & € Oy,
p € Af (o) and v € Ax(o’) and we are done. In the second case, close enough
to [ there are orbits that intersect both 7,3 and 7. Hence, there must be a
separatrix o’ inseparable from ¢’ (and so from o) that intersects both 7,43 and
T, so we go back to the previous case and we are done.

(3) Assume now that 3 is reachable from « via 7,5 but «y is not reachable
from 8 nor v from a. Then, as in case (2), there exists o € 93 such that §|o|y
and a 0’ € ¥3 N Ag(o) inseparable from ¢. There are three cases for ¢’

(3.1) o’ intersects 7,3. We are now in case (2) (see Figure (b), except now
there is no transversal 7,-) and we are done.

(3.2) ¢’ does not intersect 7,5 and does not divide 8 from . We are now
in case (2) (see Figure [f](c), except now there is no transversal 7,) and we are
done.

(3.3) 0’ does not intersect 7,3 and does divide § from +. In this case, the
triple (a, 8, 0”) is in the same chordal relation as (o, 3,7) and is covered by case
(2) above.

(4) Assume now that « is not reachable from § nor from + and that ~y is
not reachable from [ either. Then there is a separatrix ¢ € 90Xz such that
~v € A%(p) and that is inseparable by a separatrix o’ € X 3. There are two main
cases: either o € A%(B) or a & AL(p).

In the first case, there are three subcases:

(4.1) a|o’|B. We are now in case (2) (see Figure [5[b), except now there are
no transversals 7,4 and 7,~) and we are done.

(4.2) o’ does not separate 3 from o.. We are now in case (2) (see Figure[5|c),
except now there is no transversals 7,5 and 7,~) and we are done.

(4.3) Blo’|y. We are now in case (3) (see Figure[fc), except now there is no
transversal 7,4) and we are done.

In the second case, the triple (o, o,~) satisfies the same chordal relation as
(o, 0,7), so we now repeat the discussion on this last triple. There are two
possibilities: either, by repeating recursively this process, we fall eventually in
one of the three cases above, or we end up building a sequence o, of separatrices
converging to aw U ~y. The existence of such orbits arbitrarily close to the pair
of curves shows that, depending on the orientation of the flow, either a > v or
v > a. Moreover, by construction, 3 € O.

Hence, the claim holds in all possible cases. O

Lemma 4.25. Let s1 and sy be inseparable separatrices of a planar foliation.
Then, given an orientation on sy, the chordal relation of the ordered triple
(81,0, 82) s fully determined for every o € Oy, s,.

Proof. Since o € Oy, 5,, we know that either [s1, @, s3] or |s1, @, s2| 7. Modulo
homeomorphisms that preserve the orientation, there are precisely two possi-
bilities: either the configuration of (s1, «, s2) is like in Figure ?7?(left) or like in
Figure ??(right). The orientation of s; is opposite in the two cases, so only one
is compatible with the orientation of s;. O
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Figure 5: Pictures showing three orbits «, 3,y with |a, 8,v|T under different
configurations. The yellow arcs meet each orbit in at most a point. Each other
colored line is an orbit of the flow. (a) Each orbit is reachable from each of the
other two. The picture suggests that such configuration cannot happen for a
regular planar flow. (b,c) « is reachable from 8 and ~ while S is not reachable
from ~. Under this configuration, there must exist inseparable separatrices o, o’
(painted in gold) and there are two inequivalent cases shown in panels (b) and
(c). (d) ~ is not reachable neither from « nor from /5. Under this configuration
there are several cases. All reduce to either (b) or (¢) except for the one shown
in this panel.
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Figure 6: The four possible combinations of chordal relations between the
triples (s1,q,s2) and (s1,0,s3), where s; is inseparable from both s; and
s3, a € Oy, 5, and f € Oy 5. The chordal relations are as follows: (a)
|s1, c, 2|7, 51, 8, 82|75 (D) [s1, 0,827, [s1, B, 82T (€) [s1, 8207, |51, 8,827
(d) |s1,a, 82|, |81, B, s2| T

Definition 4.26. Let F be an oriented planar foliation. We denote by A;“l the
component of R?\ s1 that lies at the right of s; with respect to the orientation
on s1 and by A; the other component.

Notice that the definition makes sense because being at the right of s1 is a
condition that can be tested in any trivialization of the foliation about any point
of s1. This last lemma shows that, once an orientation is chosen, the chordal
relations are dictated by the prolongational relation.

Lemma 4.27. Let F be an oriented planar foliation and let s1, 82,83 € F be
such that so, s3 are inseparable from s1 and that so € Aj‘l and s3 € Ag, . Then,
for every a € Oy, 4, :

1. s1 = so if and only if |s1, a, 52| T

2. s9 = s1 if and only if |s1, @, s2| ™.
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Moreover, if s1 > sa, then, for every B € O, 54:
1. s1 > s3 if and only if |s1, B, s3]~ ;
2. s3> s1 if and only if |s1, 5, s3|T.
While, if so > s1, then, B € Og, 5,:
1. s1 = s3 if and only if |s1, 3, s3]|7;
2. s3> s1 if and only if |s1, 3, s3|”.

Proof. All possible configurations are schematically shown in Figure [f] Here
we discuss case (a), where s; > s9 and s; > s3, and all other cases can be
done similarly. Let = € s; and y € s3. By assumption, there are curves in Aj‘l
passing arbitrarily close to x whose forward orbit passes arbitrarily close to y.
We fix two charts U, about x and U, about y such that U, N F and U, N F are
homeomorphic to a rectangle foliated by parallel vertical lines. Starting from
x, we can trace a horizontal arc transversal to F that reaches a point z € a.
From z, we trace a small transversal arc going back towards s; and then we
continue moving on a leaf of 7. By assumption, this will lead us inside U,.
From within Uy, we can then continue the arc horizontally until we reach s,.
Finally, we repeat this step “backward” until we get back to . This way, we
build a loop that is transversal to F, touches exactly once s;, a and sy and
turns counterclockwise. Hence, |s1,a, s2|". The same type of argument shows
that |s1, 8, s3] . O

We are now ready to prove our major result.

Theorem 3. Let Fy,Fy be reqular flows on the plane and denote by Fi,F2
the corresponding spaces of orbits endowed with the topology induced by the
projection. Then Fy and Fs are topologically equivalent if and only if there is a
homeomorphism ¢ : F1 — Fa that preserves the relation =, namely such that
Op(x1) > Op(z2) if and only if p(Op(x1)) = ¢(Op(x2)) for every x1,z2 € X.

Proof. Assume first that F} is topologically equivalent to F5. Then there exists
a homeomorphism ® of the plane into itself that brings orbits of F} into orbits of
F, and preserving the orbits orientations. Hence the map ¢ that sends Op, (x)
to Op,(®(z)) is a well-defined, bijective and continuous map from F; to Fo.
Moreover, since ® preserves orientation, it induces a isomorphism between Pg,
and Pp, and so ¢ preserves >.

Assume now that there exists a homeomorphism ¢ : F; — Fo that pre-
serves ». We claim that ¢ is either a chordal isomorphism or a chordal anti-
isomorphism between F; and F,. Let «, 3,7 be three distinct orbits of Fy. If
a|B|y, then a and v are on opposite sides with respect to 8. Then, ¢(«) and
¢(v) are at opposite sides of ¢(f3) since, if it weren’t like this then, by continuity,
there would be more than one orbit whose image is ¢(3), against the hypoth-
esis that ¢ is a homeomorphism. Hence, ¢(a)|d(8)|4(y). If o, B,~v|" then, by
Lemma [£:24] there are inseparable separatrices sq,s2 with s; > so such that
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o € B5,(s1), B € O, and 7 € AL (5), 50 that either [6(a), 6(8), o(7)[*
or |¢(a), ¢(B), #(7)|”. By Lemma a standard induction argument shows
that, once the chordal relation value for a triple is established, all others are
dictated by the > relation. Hence, if (s1,a,s2) are in the same chordal rela-
tion as (¢(s1),d(B), d(s2)), then all are and so ¢ is an isomorphism of chordal
systems. If, on the contrary, (si1,cq,ss2) are in opposite chordal relation as
(¢(s1),6(8), d(s2)), then all are and so ¢ is an anti-isomorphism of chordal
systems.

By Theorem J’, in either case there is a homeomorphism @ of the plane into
itself that brings orbits of F; into orbits of Fy and viceversa. The fact that ¢
preserves > implies that ® preserves the orientations of the orbits. Hence, F}
and F5 are topologically equivalent. O

Our main result can be reformulated as follows.

Definition 4.28. Given a binary relation A on X, namely A C X x X, and a
map ® : X — X, we set

A ={(2(x), 2(y)) | (z,y) € A}.

Given two binary flows Fy,Fs on X and a continuous map ®, we say that
® preserves the prolongational relation (resp., the Auslander relation) if
O, Pr, = Pr, (resp., PuAp, = Ap,).

Theorem 3°’. A regular planar flow F| is topologically equivalent to a pla-
nar flow Fy if and only if there is a homeomorphims of the plane into itself
that brings orbits of Fy in orbits of Fy and preserves the prolongation relation
(equivalently, the Auslander stream). Equivalently, each regular planar stream
is completely characterized, modulo topological equivalence, by its following two
topological invariants: the topology of its space of orbits and its prolongational
relation (equivalently, its Auslander stream,).

As a final remark, we point out that the second author, jointly with Jim
Yorke, showed in [6] that, when the Auslander stream has countably many
nodes, it coincides with the Consley’s chains stream. Hence, all results of the
present article hold after replacing Auslander’s stream with the chains stream.
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