arXiv:2202.10568v2 [math.DS] 15 Aug 2023

RECURRENCE FOR SEMI-DECOMPOSITIONS

TOMOO YOKOYAMA

Abstract. This paper constructs a foundation to analyze semi-group actions, group actions, filtrations, and decompositions in a unified manner. In fact, though the studies of decomposition can be applied to foliated spaces and group actions, they can not be applied to semi-group actions and filtrations in general because filtration and the set of orbits of a semi-group need not be decompositions of the base spaces. To analyze these concepts in a unified manner, we introduce a concept of a semi-decomposition which is a natural generalization of these concepts because similar relations among recurrence and their variants to group actions and decompositions hold for semi-decompositions. On the other hand, we demonstrate the difference between the recurrent concepts for group actions and those even for semi-group actions.

1. Introduction

Recurrence is one of the most fundamental properties of dynamics. It is generalized into several concepts (e.g. equicontinuity, variants of almost periodicity, distal property, characteristic 0 property) for actions of groups and semi-groups. Some concepts for group actions also are introduced for decomposition (e.g. foliated spaces). Though the studies of decomposition can be applied to foliated spaces and group actions, they can not be applied to semi-group actions in general because filtration and the set of orbits of a semi-group need not be decompositions of the base spaces. This paper introduces semi-decomposition, which is a generalization of the concepts, to analyze semi-group actions, group actions, filtrations, and decompositions in a unified manner.

From a semi-group action point of view, Gottschalk characterizes almost periodicity [20], Ellis, Ellis, and Nerurkar study the recurrence in this century [17], and Auslander and Dai introduce variants of recurrence for semi-group actions and generalize several results to them for flows to semi-group actions in recent decades [5]. In this paper, we develop various relations among variants of recurrence into those for semi-decompositions.

From a group action point of view, there are various relations among variants of recurrence (see Figure 1). For instance, the equivalence of equicontinuity and closedness of the orbit closure relation (i.e. R-closedness) for the product action for group actions on compact Hausdorff spaces is shown [19, Lemma 4.3 p.25 and Proposition 4.11 p.29]. On the other hand, the equivalence of equicontinuity and the closedness of the orbit closure relation does not hold [29, 38]. The equivalence

Date: December 5, 2023.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 37B05; Secondary 54H15,54C08, 37C85,57M60,37C86.

Key words and phrases. Decomposition, semi-group, equicontinuity, characteristic 0 property, R-closedness.

The author was partially supported by JSPS Grant Number 21H00980. 1

of closedness of the orbit closure relations and characteristic 0 property is shown for group actions on Hausdorff spaces in [29, Theorem 9] (also [15, Theorem 1.7]) and more generally for decompositions on Hausdorff space [40, Corollary 3.1]. Any equicontinuous group action on a Hausdorff space is distal (in the sense of [16, Definition 4.5 p.41]) (cf. [16, Proposition 15.3]). The distal property implies pointwise almost periodicity (i.e. T_1-separation axiom for the orbit class space) for any group action on a locally compact Hausdorff space such that any orbit closures are compact, from [18, Theorem 1] and [4, Theorem 7 p.11]. This paper demonstrates similar relations for semi-decompositions and the difference between the recurrent concepts for group actions and those even for semi-group actions.

In addition, the equicontinuty implies characteristic 0 properties and the closedness of the orbit closure relation for a group action on a compact Hausdorff space [19, Proposition 4.10], for abelian group action on locally compact Hausdorff uniformizable space [13, Theorem 4.2], and group actions with compact orbit closure on locally compact Hausdorff uniformizable spaces [29, Theorem 2, Proposition 6, Theorem 9]. Moreover, the implication is stated in [4, Exercise 6(a) p.46] in the group action case. Therefore we ask whether this implication holds in general. More precisely, we ask the following question.

Question 1. Does the equicontinuity make the orbit closure relations closed in general?

In this paper, we give an affirmative answer for Question 1 in the case of semigroup actions on metrizable spaces (Corollary 3.3), and a similar statement holds for foliated spaces (see Corollary 3.4). More generally, we have the following relation.

Theorem A. Every weakly equicontinuous semi-decomposition on a metrizable space is R-closed and of characteristic 0.

Equicontinuity does not imply pointwise almost periodicity for semi-group actions (see examples in §4.2.1–4.2.2 and §4.4.1). On the other hand, we give the following implication in the case of decomposition on metrizable spaces.

Theorem B. The following statements hold for any weakly equicontinuous decomposition on a metrizable space:

(1) The decomposition is of characteristic 0. (2) The decomposition is R-closed. (3) The class space is Hausdorff.

Moreover, if any element closures are compact, then the following statements hold: (4) The decomposition is weakly almost periodic.

(5) The class decomposition is an upper semi-continuous decomposition. (6) For any neighborhood U of an element closure, there is an open invariant neighborhood V ⊆ U of the element closure.

Notice that the previous theorem implies the result for group actions (Corollary 3.10). As mentioned above, every equicontinuous group action on a compact Hausdorff space implies distal property. Therefore we also ask the following question, which Hiraku Nozawa poses.

Question 2. Is there any relation between R-closedness (the closedness of the orbit closure relation) and the distal property for group actions?

Equicontinuous

⊋

WWWWWW W WWWWWW W

⊋

Regular

Distal

⊋

‖ Characteristic 0 R-closed

Pointwise almost periodic Weakly almost periodic

⊋ Minimal ⊋

⊊

Figure 1. Relations among concepts for group actions on compact Hausdorff spaces.

Equicontinuous ⊊ Weakly equicontinuous

⊋

⊋

Distal Characteristic 0

⊊

R-closed =

Pointwise almost periodic Weakly almost periodic

⊋ Minimal ⊋

⊊

Figure 2. Relations among concepts for semi-groups on metrizable spaces.

We give a negative answer for Question 2 as Figure 1 even group actions on compact manifolds by constructing examples. Moreover, some incomparable relations hold for semi-group actions as in Figure 2 and more generally semi-decompositions as in Figure 3. In addition, we have the following incomparability for semi-group actions.

Theorem C. The following statements hold for semi-group actions on compact manifolds:

(1) Distal property and R-closedness are incomparable even for group actions. (2) Distal property and weak equicontinuty are incomparable.

(3) Pointwise almost periodicity is incomparable to each of distal property, Rclosedness, weak equicontinuity, and equicontinuity.

(4) Weak almost periodicity is incomparable to each of distal property, weak equicontinuity, and equicontinuity.

(5) Minimality is incomparable to each of distal property, weak equicontinuity, and equicontinuity.

Note that all incomparable relations except one between equicontinuity and distal property in Figure 2 are shown in the previous theorem. Moreover, Figures 1–3 demonstrate the difference between the concepts for group actions and those for semigroup actions.

The present paper consists of four sections. In the next section, as preliminaries, we recall fundamental concepts and introduce semi-decomposition for a unified discussion for decompositions. In § 3, we define variants of recurrence for semidecomposition. Theorem A and Theorem B are demonstrated. In the final section, we demonstrate Theorem C by constructing examples.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Fundamental concepts. We recall several fundamental concepts.

2.1.1. Decomposition. By a decomposition, we mean a family F of pairwise disjoint nonempty subsets of a set X such that X = ⨆ F, where ⨆ denotes a disjoint union. Denote by F(x) the element of F containing x. For a subset A ⊆ X, set F(A) := ⋃ x∈A F(x), called the saturation of A. The closure of the element containing a point is called the element closure of the point. The decomposition space X/F of X is a quotient space X/ ∼_T defined by x ∼_F y if F(x) = F(y). Since connectivity is not required, the set of orbits of group actions are also decompositions.

2.1.2. Separation axioms and relative concepts. A point x of a topological space X is T_0 (or Kolmogorov) if for any point y ≠ x ∈ X there is an open subset U of X such that |{x, y} ∩ U| = 1, where |A| is the cardinality of a subset A. A topological space is T_0 (or Kolmogorov) if each point is T_0. For a topological space X, define the class x̂ := {y ∈ X | {x} = {y}} for any point x and a decomposition X̂ := {ẑ | z ∈ X} of classes. Here A is the closure of a subset A. Then the decomposition X̂ is a T_0 space as a quotient space, which is called the T_0-tification (or Kolmogorov quotient) of X.

A topological space X is T_1 if any singletons are closed. Here a singleton is a set with exactly one element. A topological space X is regular if for any closed subset F ⊆ X and any point x ∈ X − F there are a disjoint neighborhood of F and a neighborhood of x, and a topological space is T_3 if it is T_1 and regular. Here B −C is used instead of the set difference B \ C when B ⊆ C. A topological space X is completely regular if for any closed subset A ⊆ X and any point x ∈ X − A there is a continuous function f : X → R with f(x) = 1 and f|_A = 0. A topological space X is Tychonoff (or T_3 1_2 ) if it is Hausdorff and completely regular. A topological space X is uniformizable if there is a uniformity on X that induces the topology of X. In other words, a topological space is uniformizable if and only if it is homeomorphic to a uniform space equipped with the topology of the uniformity. It is known that any topological space is uniformizable if and only if it is completely regular (cf. [39]), and so that any Hausdorff space is uniformizable if and only if it is Tychonoff. A topological space is normal if any pair of two disjoint closed subsets has disjoint open neighborhoods, and a topological space is T_4 if it is T_1 and normal.

2.1.3. Hausdorff distance. Let (X, d) be a metric space. The Hausdorff distance d_H : (2^X − {∅}) × 2^X − {∅}) → R_{≥0} ⊔ {∞} is an extended quasimetric defined as follows: for any non-empty subsets A, B ⊆ X, d_H (A, B) := inf{ε > 0 | A ⊆ U_ε(B), B ⊆ U_ε(A)} where U_ε(C) := ⋃ x∈C {y ∈ X | d(y, x) < ε}. 2.1.4. Pre-order. A binary relation ≤ on a set P is a pre-order if it is reflexive (i.e. a ≤ a for any a ∈ P ) and transitive (i.e. a ≤ c for any a, b, c ∈ P with a ≤ b and b ≤ c). For a point x of a pre-ordered set P , define the downward closure ↓ x := {y ∈ P | y ≤ x} of the point x.

2.2. Concepts for semi-decompositions.

Weakly equicontinuous

⊋

⊋

Characteristic 0

⊊

R-closed =

Pointwise almost periodic Weakly almost periodic

⊋ Minimal ⊋

⊊

Figure 3. Relations among concepts for semi-decomposition on metrizable spaces.

2.2.1. Semi-decomposition. Though the studies of decomposition can be applied to foliated spaces and group actions, they can not be applied to semi-group actions in general because the set of orbits of a semi-group need not be a decomposition of the base space. Therefore we introduce a concept of semi-decomposition to analyze semi-group actions and decompositions in a unified manner as follows.

Definition 1. A mapping F : X → 2^X from a set X is a semi-decomposition if it satisfies the following two conditions: (1) x ∈ F(x) for any x ∈ X.

(2) F(x) ⊆ F(y) for any x, y ∈ X with x ∈ F(y).

The closure of the element containing a point is called the element closure of the point.

By definition, any decompositions are semi-decompositions. Note that the set of orbits of any semi-group action is a semi-decomposition and that the set of simplices of the simplicial complex has a semi-decomposition structure. Moreover, any filtrations of topological spaces and any stratifications on topological spaces have semi-decomposition structures. In particular, the set of (connected components of) sub-level sets of any function is a semi-decomposition. Here a stratification on a topological space X is a continuous mapping π : X → P from X to a poset P with the Alexandroff topology (cf. [31, Definition A.5.2] and [7, Definition 2.1.3]), and the subsets F(x) := { ⋃ y≤x π^{−1}(y) | x ∈ P } for any points x ∈ X form a semi-decomposition of the stratification. Notice that a semi-decomposition on a topological space has no stratification in general, even for decompositions generated by groups. In fact, the set of orbits of an irrational rotation on a circle, which is a minimal diffeomorphism, is a decomposition but does not have canonical stratifications because any orbits are not closed but maximal elements in the decomposition with respect to the inclusion order.

From now on, we use F for a semi-decomposition on a topological space X unless otherwise stated.

In this paper, we show the relations of properties for semi-decompositions as in Figure 3 (see Lemmas 3.1–3.7 and an example in §4.4.2).

2.2.2. A one-to-one correspondence between semi-decompositions and pre-orders. There is a one-to-one correspondence between semi-decompositions and pre-orders as follows:

For a semi-decomposition F on a set X, define a pre-order ≤ on X by x ≤ y if x ∈ F(y) (equivalently F(x) ⊆ F(y)). In other words, the induced pre-order is the order induced by the inclusion order on the semi-decomposition F.

For a pre-order ≤ on a set X, define a semi-decomposition F by F(y) := ↓ y = {x ∈ X | x ≤ y} (i.e. F = {↓ y | y ∈ X}). In other words, the induced semidecomposition is the set of downward closures of points.

2.2.3. Properties of semi-decomposition. For any point x ∈ X, define the element class F̂(x) as follows: F̂(x) := {y ∈ X | F(x) = F(y)} ⊆ F(x) We call F̂(x) the element class of x. If the class semi-decomposition is a decomposition, then the decomposition is denoted by F̂ and is called the class decomposition. For the class decomposition F̂, the (element) class space X/F̂ of X is a quotient space X/ ∼_{F̂} defined by x ∼_{F̂} y if F̂(x) = F̂(y) (or equivalently F(x) = F(y)). Note that the decomposition class space X/F̂ of a decomposition is the T_0-tification of the decomposition space X/F.

For a semi-decomposition F on a topological space X, the (bilateral) prolongation D(x) of a point x ∈ X is defined as follows:

D(x) = {y ∈ X | y_α ∈ F(x_α), y_α → y, and x_α → x for some nets (y_α), (x_α) ⊆ X}

We have the following observation.

Lemma 2.1. For any point x of a semi-decomposition on a topological space, the element closure of x is contained in the bilateral prolongation D(x).

Proof. Let F be a semi-decomposition on a topological space X. Fix a point x ∈ X. Since X is a metric space, by D(x) = {y ∈ X | y_α ∈ F(x_α), y_α → y, and x_α → x for some nets (y_α), (x_α) ⊆ X}, we have F(x) = {y ∈ X | y_α ∈ F(x), y_α → y, for some net (y_α) ⊆ X} ⊆ D(x). □

2.2.4. Properties of semi-decompositions. A subset of X is invariant with respect to a semi-decomposition F if it is a union of elements of F. By definition of semidecomposition, a subset A is invariant if and only if A = ⋃ x∈A F(x). An invariant subset A of X is minimal with respect to F if A = F(x) for any point x ∈ A.

3. Relations of variants of recurrence

In this section, we study relations of variants of recurrence for decompositions and semi-decompositions.

3.1. Characteristic 0 property and weak equicontinuouity. We define pointwise almost periodicity as follows.

Definition 2. A semi-decomposition F on a topological space X is pointwise almost periodic if any element closures of F are minimal.

Notice that A semi-decomposition on a topological space X is pointwise almost periodic if and only if the element closure relation R = {(x, y) ∈ X × X | y ∈ F(x)} is symmetric.

Definition 3. A semi-decomposition on a topological space X is R-closed (or the element closure relation is closed) if the element closure relation R = {(x, y) ∈ X × X | y ∈ F(x)} is closed as a subset of the product space.

By [40, Corollary 1.4], the R-closedness for decompositions implies the pointwise almost periodicity. Therefore the closedness of the element closure relation for decompositions implies the symmetric property. However, the closedness of the element closure relation for semi-decompositions does implies the symmetric property. In fact, there is an R-closed semi-decomposition that is not pointwise almost periodic such that the element closure relation is not symmetric (see an example in § 4.4.1). Note that we use the element closure relation is the inverse relation of one in [40].

3.1.1. Characteristic 0 property. The characteristic 0 property is introduced by Knight [28] based on the characteristic 0^+ property introduced by Ahamd [1]. Consider a semi-decomposition F on a topological space X.

Definition 4. A point x ∈ X is of characteristic 0 if F(x) = D(x).

A semi-decomposition on a topological space X is of characteristic 0 if so is any point of X. The characteristic 0 property is also called D-stable property in [3]. By definition, the following are equivalent for a decomposition: (1) y ∈ D(x); (2) x ∈ D(y). However, the equivalent does not hold for semi-decomposition, even semi-group action cases (see an example in §4.4.1).

As mentioned above, the characteristic 0 property and R-closedness coincide for decomposition on Hausdorff space. Moreover, the coincidence also holds for semi-decompositions, which follows from the same argument of the proof of [15, Theorem 1.7] for group actions on Hausdorff spaces.

Lemma 3.1. A semi-decomposition on a Hausdorff space is of characteristic 0 if and only if it is R-closed.

For the self-containedness, we state the following proof for semi-decompositions.

Proof. Let F be a semi-decomposition on a Hausdorff space X and R the element closure relation.

Suppose that F is of characteristic 0. Fix a net (x_α, y_α)_{α∈Λ} converging to a point (x_∞, y_∞). By definition of R and characteristic 0 property, we obtain y_α ∈ F(x_α) = D(x_α) for any α ∈ Λ. For any α ∈ Λ, there is nets (x_{βα} )_{βα∈Λα} and (y_{βα} )_{βα∈Λα} such that y_{βα} ∈ F(x_{βα} ), y_{βα} → y_α, and x_{βα} → x_α. Consider the product partial order on L := Λ × ∏ α∈Λ Λ_α. For A = (α^′, (β_α)) ∈ L, set x_A := x_{βα′} and y_A := y_{βα′} .

Then (x_A)_{A∈L} and (y_A)_{A∈L} are nets with y_A ∈ F(x_A).

We claim that (x_A)_{A∈L} is a net converging to x_∞ and that (y_A)_{A∈L} is a net converging to y_∞. Indeed, fix an open neighborhood U of x_∞. By x_α → x_∞, there is an element α^′ ∈ Λ such that x_α ∈ U for any α ≥ α^′. Then the open subset U is also an open neighborhood of x_α for any α ≥ α^′. For any α ∈ Λ, there is an element β^′_α ∈ Λ_α such that x_{βα} ∈ U for any β_α ≥ β^′_α. Set A^′ := (α^′, (β^′_α)) ∈ L. Then x_A ∈ U for any A ≥ A^′. This means that the net (x_A)_{A∈L} is a net converging to x_∞. From the same argument for y_α, the net (y_A)_{A∈L} is a net converging to y_∞.

By definition of bilateral prolongation and characteristic 0 property, we obtain y_∞ ∈ D(x_∞) = F(x_∞). This implies that (x_∞, y_∞) ∈ R.

Conversely, suppose that F is R-closed. Fix a point x ∈ X. By Lemma 2.1, we have F(x) ⊆ D(x). Choose a point y ∈ D(x). Then there are nets (y_α) and (x_α) with y_α ∈ F(x_α), y_α → y, and x_α → x. By definition of the element closure relation R, we have (x_α, y_α) ∈ R for any α ∈ Λ. The closedness of R implies that (x, y) ∈ R and so y ∈ F(x). Therefore F(x) = D(x). □

3.1.2. Weak equicontinuouity. Now, we introduce weakly equicontinuity for semidecomposition as follows.

Definition 5. A semi-decomposition F on a metric space (X, d) is weakly equicontinuous if for any ε ∈ R_{>0} there is a positive number δ ∈ R_{>0} such that d_H (F(x), F(y)) < ε for any points x, y ∈ X with d(x, y) < δ.

A semi-decomposition on a metrizable space X is weakly equicontinuous if there is a compatible metric d: X × X → R such that the metric space (X, d) is weakly equicontinuous. Because semi-decompositions do not have local geometric structures in general, this definition of weak equicontinuity for semi-decompositions is sightly different from one for pseudogroups of local homeomorphisms and foliated spaces (see [2, Definition 8.1] for details). However, any Riemannian foliations, which are introduced by Reinhart [36], on paracompact manifolds are weakly equicontinuous decompositions. We have the following relation.

Lemma 3.2. Any weakly equicontinuous semi-decomposition on a metrizable space is of characteristic 0.

Proof. Let F be a weakly equicontinuous semi-decomposition on a metric space (X, d). Fix a point x ∈ X. By Lemma 2.1, we have F(x) ⊆ D(x). We claim that F(x) ⊇ D(x). Indeed, fix a point y ∈ D(x) and a positive number ε > 0. By definition of bilateral prolongation, there are nets (y_α) and (x_α) with y_α ∈ F(x_α) , y_α → y, and x_α → x. By weakly equicontinuity, there is a number δ ∈ R_{>0} such that d_H (F(x^′), F(y^′)) < ε/2 for any points x^′, y^′ ∈ X with d(x^′, y^′) < δ. From y_α → y and x_α → x, there is α such that d(x, x_α) < δ and d(y, y_α) < δ. Then d_H (F(x), F(x_α)) < ε/2 and d_H (F(y_α), F(y)) < ε/2. Since F(y_α) ⊆ F(x_α), we have that y ∈ F(y) ⊆ U_{ε/2}(F(y_α)) ⊆ U_{ε/2}(F(x_α)). On the other hand, we obtain F(x_α) ⊆ U_{ε/2}(F(x)) and so U_{ε/2}(F(x_α)) ⊆ U_ε(F(x)). Therefore y ∈ U_{ε/2}(F(x_α)) ⊂ U_ε(F(x)) and so y ∈ F(x). This means that F(x) ⊇ D(x). Thus F(x) = D(x). □

Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 imply Theorem A. In particular, the following statement holds.

Corollary 3.3. Every equicontinuous semi-group action on a metrizable space is R-closed and of characteristic 0.

Corollary 3.4. Every weakly equicontinuous foliated space is R-closed and of characteristic 0.

3.2. Upper-semicontinuity and weak almost periodicity. We recall (weak) upper semi-continuity.

Definition 6. A semi-decomposition F on a topological space X is weakly upper semi-continuous (cf. [10, Definition in p.9]) if each element of F is closed, and for any L ∈ F and any open neighborhood U of L there is an open invariant neighborhood V of L contained in U.

A weakly upper semi-continuous semi-decomposition F on a topological space X is upper semi-continuous (cf. [10, Definition in p.13]) if each element of F is compact. Notice that R-closedness for decompositions on compact Hausdorff spaces and the upper semi-continuity of the class decomposition coincide [41, Theorem A].

3.2.1. Weak almost periodicity in the sense of Gottschalk and Mason. We recall weak almost periodicity in the sense of Gottschalk and Mason.

Definition 7. A pointwise almost periodic semi-decomposition F on a topological space X is weakly almost periodic in the sense of Gottschalk and Mason [33] if the union ⋃ x∈A F(x) of element closures for any closed subset A of X is closed.

In other words, a pointwise almost periodic semi-decomposition F on a topological space X is weakly almost periodic if and only if the canonical quotient map q : X → X/F̂ is closed. Notice that weak equicontinuity does not imply weak almost periodicity for semi-group actions (see an example in §4.4.2). On the other hand, we have the following statement, which is stated in [10, Proposition 1.1.1, p.8] when the base space is Hausdorff.

Lemma 3.5. The following are equivalent for a semi-decomposition on a topological space:

(1) The semi-decomposition is weakly almost periodic.

(2) The semi-decomposition is pointwise almost periodic and the class decomposition is weakly upper semi-continuous.

In any case, every element class corresponds to the element closure. Proof. Let F be a semi-decomposition on a topological space X. Suppose that F is weakly almost periodic. By definition, the semi-decomposition F is pointwise almost periodic and so the class semi-decomposition F̂ is a decomposition with F̂ = {F(x) | x ∈ X}. Fix a point x ∈ X and an open neighborhood U of F̂(x). Then the complement F := X − U is closed. Since F is weakly almost periodic, the saturation F̂(F ) is invariant closed. Since F = X − U and F̂(x) ⊆ U, we have F ∩ F̂(x) = ∅ and so F̂(F ) ∩ F̂(x) = ∅. Therefore the complement X − F̂(F ) is an invariant open neighborhood of F̂(x) contained in U. This means that the class decomposition F̂ is weakly upper semi-continuous.

Conversely, suppose that F is pointwise almost periodic and the class decomposition F̂ is weakly upper semi-continuous. Fix a closed subset F ⊆ X. We claim that the complement X − F̂ is open. Indeed, fix a point x ∈ X − F̂. Then the complement U := X − F is an open neighborhood of F̂(x). By weak upper semi-continuity of F̂, there is an open F̂-invariant neighborhood V ⊆ U of F̂(x). Since V ⊆ U = X − F , we have V ∩ F = ∅. The F̂-invariance of V implies that V ∩ F̂(F ) = ∅ and so V ⊆ X − −F̂. This means that the complement X − F̂ is open. Therefore F is weakly almost periodic. □

Moreover, we have the following implication.

Lemma 3.6. The class space of a weakly almost periodic semi-decomposition F on a normal space X is Hausdorff. Moreover, if X is Hausdorff, then F is R-closed.

Proof. Let F be a weakly almost periodic semi-decomposition on a normal space X. Since F is pointwise almost periodic, the class semi-decomposition is a decomposition F̂ = {F(x) | x ∈ X} and so the element closure relation of F̂ is an equivalence relation on X. Since the element closure relation R of F is also one of the decomposition F̂, the element closure relation of F is the same equivalence relation on X. Fix two distinct classes L ≠ L^′ ∈ F̂. By normality of X, there are disjoint open neighborhoods U, U^′ of L and L^′ respectively. Since the complements F := X − U and F^′ := X − U^′ are closed, the saturation F̂(F ) and F̂(F^′) are closed. By construction, we have F̂(F ) ∩ L = ∅ and F̂(F^′) ∩ L^′ = ∅. Then L ⊆ X − F̂(F ) ⊆ U and L^′ ⊆ X − F̂(F^′) ⊆ U^′. This means that X − F̂(F ) and X − F̂(F^′) are disjoint open F̂-invariant neighborhoods of L and L^′ respectively.

Suppose that X is Hausdorff. Since F̂ = {F(x) | x ∈ X}, the element closure relation R of F is also one of the decomposition F̂. [8, Proposition 8.3.8 p.79] implies that the element closure relation R of F is closed. □

3.2.2. Properties of minimality for semi-decompositions. We have the following statement.

Proposition 3.7. Any minimal semi-decomposition on a topological space is of characteristic 0, R-closed, and weakly almost periodic.

Proof. Let F be a minimal semi-decomposition on a topological space X. Fix a point x ∈ X. By Lemma 2.1, we have X = F(x) ⊆ D(x) and so F(x) = D(x). This means that F is of characteristic 0. By definition of the element closure relation R, the minimality implies that R = {(x, y) ∈ X × X | y ∈ F(x)} = X × X is closed. Therefore F is R-closed. From the minimality, the class semi-decomposition F̂ consists of one element X and so the semi-decomposition F is pointwise almost periodic. Since the union ⋃ x∈A F(x) of element closures for any non-empty closed subset A ⊆ X is X and so closed. This means that F is weakly almost periodic. □

3.3. Relations of variants of recurrence for decompositions. We have the following statement.

Lemma 3.8. Any R-closed decomposition with compact element closure on a Hausdorff space is weakly almost periodic.

Proof. Let F be an R-closed decomposition with compact element closure on a Hausdorff space X. The proof of [40, Lemma 1.5] is true when the Hausdorff separation axiom for X is replaced by the compact element closure condition. Therefore the assertion hold. □

We have the following equivalence.

Lemma 3.9. The following statements are equivalent for a decomposition on a T_3 space:

(1) The decomposition is of characteristic 0. (2) The decomposition is R-closed.

(3) The decomposition is pointwise almost periodic and the class space is Hausdorff. Moreover, if any element closures are compact, then any equivalent conditions (1)– (3) imply the weakly almost periodicity of the group action.

Proof. By [40, Corollary 1.4 and Lemma 2.2], the assertions (2) and (3) are equivalent. From [40, Corollary 3.1], the assertions (1) and (2) are equivalent. Consider a decomposition on a compact Hausdorff space X. By Lemma 3.8, if any element closures are compact, then the group action is weakly almost periodic. □

We have the following proof.

Proof of Theorem B. Since any metrizable space is T_3, Corollary 3.3 and Lemma 3.9 imply the assertions (1)–(4). By Lemma 3.6, the assertion (4) implies the assertion (5). From [41, Lemma 3.6], the assertion (4) implies the assertion (6). □

Theorem B implies the following statement.

Corollary 3.10. Every equicontinuous group action on a metrizable space is of characteristic 0 and is R-closed, and the orbit class space is Hausdorff. Moreover, if any orbit closures are compact, then the action is weakly almost periodic.

4. Incomparability among variants of recurrence for actions of groups and semi-groups

We recall some concepts to show incomparability.

4.1. Concepts for (semi-)group actions.

4.1.1. (Semi-)group actions. A continuous mapping v : T ×X → X on a topological space X and a topological semi-group T with unit element is a semi-group action of T (or a T -action) on X if the restriction v(t, ·): X → X for any t ∈ T is homeomorphic such that the restriction v(e, ·) for the unit element e ∈ T is an identity mapping on X and v(g, v(h, x)) = v(gh, x) for any g, h ∈ T . A semi-group action is a group action if the semi-group is a group. The subset {g(x) | g ∈ T } for any point x ∈ X is called the orbit of x and is denoted by T (x). The closure of the orbit of a point is called the orbit closure of the point. For a subset A ⊆ X, put T (A) := ⋃ x∈A T (x). A subset A ⊆ X is (T -)invariant if A = T (A).

By a flow, we mean a continuous R-action. A point x of a flow v : R × X → X is recurrent if x ∈ ω(x) ∪ α(x), where ω(x) := ⋂ n∈R {v(t, x) | t > n} is the ω-limit set and α(x) := ⋂ n∈R {v(t, x) | t < n} is the α-limit set. A flow is recurrent if each point is recurrent. Notice that a Z-action can be identified with a homeomorphism canonically.

From now on, we use a T -action or a semi-group action of T for a semi-group action of a topological semigroup T with unit element. For any T -action on a topological space X, consider the induced T -action on X × X defined by g(x, y) := (g(x), g(y)). More generally, the product action G^κ on the product space X^κ is defined by g(x_α) := (g(x_α)) ∈ X^κ.

4.1.2. Pointwise almost periodicity, R-closedness, characteristic 0, weakly almost periodicity for group actions. Denote by F_T the set of orbits of a semi-group action of T .

Definition 8. A semi-group action of T is pointwise almost periodic (resp. Rclosed, characteristic 0, weakly almost periodic) if the semi-decomposition F_T is pointwise almost periodic (resp. R-closed, characteristic 0, weakly almost periodic).

Notice that a semi-group action on a topological space X is pointwise almost periodic if and only if the orbit class space is T_1. Though this definition of pointwise almost periodicity for a group action is different from one in [4, p.35], these definitions coincide when the semigroup on the topological space is a group on a locally compact Hausdorff space [4, Theorem 7 p.11 and Lemma 3 p.37]. When the space is compact, Gottschalk’s original definition of weakly almost periodicity for group actions corresponds to our definition introduced by Mason (see [21, Theorem 4.24 p.34] for details). There are pointwise almost periodic group actions that are not of characteristic 0 [6].

Moreover, there is a pointwise recurrent smooth flow on a torus that is not pointwise almost periodic. Indeed, consider an irrational rotating vector field X_0(x, y) = (1, θ) on a torus T^2 = (R/Z)^2 for any irrational number θ. Fix a point p_0 ∈ T^2. Using a smooth bump function f : T^2 → [0, 1] with f^{−1}(1) = {p_0}, the resulting vector field (1 − f)X_0 generates a flow v on T^2 with Sing(v) = {p_0} such that any orbits except {p_0} are dense. This means that the flow v is a smooth recurrent flow but is not pointwise almost periodic.

In the low-dimensional cases, the characteristic 0 property coincides with other concepts. For instance, in [6, 22], it is shown that the following are equivalent for each action of a finitely generated group G on either a compact zero-dimensional space or a graph X: (1) Pointwise recurrent; (2) Pointwise almost periodic; (3) Characteristic 0. Moreover, the equivalence holds for equicontinuously generated groups on locally compact zero-dimensional spaces [35]. In addition, the following are equivalent for a countable group G on a local dendrite: (1) Pointwise almost periodic; (2) Hausdorff for the orbit class space; (3) Characteristic 0 [32].

4.1.3. Orbit classes and orbit class spaces for semi-group actions. Let v : T × X → X a semi-group action of T . An element class containing x of the semidecomposition F_T is called the orbit class of x. If the class semi-decomposition F̂_T of the semi-decomposition F_T is a decomposition, then the decomposition space of F̂_T is called the orbit class space and denoted by X/T̂ .

4.1.4. Equicontinuity. We equip the topology of the uniformity with any uniform space.

Definition 9. A semi-group action of T on a uniform space (X, U) is equicontinuous if, for any α ∈ U there is an entourage β ∈ U with T (β) ⊆ α (i.e. (gx, gy) ∈ α for any (x, y) ∈ β and any g ∈ T ).

A semi-group action on a uniformizable space (X, O) is equicontinuous if there is a uniformity U on X that induces the topology O and that the semi-group action on (X, U) is equicontinuous. When X has a compatible metric d to the topology of the uniformity U, a T -action on X is equicontinuous if and only if, for any ε ∈ R_{>0} there is a positive number δ ∈ R_{>0} such that d(g(x), g(y)) < ε for any points x, y ∈ X with d(x, y) < δ and g ∈ T . In other words, a T -action on a metric space (X, d) is equicontinuous if and only if, for any ε ∈ R_{>0} there is a positive number δ ∈ R_{>0} with sup{d(g(x), g(y)) | g ∈ T, x, y ∈ X, d(x, y) < δ} < ε. A semi-group action on a metrizable space X is equicontinuous if there is a compatible metric d: X × X → R such that the semi-group action on the metric space (X, d) is equicontinuous. By definition of Hausdorff distance, equicontinuity of semi-group actions implies weakly equicontinuity for the semi-decomposition of orbits. Moreover, the suspension construction for group actions (cf. [9, Chapter 3]) in some settings induces the equicontinuity of the induced foliations from one of group actions (see details for [11, 2B]).

Furthermore, the equivalence of equicontinuity and the closedness of the orbit closure relation does not hold [29,38], even for distal homeomorphisms (i.e. continuous Z-action) on a one-dimensional compact metric space (see [38, Introduction] and an example in § 4.2.2 for details). In addition, there are non-equicontinuous R-closed discrete and continuous dynamical systems [14, 15]. Therefore, the proofs of [23, Proposition 4.8 and Theorem 1.2], and [37, Theorem 2.1 and Propositions 4.2–4.3] do not work.

4.1.5. Distal property. Distal property, introduced by Hilbert [24] to topologically characterize a rigid group of motions, is defined as follows.

Definition 10. A semi-group action of T on a topological space X is distal (cf. [16, Definition 4.5 p.41] ) if P (X) = Δ, where Δ := {(x, x) ∈ X × X | x ∈ X} and P (X) := {(x, y) ∈ X × X | T (x, y) ∩ Δ ≠ ∅}. When X has a compatible metric d to the topology, a T -action on X is distal if and only if x = y for any triple x, y, z ∈ X and any sequence (g_n)_{n∈Z>0} with z = lim_{n→∞} g_n(x) = lim_{n→∞} g_n(y).

Notice that the definition of distal property for group action on topology spaces coincides with one for uniform spaces under the compact Hausdorff condition. Note that there is a non-distal minimal group action (see [27, an example after Theorem 2.9 in pp.392–393]. Though every equicontinuous surjective semiflow (i.e. action by a semi-group with identity) on a compact Hausdorff space is distal [5, Theorem 2.1], notice that this implication for semiflows on compact Hausdorff spaces does not hold (see [5, Example 1.2]). In addition, there is a countable nonequicontinuous minimal R-closed distal group action on a zero-dimensional compact metric space X in [34, Example 1–2. § 3.4 pp.265–266] as mention in [6, p.108] (cf. [30, Proposition 4.1.]).

4.1.6. Regularity. Consider a semi-group action of T on a topological space. A point x ∈ X is regular [25] if for any open subset U and any subset P ⊆ T with P (x) ⊆ U, there is an open neighborhood V of x such that ⋃ y∈V P (y) ⊆ U. A semi-decomposition on a topological space X is of regular if so is any point of X. The regularity and equicontinuity coincide for group actions with compact orbit closure on locally compact Hausdorff spaces [26] (cf. [12, Theorem 2.9]).

4.2. Non-equicontinuous group actions. We construct examples to show that R-closedness does not imply equicontinuity.

4.2.1. A non-equicontinuous distal R-closed weakly almost periodic pointwise periodic analytic flow on a closed surface. By an analogous construction to [14, Example 3.1], we construct a non-equicontinuous distal R-closed weakly almost periodic pointwise periodic analytic flow on a torus T^2 = (R/Z)^2 as follows. Define a toral flow v : R × T^2 → T^2 by v(t, [x, y]) := [x, y + (2 + cos x)t]. Then the orbit class space is a circle, and so the action is R-closed. Moreover, any orbits are periodic and so are homeomorphic to circles. This implies distal property. For any point p_1 = [x_1, y_1] ∈ T^2 and for any positive number δ, there is a positive number t ∈ R such that d(v(t, p_1), v(t, p_2)) > 1/3, where p_2 := [x_1 + δ/2, y_2]. This means that v is not equicontinuous.

Furthermore, the time-one map is a non-equicontinuous non-R-closed distal pointwise periodic analytic diffeomorphism on a torus because the orbit class space is not Hausdorff.

4.2.2. Non-weak equicontinuity, distal property, and R-closedness to any countable product actions for group actions on non-compact paracompact manifolds. There is a non-weakly equicontinuous distal action on a zero-dimensional paracompact manifolds C such that the orbit closure relation on any countable product C^κ is closed. Indeed, consider a metric d: R → R defined by d(x, y) = |x^3 − y^3| on R and a diffeomorphism f : R → R by f(x) = x + 2. By construction, the group Γ generated by one generator f is not weakly equicontinuous. Moreover, any orbits of Γ are non-compact closed subsets. Equip the countable product R^κ with a product metric (e.g. d_κ((x_i)_i, (x^′_i)_i) = ∑ i≥1 d(x_i, x^′_i)/2^i). The product Γ-action v^κ : Γ × R^κ → R^κ defined by v^κ(f^n, (x_i)_i) = (x_i + 2n)_i ∈ R^κ satisfies that the orbit closure relation on R^κ is closed. Denote by C_0 the Cantor ternary set on [0, 1]. Put C := ⨆ n∈Zf^n(C_0). Put g := f|_C. By construction, the group G generated by one generator g is non-weakly equicontinuous. Since the closedness of the orbit closure relation is invariant under taking restrictions of domains, the group action v^κ|: G × C^κ → C^κ satisfies that the orbit closure relation on C^κ is closed for any cardinal κ.

4.3. Incomparability among variants of recurrence for group actions. Theorem C(1) follows from the examples below in §4.3.1–4.3.2. Theorem C(5) follows from the examples below in §4.3.2–4.3.3.

4.3.1. Non-R-closed distal smooth flow on a sphere. There is a non-R-closed (nonweakly equicontinuous) distal (pointwise almost periodic) smooth flow on a sphere S^2. Consider a spherical rotating vector field with exactly two critical points x_N , x_S . Using a bump function, replace the periodic orbit γ on the equator into singular points. Then the flow v generated by the resulting vector field consists of closed orbits such that Sing(v) = {x_N , x_S } ⊔ γ, where Sing(v) is the set of singular points of v. Notice that Per(v) = S^2 − Sing(v). Moreover, the restriction of v to the periodic orbit, which is homeomorphic to a circle, is a rotation on the circle up to topological equivalence. This means that the restriction of v to any orbit is either a trivial flow on a critical point or a rotation on a circle up to topological equivalence. Therefore the flow v is distal. Since the orbit class space S^2/v̂ can be obtained by collapsing periodic orbits into singletons, it is not Hausdorff and so v is not R-closed. By Theorem B, the flow v is neither equicontinuous nor weakly equicontinuous.

4.3.2. R-closed weakly almost periodic non-distal non-weakly equicontinuous minimal action on a Cantor set. The restriction to the Cantor minimal set of the Denjoy diffeomorphism is a non-distal non-weakly equicontinuous weakly almost periodic R-closed minimal homeomorphism on a Cantor set. Indeed, recall the Denjoy construction. Fix an irrational number r ∈ R − Q, a translation ~f_0 : R → R by ~f_0(x) := x + r, and an irrational rotation f_0 : S^1 → S^1 on a circle S^1 := R/Z by f_0([x]) := [x + r]. Since f_0 is minimal, there is an increasing sequence (n_i)_{i∈Z>0} such that the sequence (f^{ni}_0 (0))_{i∈Z>0} converges to [1/2] ∈ S^1. Consider a sequence {l_n := 1/(1 + n^2) | n ∈ Z} and a sequence {I_n | n ∈ Z} of half-open intervals I_n with the length l_n. Put L := ∑ n∈Zl_n = ∑ n∈Z1/(1 + n^2) < ∞ and define y_n := ~f_0^n(0) − ⌊ ~f_0^n(0)⌋ ∈ [0, 1). Insert the interval I_n at the point y_n ∈ [0, 1) and denote by S^1 := R/(1 + L)Z the resulting circle and by f : S^1 → S^1 the resulting homeomorphism with a unique minimal set C, which is a Cantor set. By construction, we have that C = S^1 − ⋃ n∈ZI_n and that the restriction g := f|_C is a minimal homeomorphism on a Cantor set. Therefore g is R-closed and weakly almost periodic. Collapsing the intervals I_n into singletons, we obtain a semiconjugate h: S^1 → S^1 from f to f_0 (i.e. f ∘ h = h ∘ f_0). By construction, the inverse image h^{−1}([1/2]) ⊂ C is a singleton and is denoted by p. Define points 0_−, 0_+ by {0_−, 0_+} = ∂I_0 ⊂ S^1. By lim_{n→∞} l_n = lim_{n→∞} 1/(1 + n^2) =

0 and lim_{n→∞} h(f^{ni} (0_−)) = lim_{n→∞} h(f^{ni} (0_+)) = [1/2], since the inverse image h^{−1}([1/2]) is a singleton, we obtain lim_{n→∞} f^{ni} (0_−) = lim_{n→∞} f^{ni} (0_+) = h^{−1}([1/2]) ∈ C. This means that g = f|_C is neither distal nor weakly equicontinuous.

4.3.3. Equicontinuous non-minimal actions. Any trivial actions on metric spaces which contains at least two points is not minimal but equicontinuous. In particular, the actions are weakly equicontinuous and distal.

4.4. Incomparability among variants of recurrence for semi-group actions. Theorem C(2) follows from the example in §4.3.1 and one below in §4.4.2. Incomparability between distal property and pointwise almost periodicity follows from the example in §4.3.2 and one below in §4.4.2. Other incomparability in Theorem C(3) follows from the example in §4.3.1 and one below in §4.4.1. Theorem C(4) follows from the example in §4.3.2 and one below in §4.4.1.

4.4.1. Equicontinuous R-closed distal semi-group action which is not pointwise almost periodic. There is an R-closed equicontinuous distal semi-group action which is not pointwise almost periodic such that the orbit closure relation is not pointwise almost periodic. Indeed, let X = {0, 1} be the discrete metric space and f : X → X a mapping defined by f(0) = f(1) = 0. Then the orbit closure relation of the semigroup generated by f is R = {(x, y) ∈ X × X | y ∈ F(x)} = {(0, 0), (1, 0), (1, 1)} is not symmetric. Since the orbit closure of 1 is not minimal, the action is not pointwise almost periodic. Moreover, we have D(0) = {0} ≠ X = D(1). In addition, since the singleton of any point is open, the action is regular.

4.4.2. Equicontinuity non-distal non-pointwise almost periodicity for contractions. Recall that a self-mapping f : X → X on a (possibly compact) metric space (X, d) is a contraction if there is a constant C ∈ (0, 1) such that (d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ Cd(x, y) for any points x, y ∈ X. Then any semi-group action generated by a non-identical contraction with a unique fixed point is equicontinuous but neither distal, pointwise almost periodic, nor weakly almost periodic. Indeed, by definition of equicontinuity and distal, the semi-action is equicontinuous but not distal. For any orbit O and any points x ≠ y ∈ O, the contraction implies that O(x) ≠ O(y). This means that any orbits which are not singletons are not minimal and so that the set of orbit closures is not a decomposition. Therefore the action is neither pointwise almost periodic nor weakly almost periodic. By Corollary 3.3, the equicontinuous action is R-closed and of characteristic 0.

Acknowledgement: The author wishes to thank Hiraku Nozawa for posing a motivative question.

References

[1] S. Ahmad. Dynamical systems of characteristic 0^+. Pacific J. Math., 32:561–574, 1970. [2] J. A. Álvarez López and A. Candel. Equicontinuous foliated spaces. Math. Z., 263(4):725–774, 2009.

[3] K. Athanassopoulos, T. Petrescou, and P. Strantzalos. A class of flows on 2-manifolds with simple recurrence. Comment. Math. Helv., 72(4):618–635, 1997.

[4] J. Auslander. Minimal flows and their extensions. Elsevier, 1988.

[5] J. Auslander and X. Dai. Minimality, distality and equicontinuity for semigroup actions on compact Hausdorff spaces. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 39(8):4647–4711, 2019.

[6] J. Auslander, E. Glasner, and B. Weiss. On recurrence in zero dimensional flows. Forum Math., 19(1):107–114, 2007.

[7] D. Ayala, J. Francis, and H. L. Tanaka. Local structures on stratified spaces. Adv. Math., 307:903–1028, 2017.

[8] N. Bourbaki. General Topology: Chapters 1–4, volume 18. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.

[9] A. Candel and L. Conlon. Foliations. I, volume 23 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics.

American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2000.

[10] R. J. Daverman. Decompositions of manifolds. Academic Press, 1986. [11] J. Dyer, S. Hurder, and O. Lukina. Molino theory for matchbox manifolds. Pacific Journal of Mathematics, 289(1):91–151, 2017.

[12] S. Elaydi. Weakly equicontinuous flows. Funkcial. Ekvac., 24(3):317–324, 1981. [13] S. Elaydi. P-recursion and transformation groups of characteristic 0. J. Univ. Kuwait (sci.), 9:1–8, 1982.

[14] S. Elaydi and H. Farran. On variation of equicontinuity in dynamical systems. Bulletin of the Australian Mathematical Society, 42(3):391–397, 1990.

[15] S. Elaydi and S. K. Kaul. On characteristic 0 and locally weakly almost periodic flows. Math.

Japon., 27(5):613–624, 1982.

[16] D. B. Ellis and R. Ellis. Automorphisms and equivalence relations in topological dynamics, volume 412. Cambridge University Press, 2014.

[17] D. B. Ellis, R. Ellis, and M. Nerurkar. The topological dynamics of semigroup actions. Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc., 353(4):1279–1320, 2001.

[18] R. Ellis. Distal transformation groups. Pacific Journal of Mathematics, 8(3):401–405, 1958. [19] R. Ellis. Lectures on topological dynamics. Number 28. New York: WA Benjamin, 1969. [20] W. H. Gottschalk. Almost periodic points with respect to transformation semi-groups. Ann.

of Math. (2), 47:762–766, 1946.

[21] W. H. Gottschalk and G. A. Hedlund. Topological dynamics, volume 36. American Mathematical Soc., 1955.

[22] H. Hattab. Pointwise recurrent one-dimensional flows. Dynamical Systems, 26(1):77–83, 2011. [23] H. Hattab. Flows of locally finite graphs. Boll. Unione Mat. Ital., 10(4):671–679, 2017. [24] D. Hilbert. Grundlagen der Geometrie. B. G. Teubner Verlagsgesellschaft, Stuttgart, 1956.

Achte Auflage, mit Revisionen und Ergänzungen von Dr. Paul Bernays.

[25] S. K. Kaul. On the irregular sets of a transformation group. Canad. Math. Bull., 16:225–232, 1973.

[26] S. K. Kaul. Zero-dimensional orbit closure decompositions of transformation groups. Bull.

Inst. Math. Acad. Sinica, 5(2):199–202, 1977.

[27] H. B. Keynes. A study of the proximal relation in coset transformation groups. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 128(3):389–402, 1967.

[28] R. A. Knight. Dynamical systems of characteristic 0. Pacific J. Math., 41:447–457, 1972. [29] R. A. Knight. Certain almost periodic transformation groups and the fundamental relations.

Math. Japon., 31(3):413–428, 1986.

[30] B. Liang, E. Shi, Z. Xie, and H. Xu. The non-coexistence of distality and expansivity for group actions on infinite compacta. arXiv preprint arXiv:2110.00341, 2021.

[31] J. Lurie. Higher algebra http://www. math. harvard. edu/~ lurie/papers. HigherAlgebra. pdf. [32] H. Marzougui and I. Naghmouchi. Minimal sets and orbit spaces for group actions on local dendrites. Math. Z., 293(3-4):1057–1070, 2019.

[33] W. Mason. Weakly almost periodic homeomorphisms of the two sphere. Pacific Journal of Mathematics, 48(1):185–196, 1973.

[34] D. McMahon and T. Wu. On the connectedness of homomorphisms in topological dynamics.

Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 217:257–270, 1976.

[35] C. D. Reid. Equicontinuity, orbit closures and invariant compact open sets for group actions on zero-dimensional spaces. Groups, Geometry, and Dynamics, 14(2):413–425, 2020.

[36] B. L. Reinhart. Foliated manifolds with bundle-like metrics. Ann. of Math. (2), 69:119–132, 1959.

[37] A. H. Salem and H. Hattab. Dendrite flows. Qualitative theory of dynamical systems, 16(3):623–634, 2017.

[38] A. H. Salem and H. Hattab. Group action on local dendrites. Topology and its Applications, 247:91–99, 2018.

[39] R. N. Sen. Causality, measurement theory and the differentiable structure of space-time.

Cambridge University Press, 2010.

[40] T. Yokoyama. Recurrence, pointwise almost periodicity and orbit closure relation for flows and foliations. Topology and its Applications, 160(17):2196–2206, 2013.

[41] T. Yokoyama. On low-codimensional foliations. arXiv preprint arXiv:1703.05242, 2021.

Department of Mathematics, Saitama University, Saitama, 255 Shimookubo, Sakura Ward, Saitama, 338-8570, Japan,

Email address: tyokoyama@rimath.saitama-u.ac.jp