arXiv:2207.00144v1 [math.GN] 1 Jul 2022

MORSE HYPER-GRAPHS AND ABSTRACT WEAK ELEMENT SPACES OF SEMI-DECOMPOSITIONS

TOMOO YOKOYAMA

Abstract. We introduce topological invariants of semi-decompositions (e.g. filtrations, semi-group actions, multi-valued dynamical systems, combinatorial dynamical systems) on a topological space to analyze semi-decompositions from a dynamical systems point of view. In fact, we construct Morse hypergraphs and abstract weak elements of semi-decompositions. Moreover, the Morse hyper-graphs of the set of sublevel sets of a Morse function of a compact manifold is the Reeb graph of such function as abstract multi-graphs. The abstract weak element space for a simplicial complex is the face poset. The abstract weak element spaces of positive orbits of acyclic directed graphs are their abstract directed multi-graphs.

1. Introduction

The concept of a recurrent point is introduced by Birkhoff to describe the limit behavior of orbits [5]. Conley introduced a weak form of recurrence, called chain recurrence [10], and showed that dynamical systems on compact metric spaces can be decomposed into blocks, each of which is a chain recurrent one or a gradient one [11]. Then this decomposition is called the Morse decomposition, and implies a directed graph, called a Morse graph, which can capture the gradient behaviors. The Morse decompositions are developed for mappings and semiflows on arbitrary metric spaces [17–20], set-valued dynamical systems [9, 13, 22, 29, 35], semigroups and set-valued semiflows [2, 3, 6, 7, 14, 31–33], random dynamical systems [8, 12, 21, 23–27], nonautonomous set-valued dynamical systems [1,36,37], and combinatorial dynamical systems on simplicial complexes [4, 15, 30]. In [39], the Morse graphs of dynamical systems are refined into abstract orbit spaces. The abstract orbit spaces are also refinements of the Reeb graphs of Hamiltonian flows with finitely many singular points on surfaces and the CW decompositions consisting of the unstable manifolds of singular points for Morse flows on closed manifolds. Moreover, using the abstract orbit spaces, the author reconstructed some classes of flows from the time-one maps. In [38], the author generalizes such an abstract orbit structure by using concepts of dynamical systems and defines Morse hyper-graphs for decompositions on topological spaces. In particular, the abstract element spaces of decompositions are quotient spaces of cell complexes, Morse decompositions, and Reeb graphs.

Date: July 4, 2022.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 37B20; Secondary 54B15,05E45,57- 08,57Q70.

Key words and phrases. Cell complex, Morse decomposition, Reeb graph, recurrence, topological space, decomposition, quotient space.

The author was partially supported by JSPS Grant Number 20K03583. 1

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. To study semi-groups actions, filtrations, and decompositions in a unified manner, a concept of semi-decomposition is introduced in [40].

This paper generalizes abstract (weak) elements and Morse hyper-graphs for decompositions to those for semi-decompositions. In particular, we construct topological invariants (e.g. Morse hyper-graphs, abstract elements) of filtrations (e.g. the set of sublevel sets of a function, the set of positive orbits of a multi-valued self-mapping, the set of orbits of a semi-group action (e.g. self-map, semi-flow)) on (possibly non-metrizable) topological spaces. Moreover, the abstract element space of a semi-decomposition is a natural generalization of the set of sublevel sets of a Morse function.

The present paper consists of four sections. In the next section, recall some concepts and define abstract (weak) element spaces and Morse hyper-graphs for semi-decompositions. In § 3, we demonstrate the existence of Morse hyper-graphs for any semi-decompositions and describe the properties. Moreover, we show that the abstract weak element space for a simplicial complex is isomorphic to the face poset, and that the abstract weak element space of positive orbits of an acyclic directed graph is its abstract directed multi-graphs. In the final section, some abstract weak element spaces of semi-decompositions are described.

2. Preliminaries for the description of topological and combinatorial concepts

In this section, we introduce topological invariants for semi-decompositions of topological spaces. To construct such topological invariants, we define some concepts (e.g. Morse graph, recurrence, “chain recurrence”, “abstract element”) for semi-decompositions of topological spaces from a dynamical system’s point of view.

2.1. Fundamental notions of topology and combinatorics.

2.1.1. Concepts of topology. For a function f : X → R on a topological space X, the Reeb graph of a function f : X → R on X is a quotient space X/ ∼_{Reeb} defined by x ∼_{Reeb} y if there are a number c ∈ R and a connected component of f^{−1}(c) which contains x and y. Notice that the Reeb graph of a Morse function (or, more generally, a function with finitely many critical points) on a closed manifold is a finite graph (see [34, Theorem 3.1] for details). The inverse image of a value of R is called the level set. The inverse image of the half-closed interval R_{≤c} for some c ∈ R is called the sublevel set.

2.1.2. Concepts of combinatorics. An abstract multi-graph is a triple of sets V, E and a mapping A: E → {{x, y} | x, y ∈ V }. By a graph, we mean a cell complex whose dimension is at most one and which is a geometric realization of an abstract multi-graph. An abstract directed multi-graph is a triple of sets V, D and a mapping A: D → {(x, y) | x, y ∈ V }. By a directed graph, we mean a cell complex whose dimension is at most one and which is a geometric realization of an abstract directed multi-graph. A (abstract) hyper-multi-graph is a triple of sets V, E and a mapping A: E → V^∗, where V^∗ is the family of non-empty finite subsets of V . An (abstract) hyper-graph is a pair of a set V and a family H ⊆ V^∗.

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. Since connectivity is not required, the sets of orbits of homeomorphisms are also decompositions.

A binary relation ≤ on a set X is a pre-order if it is reflexive (i.e. a ≤ a for any a ∈ X) and transitive (i.e. a ≤ c for any a, b, c ∈ X with a ≤ b and b ≤ c). For a pre-order ≤, the inequality a < b means both a ≤ b and a ≠ b. A pre-order order ≤ is a total order (or linear order) if either a < b or b < a for any points a ≠ b. A chain is a totally ordered subset of a pre-ordered set with respect to the induced order. Let (X, ≤) be a pre-ordered set.

2.1.3. Specialization pre-order for a topological space. For a topological space X, define the specialization pre-order ≤ by x ≤ y if x ∈ {y} for any x, y ∈ X.

2.2. Abstract (weak) elements for semi-decompositions. Recall concepts of semi-decompositions and introduce topological invariants for semi-decompositions on topological 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. A concept of semi-decomposition is introduced to analyze semi-group actions and decompositions in a unified manner as follows [40].

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).

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. 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. [28, Definition A.5.2].

The closure of the element containing a point is called the element closure of the point. From now on, we use F for a semi-decomposition on a topological space X unless otherwise stated.

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 preorder 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 semi-decomposition is the set of downward closures of points.

2.2.3. Decomposition spaces. Let F be a semi-decomposition on a topological space X. Define the decomposition space X/F as a quotient space X/ ∼_F , where the equivalence relation ∼_F is defined by x ∼_F y if F(x) = F(y).

2.2.4. Class decompositions. For any point x ∈ X, define the element class F̂(x) of x as follows: F̂(x) := {y ∈ X | F(y) = F(x)} ⊆ F(x) Notice that F(x) ⊈ F̂(x) in general. The set F̂ := {F̂(x) | x ∈ X} is called the class decomposition of F.

2.2.5. Class semi-decompositions. To define the element transitive closures for semidecomposition, we define a binary relation ≤_{~F,0} and a pre-order ≤_{~F} for a semidecomposition F on a topological space X as follows: For any points x, x^{′′} ∈ X, x^{′′} ≤_{~F,0} x if there is a point x^′ ∈ F(x) and F(x^{′′}) = F(x^′).

Denote by ≤_F the transitive closure of ≤_{~F,0}. In other words, we have that x ≤_{~F} y if there are finitely many points x_0, x_1, . . . , x_k ∈ X such that x_0 = x, x_k = y, and x_{i−1} ≤_{~F,0} x_i for any i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}. Then the transitive closure ≤_F is a pre-order and contains the specialization pre-order of F as a subset of X × X. For any point x ∈ X, we define the element transitive closure ~F(x) of x as follows: ~F(x) := {y ∈ X | y ≤_{~F} x} ⊆ F(x) The set ~F := { ~F(x) | x ∈ X} is called the class semi-decomposition of F. Define an equivalence relation =_{~F} by x =_{~F} y if y ≤_{~F} x and x ≤_{~F} y. We have the following observations by the transitivity of the pre-order ≤_{~F} .

Lemma 2.1. Any class semi-decomposition is a semi-decomposition.

Lemma 2.2. If a semi-decomposition F is a decomposition, then its class semidecomposition corresponds to the class decomposition of the decomposition F.

Lemma 2.3. The following statements hold for any semi-decomposition F on a topological space X and for any x, z ∈ X: (1) F(x) ⊆ ~F(x) ⊆ F(x). (2) If x ≤_{~F} z, then F(x) ⊆ F(z). (3) F̂(x) = {y ∈ X | y =_{~F} x} ⊆ ~F(x). (4) If F is a decomposition, then F̂(x) = ~F(x).

Proof. By definition of ~F(x), the assertion (1) holds. Suppose that x ≤_{~F} z. Then there is a sequence x = x_0 ≤_{~F,0} x_1 ≤_{~F,0} x_2 ≤_{~F,0} · · · ≤_{~F,0} x_k = z. By definition, the relation x_i ≤_{~F,0} x_{i+1} implies F(x_i) ⊆ F(x_{i+1}). Therefore F(x) ⊆ F(z) and so the assertion (2) holds.

By the assertion (2), we obtain {y ∈ X | y =_{~F} x} ⊆ {y ∈ X | F(y) = F(x)} = F̂(x). Fix a point z ∈ F̂(x). Then F(x) = F(z) and so z =_{~F} x. This means that F̂(x) = {y ∈ X | y =_{~F} x} ⊆ {y ∈ X | y ≤_{~F} x} = ~F(x). Suppose that F is a decomposition. For any points x^{′′} ≤_{~F,0} x, since F(x^′) = F(x) for any x^′ ∈ F(x), we have F(x^{′′}) = F(x) and so F̂(x^{′′}) = F̂(x). This implies that y ∈ F̂(y) = F̂(x) for any y ∈ ~F(x). Therefore F̂(x) = ~F(x). □

2.2.6. Properties of semi-decompositions. Let F be a semi-decomposition of a topological space X. The subset F(A) := ⋃ x∈A F(x) for any A ⊆ X is called the saturation of A.

Definition 2. A subset A of X is (F-)invariant (or (F-)saturated) if A = F(A).

Notice that a union of elements is not invariant in general.

Definition 3. An invariant subset A of X is (F-)minimal if A = F(x) for any point x ∈ A.

2.2.7. Properties of semi-decompositions. Let F be a semi-decomposition of a topological space X.

Definition 4. A point x ∈ X is closed with respect to F if F(x) = F(x).

Definition 5. A point x ∈ X is proper with respect to F if the derived set F(x) − F(x) is closed.

Definition 6. A point x ∈ X is recurrent with respect to F if F(x) is either closed or non-proper.

Denote by Cl(F) (resp. P(F), R(F), R(F)) the set of closed (resp. non-closed proper, non-closed non-proper, recurrent) points. Then X = Cl(F)⊔P(F)⊔R(F) = P(F) ⊔ R(F). From [38, Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.2], we define invariance of semidecompositions as follows.

Definition 7. A semi-decomposition F is invariant if it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) The closure of every F-invariant subset is F-invariant. (2) The subsets Cl(F), P(F), and R(F) are F-invariant. (3) For any point x ∈ P(F), the derived set F(x) − F(x) is F-invariant.

Notice that any decompositions satisfy the conditions (2) and (3) in the previous definition, and so that any invariant decompositions are invariant as semidecompositions [38, Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.2]. Conversely, a decomposition that is invariant with respect to decomposition is invariant with respect to semidecomposition because of [38, Lemma 7.2].

2.2.8. Properties of invariant semi-decompositions. We observe the following statements.

Lemma 2.4. Let F be a semi-decomposition F on a topological space X. If Cl(F) is F-invariant, then Cl(F) is F̂-invariant.

Proof. For any point x ∈ Cl(F), the F-invariance of Cl(F) implies that F̂(x) = {y ∈ X | F(y) = F(x) = F(x)} ⊆ F(x) ⊆ Cl(F). This means that Cl(F) is F̂-invariant. □

Lemma 2.5. Let F be a semi-decomposition F on a topological space X. Suppose that the derived set F(x)−F(x) for any point x ∈ P(F) is F-invariant. Then P(F) is F̂-invariant and F̂(x) ⊆ ~F(x) = F(x) for any x ∈ P(F).

Proof. Fix a point x ∈ P(F). Lemma 2.1 implies F̂(x) ⊆ ~F(x). We claim that F̂(x) ⊆ ~F(x) = F(x). Lemma 2.1 implies F̂(x) ⊆ ~F(x). Assume that there is a point y ∈ ~F(x) − F(x). Since the derive set F(x) − F(x) is closed and F-invariant, by y ∈ ~F(x) − F(x) ⊆ F(x) − F(x), we have F(y) ⊆ F(x) − F(x). From y ∈ ~F(x), there is a point x^′ ∈ F(x) with F(x^′) = F(y). Then ∅ ≠ F(x^′) ⊆ F(x^′) = F(y) ⊆ F(x) − F(x), which contradicts F(x^′) ⊆ F(x). The F-invariance of P(F) implies that P(F) is F̂-invariant. □

Corollary 2.6. Let F be a semi-decomposition F on a topological space X. Suppose that the derived set F(x) − F(x) for any point x ∈ P(F) is F-invariant and that Cl(F) is F-invariant. Then R(F) is F̂-invariant.

The previous lemmas imply the following invariance.

Proposition 2.7. For any invariant semi-decomposition F, the subsets Cl(F), P(F), and R(F) are F̂-invariant.

2.3. Topological concepts for semi-decompositions from Dynamical systems. We define topological concepts for semi-decompositions from Dynamical systems.

2.3.1. Abstract weak element and abstract element for a semi-decomposition. Let F be a semi-decomposition on a topological space X and p_{X/F} : X → X/F the canonical projection. Define the following equivalence relation ∼_{⟨⟩} on X: x ∼_{⟨⟩} y if one of the following conditions holds:

(1) x, y ∈ Cl(F) and there are points x^′ ∈ F(x) and y^′ ∈ F(y) such that p_{X/F} (x^′) and p_{X/F} (x^′) are contained in the same connected component of p_{X/F} (Cl(F)). (2) x, y ∈ P(F) and there are points x^′ ∈ F(x) and y^′ ∈ F(y) such that p_{X/F} (x^′) and p_{X/F} (x^′) are contained in the same connected component of p_{X/F} ({z ∈ P(F) | F(x) − F(x) = F(y) − F(y) = F(z) − F(z)}). (3) x, y ∈ R(F) and there are points x^′ ∈ F(x) and y^′ ∈ F(y) such that p_{X/F} (x^′) and p_{X/F} (x^′) are contained in the same connected component of p_{X/F} ({z ∈ R(F) | F(x) = F(y) = F(z)}). Similarly, define the following equivalence relation ∼_{[]} on X: x ∼_{[]} y if one of the following conditions holds:

(1) x, y ∈ Cl(F) and there are points x^′ ∈ F(x) and y^′ ∈ F(y) such that p_{X/F} (x^′) and p_{X/F} (x^′) are contained in the same connected component of p_{X/F} ({z ∈ Cl(F) | F(x) ∼= F(y) ∼= F(z)}), where L ∼= L^′ means that L and L^′ are homeomorphic. (2) x, y ∈ P(F) and there are points x^′ ∈ F(x) and y^′ ∈ F(y) such that p_{X/F} (x^′) and p_{X/F} (x^′) are contained in the same connected component of p_{X/F} ({z ∈ P(F) | F(x) ∼= F(y) ∼= F(z), F(x) − F(x) = F(y) − F(y) = F(z) − F(z)}). (3) x, y ∈ R(F) and there are points x^′ ∈ F(x) and y^′ ∈ F(y) such that p_{X/F} (x^′) and p_{X/F} (x^′) are contained in the same connected component of p_{X/F} ({z ∈ R(F) | F(x) ∼= F(y) ∼= F(z), F(x) = F(y) = F(z)}). For any point x ∈ X, denote by [x] (resp. ⟨x⟩) the equivalence class of x with respect to ∼_{[]} (resp. ∼_{⟨⟩}) and called the abstract weak element (resp. abstract element) of x. By definitions, we obtain [x] ⊆ ⟨x⟩ for any x ∈ X.

2.3.2. Abstract (weak) element spaces for semi-decompositions. Let F be a semidecomposition on a topological space X. Define the abstract weak element space X/[F] as a quotient space X/ ∼_{[]}. Similarly, define the abstract element space X/⟨F⟩ as a quotient space X/ ∼_{⟨⟩}. Since [x] ⊆ ⟨x⟩ for any x ∈ X, the abstract element space is a quotient space of the abstract weak element space.

2.3.3. Correspondence of abstract (weak) elements for semi-decompositions and decompositions. Notice that the concepts of abstract weak element and abstract element coincide with those for decompositions under invariance of elements. The following statement holds.

Lemma 2.8. The following statements hold for a decomposition F on a topological space X and a point x ∈ X:

(1) The abstract element ⟨x⟩ is an invariant subset containing F(x). (2) If x ∈ Cl(F), then the abstract element ⟨x⟩ is the inverse image by p_{X/F} of the connected component of Cl(F)/F ⊆ X/F containing F(x).

(3) If x ∈ P(F), then the abstract element ⟨x⟩ is the inverse image by p_{X/F} of the connected component of {F(z) ⊆ P(F) | F(x) − F(x) = F(z) − F(z)} ⊆ X/F containing F(x).

(4) If x ∈ R(F), then the abstract element ⟨x⟩ is the inverse image by p_{X/F} of the connected component of {F(z) ⊆ R(F) | F(x) = F(z)} ⊆ X/F containing F(x). Proof. Let x, y be points in X with x ∼_{⟨⟩} y. Since F is a decomposition, we have p_{X/F} (Cl(F)) = {F(z) | z ∈ Cl(F)} ⊆ X/F, p_{X/F} (P(F)) = {F(z) | z ∈ P(F)} ⊆ X/F, p_{X/F} (R(F)) = {F(z) | z ∈ R(F)} ⊆ X/F, and p_{X/F} (x) = F(x) ∈ X/F. Suppose that x ∈ Cl(F). Let C be the connected component of p_{X/F} (Cl(F)) = {F(z) | z ∈ Cl(F)} containing F(x). Then the abstract element ⟨x⟩ is the inverse image p^{−1}_{X/F} (C) and invariant.

Suppose that x ∈ P(F). Then p_{X/F} ({z ∈ P(F) | F(x)−F(x) = F(z)−F(z)}) = {F(z) ⊆ P(F) | F(x) − F(x) = F(z) − F(z)} ⊆ X/F. Let C be the connected component of p_{X/F} ({z ∈ P(F) | F(x) − F(x) = F(z) − F(z)}) = {F(z) ⊆ P(F) | F(x) − F(x) = F(z) − F(z)} containing F(x). Then the abstract element ⟨x⟩ is the inverse image p^{−1}_{X/F} (C) and invariant.

Suppose that x ∈ R(F). Then p_{X/F} ({z ∈ R(F) | F(x) = F(z)}) = {F(z) ⊆ R(F) | F(x) = F(z)} ⊆ X/F. Let C be the connected component of p_{X/F} ({z ∈ R(F) | F(x) = F(z)}) = {F(z) ⊆ R(F) | F(x) = F(z)} containing F(x). Then the abstract element ⟨x⟩ is the inverse image p^{−1}_{X/F} (C) and invariant. □

We have the following correspondence because of the previous lemma and [38, Lemma 7.2 and Lemma 7.4].

Corollary 2.9. If an invariant semi-decomposition on a topological space is a decomposition, then the abstract elements with respect to semi-decomposition correspond to abstract elements with respect to decomposition.

The connectivity of elements implies the following statement.

Lemma 2.10. Let F be an invariant semi-decomposition of connected elements on a topological space X. If F is a decomposition, then the following property holds:

⟨x⟩ = the connected component of Cl(F) containing F(x) if x ∈ Cl(F) the connected component of {x^′ ∈ P(F) | F(x) − F(x) = F(x^′) − F(x^′)}) containing F(x) if x ∈ P(F) the connected component of {x^′ ∈ R(F) | F(x) = F(x^′)} containing F(x) if x ∈ R(F)

Proof. Suppose that F is a decomposition. From [38, Lemma 7.2], the decomposition F is invariant with respect to decomposition and the quotient map p_{X/F} : X → X/F is open. By [16, Theorem 6.1.29], the inverse image of any connected subset by p_{X/F} is connected. By Lemma 2.8, any abstract elements are F-invariant and F(x) ⊆ ⟨x⟩ for any x ∈ X. Fix a point x ∈ X. Let ⟨x⟩^′ be the connected component of Cl(F) (resp. {x^′ ∈ P(F) | F(x) − F(x) = F(x^′) − F(x^′)}), {x^′ ∈ R(F) | F(x) = F(x^′)}) containing F(x) if x ∈ Cl(F) (resp. P(F), R(F)). By [16, Theorem 6.1.29], the inverse image of any connected subset by p_{X/F} is connected. This implies that the abstract element ⟨x⟩ is connected.

Suppose that x ∈ Cl(F). Since F(x) ⊆ Cl(F) is connected, the abstract element ⟨x⟩ is the inverse image of the connected component of Cl(F)/F containing F(x). Let ~C ⊆ X/F be the connected component of p_{X/F} (Cl(F)) containing F(x). By [16, Theorem 6.1.29], the inverse image of any connected subset by p_{X/F} is connected. This implies that the inverse image ⟨x⟩ = p^{−1}_{X/F} ( ~C) is connected. Then ⟨x⟩ ⊆ ⟨x⟩^′. Since the continuous image of any connected subset is connected, we obtain p_{X/F} (⟨x⟩^′) ⊆ ~C and so ⟨x⟩^′ ⊆ p^{−1}_{X/F} ( ~C) = ⟨x⟩. Therefore ⟨x⟩^′ = ⟨x⟩.

Suppose that x ∈ P(F). Since F(x) ⊆ P(F) is connected, the abstract element ⟨x⟩ is the connected component of {x^′ ∈ P(F) | F(x) − F(x) = F(x^′) − F(x^′)}/F containing F(x). Let ~C ⊆ X/F be the connected component of p_{X/F} ({x^′ ∈ P(F) | F(x) − F(x) = F(x^′) − F(x^′)}) containing F(x). By [16, Theorem 6.1.29], the inverse image ⟨x⟩ = p^{−1}_{X/F} ( ~C) is connected and so ⟨x⟩ ⊆ ⟨x⟩^′. Since the continuous image of any connected subset is connected, we obtain p_{X/F} (⟨x⟩^′) ⊆ ~C and so ⟨x⟩^′ ⊆ p^{−1}_{X/F} ( ~C) = ⟨x⟩. Therefore ⟨x⟩^′ = ⟨x⟩. Suppose that x ∈ R(F). Since F(x) ⊆ R(F) is connected, the abstract element ⟨x⟩ is the connected component of {x^′ ∈ R(F) | F(x) = F(x^′)} containing x. Let ~C ⊆ X/F be the connected component of p_{X/F} ({x′ ∈ R(F) | F(x) = F(x′)}) containing F(x). By [16, Theorem 6.1.29], the inverse image ⟨x⟩ = p^{−1}_{X/F} ( ~C) is connected and so ⟨x⟩^′ ⊆ ⟨x⟩. Since the continuous image of any connected subset is connected, we obtain p_{X/F} (⟨x⟩^′) ⊆ ~C and so ⟨x⟩^′ ⊆ p^{−1}_{X/F} ( ~C) = ⟨x⟩. Therefore ⟨x⟩^′ = ⟨x⟩. □ The previous lemma implies the following statement.

Lemma 2.11. Let F be an invariant semi-decomposition of connected elements on a topological space X. If F is a decomposition, then the abstract weak elements are abstract elements with respect to decomposition. Moreover, the following property holds:

[x] = the connected component of {y ∈ Cl(F) | F(x) ∼= F(y)} containing F(x) if x ∈ Cl(F) the connected component of {y ∈ P(F) | F(x) ∼= F(y), F(x) − F(x) = F(y) − F(y)} containing F(x) if x ∈ P(F) the connected component of {y ∈ R(F) | F(x) ∼= F(y), F(x) = F(y)} containing F(x) if x ∈ R(F)

2.4. Morse hyper-graphs of semi-decompositions on topological spaces. Let F be a semi-decomposition of a topological space X.

2.4.1. Quasi-recurrence of points.

Definition 8. A point x ∈ X is non-maximal if there is an element L^′ ∈ F such that F(x) ⊊ L^′.

A point is maximal if it is not non-maximal. Denote by max F the set of maximal points. We will define an analogous concept of chain recurrence. However, the absence of metrics obstructs a direct interpretation of chain recurrence. To construct “chain recurrence”, recall facts that any points in the orbit closure for a flow are chain recurrent, that any connected components of the chain recurrent point set are unions of abstract elements, and that the chain recurrent set is closed. Therefore we define (F-)quasi-recurrence for a topological space, which is the analogous concept of chain recurrence, as follows.

Definition 9. The union of abstract elements of recurrent or non-maximal points is denoted by Q(F) and called the set of quasi-recurrent points.

By Lemma 2.8, the union Q(F) is F-invariant.

2.4.2. Morse hyper-graph for a semi-decomposition. We define the Morse hypergraph (V, H) for a topological space as follows: Let F be a semi-decomposition on a topological space X with a set X = {X_λ}_{λ∈Λ} of disjoint subsets X_λ ⊆ X (λ ∈ Λ). For any I ⊆ λ, define a hyper-edge H_I as follows: For any point x ∈ X− ⨆ λ∈Λ X_λ, we say that x ∈ H_I if there are disjoint non-empty subsets (C_i)_{i∈I} of the derived set F(x)−F(x) such that C_i ⊆ X_i and F(x)−F(x) = ⨆ i∈I C_i. Put V := {X_λ | λ ∈ Λ} and H := {{X_i}_{i∈I} | H_I ≠ ∅, I ⊆ Λ}. Definition 10. A hyper-graph G_X := (V, H) is a Morse hyper-graph of X if X − ⨆ λ∈Λ X_λ = ⨆ I⊆Λ H_I . From [38, Theorem 7.9], notice that the Morse hyper-graph for an invariant decomposition on a topological space is quotient spaces of the abstract element space and the abstract weak element space with respect to decomposition. Therefore we define the Morse hyper-graph of a semi-decomposition of a topological space as follows.

Definition 11. The hyper-graph G_X is the Morse hyper-graph of F if X is the set of inverse images by q_{⟨⟩} of connected components of q_{⟨⟩}(Q(F)), where q_{⟨⟩} : X → X/⟨F⟩ is the quotient map.

By definition of Morse hyper-graph of a semi-decomposition, the Morse hypergraph of a topological space is a quotient space of the abstract element space as follows.

Lemma 2.12. The Morse hyper-graph G_F for a semi-decomposition F on a topological space X is a quotient space of the abstract element space X/⟨F⟩.

Lemma 2.10 and Corollary 2.9 imply the following equivalence. Proposition 2.13. For any invariant decomposition F on a topological space, the Morse hyper-graphs of F with respect to decomposition and semi-decomposition coincide with each other.

The previous proposition implies the following correspondence. Corollary 2.14. Let v : R × X → X be a flow on a compact metrizable space, X the set of connected components of the chain recurrent set, and F_v the set of orbits. The Morse hyper-graph G_X of X with respect to the (semi-)decomposition F_v is the Morse graph G_v of v as an undirected graph.

Proof. Let F_v be the set of orbits of v. By Proposition 2.13, the Morse hypergraphs of F_v with respect to decomposition and semi-decomposition coincide with each other. Then Cl(F_v) = Cl(v). From [11, Theorem 3.3B], the chain recurrent set CR(v) is closed and invariant and contains the non-wandering set Ω(v), and that connected components of CR(v) are equivalence classes of the relation ≈_{CR} on CR(v), where x ≈_{CR} y if x ∼_{CR} y and y ∼_{CR} x. By [38, Theorem 6.2], we have that R(F_v) = R(v) ⊆ Ω(v). Since R(F_v) = Cl(F_v) ⊔ R(F_v) and R(v) = Cl(v) ⊔ R(v), the equality P(F_v) = X − R(F_v ) implies that P(F_v) = P(v) and R(F_v ) = R(v). By definition of non-maximal point, we obtain R(F_v ) ∪ max F_v ⊆ Ω(v) ⊆ CR(v).

We claim that ⟨x⟩ ⊆ CR(v) for any x ∈ CR(v). Indeed, fix a point x ∈ CR(v). If x ∈ R(v), then [38, Lemma 3.1] implies that ⟨x⟩ ⊆ R(v) ⊆ CR(v). Thus we may assume that x ∈ P(v). Fix any point y ∈ P(v) with α(x) ∪ ω(x) = α(y) ∪ ω(y). [39, Lemma 4.1] implies that {x^′ ∈ P(v) | O(x) − O(x) = O(x^′) − O(x^′) ≠ ∅} = {x^′ ∈ P(v) | α(x) ∪ ω(x) = α(x^′) ∪ ω(x^′)}. By the closedness of CR(v), since O(x) ⊂ CR(v), we have x ∼_{CR} y^′ for any y^′ ∈ α(x) ∪ ω(x) = α(y) ∪ ω(y). Fix a point y^′ ∈ α(y). There is a point y^{′′} ∈ O(y) with y^′ ∼_{CR} y^{′′}. There is a point ω ∈ ω(y^{′′}) ⊆ α(x) ∪ ω(x) with y^{′′} ∼_{CR} ω. Since ω ∈ O(x) − O(x) ⊂ CR(v), there is a point x^′ ∈ O(x) with y^{′′} ∼_{CR} x^′. Since x, x^′ ∈ O(x) ⊂ CR(v), we obtain x^′ ∼_{CR} x and so y^′ ∈ CR(v). The invariance of CR(v) implies that y ∈ CR(v). By [38, Lemma 3.1], the abstract element ⟨x⟩ is a connected component of {x^′ ∈ P(v) | {x} − {x} = {x^′} − {x^′} ≠ ∅} ⊆ CR(v). Since R(F_v )∪max F_v ⊆ CR(v), the previous claim implies that Q(F_v ) ⊆ CR(v).

From [38, Lemma 3.3], the Morse hyper-graph G_X exists. By ⨆ I⊆Λ H_I = X − ⨆ λ∈Λ X_λ = X − CR(v) ⊆ P(v), since any α-limit sets and ω-limit sets of a flow on a compact Hausdorff space is connected, any hyper-edges H_I are edges, which are non-loops. This means that the Morse hyper-graph G_X is the Morse graph G_v as an undirected graph. □

3. Existence of Morse hyper-graphs for semi-decompositions and thier properties

We have the following statements.

Lemma 3.1. Let F be a semi-decomposition on a topological space X. Then X − Q(F) ⊆ P(F) ∩ max F.

Proof. By definition of quasi-recurrence, we have that X − P(F) = R(F) ⊆ Q(F). □ Lemma 3.2. The following statements hold for an invariant semi-decomposition F on a topological space X: (1) ⋃ x∈P(F))(F(x) − F(x)) ⊆ X − max F. (2) ⋃ x∈X F(x) − F(x) ⊆ Q(F). (3) R(F) ⊔ ( ⋃ x∈X (F(x) − F(x)) ∩ P(F)) ⊆ Q(F). Proof. Fix a point x ∈ X. Suppose that x ∈ P(F). By invariance of F, the derived set F(x) − F(x) is F-invariant closed and so F(y) ⊆ F(x) − F(x) ⊊ F(x) for any y ∈ F(x) − F(x). Thus the assertion (1) holds.

If x ∈ Cl(F), then ∅ = F(x) − F(x) ⊆ Q(F). Suppose that x ∈ R(F). Fix any y ∈ F(x) − F(x). Then y /∈ F(x). If y ∈ R(F), then y ∈ Q(F). Thus we may assume that y ∈ X − R(F) = P(F). Since P(F) and R(F) are F-invariant, by x ∈ R(F) and y ∈ P(F), we have F(x) ∩ F(y) = ∅. By invariance of F, the closure F(x) is F-invariant and so F(y) − F(y) ⊊ F(y) ⊆ F(x). Assume that x ∈ F(y). Then the invariance of F implies that F(x) ⊂ F(y) and so that F(x) ⊂ F(y)−F(y) ⊊ F(x). This means that the closed subset F(y)−F(y) ⊊ F(x) contains F(x), which contradicts the closure F(x) is the minimal closed subset containing F(x). Thus x /∈ F(y) and so F(y) ⊊ F(x). This implies that y is non-maximal and so y ∈ Q(F).

Since X = R(F) ⊔ P(F), the assertion (2) implies the assertion (3). □

The following existence of Morse hyper-graph for a topological space holds.

Proposition 3.3. Let be F a semi-decomposition on a topological space X with the quotient map p_{X/F} : X → X/F, Q^′ ⊆ X a subset containing Q(F), and X = {X_λ}_{λ∈Λ} the set of inverse images by p_{X/F} of connected components of Q^′/F. Then the Morse hyper-graph G_X exists. Moreover, if F is invariant and Q^′ is F-invariant, then the intersection C_λ = (F(x) − F(x)) ∩ X_λ are F-invariant.

Proof. Lemma 3.1 implies that X − ⋃ λ∈Λ X_λ = X − Q^′ ⊆ X − Q(F) ⊆ P(F) ∩ max F. Moreover, fix any point x ∈ X − ⋃ λ∈Λ X_λ ⊂ P(F) ∩ max F. Since F(x) − F(x) ⊊ F(x), by Lemma 3.2, we have that F(x) − F(x) ⊆ X − max F ⊆ Q(F). Therefore define an index set I ⊆ Λ by i ∈ I if C_i := (F(x) − F(x)) ∩ X_i ≠ ∅. Then F(x) − F(x) = ⨆ i∈I C_i and so x ∈ H_I . This means that X − ⋃ λ∈Λ X_λ = X − Q^′ = ⨆ I⊆Λ H_I . Suppose that F is invariant and Q^′ is F-invariant. Then any inverse images X_i of p_{X/F} and the derived set F(x) − F(x) are F-invariant. Therefore the intersections C_i = (F(x) − F(x)) ∩ X_i are F-invariant. □

Since the union Q(F) is F-invariant, we have the following statement.

Corollary 3.4. The Morse hyper-graph for any semi-decomposition of a topological space exists.

3.1. Generalization of Reeb graphs of Morse functions. Recall that the Reeb graph of a Morse function on a closed manifold is the abstract weak element space of the set of connected components of level sets as abstract multi-graphs [38, Proposition 7.6]. For a semi-decomposition of sublevel sets, we have a similar statement. In other words, we show that the abstract element space of a semi-decomposition is a natural generalization of the Reeb graph of a Morse function.

Proposition 3.5. The Reeb graph of a Morse function on a closed manifold is the abstract weak element space of the set of connected components of sublevel sets as abstract multi-graphs.

Proof. Let f be a C^1 function with finitely many critical points on a closed manifold M and F the set of connected components of sublevel sets of f. Then any elements of F are closed. Notice that the Reeb graph of f is a finite graph as abstract graph (cf. [38, Proposition 7.6]). Denote by Crit(f) the set of critical points. By Morse theory, for any points x, y contained in the same connected component of the complement X − ⋃ x∈Crit(f ) F(x), the elements F(x) and F(y) are homeomorphic to

each other and are submanifolds. Therefore Lemma 2.11 implies that any abstract weak elements are connected component of the complement X− ⋃ x∈Crit(f ) F(x) and

connected components of ⋃ x∈Crit(f ) F(x). Since any connected component of the

complement X − ⋃ x∈Crit(f ) F(x) correspond to abstract edges and any connected

components of ⋃ x∈Crit(f ) F(x) correspond to vertices, the Reeb graph of f is the

abstract weak element space M/F as an abstract multi-graph. □

3.2. Generalization of face posets of simplicial complices. Let K be a simplicial complex and |K| := ⋃ K the polyhedron. For any point x ∈ |K|, denote by F(x) the lowest dimensional simplex of K containing x. Then the set F_K := {F(x) | x ∈ |K|} is a semi-decomposition of the polyhedron |K| and is called the semi-decomposition associated to the simplicial complex K. The face poset of a simplicial complex K is defined by (K, ⊆), where ⊆ is the inclusion order on |K|. We have the following statement.

Proposition 3.6. The abstract weak element space |K|/⟨F_K⟩ for a simplicial complex K with the specialization order is isomorphic to the face poset of K. Moreover, we have that |K|/⟨F_K⟩ = ⋃ k≥0{σ \ |K^{k−1}| | σ ∈ K^k} as a set, where K^i is the set of i-cells of K.

Proof. The union |K^0| of 0-cells of K is a set of discrete points and so ⟨x⟩ = σ for any 0-cell σ ∈ K^0 and any point x ∈ σ. For any 1-cell σ ∈ K^1 and any points x, y ∈ σ \ |K^0|, we have that F(x) = F(y) = σ and so ⟨x⟩ = ⟨y⟩ = σ \ |K^0|. This means that the abstract weak element of any point x of a 1-cell σ ∈ K^1 is the interior σ \ |K^0| in |K^1|. Similarly, for any k-cell σ ∈ K^k and any points x, y ∈ σ \ |K^{k−1}|, we have that F(x) = F(y) = σ and so ⟨x⟩ = ⟨y⟩ = σ \ |K^{k−1}|. This means that the abstract weak element of any point x of a k-cell σ ∈ K^k is the interior σ \ |K^{k−1}| in |K^k|. The quotient space |K|/⟨F_K⟩ = ⋃ k≥0{σ \ |K^{k−1}| | σ ∈ K^k } is the set of interiors of cells of K as a set. By construction, for any simplices σ, μ ∈ K, the simplex σ is a face of μ if and only if σ ⊆ μ. Let ≤ be the specialization pre-order on |K|/⟨F_K⟩. Fix any points x, y ∈ |K|. By definition, we have that ⟨x⟩ ≤ ⟨y⟩ if and only if ⟨x⟩ ∈ {⟨y⟩}^{|K|/⟨FK⟩} (i.e. the abstract weak element ⟨x⟩ is contained in the closure of the singleton of the abstract weak element ⟨y⟩ in the abstract weak element space |K|/⟨F_K⟩). Since the abstract weak element ⟨x⟩ (resp. ⟨y⟩) is the interior of the cell F(x) (resp. F(y)) and the cell F(x) (resp. F(y)) is the closure ⟨x⟩ (resp. ⟨y⟩) of the interior of F(x) (resp. F(y)), we obtain that ⟨x⟩ ≤ ⟨y⟩ if and only if F(x) ⊆ F(y). This means that the abstract weak element space |K|/⟨F_K⟩ with the specialization order is isomorphic to the face poset of K. □

3.3. Generalization of abstract directed multi-graph structures of acyclic directed graphs. Let X be a directed graph with the vertex set V . By definition, the directed graph is a cell complex whose dimension is at most one. For any point x ∈ X − V , denote by d(x) the directed edge containing x and by a(x) ⊊ d(x) the arc from x to the tail of d(x). For any x ∈ V , denote by X_{≤1}(x) the union of x, adjacent vertices of x, and the directed edges from x, and define X_{≤k}(x) := ⋃ y∈V ∩X_{≤k−1}(x) X≤1(y). For any x ∈ V , the positive orbit O

+(x) is defined by ⋃_∞ k=1 X_{≤k}(x). For any point x ∈ X − V , the positive orbit O^+(x) is defined by the union a(x) ∪ O^+(y), where y is the tail of d(x). This means that the positive orbit of a point x is the union of any arc C : [0, 1] → X from x whose orientation on C([0, 1])\V corresponds to the direction of the edges of X. Then the set of positive orbits is a semi-decomposition, denoted by F_X and called the semi-decomposition of positive orbits of the directed graph X. A directed graph is acyclic if it has no directed cycles. Note that any loops are directed cycles. We have the following statement.

Proposition 3.7. The abstract weak element space X/⟨F_X ⟩ of any finite directed graph X is an abstract directed multi-graphs whose directed graph is obtained from X by collapsing any directed cycles. Moreover, if X is acyclic, then the abstract weak element space X/⟨F_X ⟩ corresponds to the abstract directed multi-graph of X.

Proof. Let X be a directed graph with the vertex set V . We may assume that X is non-empty and connected. For any directed edge d and any points x, y ∈ d \ V , the positive orbits O^+(x) and O^+(y) are homeomorphic to each other. Let F_X be the set of positive orbits. For any point x ∈ X − V , the abstract weak element ⟨x⟩ of x contains d(x). Fix a vertex x ∈ V .

We claim that we may assume that X has at least two vertices. Indeed, assume that X has exactly one vertex. Then any positive orbits are X and so X/⟨F_X ⟩ is a singleton.

We claim that ⟨x⟩ ≠ {x} if and only if x either is contained in any directed cycles or has exactly one out-degree. Indeed, notice that the abstract weak element of a point contained in a directed cycle is not a singleton. Suppose that ⟨x⟩ ≠ {x}. We may assume that x is not contained in any directed cycles. Since ⟨x⟩ ≠ {x}, there is a directed edge d from x. Assume that x has at least two out-degree. For any point y ∈ X_{≤1}(x) \ V , the finiteness of X implies that the base spaces of the positive orbits O^+(y) ⊊ O^+(x) are finite graphs and not homeomorphic to each other. This means that ⟨x⟩ = {x}, which contradicts that ⟨x⟩ ≠ {x}. Conversely, if x is contained in any directed cycles, then ⟨x⟩ ≠ {x}. Suppose that x has exactly one out-degree. Then let d be the directed edge from x. For any point y ∈ d \ V , the positive orbits O^+(y) and O^+(x) are homeomorphic to each other. This implies that y ∈ ⟨x⟩ ≠ {x}. By the previous claim, the abstract weak element space X/⟨F_X ⟩ is homeomorphic to the abstract weak element space of positive orbits of the resulting finite directed graph from X collapsing directed cycles into singletons. Therefore we may assume that X is acyclic by collapsing directed cycles into singletons if necessary. Then ⟨x⟩ ≠ {x} if and only if x has exactly one out-degree. This means that the abstract weak element space X/⟨F_X ⟩ is homeomorphic to the abstract weak element space of positive orbits of the resulting finite directed graph from X collapsing edges whose heads have exactly out-degree one into singletons. Therefore we may assume that X has no vertices whose out-degrees are one, by collapsing edges whose heads have exactly out-degree one into singletons if necessary. Then the abstract weak elements of any vertices are singletons, and so the abstract weak elements of any point y ∈ X − V are directed edges d(y). □

4. Examples of abstract (weak) element spaces

We state some examples of abstract (weak) element spaces.

Example 1. Let v_0 : R × T^2 → T^2 be an irrational rotational flow on a torus T^2 := R^2 /Z^2 generated by a vector field V_0([x, y]) = (1, α) for some α ∈ R − Q. The set F_0 of positive orbits O^+(p) = {v_0(t, p) | t ∈ R_{≥0} } is a semi-decomposition. Then the abstract (weak) element space T^2/[F_0] = T^2/⟨F_0⟩ is a singleton.

Example 2. Let V be the resulting vector field from V_0 by replacing the point 0 := [0, 0] ∈ T^2 to a singular point using a bump function. Then the resulting flow v generated by V consists of one singular point 0 and non-closed recurrent orbits. Denote by O_+ (resp. O_−) the orbit of v whose α-limit (resp. ω-limit) set is 0. The set F of positive orbits of v is a semi-decomposition. Then F(0) = F(0) = {0}. For any p ∈ T^2, we have that F(p) = F(p) ⊔ {0} if and only if p ∈ O_+. Therefore Cl(F) = {0}, P(F) = O_+, and R(F) = T^2 − (O_− ⊔ {0}) = T^2 − O_−. This implies that the abstract (weak) element space T^2/[F] = T^2/⟨F⟩ is a topological space which consists of three elements Cl(F), P(F), and R(F). Moreover, the specialization pre-order of T^2/[F] is a total order such that Cl(F) < P(F) < R(F) (i.e. {0} < O_+ < T^2 − O_−).

References

[1] E. Aragao-Costa, T. Caraballo, A. Carvalho, and J. Langa. Non-autonomous Morsedecomposition and Lyapunov functions for gradient-like processes. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 365(10):5277–5312, 2013.

[2] C. B. Barros, J. A. Souza, and R. A. Reis. Dynamic Morse decompositions for semigroups of homeomorphisms and control systems. Journal of dynamical and control systems, 18(1):1–19, 2012.

[3] C. J. B. Barros and J. A. Souza. Attractors and chain recurrence for semigroup actions.

Journal of Dynamics and differential Equations, 22(4):723–740, 2010.

[4] B. Batko, T. Kaczynski, M. Mrozek, and T. Wanner. Linking combinatorial and classical dynamics: Conley index and Morse decompositions. Found. Comput. Math., 20(5):967–1012, 2020.

[5] G. D. Birkhoff. Dynamical systems. With an addendum by Jurgen Moser. American Mathematical Society Colloquium Publications, Vol. IX. American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., 1966.

[6] M. C. Bortolan, T. Caraballo, A. N. d. Carvalho, and J. Langa. Skew product semiflows and morse decomposition. Journal of Differential Equations, 255(8):2436–2462, 2013.

[7] C. J. Braga Barros and J. A. Souza. Finest Morse decompositions for semigroup actions on fiber bundles. J. Dynam. Differential Equations, 22(4):741–760, 2010.

[8] T. Caraballo, J. A. Langa, and Z. Liu. Gradient infinite-dimensional random dynamical systems. SIAM Journal on Applied Dynamical Systems, 11(4):1817–1847, 2012.

[9] T. Caraballo Garrido, J. C. Jara Pérez, J. A. Langa Rosado, and J. Valero Cuadra. Morse decomposition of global attractors with infinite components. Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems. Series A, 35 (7), 2845-2861, 2015.

[10] C. C. Conley. Isolated invariant sets and the Morse index. Number 38. American Mathematical Soc., 1978.

[11] C. C. Conley. The gradient structure of a flow: I. Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, 8(8*):11–26, 1988.

[12] H. Crauel, L. H. Duc, and S. Siegmund. Towards a Morse theory for random dynamical systems. Stochastics and Dynamics, 4(03):277–296, 2004.

[13] H. B. da Costa and J. Valero. Morse decompositions and Lyapunov functions for dynamically gradient multivalued semiflows. Nonlinear Dynamics, 84(1):19–34, 2016.

[14] H. B. da Costa and J. Valero. Morse decompositions with infinite components for multivalued semiflows. Set-Valued and Variational Analysis, 25(1):25–41, 2017.

[15] T. K. Dey, M. Juda, T. Kapela, J. Kubica, M. Lipiński, and M. Mrozek. Persistent homology of Morse decompositions in combinatorial dynamics. SIAM J. Appl. Dyn. Syst., 18(1):510– 530, 2019.

[16] R. Engelking. General topology, pwn-polish sci. Publ., Warszawa, 1977. [17] J. Franks. A variation on the Poincaré-Birkhoff theorem. In Hamiltonian dynamical systems (Boulder, CO, 1987), volume 81 of Contemp. Math., pages 111–117. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1988.

[18] M. Hurley. Chain recurrence and attraction in non-compact spaces. Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, 11(4):709–729, 1991.

[19] M. Hurley. Noncompact chain recurrence and attraction. Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 115(4):1139–1148, 1992.

[20] M. Hurley. Chain recurrence, semiflows, and gradients. Journal of Dynamics and Differential Equations, 7(3):437–456, 1995.

[21] X. Ju, A. Qi, and J. Wang. Strong Morse–Lyapunov functions for Morse decompositions of attractors of random dynamical systems. Stochastics and Dynamics, 18(01):1850012, 2018.

[22] D. Li. Morse decompositions for general dynamical systems and differential inclusions with applications to control systems. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 46(1):35–60, 2007.

[23] X. Lin and C. Zeng. Morse decompositions of uniform random attractors. Journal of Differential Equations, 293:23–47, 2021.

[24] Z. Liu. The random case of Conley’s theorem. Nonlinearity, 19(2):277, 2005. [25] Z. Liu. The random case of Conley’s theorem: II. The complete Lyapunov function. Nonlinearity, 20(4):1017, 2007.

[26] Z. Liu. The random case of Conley’s theorem: III. Random semiflow case and Morse decomposition. Nonlinearity, 20(12):2773, 2007.

[27] Z. Liu, S. Ji, and M. Su. Attractor–repeller pair, Morse decomposition and Lyapunov function for random dynamical systems. Stochastics and Dynamics, 8(04):625–641, 2008.

[28] J. Lurie. Higher algebra http://www. math. harvard. edu/~ lurie/papers. HigherAlgebra. pdf. [29] R. McGehee. Attractors for closed relations on compact Hausdorff spaces. Indiana University Mathematics Journal, 41(4):1165–1209, 1992.

[30] M. Mrozek. Conley–Morse–Forman theory for combinatorial multivector fields on Lefschetz complexes. Foundations of Computational Mathematics, 17(6):1585–1633, 2017.

[31] M. Patrão et al. Morse decomposition of semiflows on topological spaces. Journal of Dynamics and Differential Equations, 19(1):181–198, 2007.

[32] M. Patrão and L. A. S. Martin. Semiflows on topological spaces: chain transitivity and semigroups. Journal of Dynamics and Differential Equations, 19(1):155–180, 2007.

[33] K. P. Rybakowski. The homotopy index and partial differential equations. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[34] O. Saeki. Reeb spaces of smooth functions on manifolds. arXiv preprint arXiv:2006.01689, 2020.

[35] Y. Wang and T. Caraballo. Morse decomposition for gradient-like multi-valued autonomous and nonautonomous dynamical systems. Discrete & Continuous Dynamical Systems-S, 13(8):2303, 2020.

[36] Y. Wang and D. Li. Morse decompositions for periodic general dynamical systems and differential inclusions. Set-Valued and Variational Analysis, 20(4):519–549, 2012.

[37] Y. Wang and D. Li. Morse decompositions for nonautonomous general dynamical systems.

Set-Valued and Variational Analysis, 22(1):117–154, 2014.

[38] T. Yokoyama. Morse hyper-graphs of topological spaces and decompositions. arXiv preprint arXiv:2112.13992, 2021.

[39] T. Yokoyama. Refinements of topological invariants of flows. Discrete & Continuous Dynamical Systems, 42(5):2295–2331, 2022.

[40] T. Yokoyama. Relations among equicontinuity, periodicity, distal property, and characteristic 0 property, and their variants. arXiv preprint arXiv:2202.10568, 2022.

Applied Mathematics and Physics Division, Gifu University, Yanagido 1-1, Gifu, 501- 1193, Japan,

Email address: tomoo@gifu-u.ac.jp