SOLENOIDALIZATION AND DENJOIDS

ALEX CLARK

ABSTRACT. We describe a method (solenoidalization) of obtaining flows on
k—solenoids from a given flow on a k—torus. When we apply this process to
the Denjoy flows on T2, we obtain flows whose minimal sets we call denjoids.
We give a topological classification of these indecomposable, one-dimensional
continua.

1. INTRODUCTION

We begin by providing a method (solenoidalization) of obtaining flows on x—
solenoids from a given flow on a torus of the same dimension. We examine some
general properties of such flows and then examine in detail the solenoidalization
of the aperiodic flows on T? which are not topologically equivalent to linear flows,
the minimal sets of which we call denjoids. We calculate the Cech cohomology of
denjoids and provide a topological classification of these denjoids. This generalizes
the classification of the classical Denjoy continua found in [Fok]. M. Barge and
R. F. Williams, using an entirely different method, have given a complete proof
of the classification of the classical Denjoy continua [BW].

I would like to thank J. Keesling, G. Kozlowski, and especially my advisor K.
Kuperberg for the encouragement and help they have given me while carrying
out this research.

2. THE TOPOLOGICAL PULLBACK OF FLOWS

By a flow on a space X we shall always mean a continuous group action of
(R,+) on X mapping Rx X — X, and by ¢, we denote the ¢—orbit of z € X.
Throughout we use the terminology of Spanier [S], Chapt 2, and we assume
that p : ()NC ,%) — (X, ) is a fibration with unique path lifting and that X is
connected and locally path connected. The notion of the pullback p*¢ of ¢ is
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2 ALEX CLARK

usually considered in the context of differentiable flows (see, e.g., [CN] p. 177),
but we shall give a purely topological construction which makes no requirement
on the differentiability of ¢.

We have the following diagram

(Rx)?,(o,z)) s ()?z)
(idxp) ! 1P

RxX,(0,2) % (X,z)

)

where --+ may be filled in uniquely by a map p*¢ making the diagram commute
provided that

G 0 (id x p) . m (]Ri x X, (0,%)) C pam ()?%) ,
where 1 (Z, z) denotes the fundamental group of Z based at z. Let
[w L (S1,0) > (]R x X, (0,5))] em (]R x X, (0,%))
and let
loF (Rxfcx [0,1], {0} x X x [0,1]) - (Rxfc,{O} xfc)
be the strong deformation retraction given by
(t,z,s) — (st,z).
Then C o ¢ provides a homotopy of ¢ with a map g : (S*,0) — (R x X, (0,%))
whose image is contained in {0} x X. Via the natural homeomorphism {0} x X —
X: (0,2) — z we may identify g with a map ¢ : (5',0) = ()?,%) Then
¢y 0 (id X p), W] = by 0 (id x p)  [9] = py 9]
since
¢ o (id xp)(0,2) =p(2),

demonstrating the inclusion needed to obtain p*¢. It is routine to verify that p*¢
is in fact a flow.
Notice that in the above X need not be locally path connected.

Lemma 2.1. Let g : Y = X bea fibration with unique path lifting with Y con-
nected and locally path connected. Then q* (p*¢) = (poq)” ¢.
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Proor. With z = po¢q(y) for a given y € 17, we have
pogo(q" (p°) (t,y)) =po (p*¢) (t,q(H)) = ¢ (t,poq(y)) = da ()

and

(Pog)o(poa) ¢(t,§) =¢(t,poq(y)) = ¢ (1),
and so ¢* (p*gzﬁ)g and (po q)" ¢z both provide (p o ¢)-lifts (R,0) — ()N’,@) of the
map ¢, : (R,0) — (X, z), and so they are equal since this lift is uniquely deter-
mined. o

We provide the proof of some basic lemmas that do not seem to appear in the
literature.

Lemma 2.2. Ifz € X has a periodic ¢—orbit and if p is a covering map from a
compact space )?, then each point in p~! (x) has a periodic orbit under the flow
p*o-

PROOF. Each point of p~! (z) is a closed and hence compact subset of X con-
sisting of isolated points when p is a covering map, implying that p~! (z) =
{y1,.-,yr} is a finite set. Let T' # 0 be such that ¢ (T,z) = z. Let i € {1,...,k}
and let ¢ be any integer, then p o p*¢ (UT,y;) = ¢ (UT,p(y;)) = ¢({T,x) = x.
Hence, p*¢ (¢(T,y;) € {y1,...,yr} for each integer ¢, and so the orbit of y; is
periodic since it must eventually take on a value it has already taken on. O

Notice that the hypothesis that X be compact is needed, as the example ¢ :
RxS"— SY (t,z) > 7(t)+zand p=n:R - S' = R/Z shows. (Throughout,
we shall use 7 to denote this map.)

Lemma 2.3. If v € X has an aperiodic orbit, then the trajectories of the points
of p~(x) under the flow p*¢ are pairwise disjoint and aperiodic, and p restricted
to any such trajectory is one—to—one.

PRrROOF. Suppose that for {y,y'} C p~! (z) we have that for some T # 0 that
p'¢(T,y) =y'. Then x = p(y') = po (p*¢) (T,y) = ¢(T,p(y) = ¢(T,x),
contrary to the hypothesis that « not have a periodic orbit. Hence, the trajectories
of the points of p~! (z) are pairwise disjoint. Suppose then that p*¢ (T,y) = y
for some T # 0. Then z = p(y) = po (p°6) (T,y) = 6 (T,p () = 6 (T, ), again
a contradiction, and so any y € p~! () is aperiodic. Suppose that pop*¢ (T,y) =
pop*¢ (T’ y) for T # T'. Then

o(T,x)=¢(T,p(y)) =pop d(T,y) =pop o (T',y) = (T",p(y)) = ¢ (T", x)

contrary to our hypothesis, and so p is one—to—one on the orbit of y . O
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3. SOLENOIDALIZATION

Recall that the k-solenoid ) 57 is the inverse limit of a sequence of T* with the
epimorphic bonding maps fi’Jrl represented by matrices M; : (Rf,0) — (R",0)
[Cl].

Definition 1. Given a flow ¢ on T* and given a k-solenoid ) 37 with bonding
maps f7, we define the M -solenoidalization of ¢ :

¢W:RXZM—)ZM

(ta (Xi)ieN) — (d) (t7 Xl) ) (flz)* d) (t7 XZ) ) (f13)* d) (t7 X3) ) ) .
This is a well-defined flow: since

(F2) o (£2) ¢ (t,x2) = ¢ (t, [T (x2)) = b (t,%1),

Bo () oltxs) = fo(() (D) 6) (txs)
= (D) ot (5 (xs) = (/1) D (t, %), oy
we have that
(¢ (taxl) ) (flz)* ¢(t,X2) ) (f13)* ¢(t,X3) ’ ) € Zﬁ

And ¢7 is continuous since the flows (f')" ¢ are continuous; also: ¢7 (0, (Xi)ieN) =
(xi) sen and

bar s+, (x)ien) = (06 +83), () d(s+1x2),..)

(¢ (5,0 (t:x0)), (£)" 6 (s, fi 0 (t,%2)) )
= b (s 67 (1. (x1);c)) -

Definition 2. Given a flow ¢ on T* and M = ¢, (R) and given a k -solenoid
> 37 we define the M —solenoidalization of M , denoted > 57 (M), to be the
space

far (Bx {exr ) € 3

We now try to get some idea of the structure of the solenoidalization of a
minimal set and begin by recording a basic result from [N] that makes it easy to
identify > 57 (M) as a subset of > 7.
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Lemma 3.1. Let {Xn, f{j“}neN be an inverse sequence of metric spaces with
inverse limit Xo, and let f, : Xoo — X, (n € N) be the projection maps. Let
A be a compact subset of Xo,. Then, {fn (A), fr+t |(fn+1)(A)}neN is an inverse
sequence with onto bonding maps and

lim { £ (4), F3 sy () e = A= [ T] i ()] 0 Xo [N, p.20).
n=1
g
Lemma 3.2. For anyn €N, f, 357 (M)) = ()" ¢e (R), and in particular
f (ZM(M)) = M.
Proor. We have for each n € N that f,0 (d)ﬁ)eﬁ (t) = (f)" e (t), and so
Fo ((657)., (B)) = (F1)" 60 ().
The continuity of f, yields that
In (322 M) = £ (), ®)) € fu ((639)., (B)) = (7). (R).
But we also have that
fa (32 M) 2 fu ((037)., (B)) = ()" 6 (),
and fp, (337 (M)) is closed since D 37 (M) is compact. Therefore,
fu (32 (M) 2 ()76 ().
o

While we shall only consider solenoidalization, it should be noted that a similar
construction is possible for any inverse sequence with bonding maps consisting of
covering maps.

4. DENJOIDS AND THEIR SEMICONJUGATE LINEAR FLOWS

Given an orientation-preserving homeomorphism f : S' — S! with unique lift
F :R—=R (with F(0) € [0,1)), we have the equivalence relation ~; on Rx X
given by

[(s,2) my (t,y)] < [thereisann € Z witht =s+n and y = f " (z)]
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and we have the space S, = (Rx X)) / =¢. The =y class of (s, ) will be denoted
[s,2];. There is then the flow

o7 RxSy — Sy ; (t,[s,m]f) |—>[t+8,$]f.

We refer to both Sy and oy as the suspension of f.

With |¢]| denoting the greatest integer less than or equal to ¢ and |¢]| defy |t],
we have the homeomorphism py : S — T?

o )] 14 (m (1= JsD P (1) + JsL U1 () ()
and the equivalent flow Y (f) = ugooyo (idR X (,uf)fl) on T? given by

Y+ RxT? T
(t4m(r).m () (7 (=D FH @) + P @) (s +8)).

Definition 3. Let § be the collection of non-transitive orientation-preserving
circle homeomorphisms f which have an irrational rotation number and which
have 7 (0) as an endpoint of the minimal Cantor set M.

The set Dy def {3°() (R, (z1,22)) | 1 € My} consisting of the suspended
trajectories of the minimal set A is then a minimal set of the suspension Y (f),
see, e.g., [Schw].

Definition 4. We define the generalized Denjoy continua as the collection

{Dy | f €3},
and we define a flow Y (f) for f € § to be a generalized Denjoy flow.

Any aperiodic C! flow on T? is topologically equivalent to the suspension of
an orientation-preserving circle diffeomorphism with irrational rotation number,
see, e.g., [KH] 14.2.3, 0.3 and 11.1.4, and so any minimal set occurring in an
aperiodic C! flow on T? which is a proper subset of T? is homeomorphic with
some Dy. Gutierrez has shown [G] that any continuous flow on T? is topologically
equivalent with a C'! flow, and so any minimal set of a continuous aperiodic T2-
flow is homeomorphic with some Dy.

Definition 5. We refer to the solenoidalization ) 57 (Dy) of a generalized Denjoy
continuum Dy as a denjoid.
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We shall begin to explore the degree to which known facts about Denjoy con-
tinua carry over to denjoids. To do so, we start by seeing how maps of T? can be
pulled back by epimorphisms.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose g : (3 a5 en7) = Ooarenr) 8 a map of the k-solenoid
> ar and that h = Y 57 — Y 37 is the unique homomorphism homotopic to g, see
[Sch]. If §,h : (R,0) — (R",0) are the oy lifts of gomy and homy; respectively,
then for all x €ER* and for all k € ker m3; we have

§k+x)=hk) +7(x).

PRroOOF. Here, m5; : (R*,0) = > 5; denotes the fibration with unique path lifting
onto the arc component of ey; as in [Cl], which generalizes the standard fibration

7 (R*,0) = (T",e), (t:)i, — (7 (t:))i, -

Fix x €R* and k € kermy; and let H : (3 57 % [0,1], eq7 x [0,1]) = (3=, ear) be
a homotopy between h = H (_,0) and g = H (,1) and let H : (R* x [0, 1], (0,0)) —
(R*,0) be the mp;lift of the homotopy

Ho (myp x id) : (R" x [0,1],(0,0) > (3 enr),
which then provides a homotopy between h and g. Then let

def .
p= Ho (WM X Zd) |{x}><[0,1]: [0, 1] — ZW

be the path t — H (737 (x),t) which goes from h (737 (x)) to g (737 (x)). Then p
lifts uniquely to the path

B H | o (10,1],0) = (B, (x))

from & (x) to § (x). Since w57 (k + x) = 737 (x), we have that
p = H o (m57 x id) |(xyx[o,1j= H o (737 X id) |{x4x}x[0,1]>
and so the path
¢ H |epepego): (0,1],0) = (R Rk +x))
from & (k + x) to § (k +x) provides the unique lift ([0,1],0) — (R" B (k + x))
of p. But we also have the path p’ (¢) Ly, (k) +p(t) and
P (0)=h(k)+p0)=h(k)+h(x)=hk+x) and
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mrop (t) = myp (R0 +5 (1) = myp 0 h (k) + 737 0 5 (1)
= h(mr (k) +p@) =p(t),
and so p' is also a lift of p beginning at h (k + x). By the uniqueness of the

path-lifting of 737, we must have that p’ = ¢, and so iL(k) +g(x) =p (1) =
q(1) =gk +x). O

Corollary 4.2. Ifg: (T*,e) — (T",e) is homotopic to idp~ and if § : (R*,0) —
(R 0) is the lift of gon”™ and if H : R® — R is any automorphism of RE which
is the lift of an endomorphism h of T, then H=! o g o H determines a map
gt . (T e) — (T",e)

rrT1foH ogoH ((71'“)_1 (:r;)) ,
and g(H) is homotopic to idr«.

PROOF. We need to show that ¢(f)) is well-defined, that it is independent of
the choice of (7%)™' (z). If y € (x7%)”" (), any element of (7%)~" () can be
represented as k +y for some k € ker 7. Since H is a lift of the homomorphism,
say h, we have 7" o H (k) = h (7" (k)) = e and so H (k) € ker7*. And since g is
homotopic to idr«~, we have by the preceding Lemma:
mfoH togoH (k+y) = 7°oH 'og(H )+ H(y))
= "o H ' (H (k) +goH(y)
= g (k+H_1 ogoH(y)) =gmfoH™! ogo H (y)
as desired. And if G : (T* x I,{e} x I) — (T*,e) is a homotopy between Gy =
G(.,0)=gand G, =G (1) = idp~, then GH) : (T* x I,{e} x I) = ((T*,e));
(,t) » o H oGy oH ((71'“)_1 (:r;))

is a homotopy between g} and idp~ , where Gy is the lift (R*,0) — (R, 0) of
G (., t) o, O

We shall use this for maps of T2, and so we will go through the details of the
construction of gt) in this case. There are P,Q € GL (Z,2) such that H = PAQ

d 0 > And so H~! induces the

for some diagonal integer matrix A = < 0 d
2

following isomorphisms of lattices
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20275 2025 1otz % L,
di dy
where £ is some lattice in the plane. For (i,7) € {1,...,d1} x {1,...,dz}, define
R(;,j) to be the rectangle [%, dil} x [jd;;, d%} and define P(; j) to be the paral-
lelogram Q! (R(i,j))- Then, since UR; ;) is the unit square and Q! is the lift
of a homeomorphism of T?, 72 (UP(; ;) = T?. Now

g(H) (7* (Puy)) = 7 oH " ogoH (Puy)
= moH 'og(P([i-1,ix[j-1,7])
and since g is homotopic to idp2 and
P(li—1,i x [j = 1,4]) = P((i = 1,5 — 1)) + P([0,1] x [0, 1]
and P((i —1,j — 1)) € ker 72, we have that § maps
P([i =14 x[j=1,4]) = P([i = 1,d] x [j = 1,5])
just as g maps
P ([0,1] x [0,1]) = P ([0,1] x [0, 1])
(see Lemma 4.1), and P ([0,1] x [0,1]) represents T? since P € GL(2,Z). And
S0
g™ (* (Pay)) =72 o H 1 (P (i = Lil x [ = 1,4) =7 (P )
and ¢) maps the neighborhood 72 (P(i,j)) onto its image 72 (P(i,j)) just as g
maps T2.
For the remainder of this section, f represents an element of § with rotation
number #. By the Poincaré Classification Theorem (see, e.g., [KH] 11.2.7), there is
a monotone map m : S* — S with mo f = Ryom, where Ry (z) = z+ 7 (). We

may then use this m to construct a map g : T? — T? providing a semiconjugacy
of 3 () with the linear flow ®(Y on T?: go 3 (f) = & o (id x g), denoted
g:>.(f) Sg (1) While g may not map e — e, we can follow g with translation
by —g (e) to obtain a map which still provides the semiconjugacy since translations
equate ®(*1) with itself. Hence, we may assume that g(e) = e, and hereafter we
shall make this assumption. This map g glues together the suspended trajectories
of the endpoints of the minimal Cantor set M and is homotopic to idy=, as can be
seen by beginning the homotopy with ¢dp2 and gradually gluing these trajectories
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together until we arrive at the map g. Thus, our above results apply to this map
g.

So then let A be an epimorphism T? — T? which lifts to the automorphism H
of R2. Given any flow ¢ on T2, we have the flow 9 % (72)" 4 on R?. And with
g denoting the w2-lift of g, we have the following commutative diagram:

H*$

R x R? Ly R?
(id x H) | L H
R x R2 2 R? )
(idx g) | 19 ,where<w1>:H1< >
5(_5'1/) w9 1
R x R? R
(idx H™') | VH™!
RxR T g

The map g) =72 o H 'ogoHo (7r2)71 as in Corollary 4.2 then induces the
diagram

h* ¢

R x T2 — T?
(id X g(H)) l 1 gt .
RxT2 YL e

We are then led to the following commutative diagram:

T2 ﬁ T2 ﬁ . ’;"n_—l T2 e Yo

M

() gl g | gMromoMn—1) | r|
2 3 n

w2 Ju o2 J2 0 e T2 Y

It can then be seen that the induced map I' : ) 37 — > 37 provides the semicon-
jugacy > 57 (O- (f)) Stc <I>%1), where <I>%1) is a linear flow on ) 57 [Cl]. Also, the
map I is homotopic to the identity of > 5;: if g; is a homotopy of g with idp= ,

then

> fi PR
T T DY ve
gt 4 g™y Tl
s fi s f5
™ & T2 £ ... S

provides a homotopy of I" with the identity. And also I' (e57) = e since g (e) = e.
And since the ) (f)-trajectory of eg; is dense in Dy, I' is uniquely determined
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on Y 57 (Dy) by the condition that it map ey; — ej; and that it provides a
semiconjugacy.

Lemma 4.3. If h is a k—to—one epimorphism of T whose lift to R* is H and
if g : T® — T" is a surjection homotopic to the identity, then

97 (9 @) = {a}] = [(g“”)‘l (9 W) =y} for ally € ™ (@)

ProoOF. We have the following commutative diagram:

™ L s
g | lag,
T A s

and h is k-to-one. Let z be a point with ¢~* (g (z)) = {z} and let
{yt, s} =07 (@) = (go i)™ (9 (a))
and let {z1,...,2;} = h~! (g (x)). Then
feomd = (hog™) " (0 @) = (69) 7 (a2

Now ¢(H) is a surjection and

(g(H))il ({21, 26}) C YL, s U}y

and so g1) provides a bijection between {y1,...,yr} and {21, ..., 2} and

-1

(9™ (9 i) = w:
foreach¢ =1,...,k. O
Lemma 4.4. There are points & of Y 57 with I~ (I'(€)) = ¢&.

ProOF. Let X € T? be a point satisfying g~! (g (X)) = {X}, as will be the
case with any X = puy ([O,m]f), where z is an element of the Cantor set My

which is not an endpoint. Then let y € (7r2)71 (X). We then have the point

737 (y) def (Xn)nen € 77 and we claim that D71 (D ((X,),cn)) = {(Xn)en -

Suppose I' ((Xn),en) = I ((Zn)pen)- Then g (X) = g(%1) = g(z1) and so X
= 2, by our choice of X. Then for any n € N we have {z,,%,} C (f7) " (%))
and g(MiooMn) (7 ) = g(MiooMn) (¥ ) and so by the above, z, = %X,. Hence

(Zn) pen = (Xn),cn and we have our claim. O

It is perhaps worth noting the following corollary of this property of I'.
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Corollary 4.5. The orbit of any point £ € > 37 with T71 (T (€)) = {&} as above
1s IN -almost periodic.

ProoF. This follows directly from [LZ] Chapt 7.5, Thm 2, p. 109; see pp. 53-4
for a definition of N-almost periodic. O

Nemytskii showed that any space which supports a minimal almost periodic
flow has the structure of a topological group [NS] Chapt V, 8.16 and is thus
homogeneous, meaning that given any two points z and y of the space there is a
homeomorphism of the space sending x to y. We will see later that these denjoids
are not homogeneous and so cannot support a minimal almost periodic flow.

Definition 6. For a given set X C S define ®x C T2 to be the set
{,uf ([t,x]f) € T? |t€lRand:r;€X}.

Lemma 4.6. Let J C S* — My be an interval which is a component of S* — M.
Then for any k-to-one epimorphism h : T2 — T2, we have that h=' (D) is the
disjoint union of k open disks, each of which h maps homeomorphically onto © ;.

PrOOF. For small enough ¢ > 0 and an adequately large ¢, we have that the
open set O = {,uf ([S,m]f) €T?|se€(l—e,l+¢e) andm € J} is as small in
diameter as needed to ensure that it is evenly covered by the covering map h;
that is, h=!(0O) is the disjoint union of k open sets O, ..., O each of which
is mapped homeomorphically onto @ by h. For i € {1,..,k} and t € R, let
Ot =h*>(f) (t,0;) and let OF =5 (f) (t,0). Then we have D ; = UierO?! and
h(0O!) = O since ho h* Y. (f) (t,z) = (f) (t,h (x)), and so with D; = UerO!
we have h(D;) =D ;. And if z € h™! (D), we must have that z € h=1 (O%) for
some to . Hence, h (z) € O and

B3 () (—to, ) € B (30 (F) (—to, b (@) € b (0)

and so h* 3" (f) (—to,z) € O; for some i and = € O C D; and we conclude that
h_l (:DJ) - Ui-glei.

Suppose that x € D;ND; for i # j. Then & would be on the h* ) (f) —trajectory
T; of a point z; € Om{hfl (,uf ([l, m]f)) | me J} and on the h* > (f) —trajectory

T} of a point z; € O; N {h’l (,uf ([é,m]f)) | me J} since D; and D; are the
union of such trajectories. But any two such trajectories are disjoint: if h (T;) =
h(Tj), then h(x;) = h(z;) since the trajectories of the points of

{uf ([l,m]f) €T?| me J} co
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are pairwise disjoint and so T; N Tj is empty by Lemma 2.3, and if h (T;) #
h(T};), then h(T;) and h(T;) are disjoint since h maps h* ) (f) —trajectories
to Y (f) — trajectories and distinct trajectories are disjoint, and so h(z) €
h(T;NT;) C h(T;)Nh(T;) =0 — a contradiction. Hence, the sets Dy, ..., Dy are
pairwise disjoint.

Since h provides a one-to-one correspondence between

0;N {h*l (W ([e, m]f)) | me J}
and {,uf ([l, m]f) | me J}, h maps each h* " (f)-trajectory T of each point

zeO;N {h’l (uf ([e,m]f)) | me J}
injectively onto the ) (f)-trajectory T}(,) of h(x) by Lemma 2.3. The > (f)

-trajectories of distinct points of {,uf ([E, m]f) | me J} are distinct, and so for

z, 7' € O;N {ff1 (Hf ([E,m]f)) | me J}

and ¥ # z', we must have that the ) (f) -trajectories Tj(,) and Ty, are
distinct since h () # h(z'), implying that the h* )" (f)-trajectories T, and T}
are distinct, for they would otherwise map onto the same ) (f)-trajectory. Thus,
h maps the union of all the orbits of all the points of

Oin {" (s (ftm]y)) | me T},

which is D;, injectively and thus homeomorphically onto its image, which is ;.
And so we may conclude that h maps each D; homeomorphically onto its image
Dy. O

Thus, the number of trajectories “blown up” in h* 3 (f) is k times the number
of trajectories blown up in > (f). Then one would expect to find countably
infinitely many holes in a denjoid, provided that the bonding maps of ) ;7 are
not eventually isomorphisms. And this is indeed what we shall find when we
calculate H' (337 (Dy)) in the next section.

While we have been dealing with a specific representation of the topological
equivalence class of Dy to construct ) 57 (Dy), > 57 (Dy) is independent of this
choice to a degree, as the following shows.

Lemma 4.7. With g, h and g as above; if g is a homeomorphism, then g(*)
s also a homeomorphism.

PROOF. By Lemma 4.3, ¢() will be one-to-one when g is. O
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Corollary 4.8. If ¢ and ¢ are flows on T* and if g : (T*,e) — (T",e) is a
homeomorphism homotopic to the identity with g : ¢ tg) Y and if Y 35 is any
k—solenoid, then

K f12 K f23 f:’—l K
T < T e T Y
g i g(Ml) i g(Mlo"'OM"—l) i F i
7 ’3 Fria
T +— T = T YA
maps y a7 (¢0 (R)) homeomorphically onto Y 37 (%—@R)) O

5. THE CEcH COHOMOLOGY OF DENJOIDS

In the interest of space, we merely sketch the calculation of the Cech coho-
mology (with integer coefficients) of > 77 (Dj). We know that T? — Dj = Uf_, D;
(k < 00), where each D; is a component of T? — D; and is homeomorphic to
an open disk. We will break the calculation into two cases: (1) k£ < oo and (2)
K = 00.

Case (1): Kk < c0.

For each i € {1, ...,k} choose D} C D; homeomorphic to an open disk and so
that

(7)) (DY) N[R xZUZ x R] = 0.
Then for each i € {1, ..., k} we represent D; as a union of increasing subsets Dg,

j € N, with each D] homeomorphic to an open disk, chosen so that each D{ isa
strong deformation retract of D{"': D; = U, DI, We then have

Dy =nNjZ, [T2 - UleDf] L, K.

Using standard CW-complex techniques (see, e.g., [M]) we find that the singu-
lar cohomology of each K is isomorphic to @fillZ, and the continuity of Cech
cohomology leads to the calculation

H' (Dy) = @?illz-
And we also know that for a d-to-one bonding map h : T? — T? in the sequence
defining Y 37, T? — h =1 (D5) = U, D;, where each D; is a component of T? —
h~! (Dj) and is mapped homeomorphically by h onto some D;. Again using the

continuity of Cech cohomology and the above property stated property of h to
calculate its induced map on cohomology, we find that

(S 00) 1 (S) o o715,
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provided that 3 47 is not isomorphic to T2 (if Y57 = T2, H' (Y37 (Dy)) is
A1
isomorphic to € Z, where A is the number of complementary disks).
i=1
Case (2): kK = c0.

In this case we must be careful since we cannot give the torus with infinitely
many holes a CW-complex structure — it would not have the “weak topology”
required for this. However, by punching out the holes one at a time and using
the continuity of Cech cohomology, we again find

(5, 00) 200 () o 022

(even when the bonding maps are eventually isomorphisms).

6. THE CLASSIFICATION OF DENJOIDS

With = denoting homeomorphism of spaces, the known classification of the
Denjoy continua

D= {Df | Z (f) has only one blown up trajectory}

may be summarized as follows. For Dy and D, in I :
D;=D,] s [qﬂavl) g qﬂil)] :

where ®~ is the w—linear flow on T? and where a and 3 are the rotation numbers
of f and g respectively. We shall show that this result generalizes to denjoids as
specified in Theorem 6.6. But before doing so, we shall first need to establish some
background results using some techniques similar to those Fokkink employed in
his treatment of D [Fok], Chapter 2§2. The above classification providing an
interesting inverse limit representation was proven in [BW]. It should also be
noted that aperiodic flows on T? have been classified up to topological equivalence,
see [ABZ], 6.1.7.

Definition 7. Two maps ¢; : R = X (i € {1,2}) are asymptotic if
m d (¢ (), 2 (1) = 0.

Lemma 6.1. If ¢; : R —7; C T? (i € {1,2}) are asymptotic one-to-one maps
onto trajectories of a flow Y (f) on T2, then there exists points x and y in S* with

nr ([Roaly) =T and oy ([Royl,) = To satisfying lim di (f" (), f* () =0,
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PRrOOF. Since the sets T; (i € {1,2}) are trajectories of the flow 3 (f), we have
that ¢; (t) = pys ([Si (t) ,wi]f) for points w; € S and maps s; : R =R, i € {1,2}.
As the maps ¢; are asymptotic, there is a T such that
1
dy (72 (¢1 (1)), m2 (92 (1)) = du (7 (51 (1)), m (2 (1)) <

for all t with [¢| > T, where my : T? — S*; (21, 22) — x5 (recall that py “switches
coordinates”). Then for all ¢ > T, we have an integer n; such that s; (t) =

ny+ss (t)+¢ (t), where e : [T, 400) = (-1, 1) and hm e (t) = 0. By continuity,

nt must be constant and so for all ¢t > T', and so s; (t) = n—l—sz (t)+e€ (t) for a fixed

integer n. Similarly, there is a fixed integer m such that s1 (t) = m + sz (t) + € (¢)

for all t < —T, where ¢ : (—oo,—T] = (—1,1) and hm e (t) = 0. Then for all
——00

t>T
b1 (8) =y (In+ 55 (1) +2(0),wnly) =g ([52 () +e (), £ (wn)] )
and for all t < -T
61 (8) = s ([s2 () +2(8), F 7 (wn)])

Then if (1) s, reverses orientation, we have s ([T, +00)) contains all but finitely
many elements of —-N ={—1, -2, ...}, and if (2) s preserves orientation, s, ((—oo, T)
contains all but finitely many elements of —N. Then with

and with y = wo,

. { f ™ (wy) in case (1)
f7™(wy) in case (2)

we have for all but finitely many elements k of —N
da (61 (), 62 (k) = da (ng ([k+s (53" () 1] ;) sz (-] ))

= oo (e G )17 @1 ) (057 0),))
and so ZETOO di (f(z), f"(y) = hm dy (f ¥ (), f7*(y)) = 0 since the ¢;
are asymptotic and ¢ (t) — 0. O

See also [Fok], 2.2 p. 47.

Definition 8. If ¢ is a flow on X and if ¢ is a flow on Y, then we call a surjective
map g : X — Y a trajectory map, denoted g : ¢ 4 1, if gmaps ¢—orbits onto
1—orbits.
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Corollary 6.2. If ¢; : R —7; C T2 (i € {1,2}) are asymptotic one-to-one maps
onto trajectories of an aperiodic flow 1 on T2, then given any trajectory map
traj

g = ®Wrw2) ye have g(T) =g (T2).

equiv

PROOF. : We have (w3 X idpz2) : @12 Pr/w2) “%T 3 (R(uy fus) ), and
since the translation map R(,, /..) is an isometry, no two distinct trajectories of
®(w1/w2.1) admit asymptotic parameterizations by the above. But the uniform
continuity of g guarantees that g o ¢; are asymptotic parameterizations of ¢ (77)
and g (7). O

equiv
) %

Lemma 6.3. Given any generalized Denjoy flow ¢ = 3 (f) and given any 2—solenoid
> 71 the pairs of trajectories of the flow ¢5p contained in Y 37 (Dy) admitting as-
ymptotic parameterizations are precisely those pairs (T1, T2) which contain points

pi € Ti whose ¢yp—orbits O; : (R,0) = (T;,p;) are projected by f,, onto asymptotic
orbits f, o O; of the flow (fI)* ¢ for each n € N.

Proor. Clearly, for a pair of trajectories as described the ¢5;—orbits O; provide
asymptotic parameterizations, since we then have for each n € N

Jim dy (fa 0 O1(8), o002 (1) =0

in this case.

Now suppose that (71, 72) is any pair of distinct ¢g;—trajectories admitting
asymptotic parameterizations A\; and Ay. Then f; (77) and f; (72) are trajectories
of the flow ¢ which, by uniform continuity, admit the asymptotic parameteriza-
tions fio)\;. We then have by Lemma 6.1 that fi (71) = ps ([]R, m]f) and f1 (72) =

s ([R, y]f) for some points z and y of St with li_>m dy (f* (z) ,§" (y)) = 0.
n—oo
Adopting the notation of 3 and the diagram (") contained therein, we have
that for each n € N

id x g(MeeMnn)  (f1)* i Gun

for some linear flow ®“» (the map g(MrooMn1) ig understood to be g when
n = 1). The uniform continuity of f,, then guarantees that f, o \; are asymptotic
parameterizations of the (f')* ¢—trajectories f, (71) and f, (72). Hence, Corol-
lary 6.2 implies that for each n € N g(MiooMn—1) yaps £, (77) and f, (Tz) to
the same trajectory T,, of ®“».

We now proceed to show that fi (71) # fi1(72). Suppose to the contrary
z € f1i(Ti) N f1(T2) with (z = 1,2, ...) € Ty and (2 = y1, Y2, ...) € T2. Since T;
and 7> are distinct trajectories of the flow ¢, they are disjoint, and so there is
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a least n > 1 with z,, # y,. Now for m < n we have f,,, (T1) = (f/)" ¢z, (R) =

(F") Gy (B) = fu (T5). By construction, f2_, (zn) = f2_; (yn) while ,, # yn,
and so Lemma 2.3 yields that

(f22)" (1Y) o (B = (f1)" b, (B) = £ (T2)

and

()" (27N by (R) = (F)" by (R) = f (Ta)

are disjoint. At the same time, f{* o f, (T1) = f1 (T1) and f* o f,, (T2) = f1 (T2),
and as ¢—trajectories with the point z in common, we must have fJ* o f,, (71) =
firo fn (T2). Suppose f{*is k—to—one. Then by Lemma 2.3 (fln)_1 (f1 (T1)) is the
disjoint union of k (fJ*)* ¢—trajectories {71, ..., Ty} (two of which are f,, (71) and
fu (T3)), and (f)~" (%) is the disjoint union of k ®“» —trajectories {7y, ..., 7%}
(one of which is ¥,,). Under the composition

go fit = ft o g{MroroMnn)

)

each T; is mapped to T; since
=9 () =90 fI"(T3).

Hence, for each ¢

7y c (gtnenm) ()t (5))

(Myo--oMn—1) _preimage of some 7;. But

which is to say that each 7; is the g
gMiooMn-1) maps T2 onto itself and it maps two distinct Ty’s ( f,, (71) and
fn (72)) onto a single 7; (namely, T,,). Hence, there must be a (f{*)" ¢—trajectory

T ¢ {T,...,T},} which g(*1°°Mn-1) maps to some 7;. But then
go [N (T) = fit o g!¥er M=t (T) = f (1) = Ty,
which is to say that f*(T) # f1(71) C ¢ ' (%1). This means that there are
the two distinct ¢—trajectories fi* (T') and f; (7;) which ¢ maps to ¥;. Hence,
there is a disk ®; for some interval J C S' which ¢ maps onto ¥; and with
g7 (%) =D ;U f(T)U f1 (Th) (g is one—to—one on
M; — {suspended trajectories of the endpoints of the Cantor set Mj}).

We have the flow on the plane (72)" ¢ and (7r2)_1 (D) is the disjoint union of
strips, each of which is homeomorphic to an open disk and is bordered by asymp-
totic (7?) * p—trajectories which are mapped by 72 to f* (T) and fy (71). In this
sense, f1*(T') and fi (77) border ®;. By Lemma 4.6, (f7)~" (D) is the disjoint
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union of k disks {D1,...,Dr}, each of which is mapped homeomorphically by fJ*
onto D ;. We must then have that each ®; is bordered by two (fJ*)" ¢—trajectories
L; and R; which are mapped by f{* onto fJ* (T') and f; (71) respectively. We then
have for each i

fl o ghomeMn-) (D) = g o fI' (D;) = g (D) = T,

which is to say that for each i g(*1o°M=1) (D) C UK_ 7;. And since g(M1e-oMn-1) (D))
is arc-connected and contains a ®“» —trajectory since D; contains a (f*)* ¢—trajectory,
we must have gMio-oMn-1) (D) = 7;j for some j. Since the preimage of an arc
contained in 7; must be a closed subset of T?, we also have gMiooMn—a) (L. U R;) =
gMreoMn-1) (D) = 7;. And for each j we have

1
(g0 o3} ™ () € (117 g () = (1) (00 U A (D) U A (T)).
As g(MiooMn_1) i onto, for each j we must then have

—1
(g(Mlo""’M"*l)) (15) = ®; U L; U R; for exactly one i,
and in particular, there is an ¢ with ®; UL; UR; = (g(JV[l"”"”V["*I))_1 (%n). Now
fo 77 (D) ND; = P since f1(D;) =Dy C T? =Dy = T? - f1 (57 (Dy)) (see
Lemma 3.2: if z € f, (337 (D5)) N Dy, fI*(x) € fL Q37 (D5)) N Dy =0). At the
same time, (fn (7)) U fn (73)) C fu (S (D)) N (9P oMa=0) 7 (T,). Hence,
(fn (M) U fr(T2)) C L; UR;. Since (fn (T1), fn(72)) and (L;, R;) are pairs of
distinct (f')" ¢—trajectories, we must have {f,, (T1), fn (72)} = {Li, R;}. But L;
and R; are mapped by f{* to the distinct ¢p—trajectories f{* (T") and f; (71), while

flofa(M)=hH0)=f(T)=1°cfu(Ts).

We thus arrive at a contradiction and must therefore have that fi (71) and f1 (72)
are disjoint.
Thus, the points z and y in S' as above with fi (T1) = uy ([]R, x]f) and

fi (T2) = py ([]R, Y] f) must be distinct and are the endpoints of an open interval

J C S' with g (D) = ;. Since f; is one-to-one when restricted to any ¢z7— tra-
jectory [the proof of Lemma 2.3 remains valid for ¢5; viewed as the f; —pullback
of ¢; f1o¢y(t,x) = ¢(¢t, fi(x)) ], we may choose p; and p» to be the points
which f; maps to z and y respectively. We then let O; be the ¢5;— orbit of the
point p;. Then by construction we have that fi; o O; are asymptotic orbits of the
flow ¢.
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We now have that f; (71) and fi (72) border the disk D, def D; and
g(D1U fi (T1) U f1(T2)) = 1.

Adopting the above notation, for each n € N, f]* maps ¥,, one-to-one onto the
trajectory ¥1. And since fi (T1) = f{*o fn (T1) and f1 (T2) = f{*o fn (T2), we must
have that f, (71) and f, (72) are disjoint for each n € N, while both are mapped
to T,,. Hence, f,, (7T1)and f, (72) border an open disk D,, in T? — f, (T;) formed
by the blowing up of ¥,, and D,, is mapped homeomorphically by f{* onto D;.
Since f1 o O; are asymptotic orbits of the flow ¢ for i = 1 and 2, for T sufficiently
large in absolute value there are neighborhoods Uz of {f1 0 Oy (T), f1 c O2(T)}
which are evenly covered by fi*. Now for ¢ = 1 and 2 and T as above, we
have fI*o f, 0 O;(T) = f1 0 O;(T), and so f, o Oy (T) and f, o O (T) are
contained in a single component of (f*)”" (Ur) since f, o O; (R) border D,
which is mapped homeomorphically by fi* to D;. And for points sufficiently
close, fi* increases the distance between points or leaves the distance fixed, and
so the distances da (fr,0 O1 (T), fno O2(T)) — 0 as T — +oo at at least the
same rate as da (f1 0 Oy (T), f1 o O2 (T)) — 0. O

With notation as above, f, (71) and f, (72) border the open disk D,, for each
n € N with D; = 7, and f{* maps D, homeomorphically onto ;. We then
have that 77 and 73 together with the disk

A(TIT) = @ x Dyx - x Dy x )Ny
represent a blown up trajectory of @%1) in the sense that

DAL ) =T(T) =T(B)C Y, .

That A (71, Tz) is a disk follows from the fact that f]* maps D,, homeomorphically
onto ® ;.

These disks A (77, 72) are easy to see: each arc component C of ) 57 admits a
fibration of the form 73y +c¢: R — C and (37 +¢) " (D57 (D)) is a translation
of (7r2)71 (Dy), as can be seen by the following commutative diagram

(R, fie) ¥ (R,0) "5 (Tyno)
2
(<>) \"77 \/fl )
(T% fie)



SOLENOIDALIZATION AND DENJOIDS 21
where frc € (72) " (fi¢). This follows from
fro(mg+a)o (=fic) (@) = fi (myr (—Fie) +mpr @) +c)
— 2 (—ffc) 472 (2) + fi (¢) = 72 (@) .

We then have that (f;) " (D§) = > 37 (Dj) [see Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2], and so

— -1
rrr+o)” (@) +fie = (=fie) (mr+07 ((7)7" (D)
= (2 (Dy).

Notice that this holds for any choice of fic € (7r2)_1 (fic). Setting ¢ = ez, with
k any element of 7?2 = (7r2)_1 (fiez7), we have (7r2)_1 (D) +k = (7r2)_1 (Dy).

Provided that Y 37 is not T?, 737 + ¢ maps countably infinitely many of the
strips forming the complement R? — (w7 + o)t (>-37 (Ds)) to distinct disks in
>, and 737 + ¢ maps the borders of these strips in R? to asymptotic pairs
(Ti,7z). Provided that Y 37 is not T?, there are uncountably many arc compo-
nents of 7, and so there will be uncountably many such disks, with a count-

able infinity in each arc component of > ;. In view of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2,
> a7 — >ar (Dy) is the union of these disks A.

Definition 9. For a given flow ¢, a pair of distinct ¢—trajectories (71, 7z) is be
asymptotic if there are corresponding ¢— orbits for 71 and 73 which are asymp-
totic, and a ¢—trajectory is nomn-asymptotic if it is not asymptotically paired
with any other ¢p—trajectory (under any parameterization).

Notice that if h : Y 57 (D5) = > 37 (Ds) is a homeomorphism, then % is uni-
formly continuous and so maps asymptotic pairs of trajectories (71, 72) to as-
ymptotic pairs (7/,75). In particular, > 57 (Dj) is not homogeneous since some
trajectories are not paired asymptotically with another trajectory (see also page
10 and [Fok], p. 48).

We now determine a consistent way to choose arcs joining points on distinct as-
ymptotic trajectories 7; and 7z, the interiors of which are contained in A (71, 73) .

Definition 10. For a given orientation-preserving homeomorphism §: S* — S?,
with lift F: R -R ( £(0) € [0,1))

g o (R?,0) — (R*,0) by
(s.8) = ([1=Jsl) Pl @) +]sLFlH 1))
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Definition 11. We define the map
pp : REIRx S - S by
(s,8) = (s,m(t)) = [s,7(D)];.
We then have the following commutative diagram
®,00 5 (r,0)
nr s
(s 0,7@)) 5 (120)
and /If (]RX J) C (71'2)_1 (@J)

Lemma 6.4. The map fi; is a homeomorphism.

PRrOOF. Suppose that fs ((s,t)) = 5 ((s',t")). Then we must have that s = s'.
Since f is orientation-preserving, F' is monotone increasing, and so if, say, t < t'
we would have

[1=]s[] P @) +]s P (1) < [1-)s] FE0 (@) +)s R ()
Hence we must have that ¢t = ¢', implying that f is one-to-one. By invariance of

domain, fi5 is an open map. Since fij is clearly onto, ji; is a homeomorphism. [

Roughly speaking, we now develop a linear structure for > 37 induced by the
linear structure on R? and the maps (w37 + ¢). For each ¢ € Y 37 making the
definite choice

fie= ()" (f1(©)n[0,1) x 0,1),
we have the commutative diagram (). We now know that two distinct asymp-

totic trajectories 71 and 7 of ¢z will lie in the same path component C of ) 7,
for the disk

A(7—177—2):(©JXD2X"-Xan---)ﬂZH

spans the two trajectories. And so for any ¢ € C we have that the fibration m5;+c
maps R? onto C D A (71, 7z2). The translating factor fic then puts

(mr+0 7 (O, ()

into the standardized form (7r2)71 (Dy).
Now

(7)™ ©@2) =i () () (D)
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since w2 o fij = p;j o pj and (,u,t)*1 (D) = [R, J];, and so

(=) @) =i (o) (R J)y)) =i (U (R x 7~ (5" (J))]) -
nezZ

We thus have that (7r2)71 (D) is the union of the strips in 5 (R x 7= (7 (J))).
For a fixed n , i (R x 7! (f* (J))) contains translates of a strip by (k,0), with k
any integer. If we agree to let 7~! take on values in a specific range (e.g., [0, 1)) for
choosing the left endpoint of #=* (* (J)) on the 0 level, then ; (R x 7 (f* (J)))
is translation of /5 (R x 7~ (J)) by (0,n).

By the diagram (&) we have

(-Fe) 40 @) € ()

and so the preimages

-1

(f1 (),

(~Fie)” (rar 40 @) and (<ie) (g +0) )
are contained in the borders of the strips ; (R x 7#=! (§ (J))). We then have
the question: to what extent do these preimages depend on our choice of ¢? And:
what if w37 + ¢ is not one-to-one, as happens when ) 57 has an St factor? In
general, these preimages depend on the choice of ¢ and there may be countably
infinitely many elements in these sets. But there is something we can say. Since

-1
all elements of (—flc) (m3r + ¢)™" (z) are mapped by 72 to fi (z), the possible

-1
candidates for the preimages (— flc) (m37 + ¢) ! (z) are separated by transla-
tions by elements of Z2 And we have already seen that (7r2)_1 (Dy) is invariant
under such translations. So while these preimages are not uniquely determined,
the way the w2 preimages of f; (z) and fi (y) are “situated” in (7r2)_1 (Dy) is
determined.

We have that the borders of the strips i (]R x 71 (f” (7))) contain the preim-
ages (7r2)_1 (f1 (x)) and (7r2)_1 (f1 (y)) and these borders are trajectories of the
pullback flow

(~fic) (rar+ 0" dmr = (x*)" 0
and so are mapped by (75 +¢) o (—],”?c) one-to-one onto ¢;;— trajectories and

by 7?2 one-to-one onto ¢—trajectories (Lemma 2.3). Thus, the sets (7r2) ! (f1 (2))

and (7?) ~' (1 (y)) are grouped in pairs, with a pair on the borders of each strip in
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fi5 (R x 71 (7 (J))). Enumerate the set of component strips of ii; (R x =1 (§* (J)))
as {Sm }men- For n € Nlet 2™ = (27,23) and y" = (y7',y5) be the point of S, in
(7r2)_1 (f1 (z)) and (7r2)_1 (f1 (y)) respectively. There is no extremely simple way

of specifying in a consistent way an arc joining ™ and y™: while the sets Rx f* (.J)

are convex, the map p; distorts distances, and the sets fi; (]R x w1 (f” (7))) are
not convex — but they are “piecewise convex” : they are bent along the lines

R x k, where k is an integer. We shall exploit the piecewise convex structure of

5 (R x w1 (7 (J))) to form our arc and begin by forming a (broken) segment
between z° and y°, A [2°,4°].

We assume without loss of generality that z¥ < y? and 29 < y3, the construc-
tion being made in an exactly analogous way in the other cases. If ngJ = Lng
or if |29] + 1 =y3, then we take

A [mo,yo] : [0,1] = R? to be
t = 1=tz +ty°,
which is contained in Sp since So N R x [ 23], |#3] + 1] is convex (in fact, a
trapezoid). We assume then that [y3] = |29] + k with k& > 0 and y3 # |23 + 1.
Then for i = 1,...,k we set ¢; and r; to be the points on the trajectories of z°
and y° respectively which meet Rx {|29| + i}, and we set s = y3 —29. We then
define fori =1,..., k

. <y3—tx3J—i>gi+(Lxsw—xg)n
_ <y3—tx3J—z—>&+ 1_(@—@%4)1”

and define
A [Jfo,yo] :[0,1] —» R? to be the map
0 o o
mapping {0, L%J 1 linearly onto the segment joining z° and p;, [ szsj +1 7 szg +2]
. C |23 ]+ .
linearly onto the segment joining p; and pa, ...., and | ~=—,1| linearly onto the

segment joining py and y°. We know that each of the segments is contained in Sp
since each intersection Sp N R x [m, m + 1] is convex for any integer m. We then
have for any n € N a k,, € Z? with 2" = 2° +k,, and y™ = 3° + k,, and we define
the path [0,1] — R?

Alz"y"] () = A[2%,5°] (1) + kn.
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Then for any n € N 72 o A[z",y"] defines the same arc [0,1] — T2 sending 0
to fi(z) and 1 to fi (y), and for each n we have the arc [0,1] = > 37 defined

by (m37 +¢) o (—flvc) o A[z", y"]. At least one of these defines an arc joining z
and y which maps (0,1) into A(7:,7z), but it is possible that (737 + ¢) is not
one-to-one and so there may be many such arcs. But if we compose two such arcs

(a7 +¢) o (—ﬁ/c) o Alz",y"] and (w37 +¢) o (—flvc) o Alz™,y™]

with f; we get the same arc 7% o A [2°,4°] by (©), and since f; has unique path
lifting (see [Cl]), we know that the two arcs into ) 7 are the same. Thus, we get
a uniquely determined arc

Alzy]: (10,1],0,0) = (3 A (T, T)
with endpoints z and y as desired.

Lemma 6.5. A homeomorphism by : Y 57 (D5) = > 5 (Dg) can be extended to a
homeomorphism B : Y 577 — > 7

Proor. We let g7 = > (f)37 and ¢ = Y (9)x and we let
{(Ti., T2.) [a € A} and {(%,1,,%y,) | b€ B}

be the collection of pairs of asymptotic ¢7;— (and ¢ )—trajectories respectively.
To the pairs (71,,72,) and (%1,, %>, ) there correspond the disks A (71,, 72, ) and
A (T1,,%5,). We need to define h on Y 57 — > 77 (D5), which we now know to be
the union of the disks A (71,,72,)-

Since h maps arc components to arc components and is uniformly continuous,
it maps ¢y, —trajectories to ¢y—trajectories and an asymptotic pair (71, , 72, ) to
an asymptotic pair (Ty,,%s,). By Lemma 6.3, there are points p; and ps of Ty,
and 73, respectively, such that the corresponding ¢7;—orbits O; are asymptotic.
We extend b to h on A (T1,,7>,) as follows:

for (s,t) € R x [0,1], A[O1(s),02(s)](t) = A[ho O1(s),hoO2(s)] (t) .

Since h provides a monotonic (with respect to orbits) correspondence between
O1 (R) and ho O; (R) and between Os (R) and h o Os (R), by the construction of
the arcs A [z, y] we get that h maps A (71,,7»,) one-to-one onto A (%4, , %, ), and
so b is one-to-one and onto. Since these disks are neither open nor closed, this
does not guarantee the continuity of b, but since these arcs depend continuously

on their endpoints and b is continuous, we get that h is continuous and so a
homeomorphism. O
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Given any generalized Denjoy flow )" (f) and any 2— solenoid ) 3, there is a
map Iy : (357, e37) = (X_37, e37) homotopic to the identity with (id x T'y) : ¢37 stc
@%1) (see page 10), where 6 is the rotation number of f. The ¢;—trajectories cor-

responding to asymptotically paired ¢7;—orbits are mapped to the same @%1)7

trajectory. Each @%1)
paired ¢7;— trajectories is the I'j—image of exactly one ¢5;—trajectory. We shall
generalize this slightly.

—trajectory which is not the I's—image of asymptotically

Definition 12. Given a flow ¢ on X and a flow ¢ on Y and a trajectory map

r:¢ — i 1, we define a y-trajectory to be a I'-asymptotic trajectory if it is the
I'- image of an asymptotic pair of ¢—trajectories.

Theorem 6.6. Let D; and Dy be generalized Denjoy continua with

0 () (o) G012 0 5 o

and

Poi (3 oem) = (X ew)s idx Do) o =3 (a)y = 020,
Then

P =Y ()] &

[There is a translation of an isomorphism j : @5\3 b ¢ <I>(B Y which provides a

one-to-one correspondence between I' —asymptotic tmjectomes and I'y—asymptotic
trajectories, where I' : ¢3p — A <I>(a 2
—preimage of a I' —asymptotic tm]ectory contains only two trajectories of Y 57 (Ds)

and is such that the I' —preimage of a trajectory which is not I' —asymptotic is a

is homotopic to ids-— and is such that the I'

single ¢yr—trajectory. |

PRrROOF. (=) Let h: > 37 (D5) = >~ (Dy) be a homeomorphism. We then have
that h extends to a homeomorphism b : >ar — > There is an isomorphism

: Y57 — >« homotopic to h — h (eg7) which then lifts to an automorphism
: R2— R?, see [Sch] and [Cl]. Since Ty is homotopic to idy-—, we have that
(e57) and Iy (h (e57)) are in the same path component of Y 7. Hence, h =

= .

(h b (ez7 ) + b (e57) and j def i+ Ty (E (eﬁ)) are homotopic since translations
by elements of the same path component of ) 5 are isotopic, see [Cl]. Then with
i((a,1)) = (n,6) and with § multiplication by ¢ and with v =7/ (we know that



SOLENOIDALIZATION AND DENJOIDS 27

d # 0 since a is irrational), we have
o i plol) (LY £(,1)
(6) xj: o x o

since translations preserve linear flows, see [Cl], Lemma 3.3.

We now set out to show that 3 = 7. Now the maps h and are j are homotopic,
and I'y and I'y are homotopic to their respective identities, and so 'y o b and
j o 'y are homotopic as maps Y 3; — >.x and both map ey; — Iy (E (eﬁ))
since Iy (eg7) = egp. With T the ¢y;—trajectory of ez7, we have by construction
that Ty o b (7) is the Q(ﬁﬁ’l)—trajectory of Iy (h (e37)) and that j o I'y (7)) is the
@%’1)—trajectory of Iy (b (e57)). We then also have that 8 = [goh —jo I} 15
homotopic to the constant map sending ) ;7 to ey. Hence, there is a map 0
making the following diagram commute

) (R?,0)
Sy
Cinewn) = (Cwew)

since my is a fibration and the constant map sending ) 57 to ey lifts.

Suppose then that 3 # 7. We then choose a sequence {¢z7 (tn, €37) },,cy Which
converges in ) 57, where {t,}, .y is an unbounded sequence of the reals. We
then arrive at a contradiction just as in the proof of Theorem 3.9 in [C]] since
{0 ¢r (tns exp) } o must converge, while {2037 (tn,e37)},,cn TePresents at
the same time the differences of points in the plane which are unbounded in the
plane and which lie on lines which, having different slopes when lifted to R?
via mx + I'g (E (eﬁ)), diverge. We then must have that 8 = v, and so id x j :

(1) €AV 2 (n,0) . _ Lo glanl) 9P £(5,1)
- R e Wlthn/(i—,@and).éﬁ R T

We now define I' & j7LoLlgobh . Since I'y is homotopic to the identity
and h and j are homotopic, we have that T’ is homotopic to the identity. Now
Iy obh: bar trej (I)%’&l) since I'y : ¢ e <I>(ﬁ’8’1) and h maps ¢37— trajectories con-
tained in ) 37 (Dj) to ¢ —trajectoriesin ) (Dy) and maps the ¢y —trajectories
of a5 — > -7 (Dy) into a disk contained in ) — Y 5 (Dgq), which disk is in turn
) 1.

mapped to a single @%’1 —trajectory by I'y. By the above, we have that j—

<I>(NB’1) g Q(Ma’l), and soI': g5 traj Q(Ma’l). By construction, I'j maps asymptotic

pairs of ¢ —trajectories to a single Q(Mﬁ’l)

)

—trajectory and maps non-asymptotic

¢x— trajectories to a Q(ﬁﬁ’l — trajectory which has a single ¢y —trajectory as
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its I'y—preimage. And so, since b only maps asymptotic pairs of ¢3r— trajecto-

ries to asymptotic pairs of ¢x—trajectories and since j~! provides a one-to-one

(8,1) )

. . 1 . .
correspondence between Qﬁ —trajectories and Q(ﬁa’ —trajectories, I' maps as-

ymptotic pairs of ¢7;— trajectories to a <I>(HO“1)

its ['—preimage in ) 37 (D5) and I' maps non-asymptotic ¢y;—trajectories to a

— trajectory having this pair as

<I%"l)—traujectory which has a single ¢7;—trajectory as its ['—preimage. Notice
that the following diagram of trajectory maps commutes by construction

> 37 5 YN
L Ty,
S 2 YN

and so a I'—asymptotic trajectory ¥ with the asymptotic ¢7;—trajectories 7 and
7' contained in "1 (%) N Y77 (Ds) is mapped by j to I' (h (T)) = I' (h(T")),
which is then a I'y—asymptotic trajectory. This is what we required.

(<) Under the given assumptions we need to find a homeomorphism b :
Y37 (Ds) = > x5 (Dg). Let @ € Y 57 (Dy). There are two possibilities for the
¢ar—trajectory T of x: (1) T is asymptotically paired with another ¢;;—trajectory
T" and (2) T is non-asymptotic.

(1) In this case, since there is exactly one other trajectory 7' C > 57 (Dj)
with which 7 is asymptotically paired, we have that I~! (I' (z)) N Y57 (Dj) is a
pair of points {z,z'}, with one point from each of 7 and 7'. Now j (T"(z)) is by
assumption a point on a I'y—asymptotic trajectory which will similarly have two
[g—preimages {y,y'} in ) 5 (Dy), with y € T and y' € T', where T and T’ are
asymptotically paired ¢r—trajectories.

Our analysis of the maps 737+ « (see the diagram (<) and the construction of
arcs joining points on the borders of the disks A (7, 7")) shows that the relative
position of the points

(~Fi7) " (o +2) " (')

in the plane is determined up to translation by an element of Z2. And so, it
is well-defined to say that one of the pair (7,7") lies to the left of the other,
meaning that in any connected strip S = R x J which (73 + ) o (—m) o fif
maps onto A (7, 7T"), the so-called left trajectory of the pair (7, 7") forms the left
border of S (see Definition 11) . Similar considerations hold for the map w5 +y
and the pair (T,T’). We assume then without loss of generality that 7 lies to
the left of 7' and that ¥ lies to the left of ¥'.
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Since the maps I' and I'y are homotopic to the respective identities by assump-
tion, we have that (m37 + I (2)) (R?) D {z,2'} U{T (z)} and that

(5 +Ta (1)) (B) D {y,y"} U{Ts (1)} -

And since R? is contractible, there is a map j making the following diagram
commute

(R?,0) % (R?,0)
(rr+T @)L Ly +Ta(y) -
Caw T @) > (CxTa®)

It is a routine matter to show that j is a homeomorphism of R? by looking at a
similar diagram for j—! and composing the two diagrams to get an identity on the
bottom row and the composition of the two lifts on the top row, which must then
be the identity by the uniqueness of lifting for path connected spaces. In fact, the
additivity of the maps (w37 + I' (x)), ) and (7 + Iy (y)) can be used to show that
J is an automorphism which can be represented by a matrix, but we do not really
need this. We then define h (z) =y and h(2') =y (or h (z) =y’ and h (z') = y),
according as j preserves (reverses) the orientation of the plane [which could be
determined by examining the sign of the determinant of the matrix representing
j]. In other words, if j preserves orientation the left point is mapped to the left
point, and if j reverses orientation the left point is mapped to the right point.

(2) In this case, there is in some sense no choice. By assumption, j (' (z))
is contained in a trajectory which is not I'y—asymptotic trajectory, and so its
['y—preimage is a single point y. We then define h (z) = y.

To see that the so defined function h is a homeomorphism, first notice that
it is one-to-one and onto since j provides a one-to-one correspondence between
['—asymptotic and I'y— asymptotic trajectories and j itself is a homeomorphism.
It then only remains to show that b is continuous. To see this, we examine a
point y € > 5 (Dgy) and a neighborhood

(92) 7 (U) N (Dy)

of y, where g, : & — T? is the projection onto the nt* factor and U is an open
neighborhood of g, (y) in T? (we use gj- for the bonding maps of > ). Now g,
projects the flow ¢ to the flow (¢7')" > (g), and the neighborhood U of g, (y)
in T? then contains a “rectangular” neighborhood N of g, (y) which is home-
omorphic to the product of an arc contained in the (g7")* 3" (g) — trajectory of
gn (v) and a transverse segment ¢ C N containing g, (y) in its interior and which
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is such that the nt" factor map of Iy gV1°"°Na-1) maps A to a set which is

homeomorphic to the product of the image of these two line segments, the seg-
ment of the trajectory being mapped homeomorphically by g(NVo°1N=-1) while ¢
is mapped monotonically [here we are using the specific construction of I'y , see
page 10; see page 8 for a description of the action of the map g(N°o " °1Nn-1) — the
described behaviour of g(N1°"'°N"*1)]. And since y is on a non-asymptotic trajec-
tory, gUVore1Nn=1) (¢) will contain g, (T (¥)) in its interior and g(N°°1¥n-1) ()
is a neighborhood N’ of g, (I'y (y)). Thus, I'y ((gn)_1 (U)) contains the neigh-

borhood V &' (gn) " (N of Ty (y). But then

L)Y (o)

is a neighborhood of h=! (y) which h maps into (g,)~" (U) by construction.

And if y is on a non-asymptotic trajectory and if (g,)~" (U) N YN (Dy) isa
neighborhood of y, we still have a rectangular neighborhood N' C U of g, (y) as
described above — only now the image of £ under g(NV,,—1 o-- -0 N;1) might contain
gn (T'g (y)) as an endpoint. In this case,

VE (g0)  (g(Na 100 Ni) (W)

is a neighborhood and it contains I'y (y), but it might not contain I'y (y) in its
interior. Now j~—! might “flip” V, but our construction takes the possible orien-
tation reversal of j into account and I~ (7! (V) N Y37 (D) is a neighborhood
of h~* (y) which b maps into (g,,) " (U) by construction. O

Previously we noted that any minimal set occurring in an aperiodic continuous
flow on T? which is a proper subset of T? is homeomorphic with some Dy. We
are thus led to the following conjecture:

Conjecture. If M is a minimal set occurring in a flow on ) 37 which has
no orbit whose closure is homogeneous, M is homeomorphic with some denjoid

>~ (Dy).

We cannot require N to be M as it is easy to construct denjoids Y + (Dy) C
> a7 Which are not realized as a denjoid )7 (Dy) and which have corresponding
minimal flows on Y 57 which are the “pullbacks” by the n'* (n > 1) projection
maps f, of lows on T2.
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