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Abstract. The notion of sectional-hyperbolicity is a weakened form of hyperbolicity in-
troduced for vector fields in order to understand the dynamic behavior of certain higher-
dimensional systems such as the multidimensional Lorenz attractor. In this paper we
explore the questions proposed in [Math. Z., 298 (2021), 469-488] and we provide an affir-
mative answer by proving that C1-generic non-trivial sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrent
class is robustly a homoclinic class. We then apply our findings to the dynamics of star
flows providing a positive answer to Conjecture 1.2 in [Tran. Amer. Math. Soc. 376
(2023), 6845-6871]. We remark that our arguments do not assume Lyapunov stability.

1. Introduction

Differentiable dynamical systems have become a fruitful and important research field in
recent decades. The birth of this discipline is attributed to the seminal work of S. Smale
[Sm67], where the notion of hyperbolic set was introduced, presenting Smale’s Horseshoe as
a representative example. Since then, a very strong program towards the understanding of
the global dynamics of dynamical systems has been initiated, yielding a rich theory where
several important advances were achieved, including a better understanding of stability
phenomena and of chaotic dynamics from both topological and statistical point of view.
Later, motivated by the chaotic dynamics of the strange attractor in Lorenz’s polynomial
system  ẋ = σ(y − x)

ẏ = ρx− y − xz
ż = xy − βz,

where σ ≈ 10, β ≈ 8/3 and ρ ≈ 28, [ABS77] and [Gu76] introduced, independently, a
geometric model now known as the geometric Lorenz attractor (GLA). One of its main
features is the presence of a unique singularity that is accumulated by regular orbits,
which causes the system to fail to be hyperbolic. Nevertheless, the GLA exhibits rich
dynamical behavior reminiscent of hyperbolic sets, including a dense set of periodic orbits
and robust transitivity. Moreover, it was shown in [Ba04] that the GLA is a homoclinic
class. Motivated by this example, the notion of singular-hyperbolicity was introduced in
[MPP99], where it is proven that singular-hyperbolic sets properly extend the classical
notion of hyperbolic sets, incorporating the GLA as a prototypical case.
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In order to gain a better understanding of the dynamics of higher-dimensional sets such
as the multidimensional Lorenz attractor [BPV97], C. Morales and R.J. Metzger introduced
the concept of sectional-hyperbolic set in [MM08]. Both notions, sectional-hyperbolicity
and singular-hyperbolicity, agree for three-dimensional vector fields, but in the higher-
dimensional setting sectional-hyperbolicity is stronger than singular-hyperbolicity (see [MM08]
and [Sa19] for more details).

Now, in topological dynamics, the chain-recurrent set constitutes an important subject
of study because it encompasses all the interesting dynamics of the system. Moreover,
by considering an equivalence relation, this set is decomposed into pieces called chain-
recurrence classes. The fundamental theorem of dynamical systems, due to Conley [Con78],
asserts the existence of a Lyapunov function which is constant along these classes. In this
way, this result provides a general procedure for describing the global dynamics of a system.
These sets are the central focus of this work and hence we now recall this concept.

Hereafter, we denote by M a n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold, endowed
with a Riemannian metric ∥ · ∥. We will always assume n ≥ 4. Denote by d the metric on
M induced by its Riemannian metric. Throughout this text, X 1(M) denotes the set of C1-
vector fields on M endowed with the C1-topology. It is well known that any X ∈ X 1(M)
induces a C1-flow that will be denoted by the one-parameter family of maps {Xt}t∈R. The
orbit of a point x ∈M is the set

O(x) = {Xt(x) : t ∈ R}.

For a, b ∈ R, the orbit segment from a to b of a point x is defined by X[a,b](x) = {Xt(x) :
t ∈ [a, b]}. A point x ∈ M is said to be a singularity of X if X(x) = 0. We will denote
the set of singularities of X by Sing(X). A point x ∈M \ Sing(X) is a periodic point of
X if there is t > 0 such that Xt(x) = x. Denote by Per(X) the set of periodic points of
X. The set of critical elements of X is given by Crit(X) = Sing(X) ∪ Per(X). An orbit
that does not belong to Crit(X) is called a regular orbit. As usual, we say that a subset
Λ of M is invariant if Xt(Λ) = Λ for any t ∈ R. We say that a compact invariant set Λ
is Lyapunov stable if for every neighborhood U of Λ there exists a neighborhood V ⊂ U
of Λ such that Xt(V ) ⊂ U , for any t > 0. We say that a compact and invariant set Λ is
transitive if it contains a point whose orbit is dense in Λ.

Let us now define the chain-recurrent sets. There are several equivalent ways of defining
the chain-recurrent set (see [AN07, Theorem 2.7.18]), here we choose the form that is most
suitable to our purposes. For ε > 0 and T > 0, we say that a finite sequence (xi, ti)

n
i=0 is

an (ε, T )-chain if t0 + · · ·+ tn ≥ T , ti ≥ 1, and d(Xti(xi), xi+1) < ε for any i = 0, ..., n− 1.
Besides, we say that y is chain attainable from x, and we denote it by x ∼ y, if for any
ε, T > 0 there exists an (ε, T )-chain from x to y, i.e. x0 = x and xn = y. When x ∼ x, we
say that x is a chain-recurrent point. The chain-recurrent set of X is defined as

CR(X) = {x ∈M : x ∼ x}.

It is well known that CR(X) is a compact and invariant set. Moreover, ∼ is an equivalence
relation on CR(X). So, each equivalent class under this relation is called chain-recurrent
class. It is easy to see that each chain-recurrent class of X is also a compact and invariant
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set. When x ∈ CR(X), we denote by C(x) its chain-recurrence class. We say that a chain-
recurrent class is non-trivial if it is not reduced to either a periodic orbit or a singularity.
We say that a chain-recurrent class is an aperiodic class if it does not contain periodic
orbits.

Several generic properties of these chain-recurrence classes were obtained. For instance,
the well-known Kupka-Smale Theorem states that critical orbits of generic vector fields are
hyperbolic. Later, in [BC04], it was shown that for C1-generic systems, chain-recurrence
classes with periodic orbits coincide with the homoclinic class of some of such periodic
orbits. Moreover, when some form of hyperbolicity is present, we obtain more interesting
dynamical properties. Indeed, according to [PYY21], for C1-generic vector fields, a non-
trivial Lyapunov stable chain-recurrence class that is sectional-hyperbolic is necessarily a
transitive attractor, and hence, a homoclinic class. In [GYZ22], the same conclusion was
obtained for chain-recurrence classes, not necessarily singular-hyperbolic, associated to C1-
generic vector fields away from homoclinic tangencies. In [CY21], S. Crovisier and D. Yang
proved that transitivity is present in a robust way for sectional-hyperbolic Lyapunov stable
chain-recurrence classes associated to vector fields X in a certain C1-generic set. In light
of this result, the authors posed the following question:

Question: Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold with dimension at least 4. Does
there exist an open and dense set U ⊂ X 1(M) such that for any X ∈ U , any non-trivial
sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrent class is robustly a homoclinic class?

In this work, we explore this question and some interesting implications. One important
aspect of all of the aforementioned results is that they assert the non-existence of aperiodic
classes under good generic conditions. Indeed, the existence of aperiodic classes represents a
major obstacle in several important conjectures. See for instance the weak Palis conjecture
which asserts that any C1-system is approximated by either a Morse-Smale system or a
system containing a hyperbolic horseshoe. This conjecture was verified for diffeomorphisms
in [Cro10], for nonsingular flows in [XZ08] and for singular three-dimensional flows in
[GY18].

On the other hand, in [CY21] and [GYZ22] the existence of periodic orbits for generic
chain-recurrence classes was obtained under the assumption that the class is Lyapunov
stable. Also, in [PYY23] a dichotomy for chain-recurrence classes of generic star flows
was obtained: either they have periodic orbits and positive entropy or they are sectional-
hyperbolic aperiodic classes, and hence non-Lyapunov stable, with zero entropy. This
evidences that obtaining periodic orbits for generic chain-recurrence classes is challenging,
without Lyapunov stability. In this work, we shall see that in many cases, sectional-
hyperbolicity is enough to rule out aperiodic classes.

We now state our main results. Let us begin by recalling the concept of sectional-
hyperbolic set. We say that a compact invariant set Λ has a dominated splitting if there is
a continuous invariant splitting TΛM = E⊕F (with respect to the tangent flow Φt = DXt,
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t ∈ R) and constants K,λ > 0 satisfying the relation

∥Φt(x)|Ex∥
m(Φt(x)|Fx)

≤ Ke−λt, ∀x ∈ Λ, ∀t > 0,

wherem(A) denotes the co-norm of a linear transformation A. In this case, we say that E is
dominated by F . When the subbundle E is uniformly contracting, i.e., ∥Φt(x)|Ex∥ ≤ Ke−λt

for every t > 0 and x ∈ Λ, we say that Λ is partially hyperbolic. In [PYY21] it was defined
the notion of sectional-hyperbolic set as follows:

Definition 1.1. A compact invariant set Λ ⊂ M is sectional-hyperbolic if it is partially
hyperbolic and its central bundle F is sectional-expanding, i.e, there are K,λ > 0 such that
for every two-dimensional subspace Lx of Fx one has

|detΦt(x)|Lx | ≥ Keλt, ∀x ∈ Λ, ∀t > 0.

Remark 1.2. The notion of sectional-hyperbolicity was first introduced in [MM08] to de-
scribe the dynamical behavior of higher-dimensional systems, such as the multidimensional
Lorenz attractor (see [BPV97]). That definition differs from Definition 1.1 in that it as-
sumes the hyperbolicity of singularities, a condition we do not require here. However, as
we shall show in Lemma 2.2, every singularity contained in a sectional-hyperbolic chain-
recurrent class (under Definition 1.1) is necessarily hyperbolic. Thus, this distinction poses
no real restriction when dealing with chain-recurrence classes.

Next, let us clarify the notion of a robustly transitive sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrent
class. It is immediate to verify that Crit(X) ⊂ CR(X), so the chain-recurrent class of any
critical element is well defined. Moreover, by the previous remark and the hyperbolic
lemma (see Lemma 2.1), every critical element of a sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrent
class is hyperbolic. If γX is a critical element of X and C(γX) is sectional-hyperbolic,
then for every Y ∈ X 1(M) sufficiently C1-close to X, there exists a continuation γY of
γX . The corresponding chain-recurrent class C(γY ) is called the continuation of C(γX).
We say that the chain-recurrent class C(γX) is robustly a homoclinic class if there exists
an open C1-neighborhood U of X such that for every Y ∈ U , the continuation C(γY ) is a
homoclinic class. The first main result of this paper is the following:

Theorem A. There exists a C1-generic set R ⊂ X 1(M) such that if Λ is a non-trivial
sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrent class, then it is robustly a homoclinic class.

Notice that in the previous result we dropped out any stability assumption on Λ. In
particular, Theorem A is a direct improvement of [PYY21, Corollary E]. Also, an implicit
fact behind the statement of Theorem A is that any non-trivial sectional-hyperbolic chain-
recurrent set within R must contain periodic orbits; in other words, sectional-hyperbolicity
is enough to rule out the existence of aperiodic classes.

Another application of Theorem A concerns the setting of star flows. Recall that a vector
field X ∈ X 1(M) is star if there exists a neighborhood U such that all critical elements
of every Y ∈ U are hyperbolic. Star systems play a central role in stability theory. For
diffeomorphisms, it was proved in [Ma78, Li81] that Ω-stability implies the star condition,
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and later in [Ha92] that the star condition is equivalent to Axiom A with the no-cycle
condition. For regular vector fields, the same equivalence was obtained in [GW06].

Beyond stability, singular star flows are known to exhibit rich dynamics, which has mo-
tivated substantial research. In [ZGW08], it was conjectured that C1-generic star flows
and sectional-hyperbolicity should be intrinsically related; namely, they were expected to
have finitely many chain-recurrent classes, each sectional-hyperbolic. A partial confirma-
tion was obtained in [SGW14] under the assumption of Lyapunov stability. However,
[BdL21, dL17] disproved half of the conjecture by showing that C1-generic star flows need
not be sectional-hyperbolic, thus opening a new line of research with the introduction of
multi-singular hyperbolic sets. Nevertheless, the other half of the conjecture remains open:

Conjecture 1.3 (Conjecture 1.2 in [PYY23]). C1-generic singular star flows do not ad-
mit singular aperiodic classes. Consequently, they have only finitely many chain-recurrent
classes, all of which are homoclinic classes of periodic orbits.

A partial answer was given in [PYY23], proving that generic star flows admit finitely
many Lyapunov chain-recurrent classes and establishing a dichotomy for the non-Lyapunov
stable case, based on entropy. As a consequence of our techniques, we can fully confirm
the conjecture:

Theorem B. Let M be an n-dimensional manifold with n ≥ 4. There exists a C1-generic
set R ⊂ X 1

∗ (M) such that for every X ∈ R and every non-trivial chain-recurrent class
Λ of X, the set Λ has positive topological entropy, contains a periodic orbit, and is iso-
lated. Consequently, C1-generic singular star flows have only finitely many chain-recurrent
classes, all of which are either trivial or homoclinic classes of hyperbolic periodic orbits.

The remainder of this text is organized as follows: In Section 2, we present a collection
of preliminary results concerning sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrence classes. In Section
3, we prove that any chain-recurrent class associated with X ∈ R is robustly periodic,
which constitutes a key step toward proving Theorem A. Finally, Section 4 is devoted to
proving the main results of this article.

2. Preliminary results on Sectional-Hyperbolic chain-classes

In this section, we collect some tools that will be used in our analysis. Let us begin
by recalling that an important fact about chain-recurrence classes is that they are chain
transitive: If C is a chain-recurrent class, then for any pair of points x, y ∈ C the point y is
chain attainable from x through points in C, i.e., for every ε, T > 0, there is an (ε, T )-chain
(xi, ti)

n
i=0 such that x0 = x, xn = y and xi ∈ C for any i = 0, . . . , n (see for instance [FS76,

Proposition 2.1]).
Next, we recall the concept of hyperbolic set. A compact invariant set Λ is said to be

a hyperbolic set if there is a Φt-invariant splitting TΛM = Es ⊕ ⟨X⟩ ⊕ Eu, such that Es

is of contracting type, Eu is of expanding type and ⟨X⟩ is the direction generated by X.
A hyperbolic set is of saddle type if both Es and Eu are non-trivial. A critical element
of X is hyperbolic if its orbit is a hyperbolic set. Notice that when x is a singularity, the
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subspace ⟨X⟩ is trivial. It is well known that sectional-hyperbolic sets satisfy the so-called
hyperbolic lemma, whose proof can be found in [BM11]:

Lemma 2.1 (Hyperbolic Lemma). Every compact invariant set without singularities con-
tained in a sectional-hyperbolic set is hyperbolic of saddle type.

The above lemma shows that this notion generalizes the concept of uniform hyperbolicity
introduced by Smale in [Sm67]. Furthermore, it tells us that this notion is good enough to
obtain interesting dynamical results.

In what follows, we prove some basic lemmas that will be instrumental in the proof of
our main theorems. First, we prove the assertion made in Remark 1.2.

Lemma 2.2. Let Λ be a non trivial sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrent class for a C1

vector field X containing singularities. Then, every σ ∈ Λ is hyperbolic. Moreover, if
TσM = Es

σ ⊕ Eu
σ is the hyperbolic splitting of σ and TσM = Eσ ⊕ Fσ is the hyperbolic

splitting of σ given by sectional-hyperbolicity, we have

dimEσ + 1 = dimEs
σ.

Proof. Assume that there is a complex eigenvalue λ of DX(σ) with zero real part, and let
Lλ = span{v1, v2} be the subspace spanned by the eigenvectors associated to λ. Then, Lλ

is invariant for Φt(σ) and there are a, b > 0 such that a < ∥Φt(σ)vi∥ < b, i = 1, 2, for every
t > 0, so that Lλ ∩ Eσ = {0}. Therefore, since Eσ is dominated by Fσ, we conclude that
Lλ ⊂ Fσ, which contradicts the sectional expanding property of F . This shows that real
part of any eigenvalue of DX(σ) must be non-zero.

Now let consider the hyperbolic splitting TσM = Es
σ ⊕ Eu

σ of σ. Note that each one of
this subspaces is non trivial, otherwise we have that σ is either a source or a sink, so that
Λ would be trivial which is impossible. Besides, since vectors in E(σ) contract uniformly,
we see by the domination property that E ⊆ Es

σ and Eu
σ ⊆ F .

We claim that E ̸= Es
σ. Indeed, since Λ is invariant and the splitting of TΛM is domi-

nated, it follows that the flow direction X(x) belongs to Fx for any regular point x ∈ Λ.
Indeed, without loss of generality, we can assume that the Riemannian metric left the
subbundles E and F orthogonal. In this way, for x ∈ Λ we write X(x) = vE + vF , with
vE ∈ Ex and vF ∈ Fx. Assume that X(x) /∈ Fx for some x ∈ Λ, then vE ̸= 0. Since E and
Ec are Φt-invariant and orthogonal we have that for every t ∈ R that

K ≥ ∥X(Xt(x))∥2

= ∥Φt(x)X(x)∥2

= ∥Φt(x)vE∥2 + ∥ΦtvF ∥2

≥ ∥Φt(x)vE∥2 ≥
1

K
eλt∥ve∥ → ∞, t→ −∞.

which is a contradiction.
On the other hand, since Λ is partially-hyperbolic it is well known that any point x ∈ Λ

has associated its strong stable manifold Fss(x) which is invariant and it is tangent to E at
x (see [HPPS70] for instance). Thus, if x ∈ Λ∩(Fss(σ) \ {σ}), thenX(x) ∈ TxFss(σ) = Es

x,
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which is absurd. Therefore, if E = Es
σ we have that W s(σ) = Fss(σ), so that

Λ ∩ (W s(σ) \ {σ}) = Λ ∩ (Fss(σ) \ {σ}) = ∅,

which is a contradiction because Λ is a non trivial chain-recurrent class. So, by domination
property we see that Es

σ ∩ Fσ ̸= {0}. Hence, since F is area expanding, it follows that
dim (Es

σ ∩ Fσ) = 1, which proves the result. □

Remark 2.3. A singularity σ satisfying the conditions of above lemma is called Lorenz-
like singularity. Moreover, the conditions dimEs

σ ≥ 2 and dim (Es
σ ∩ Fσ) = 1 provide an

alternative definition of Lorenz-like singularity: A singularity σ for X is Lorenz-like if there
are at least two eigenvalues with negative real part, one of them is real, say λ−, and the
real part of remaining eigenvalues are outside the interval [λ−,−λ−].

Notice that by Lemma 2.2 and Remark 2.3, we can consider a useful tool for proving
Theorem A, coming from [PYY23]. More precisely, let Ecs ⊕ Eu = Es

σ ⊕ Fσ, where
Ecs = Eσ⊕G and Fσ = G⊕Eu

σ , with G ⊂ F and dim G = 1, be the hyperbolic splitting of
TσM . Up to a change of coordinates, we think σ as the origin in Rn, and the subspaces E∗,
∗ = cs, u, are perpendicular. As in the aforementioned reference, for a small neighborhood
Uσ of σ and x ∈ Uσ, we denote by xcs and xu its distances to Eu and Ecs respectively. In
this way, for α, β > 0 define the α-cone on the manifold Dcs

α (σ) as

Dcs
α (σ) = {x ∈ U : xu < αxcs}.

Now, for a non singular point x ∈M , the orthogonal complement Nx of X(x) is defined
by

Nx = {v ∈ TxM : ⟨v,X(x)⟩ = 0}.

In this way, the linear Poincaré flow ψt on the normal bundle NM\Sing(X) is given by

ψt(v) = πNXt(x)
(Φt(x)v), ∀x ∈M \ Sing(X), v ∈ Nx,

where πNz(w) is the orthogonal projection of w on Nz. The scaled linear Poincaré flow,
denoted by ψ∗

t , is defined as the normalization of ψt by the flow speed, i.e.,

ψ∗
t (v) =

∥X(x)∥
∥X(Xt(x))∥

ψt(v).

In [BM11] it is showed that a partially hyperbolic splitting TΛM = E ⊕F of a compact
invariant set Λ induces a partially hyperbolic splitting TxNx = Ex ⊕ Fx of the normal
subspace Nx for any x ∈ Λ \ Sing(X), where Ex and = Fx = πx(Ex) for every x ∈ Λ.
Indeed, since Fx contains the flow direction, it follows that π(v) ∈ Fx for any v ̸= X(x)
in Fx, hence Fx ⊂ Fx because π is linear. So, since the splitting E ⊕ F is dominated for
Φt, we deduce the dominance of the splitting E ⊕F . The uniform contracting property for
π(E) follows because ∥π(v)∥ ≤ ∥v∥ for every v ∈ E. It is important to observe that the
above property remains valid for the rescaled linear Poincaré flow ψ∗

t .
Recall the notion of (η, T,E)-contracting points.
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Definition 2.4. Let X ∈ X1(M), Λ a compact invariant set of X, and E ⊂ NΛ\Sing(X) an
invariant bundle of the rescaled linear Poincaré flow ψ∗

t . For 0 < η < 1 and T0 > 0, we say
that a point x ∈ Λ \ Sing(X) is (η, T0)-contracting for the bundle E if there is a partition
0 = t0 < t1 < t2 < · · · < tk < · · · , where ti+1− ti ∈ [T0, 2T0] for every i = 0, 1, . . . such that

k−1∏
i=0

∥ψ∗
ti+1−ti |E(Xti (x))

∥ ≤ ηk, ∀k ≥ 1.

Similarly, x ∈ Λ \ Sing(X) is said to be (η, T0)-expanding for the bundle F if it is (η, T0)-
contracting for −X.

We are now ready to state the result mentioned above.

Lemma 2.5 (Lemma 3.11 in [PYY23]). Let σ be a Lorenz-like singularity. Then for r > 0
small enough, for every λ ∈ (0, 1) and T0 > 0 there exists α2 > 0 such that for all α < α2,

if y ∈ Br(σ)∩Dcs
α (σ) is a (λ, T0)-expanding time on its orbit, then W u

loc(y) ⋔W cs
loc(σ) ̸= ∅.

Next, we recall a remarkable theorem due to Liao regarding the existence of stable
(unstable) manifolds for contracting (expanding) points.

Theorem 2.6. Let X ∈ X1(M), Λ a compact invariant set of X. Given η ∈ (0, 1), T0 > 0,
there is δ = δ(η, T0) > 0 such that if x is (η, T )-contracting for the bundle E ⊂ N , then
there is a C1 map κ : Ex(δ∥X(x)∥) → Nx such that

• dC1(κ, id) < ε.
• κ(0) = 0.
• W s

δ∥X(x)∥(x) ⊂W s(O(x)), where W s
δ∥X(x)∥(x) = expx(Image(κ)).

A similar result holds for (η, T0)-expanding points for the bundle F ⊂ N .

Finally, we end this subsection by showing that sectional-hyperbolicity of a compact
invariant set can be extended to the maximal invariant set of a neighborhood of it.

Lemma 2.7. Let Λ be a sectional-hyperbolic set for a C1 vector field X. Then, there is a

neighborhood U of Λ such that the maximal invariant set Λ̃ in U is also sectional-hyperbolic
for X.

Proof. The proof of this result is based in the proof of Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 in [AM17]
and Proposition 2.10 in [AM19]. First, there is a neighborhood U0 of Λ and a continuous

(not necessarily invariant) extension TU0M = Ẽ ⊕ F̃ of the splitting TΛM = E ⊕ F .
Moreover, if Λ′ is the maximal invariant set for the flow of X contained in U0, there are
constants a, T > 0 such that for every x ∈ Λ′ the cone fields

C s
x (a) = {v = vẼ + vF̃ ∈ Ẽ ⊕ F̃ : ∥vF̃ ∥ ≤ a∥vẼ∥}

and

C c
x(a) = {v = vẼ + vF̃ ∈ Ẽ ⊕ F̃ : ∥vẼ∥ ≤ a∥vF̃ ∥}

satisfy the following conditions:
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(1) Invariance:

Φ−t(C
s
ϕt(x)

(a)) ⊂ C s
x (a) and Φt(C

c
x(a)) ⊂ C c

ϕt(x)
(a), ∀t ≥ T.

(2) Domination: There are constants c > 0 and λ0 ∈ (0, 1) such that

∥Φt(x)u∥
∥Φt(x)v∥

≤ cλt0
∥u∥
∥v∥

, ∀t > 0,

for every nonzero vectors v ∈ C c
x(a) and u ∈ Φ−t(C s

ϕt(x)
(a)).

Now, for x ∈ Λ̃ define the bundles

Es =
⋂
t≥0

Φ−t(C
s
Xt(x)

(a)) and Ec =
⋂
t≥0

Φt(C
c
X−t(x)

(a)).

By Proposition 3.2 in [AM17] one has that Es is a Φt-invariant and uniformly contracting
continuous bundle satisfying Es

x ⊂ C s
x (a) for every x ∈ Λ′ and Es

x = Ex for every x ∈ Λ.
Besides, since Φt(C c

X−t(x)
(a)) ⊂ C c

x(a) for every t ≥ T we have that Ec
x ⊂ C c

x(a). So, by

construction of the bundles and domination property, we have that TΛM = Es ⊕ Ec is a
dominated splitting for Λ′.

Claim: Ec is a Φt-invariant sectional expanding continuous bundle such that Ec
x = Fx

for every x ∈ Λ.
On one hand, let’s see that Ec

x is an element of the space Gx of dF -dimensional sub-
spaces of TxM . First, since Λ′ is compact, the space Gx is compact, so that the sequence

{Φt(F̃X−t(x))}t>0 ⊂ Gx has a subsequence Φtn(F̃X−tn (x)
), tn ≥ T , whose limit Gx belongs to

Gx. Second, since Φt(C c
X−t(x)

(a)) is a nested family of subspaces of TxM , by definition of Ec

we have that Ec = limt→∞Φt(C c
X−t(x)

(a)). Then, as F̃x ⊂ C c
x(a), it follows that Gx ⊂ Ec

x.

In fact, Ec
x = Gx for every x ∈ Λ′. Indeed, assume that Ec

x ̸= Gx for some x ∈ Λ′, so that

Ec
x is a non-trivial cone. Let un ∈ F̃X−tn (x)

, n ≥ 1, such that ∥Φtn(X−tn(x))un∥ = 1. So,
there is a nonzero vector v ∈ Es

x such that wn = Φtn(X−tn(x))un+ v ∈ Ec
x for every n ≥ 1,

so that Φ−tn(x)wn = un +Φ−tn(x)v ∈ C c
X−tn (x)

(a) by definition of Ec
x. Hence,

∥Φ−tn(x)
Ẽv∥ ≤ a(1− a2)−1∥un∥.

Then, by domination and the definition of un,

c−1(λ0)
−tn∥un∥∥v∥ ≤ ∥Φ−tn(x)v∥ ≤ (1 + a)∥Φ−tn(x)

Ẽv∥
≤ a(1 + a)(1− a2)−1∥un∥,

which implies that

∥v∥ ≤ c(λ0)
tna(1 + a)(1− a2)−1 → 0, n→ ∞.

This contradicts the choice of v.
On the other hand, since F is invariant on Λ it follows from definition of Ec that Ec

x = Fx

for every x ∈ Λ. By continuity of Φt and the definition of Ec we have that Ec is continuous
and invariant.
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Finally, we show the sectional expanding property of Ec. Let T0 > 0 such that λ′ =
ln((1/2)KeT0) > 0, where K is given by sectional-hyperbolicity of the bundle F . By
continuity of Ec and Φt for x ∈ Λ there is a neighborhood Vx ⊂ G(2, F ), where G(2, F )
is the Grasmannian bundle of two-planes contained in Ec, of (x, Lx) such that for any
(y, Ly) ∈ Vx,

| detΦt(x)|Ly | ≥
1

2
| detΦt(x)|Lx | ≥ Keλt, ∀t ∈ [0, T0],

where K = C/2 > 0. So, by compactness of Λ and G(2, F ), and by shrinking U0 if it is
necessary, we have that if y ∈ Λ′ and Ly ⊂ Ec

y, there are x ∈ Λ and a two-dimensional
subspace Lx ⊂ Fx such that

(1) | detΦt(y)|Ly | ≥ Keλt, ∀t ∈ [0, T0].

So, if t > 0, we write t = mT0 + r, where 0 ≤ r < T0, and, by applying (1) repeatedly, we
obtain that

| detΦt(y)|Ly | ≥ K
1+ t

T0 eλt = Keλ
′t.

Since Ly was chosen arbitrarily, we get the desired result. □

3. Robustly Periodic chain-recurrence classes

In this section, we shall derive one of the main results of this paper. Namely, we prove
that C1-generically every sectional-hyperbolic non-trivial chain-recurrent class robustly
periodic. The statement is as follows:

Theorem 3.1. There exists a C1-generic set R ⊂ X 1(M) such that if Λ is a non-trivial
sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrent class then it is robustly periodic, that is, there is an
open neighborhood U of X such that for every Y ∈ U , one has Per(Y |ΛY

) ̸= ∅, where ΛY

denotes the continuation of the chain recurrent class Λ for X.

In order to prove Theorem 3.1, we shall show first that C1-generically every sectional-
hyperbolic non-trivial chain-recurrent class actually contains a periodic orbit, and therefore
it is a homoclinic class. As a direct consequence, it has positive topological entropy.

Recall that Hausdorff distance between two compact subsets A,B of a metric space
(M,d) is defined as

dH(A,B) = max

{
sup
x∈A

d(x,B), sup
y∈B

d(y,A)

}
, d(a,C) = inf

c∈C
d(a, c).

Denote by K(M) the set of compact sets of M . In this case, (K(M), dH) is a metric space.
Now, recall that for a hyperbolic periodic point p associated to a C1 vector field X, with

splitting TO(p)M = Es ⊕ ⟨X⟩ ⊕ Eu, the strong stable and strong unstable manifolds of p
are defined, respectively, by

W ss(p) = {y ∈M ; lim
t→∞

d(Xt(p), Xt(y)) = 0},

and
W uu(p) = {y ∈M ; lim

t→−∞
d(Xt(p), Xt(y)) = 0}.



THE HOMOCLINIC STRUCTURE OF GENERIC SECTIONAL-HYPERBOLIC CLASSES. 11

Then, the stable and unstable manifolds of p, respectively, are given by

W s(p) =
⋃
t∈R

W ss(Xt(p)) and W
u(p) =

⋃
t∈R

W uu(Xt(p)).

These manifolds are tangent to Es, Eu, Es ⊕⟨X⟩, and Eu ⊕⟨X⟩, respectively, at each one
of the points of O(p). Thus, the homoclinic class of p, denoted by H(p), is defined as:

H(p) :=W s(p) ⋔W u(p).

We say that the homoclinic class H(p) is non trivial if it is not reduced to O(p).
Next, consider the following generic set that is obtained by combining some items from

[CY21, Proposition 2.1 ] and [GYZ22, Lemma 3.12].

Lemma 3.2. There is a residual subset R ⊂ X 1(M) such that for every X ∈ R it holds:

(1) Any non-trivial chain-recurrent class C of X containing a hyperbolic periodic orbit
γ is a homoclinic class.

(2) For every non trivial compact chain-transitive set C of X, there is a sequence of
periodic orbits γn of X such that γn converges to C in the Hausdorff topology.

(3) There is a C1-open neighborhood UX , if C(σ) is a non-trivial chain-recurrent class
of X such, then the map Y ∈ UX → C(σY ) is continuous.

The generic property given in the second item of Lemma 3.2 was not under consideration
in the proof of Theorem A in [CY21]. It will be the key to eliminating the assumption of
Lyapunov stability in our proofs.

We now present the following lemma, which will be used to prove Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 3.3. Let R be the residual set of Lemma 3.2. Let X ∈ R, σX ∈ Sing(X) and
C(σ) be a non-trivial sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrent class. There is a neighborhood
U0 ⊂ UX of X such that for every Y ∈ U0, the continuation C(σY ) is sectional-hyperbolic.

Proof. LetX ∈ R and Λ a non-trivial sectional-hyperbolic class ofX. Recall that sectional-
hyperbolicity is a robust property, i.e., there are neighborhoods U of Λ and U ′

X of X such
that for every Y ∈ U ′

X the set ∩t∈RYt(U) is sectional-hyperbolic. Let UX be given by item
3 of Lemma 3.2. Denote U0 = UX ∩ U ′

X . Since the map Y ∈ UX → C(σ) is continuous,
after possibly shrinking UX , we can assume C(σY ) ⊂ U . Therefore, C(σY ) is contained in
the maximal invariant set of U under Y . In particular, C(σY ) is sectional-hyperbolic. □

Remark 3.4. By the above lemma, we see that Lemma 2.2 holds for every Y ∈ U0.

Next, we present the aforementioned result.

Lemma 3.5. If X ∈ R and Λ ⊂ M is a non-trivial sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrent
class, then it is a homoclinic class.

Proof. To begin with, let U be the neighborhood of Λ given by Lemma 2.7. By Lemma 3.2
there is a sequence of periodic orbits of γn ⊂ M converging to Λ in the Hausdorff metric.
So, we can assume γn ⊂ U for every n ≥ 1. Denote

Λ′ = Λ ∪
⋃
n≥1

γn.
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Claim 1. Λ′ is a compact and invariant subset of U .

Proof. First, observe that Λ′ ⊂ U and Λ′ is invariant by definition. Next, let {xk}k≥1 ⊂ Λ′

be a sequence such that xk → x ∈ M , when k → +∞. If xk ∈ Λ for sufficiently large
k, then x ∈ Λ since Λ is compact. Similarly, if xk ⊂ γn for sufficiently large k and some
n ≥ 1 fixed, then x ∈ γn ⊂ Λ′. It remains to verify the case where there are sequences
kl, nl → ∞, nl ̸= nl′ , for l ̸= l′ and xkl ⊂ γnl

. In this case, since dH(γn,Λ) → 0, we have
d(xkl ,Λ) → 0. Hence, x ∈ Λ ⊂ Λ′ and the claim holds. □

Notice that by Lemma 2.7 the set Λ′ is sectional hyperbolic. Now, we consider the
following cases:

Case 1: Λ does not contain singularities

In this case, Λ is hyperbolic by Lemma 2.1. We could now be tempted to conclude the
existence of a periodic orbit contained in Λ via the Shadowing lemma. Nevertheless, we
cannot follow this approach, because we do not know whether Λ is isolated or not, and
this may prevent the periodic orbits given by the shadowing lemma from being contained
in Λ. Instead, we shall use Lemma 3.2 to derive our conclusion.

First, let U be the neighborhood given by Lemma 2.7 and let Λ′ be defined as above.
Since Λ′ ⊂ U , Claim 1 and the hyperbolic lemma imply that Λ′ is a compact invariant
hyperbolic set. Let TΛ′ = E′s ⊕ ⟨X⟩ ⊕ E′u be the hyperbolic splitting of Λ′. It is well
known that dominated splittings vary continuously and hence dim(E′s) and dim(E′u) are
constant along Λ, because Λ is a chain transitive set. Moreover, up to possibly reducing U ,
we can assume dim(E′s) and dim(E′u) are constant along Λ′ because dH(γn,Λ) → 0. Also,
the continuity of the splitting and the compactness of Λ′ implies that the angles between
the fibers E′s, ⟨X⟩ and E′u are uniformly limited away from zero.

Since Λ′ is hyperbolic,W s
loc(x) andW

u
loc(x) are immersed manifolds, respectively tangent

to E′s ⊕ ⟨X⟩ and ⟨X⟩ ⊕ E′u, for any x ∈ Λ′. Moreover, those manifolds have a uniform
size. For each n ≥ 1, let pn be a point of γn. By possibly taking a subsequence, we can
assume that pn → x ∈ Λ. By the uniform size of the local stable and unstable manifolds,
the constant dimension of the invariant subspaces and the angle uniformly bounded away
from zero, we get

W u(pn) ⋔W s(x) ̸= ∅ and W s(pn) ⋔W u(x) ̸= ∅,

for n sufficiently large. Consequently, Λ contains a periodic orbit.

Case 2: Λ contains singularities

Now we assume that Λ = C(σX), for some singularity σ ∈ Λ. We shall proceed similarly
to Case 1, but here the proof is more delicate, since C(σX) is not hyperbolic. Again,
consider the neighborhood U from Lemma 2.7 and Λ′. Thus, Λ′ is sectional hyperbolic.
Let TΛ′ = E ⊕ F be the sectional-hyperbolic splitting of Λ′. Similarly to Case 1, the
continuity of the splitting implies that dim(E) and dim(F ) are constant along Λ′ and that
the angles between E and F are uniformly bounded away from zero. Since E is uniformly
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contracted, by the classical stable manifold theory, for every x ∈ Λ′ there is a well defined
local stable manifold W ss

loc(x) with uniform size along Λ′.
In contrast with Case 1, since Λ′ is not hyperbolic, there may not be well defined for

local unstable manifolds for every point in Λ′. Moreover, even though these local unstable
manifolds may exist for some points (e.g. along non-singular compact and invariant subsets)
they do not need to have uniform size. To overcome this issue, we firstly recall that the
periodic orbits γn are hyperbolic by the hyperbolic lemma. So, fix γn and let

Tγn = E′s ⊕ ⟨X⟩ ⊕ E′u

be the hyperbolic splitting of γn. Since E is uniformly contracted, we have E(x) ⊂ E′s(x),
for every x ∈ γn. Now, suppose there is x ∈ γn so that E′s(x) ̸⊂ E(x). In this case, there is
a vector v ∈ E′s(x) such that v = vE+vF , vE ∈ E(x), vF ∈ F (x) and vF ̸= 0. In particular
vF ⊂ E(x). Recall that ⟨X(x)⟩ ⊂ F for any x ∈ γn. Since γn ∩ Sing(X) = ∅, there are
A2 > A1 > 0 such that A1 ≤ X(x) ≤ A2, for any x ∈ γn. But this implies that the flow
direction along γn can neither be uniformly contracted or expanded by DXt. Consequently,
vF ̸∈ ⟨X(x)⟩. On the other hand, by considering the subspace L ⊂ F generated by vF

and ⟨X(x)⟩, the sectional-expansion of L implies, vF /∈ E′s(x). This contradiction implies
E(x) = E′s(x), for every x ∈ γn. Consequently,

⟨X(x)⟩ ⊕ E′u(x) = F (x),

for any x ∈ γn.
Let r > 0 be such that Br(σX) ∩ Sing(X) = {σX}. Since any singularity contained in

C(σX) is hyperbolic by Lemma 2.2, there are only finitely many of them. By shrinking
U if it is necessary, we have that Sing(X|U ) = Sing(X|C(σX)) and hence, there is a
neighborhood V of Sing(X|C(σX)) contained in U satisfying

W s
loc(σ) ̸⊂ V and W u

loc(σ) ̸⊂ V.

Moreover, since Sing(X|V ) is finite, we can assume there is a family of pairwise disjoint
open sets V1, ..., Vj such that:

• V = V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vj .
• Each Vi is a neighborhood of a unique singularity in X|U .
• Vi ⊂ Br(σX), for any i = 1, . . . , j.
• There is 0 < L0 < 1 such that ∥X(z)∥ < L0, for every z ∈ V .

Recall we are assuming C(σX) is non-trivial. Since γn converges to C(σX) in the Haus-
dorff topology, then we can assume that each γn contains a point pn so that pn → σX . So,
by a classical Grobman-Hartman argument, there is a sequence of times t+n > 0 so that,
by denoting psn = ϕt+n (pn), we can assume, by possibly taking subsequences, that

psn → pu,

where pu ∈ W u(σX). By possibly reducing V , we can assume pu ∈ Br(σX) \ V . On the
other hand, since dH(C(σX), γn) → 0, there is a sequence of regular points xun ∈ C(σX)
such that d(xun, p

s
n) → 0. Then, xun → pu. Hence, pu ∈ C(σX) \ Sing(X|C(σX)), because

C(σX) is closed.
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Let
K0 = inf{|X(x)| : x ∈ U \ V },

and notice that K0 > 0. Let K1 > 0 be such that K0 < |X(x)| < K1, for every x ∈ U \ V .
Let K,λ > 0 the constants given by sectional hyperbolicity of Λ′, and let T0 > 0 in a such
way that

(2) K2e
λt ≥ eλ

′t and K2
3e

λ′t ≥ eλ
′′t, ∀t ≥ T0,

where

K2 = min

{
K,

K

K1

}
> 0, K3 = min

{
K0

L0
,
K0

K1

}
> 0 and 0 < λ′′ < λ′ < λ.

Since pn → σ, one has τn → ∞, where τn is the period of γn. In particular, there is a
natural number k0 > 0 so that such that τn > T0, for every n ≥ N1.

Now, let η = (eλ
′′T0)−1 ∈ (0, 1) and let 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tm < · · · such that

ti+1 − ti = T0 for every i = 0, . . . , k− 1. On one hand, notice that for every unitary vector
vi ∈ FXti (p

s
n)

one has

Keλ(ti+1−ti) ≤ | detΦti+1−ti(Xti(p
s
n))|

=
∥Φti+1−ti(Xti(p

s
n))∥ · ∥X(Xti+1(p

s
n))∥ · sin(θt)

∥X(Xti(p
s
n))∥

=
∥X(Xti+1(p

s
n))∥

∥X(Xti(p
s
n))∥

· ∥ψti+1−ti(Xti(p
s
n))vi∥,

where θt = ∠(Φti+1−ti(Xti(p
s
n)), X(Xti+1(p

s
n))), so that by the choice of K2 in (2),

∥ψ∗
ti+1−ti(Xti(p

s
n))|FXti

(psn)
∥ ≥ ∥ψ∗

ti+1−ti(Xti(p
s
n))vi∥

=

[
∥X(Xti(p

s
n))∥

∥X(Xti+1(p
s
n))∥

]2
| detΦti+1−ti(Xti(p

s
n))|

≥
[

∥X(Xti(p
s
n))∥

∥X(Xti+1(p
s
n))∥

]2
eλ

′(ti+1−ti), ∀i = 0, . . . , k − 1.

Thus, since Xtk(p
s
n) belongs either V or U \ V , we have by the choice of K3 in (2) that

k−1∏
i=0

∥ψ∗
ti+1−ti(Xti(p

s
n))|FXti

(psn)
∥ ≥

k−1∏
i=0

[
∥X(Xti(p

s
n))∥

∥X(Xti+1(p
s
n))∥

]2
eλ

′(ti+1−ti)

≥
[

∥X(psn)∥
∥X(Xtk(p

s
n))∥

]2
eλ

′kT0

≥ (K3)
2 eλ

′kT0

≥ (eλ
′′T0)k = (η−1)k.

So, by Theorem 2.6, the local unstable manifold W u
δ1
(pns ) contains a segment of size

δ1∥X(psn)∥ ≥ δ1K0, with δ1 = δ1(η, T0), for any n ≥ N1. On the other hand, since E is
uniformly contracting on Λ′ there are local stable manifolds W s

ε0(p
s
n) of uniform size and
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tangent to E(pn) ⊕ ⟨X(pn)⟩ = E′s(pn) ⊕ ⟨X(pn)⟩, we say ε0 > 0, on psn for every n ≥ 1.
Hence, if we choose ε = min{ε0, δ1}, we have by the convergence of psn to pu that there is
a natural number N > N1 such that

W u
ε (p

s
n) ⋔W s

ε (p
s
m) and W s

ε (p
s
n) ⋔W u

ε (p
s
m), n,m ≥ N.

We have proved that pn ∈ C(pN ) for every n ≥ N and hence psn ∈ C(pN ) for every
n ≥ N . To finish the proof we need to show than σX ∈ C(pN ). For this sake, recall
that psn → pu ∈ C(σX) ∩W u(σX). Since W u(σX) is invariant and uniformly contracted
in the past, we conclude σX ∼ pN . Analogously, since pun → ps ∈ C(σX) ∩W s(σX) we
conclude pN ∼ σX . This implies C(σ) ⊃ C(pN ) proving that pN ∈ C(σ). Then, the result
is obtained by item (2) of Lemma 3.2. □

According to Lemma 3.5, it remains to prove that the continuation ΛY of Λ contains a
periodic orbit. When Λ contains singularities, the argument is divided into two steps:

(1) To find a transverse intersection between the stable manifold of σY ∈ ΛY and the
unstable manifold of some periodic orbit γY for Y .

(2) To find a transverse intersection between the stable manifold of a periodic orbit γY
for Y (whose dimension is dimEs) and some disk Dc of dimension dimF , tangent
to the central cone.

The next result gives us step 1 in our argument.

Lemma 3.6. Let X ∈ R and let C(σX) ⊂ M be a non-trivial sectional-hyperbolic chain-
recurrent class for X. Then, there is a neighborhood U1 ⊂ U0 of X such that for every
Y ∈ U1,

W s(σY ) ⋔W u(γY ) ̸= ∅,
for some periodic orbit γY ∈ Per(Y ).

Proof. By Lemma 3.5, there are a neighborhood V of Sing(C(σX)) a point ps ∈ C(σX) ∩
W s(σX) and a sequence of periodic orbits γn ∈ C(σX), n ≥ 1, such that pun ∈ γn converges
to ps when n goes to infinity.

Let ξk, k ≥ 1, be a decreasing sequence of positive numbers such that ξk → 0. For
every k > 0, choose Nk > 0 such that d(pun, p

s) < ξk for every n ≥ Nk. Fix α > 0 as in
Lemma 2.5, with respect to r, C(σ) and T0. Following the argument given in the proof of
Case 2 of Lemma 3.5, there are N ∈ N and δ1 > 0 such that the local unstable manifold
W u

δ1
(pun) contains a segment of size δ1∥X(psn)∥ > δ1K0, with δ1 = (η, T0), for any n ≥ N .

Since d(pun, p
s) ≤ ξk, for every n ≥ Nk and ξk → 0, we conclude there is a natural number

k1 ≥ k0 such that pnu ∈ Br(σ) ∩Dcs
α (σ), for every n ≥ Nk1 . So, Lemma 2.5 gives

(3) W u(pun) ⋔W s
loc(σX) ̸= ∅,

for every n ≥ Nk1 .
Now, since X ∈ R, by item (3) of Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 2.7 we can find a neighborhood

U of C(σX) and a neighborhood UX ofX such that the map Y ∈ UX → C(γY ) is continuous
and the maximal invariant set ΛY for Y ∈ UX in U is sectional-hyperbolic for Y and it
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contains C(σY ). In particular, there are δ0 ≈ δ and a neighborhood U1 ⊂ UX of X such
that W s(σY ) ⋔W u

δ0
(γY ) ̸= ∅ for any Y ∈ U1. This proves the result. □

Remark 3.7. From the above lemma we derive the following observations:

• In the proof of Case 2, we connect a periodic orbit γ of X with the singularity
σ ∈ C(σ). Since the periodic orbits accumulate on C(σ) in the Hausdorff topology,
according to item 2 of Lemma 3.2, we deduce that (3) holds for γn = γ and any
singularity ρ ∈ C(σ).

• It should be noted that not every non-trivial chain transitive sectional-hyperbolic
is encompassed by the set R, as illustrated by the Venice mask. Indeed, the Venice
mask is a non transitive sectional-hyperbolic chain-transitive class having a dense
set of periodic orbits, so that it cannot be a homoclinic class. The reason is that
since the Venice mask is the union non disjoint of two homoclinic classes H0 and
H1 whose intersection is the closure of the unstable manifold of a singularity, any
periodic of its periodic orbits belongs either H0 or H1, implying that it is not
accumulated by the periodic orbits in the Hausdorff topology.

Now, recall that for a non singular point x ∈M , the orthogonal complement Nx of X(x)
is defined by

Nx = {v ∈ TxM : ⟨v,X(x)⟩ = 0}.

Let Λ = C(σX) and ΛY = C(σY ). Fix a neighborhood U for Λ and ΛY , given by
the continuity of Y ∈ U → C(γY ). Since Λ is partially hyperbolic, it is possible to
extend the SH splitting TΛM to U (by shrinking U if it is possible), that we will keep
written as TUM = Es ⊕F . It should be noted that since Λ is sectional-hyperbolic one has
1 ≤ dimEs ≤ n− 2 and 1 ≤ dimF ≤ n− 1. Thus, the subspace Nx is of codimension one
and has a coordinate system induced by the SH splitting for every x ∈ U in the following
way:

Es
x = π(Es

x) and Fx = π(F ) or Fx ∩Nx, x ∈ U,

where π : TM → N denotes the orthogonal projection. From partial hyperbolicity we have
that the angle between these subspaces is uniformly bounded away from zero. In this way,
denote by N(η) the standard cube (−η, η)n−1 ⊂ Nx, according to this coordinate system.

For any point x ∈ U , there is a number η(x) > 0 such that the exponential map
Expx : Nx → M is an isometry. Note that for every δ > 0, there is ηδ > 0 such that
η(x) > ηδ for any x ∈ U \B(Sing(Λ), δ). Let η∗ : U → R+ such that η∗(x) = min{η(x), ηδ}
for every x ∈ U . Denote by Nx = Expx(Nx(η

∗(x))) ⊂ M , a codimension 1 cross section
on x of size η∗(x).

For a regular point x, the coordinates Es
x and Fx allows us to define boxes B ⊂ Nx with

respect to these axis as follows: Denote by π̂s : Nx → Es
x and π̂c : Nx → Fx the projections

along the Es
x-axis and the Fx-axis respectively. The stable (central) volume of B is given

by

|B|s(c) := vols(c)(πs(c)(B)),
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where vols(c)(As(c)) denotes the volume of a subset A ⊂ Rdim Ês
x(F̂x). We shall use a vector

v = (εs1, ε
s
2, . . . , ε

s
ns
, εc1, ε

s
2, . . . , ε

c
nc
), where 1 ≤ ns ≤ n − 2 and 1 < nc ≤ n − 1 satisfy

ns + nc + 1 = n, to describe the box B[v] with stable volume εs and central volume εc.
Let x ∈ U be a regular point does not belong to the stable manifold of the singularities

of X, and t > 0. By the Implicit Function Theorem that there is an open connected
subset D ⊂ Nx containing x and a continuous function τ : D → N such that τ(x) = t and
Xτ(y)(y) ∈ NXt(x), for any y ∈ D. The map τ induces a diffeomorphism

Ht
x : dom(Gt

x) ⊂ Nx → NXt(x),

where dom(Ht
x) is the maximal connected component of Nx, containing x in its interior,

where τ is defined. the map Ht
x is called the holonomy map between Nx and NXt(x) of time

t > 0.
Before proceeding to step 2 of our argument, we present the next result about the non-

trivial dynamical behavior of the chain-recurrence classes C(σY ) sufficiently C1-close to
X ∈ R.

Lemma 3.8. Let X ∈ R and let C(σX) ⊂ M be a non-trivial sectional-hyperbolic chain-
recurrent class for X. There is a neighborhood U2 ⊂ U1 of X such that for every Y ∈ U2

one has C(σY ) ̸⊂W s(Sing(Y ).

Proof. By lemma 3.5 we have that C(σX) is a homoclinic class. Take two different periodic
orbits γ0, γ1 in C(σX), and let dγ = dH(γ0, γ1) > 0. By continuity of Y ∈ UX → C(γY )
there is a neighborhood U2 ⊂ U1 of X such that

(4) dH(C(σX), C(σY )) <
dγ
2
, ∀Y ∈ U2.

Hence, if C(σY ) ⊂W s(Sing(Y )), then either it is a homoclinic loop or it is contained into
finitely many saddle connections γα,ρ, associated to singularities α, ρ ∈ C(σY ). In any case,

by (4) one has dγ = dH(γ0, γ1) <
dγ
2 , which is impossible. □

Next we present, in a precise way, the step 2 in our argument.

Lemma 3.9. Let X ∈ R and let C(σX) ⊂ M be a non-trivial sectional-hyperbolic chain-
recurrent class for X. There is a neighborhood U ⊂ U2 of X such that, for every Y ∈ U ,
the periodic orbit γY given by Lemma 3.6 is chain-attainable from σY .

Proof. To begin with, we recall that by Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 3.5, C(σX) is a homoclinic
class whose singularities are Lorenz-like. Let us denote

Sing(X|C(σX)) = {σX = σ0, σ1, ..., σk}.

Notice that for any vector field Y sufficiently C1-close toX, the continuations Sing(X|C(σY ))
consist entirely of Lorenz-like singularities.

Fix δ > 0 so that

∥X(z)∥ ≤ ∥X(w)∥, ∀z ∈ B(Sing(X|C(σx)), δ), w /∈ B(Sing(X|C(σx)), δ).
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Also, from the proof of Lemma 3.5, there is a sequence of periodic orbits γn ⊂ C(σX) such
that dH(γn, C(σX)) → 0. In this case, let us assume

dH(γn, C(σX)) < δ/4,

for every n ≥ 0. In particular, for each i = x, 1, 2, 3, ..., k, we can obtain sequences of points
(psn,i)n≥1 and (pun,i)n≥1 such that for every i = 0, 1, 2, ..., k:

• psn,i, p
u
n,i are contained in γn, for every n ≥ 1 .

• pun,i → pu,i ∈ C(σX) ∩W u(σi),

• psn,i → ps,i ∈ C(σX) ∩W s(σi),

• d(ps,i, σi), d(pu,i, σi) = δ,

Next, for such a value of δ > 0, take a family of cross-sections

N in
i = N in

ps,i ⊂ B(σi, δ) and N out
i = N out

pu,i ⊂ B(σi, δ)

at ps,i and pu,i respectively. Note that the size η of both N in
i and N out

i is bigger or equal
than ηδ. Moreover, for any i = 0, ..., k, the holonomy map

Hi : Dom(Hi) ⊂ N in
i \W s

loc(σ
i) → N out

i

is well defined. Since psn,i → ps,i and p
u
n,i → pu,i, we can assume, without loss of generality,

that psn,i ∈ N in
i and pun,i ∈ N out

i , for every n ≥ 0. Take N ∈ N satisfying

dis = d(Qs
X,i, p

s
N,i) < η/2 and diu = d(Qu

X,i, p
u
N,i) < η/2,

where
Qs

X,i = N in
i ∩W s(σi) and Qu

X,i = N out
i ∩W u(σi).

By the continuity of Y ∈ UX → C(γY ), there is a C1-neighborhood U ⊂ U2 of X such that

(a) For every Y ∈ U , the singularities of Y are Lorenz-like and

∥Y (z)∥ ≤ ∥Y (w)∥, ∀z ∈ B(Sing(Y |C(σY )), δ), w /∈ B(Sing(Y |C(σY )), δ).

(b) For every Y ∈ U and i = 0, 1, . . . , k, the submanifolds N in
i and N out

i are, respec-
tively, cross-sections for Y at

pYs,i ∈ C(σiY ) ∩W s(σiY ) and p
Y
y,i ∈ C(σiY ) ∩W u(σiY ),

where pYs,i, p
Y
u,i ∈ γY and γY is the periodic orbit given by Lemma 3.6.

(c) For every Y ∈ U and i = 0, 1, . . . , k, the holonomy map HY
i , and the cross-sections

N in
i and N out

i , with respect to the flow of Y , satisfy:

(N in
i \W s

loc(σ
i
Y )) ⊂ dom(HY

i ) and HY
i (Dom(HY

i )) ⊂ N out
i .

(d) For every Y ∈ U and i = 0, 1, . . . , k, there exist ys0,i, y
u
0,i ∈ C(σY ) such that ys0,i ∈

N in
i , yu0,i ∈ N out

i and

d(Qs,u
Y,i , y

s,u
0,i ), d(Q

s,u
Y,i , γY ) ≈ dis,u,

where Qs,u
Yi

is the continuation of Qs,u
X,i. This shows, in particular, that

ds,uY,i = sup{d(y,Qs,u
Y,i) : y ∈ C(σY )} ≥ d(Qs,u

Y,i , y
s,u
0,i ) ≈ dis,u.
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Also, define

ds,uY = min
{
ds,uY,i : i = 0, . . . , k

}
.

Now, we are ready to proceed with the proof. Let us split it into two cases.

Case 1: There is x ∈ C(σY ) such that ω(x) ∩ Sing(Y ) = ∅.

Since ω(x) has no singularities, it follows by Lemma 2.1 that it is hyperbolic of saddle
type. In particular, has also local stable and unstable manifolds of size ε > 0. So, by
shrinking U if it is necessary, we obtain that

W u(z) ⋔W s(γY ) ̸= ∅

for some z ∈ ω(x) ⊂ C(σY ). Thus, since z is chain attainable from σY , one has that γY is
chain attainable from σY .

Case 2: ω(x) ∩ Sing(Y ) ̸= ∅ for any x ∈ C(σY ).

In this case, we denote

N in =
k⋃

i=0

N in
i and N out =

k⋃
i=0

N out
i .

The compactness of C(σY )\B(Sing(Y |C(σY ), δ) implies the existence of a positive number
Tδ such that if

z ∈ C(σY ) \B(Sing(Y |C(σY ), δ),

there is 0 < tz ≤ Tδ such that Ytz(z) ∈ N in and Y(0,tz)(z) ∩N in = ∅.
By Lemma 3.8, there is a point x ∈ C(σY ) \W s(Sing(Y )). Moreover, since the positive

orbit of x accumulates Sing(Y |C(σY )), there is a sequence of times tn → ∞ and a singularity

σi ∈ Sing(Y |C(Y )) such that Xtn(x) → σi. In particular, the positive orbit of x crosses

N in infinitely many times. We may assume x ∈ N in
i for some i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}. Let us

consider a box B ⊂ N in
i containing x with central volume 0 < b <

dsY
2 .

Claim: For any T > 0, there is Tb > T , depending on b, such that Y[0,Tb](B) ⋔W s(γY ) ̸=
∅.

Indeed, let consider a unitary vector v̂ ∈ Fx, and take the plane Lx spanned by v̂ and
Y (x). Note that v̂ is either contained in Fx or has the form v̂ = π(v) for some v ∈ Fx. So,
by denoting

K = inf

{
∥Y (z)∥
∥Y (w)∥

: z, w /∈ B(σY , δ)

}
,
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the sectional-hyperbolicity implies

∥πNYt(x)
(Φt(v̂))∥ =

∥Y (x)∥
∥Y (Yt(x))∥

· det(ΦY
t (x)|Lx)

≥ ∥Y (x)∥
∥Y (Yt(x))∥

· eλt

≥ Keλt,(5)

whenever t > 0, Y[0,t)(x) ∈ U and Yt(x) /∈ B(σ, δ).

Recall by the construction of the cross sections N in and N out that if z ∈ N in
i , then

Y[0,τ(z))(z) ∈ B(σY , δ) ⊂ U and HY
i (z) = Yτ(z)(z) ∈ N out

i . In this case, define

τi = inf{τ(z) : z ∈ N in
i }.

Notice that we can choose δ > 0 in a such way that

Keλt ≥ eλut, ∀i = 0, 1, . . . , k, ∀t > τi,

where 0 < λu < λ. Let NXt(x), t > τ(x), be a cross-section through Xt(x) of radius at least

ηδ. Since C(σY ) is not necessarily Lyapunov stable, the set Ht
x(B) may not be entirely

contained in B(C(σY ), 2δ) for some t > τi. Nevertheless, there is a connected component
B1 of Ht

x(B) whose central volume is bigger than b and B ⊂ B(C(σY ), 2δ). In this case,
we set

r1 = min{r > 0 : Yr(z) ∈ ∂B(C(σY ), 2δ) for some z ∈ (Hr
x)

−1(B1)}.
Then, if t = τ(x) + r1,by shrinking N in if it is necessary we have by (5) that

∥πNXτ(x)+r(x)
(Φτ(x)+r1(v̂))∥ ≥ eλu(τ+r1), ∀v̂ ∈ F̂x.

Hence, the map

Hr1
x : Dom(Hr1

x ) ⊂ N out
i → NXt(x)

satisfies

HY
i (B) ⊂ Dom(Hr1

x ) and |Ht
x(B)|c = |Hr1

x ◦Hi(B)|c ≥ eλ
′(τi+r)b.

In particular, one has

|Ht
x(B)|c ≥ eτi+r1b > 2b.

In this way, since Tδ < ∞, we proceed in an inductively way to find a maximal ℓ ∈ N,
positive numbers r1, r2, . . . , rℓ such that τ + r1 + · · · + rℓ ≤ t1x, where t

1
x > 0 is the first

return time of the orbit of x to N in, and a connected component Bℓ of H
τ(x)+r1+...+rℓ
x (B)

whose size is bigger than 2b.
By the choice of ℓ, there is s ≥ 0 such that τ + r1 + · · · + rℓ + s = t1x. Besides, if

ŵ = πNY
t1x−s

(x)
(Φt1x−s(v̂)), we have by (5) and (1) that

∥πNY
t1x

(x)
(Φs(ŵ))∥ ≥ ∥Y (x)∥

∥Y (Yt(x))∥
· eλs ≥ eλs > 1.
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Hence, |Ht1x
x (B)|c > 2b. In particular, since Yt1x(x) ∈ N in, it follows that there is a con-

nected component C1 ⊂ N in of H
t1x
x (B) containing x whose central volume is bigger than

2b.
By repeating the previous process in an inductively way, there is N ∈ N, and a con-

nected component CN ⊂ N in of H
tNx
x (B) whose central volume is bigger than Nb > 3

2d
s
Y .

Furthermore, we can choose N and CN in a such way that tNx > T and CN ⊂ N in
i . So, we

have that Y[0,s](CN ), s > 0, is a submanifold of dimension dimF which intersects W s(σj)
transversely for some j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}. Moreover, since the central volume of CN is bigger
than dsY , one has by (b) that W s(γj) ⋔ Y[0,s0](CN ) ̸= ∅ for some s0 > 0. So, the claim

follows by taking Tb = tNx + s0.
To finish the proof, recall that the positive orbit of x crosses N in infinitely many times

and, therefore, there is a sequence of times tn → ∞ and a singularity σi ∈ Sing(Y |C(Y ))

such that Xtn(x) → x0 and x0 ∈ W s
loc(σ

i). Without loss of generality, we can assume
x0, Xtn(x) ∈ N out

i , for every n > 0. Fix ε, T > 0 and fixN > 0 such that d(XTn(x), x0) ≤ ε,
for every n ≥ N . Fix sε > T satisfying d(X−sε(x0), σ

i) ≤ ε. Let xn ∈ N in be such that
xn = XtN+s(x) and s > T . We we consider a box B around xn with diameter ε and volume
b, by the claim and the invariance of stable sets, there is z ∈ B∩W s(γY ). Therefore, there
exist sz > T and xz ∈ γY such that d(Xsz(z), xz) ≤ ε. Finally, the set

{σi, X−sε(x0), Xtn(x), z, xz}
is an ε-T -chain from σi to γY . Since σY and σi are chain related, the proof is complete. □

Next, we are ready to prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let R be given by Lemma 3.2. First, by Lemma 3.5 we have that
C(σX) is a homoclinic class, which implies by Lemma 3.8 that the continuation C(σY )
does not consist of a homoclinic loop around σY for every Y ∈ U . Second, by Lemma 3.6
and Lemma 3.9, there is a periodic orbit γY such that σY ∼ γY and γY ∼ σY , showing
that γY ∈ C(σY ) by definition of chain class. □

4. Proof of Theorems A and B

This section is devoted to prove our main results. Before proving Theorem A, we briefly
outline the main idea behind the argument. The strategy combines the density of periodic
orbits, in non-trivial sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrence classes, and the denseness of its
stable and unstable manifolds. In this way, for proving Theorem A we need to prove the
following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Let R be the generic set given by Lemma 3.2, X ∈ R and C(σ) be a non-
trivial chain-recurrent class of X containing a periodic orbit γ. There is an open neighbor-
hood UX of X such that if Y ∈ UX , then for every x ∈ C(σY ) and every neighborhood Vx
of x, we have

W s(γY ) ∩ Vx ̸= ∅ and W u(γY ) ∩ Vx ̸= ∅,
where γY ⊂ C(σY ) is a periodic orbit.
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To improving our exposition, we shall split the proof of Lemma 4.1 into four separate
lemmas. Let us begin with the first of them which is stated as follows:

Lemma 4.2 (Theorem 3.1 in [CY21]). There is a residual set R ⊂ X 1(M) such that
if X ∈ R and C(σ) is a non-trivial sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrent class of X and
γ ⊂ C(σ), then there are neighborhood U of X and a neighborhood U of C(σ) such that:

If Y ⊂ U and x ∈ C(σY ), then either x is on the unstable manifold of a singularity or
W ss

loc,Y (x) ⋔W u
Y (γY ) ̸= ∅.

Remark 4.3. The attentive reader will notice that Lemma 4.2 is stated under slightly
different assumptions than in [CY21], where it is assumed that C(σ) is a Lyapunov-stable
class. However, a careful analysis of the proof in [CY21] reveals that this additional assump-
tion is not actually used. Therefore, the same argument applies verbatim to the version
we present here. For this reason, we omit the proof of Lemma 4.2 to avoid unnecessary
repetition.

The next lemma gives us one of the inequalities in Lemma 4.1:

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumption of Theorem 3.1, W u(γY ) is dense on C(σY ).

Proof. Let Y ∈ U , x ∈ C(σY ) and let V be a neighborhood of x. We claim that W u(γY )∩
V ̸= ∅. Indeed, we have the following cases:

Case 1: Assume x ∈ W u(ρ), for some ρ ∈ C(σY ). In this case, for ε > 0 there is t > 0
such that d(σ, Y−t(x)) < ε. Take a neighborhood W ⊂M of Y−t(x) such that Yt(W ) ⊂ V .
By Remark 3.7 one has W u(γY ) ⋔ W s(ρ). So, if ε is small enough, we have by the
inclination lemma that there is a point yt ∈W u(γY ) ∩W , so that Yt(yt) ∈ V ∩W u(γY ).

Case 2: Assume x /∈W u(σ′Y ) and let ε > 0 such that B(x, ε) ⊂ V . By Lemma 4.2, for
every t > 0, one has there is y−t ∈W ss

loc(Y−t(x)) ⋔W u(γY ). Since W
ss
loc(Yt(x)) is uniformly

contracted by sectional-hyperbolicity, with rate λY > 0, we take t > 0 in a such way that
d(Yt(yt), x) ≤ Ce−λY t < ε. So, Yt(W

ss
loc(Y−t(x)) ⊂ V . This shows that Yt(yt) ∈ V ∩W u(γY ),

and therefore W u(γY ) ∩ V ̸= ∅. □

Now, since M is a compact manifold, there is a well-defined injectivity radius e0 > 0 for
the exponential map expx, for every x ∈M . For every regular point x ∈ C(σY ) and δ > 0,
we say that Dδ(x) ⊂M is a center-unstable section disc (or simply cu-section disc) of Y , if
it is given by expx(B

c−1
δ (0)), where Bc−1

δ (0) ⊂ TxM is the c− 1-dimensional ball centered
at x and radius δ, and TyDδ(x)⊕ ⟨Y (y)⟩ ⊂ C c

y (a) for every y ∈ Dδ(x).
Let e0 > 0 be the injectivity radius of exp. Fix 0 < ε < e0 so that Bε(C(σY )) ⊂ U ,

where Y ∈ U and U ⊂M are given by Theorem 3.1. Given T > 0, we can shrinking U in a
such way that Y[0,T ](x) ∈ U . Hence, in a similar way that of [CY21, Section 4.2], there are
finitely many, and well defined, cross sections DY ⊂ M , which are uniformly away from
the singularities of C(σY ) for every Y ∈ U . The next lemma shows that these cu-section
discs expands, in a certain way, along the orbit of points of C(σY ).

Lemma 4.5. Suppose we are under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1. Let Y ∈ U and fix
ε > 0 so that Bε(C(σY )) ⊂ U . Then, for every regular point x ∈ C(σY ), δ > 0, and a
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cu-section disc Dδ(x), with diam(Dδ(x)) ≤ δ, containing x, there is T ′ = T ′(x, δ) > 0 such
that Yt(Dx) contains a cu-disc section Dε(Yt(x)), for every t ≥ T ′.

Proof. Let e0 > 0 be the injectivity radius of exp. Fix 0 < ε < e0 so that Bε(C(σY )) ⊂ U ,
and let consider 0 < δ < ε. Then, for every regular point x ∈ C(σY ) there is t′x > 0
such that Yt′x(x) belongs to a cross-section Sx. In particular, there are α1, α2, β > 0 such
that α1 ≤ |Y (Yt′x(x))| ≤ α2, and the angle between Y (Yt′x(x)) and Sx is bigger than β.
Therefore, we have DYt(C c(y)) ⊂ C c(Yt(y)), for every y ∈ Dδ(x) and every t > 0 satisfying
Yt(y) ⊂ U . Hence, Drt(Yt(x)) = Yt(Dδ(x)) ∩ expYt(x)Bε(0), where t > 0 and 0 < rt ≤ ε, is
a cu-section disc of Y . In other words, the cu-section discs are invariant for the flow.

Now, without loss of generality we assume that t′x = 0, D = Dδ(x) ⊂ Sx for some cross
section Sx for Y . Note that, by definition, D is a connected set. Then, if there is y ∈ D
and t > 0 such that Yt(y) /∈ Bε(C(σY )), there is a connected component D′ ⊂ D such that
diam Yt(D

′) ≥ ε, so the result is obtained in this case.
Assume that Yt(D) ⊂ Bε(C(σY )) for every t > 0. Let y ∈ D, v ∈ TyD be a unit

vector, and denote by Ly the parallelogram formed by ⟨Y (y)⟩ and v. Take t0 > 0 such that

C ′′ sin(β)eλt0 ≥ ε
δ , where C

′′ = C ′ α1
α2

sin(β) > 0 and C ′ = CK, where C,K > 0 are uniform

constants given by sectional-hyperbolicity and the choice of the cross sections, and Yt0(x)
belongs to some cross section S′ for Y . Therefore, we have that

∥Φt0(v)∥ = K ·
Area(ΦY

t0(Ly))

∥Y (Yt0(x))∥

= K ·
det(ΦY

t0(x)) ·Area(Ly)

∥Y (Yt0(y))∥

≥ KCeλt0 · ||Y (y)|| · sin(θ)
∥Y (Yt0(y))∥

≥ C ′α1

α2
sin(β)eλt0

= C ′′eλt0 ≥ ε

δ
,

where θ is the angle between Y (y) and v. So, diam Yt(D) ≥ ε
δ · diam D = ε, for every

t ≥ t0. This concludes the proof. □

Lemma 4.6. Under the assumption of Theorem 3.1, W s(γY ) is dense on C(σY ).

Proof. Let Y ∈ U , x ∈ C(σY ) and let V be a neighborhood of x. We will prove that
W s(γY ) ∩ V ̸= ∅. First, we assume that x is regular. In this case, fix 0 < ε < e0 such that
Bε(C(σY ) ⊂ U , let consider a cu-section disc D = Dδ(x), 0 < δ < ε, such that D ⊂ V , and
let T ′ = T ′(x, δ) > 0 be given by Lemma 4.5. According to the choice of the neighborhood
U and the invariance of the cu-discs, there is δ0 > 0 such that the disc Dδ0 =

⋃
|t|<δ0

Yt(D),

of dimension dim F , is tangent to C c and it is contained in V . Moreover, by following the
proof of Lemma 4.5, one has that the inner radius of Yt(Dδ0) increases with t > 0.

Second, recall that the angle between E and F is uniformly bounded away from zero. So,
up to possibly reducing ε, there is η > 0 satisfying the following property: If y, z ∈ C(σY )
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satisfy d(y, z) ≤ η and D(y), D(z) are discs tangent to the center unstable cone C c with
inner radius ε and 0 < rz < ε/2 respectively, then

(6) W s
loc(q) ⋔ D(y) ̸= ∅, ∀q ∈ D(z).

Now, let t > 0 such that the inner radius of Yt(Dδ0) contains a cu-section disc at
xt = Yt(x) with inner radius ε. Since C(σY ) is a chain-recurrent class, it is also chain-
transitive. Consequently, for every η > 0 there is a η-chain (xi, ti)

k
i=0, with ti ≥ 1, such

that x0 = xt, xk = p ∈ γY , d(Yti(xi), xi+1) ≤ η, and xi ∈ C(σY ) for every i = 0, .., k. Then,
if we take a cu-section disc Dε(Ytk−1

(xk−1)), by the choice of η and (6) we obtain a point zk
in W s

loc(γY ) ⋔ Dε(Ytk−1
(xk−1)) ̸= ∅. Moreover, since the inner radius of Y−ti(Dε(Yti(xi)))

is less than ε/2 for every i = 1, . . . , k − 1, we obtain in a recursive way, points zi in
W s

loc(γY ) ⋔ Dε(Yti(xi)). The Figure 3 illustrates how these points are obtained.

Figure 1. Proof of Lemma 4.6.

In this way, since the inner radius of Yt+t0(Dδ0) is at least ε, we have by definition of η
a point z0 ∈W s

loc(γY ) ⋔ Yt+t0(Dδ0). So, the point Y−(t+t0)(z0) ∈W s(γY ) ∩Dδ0 ⊂ V .
Finally, if ρ is a singularity of C(σY ) and V ⊂M is an open set containing ρ, there is a

regular point x ∈ C(σY ) and an open neighborhoo Vx of x satisfying VX ⊂ V . So, by the
above argument, there is a point z ∈W s(γY ) ∩ Vx ⊂ V . This concludes the proof. □

Next, we are ready to prove Theorem A.

Proof of Theorem A. Consider the residual set R given by Lemma 3.2. Let X ∈ R and let
C(γ) be a non-trivial sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrent of X.

By Lemma 3.5 we have that C(γ) is a homoclinic class. Consequently, the stable manifold
of γ is dense in C(σ) and meets transversally every submanifold of dimension dim(F ) that
is tangent to C c, has inner radius ε, and intersects a sufficiently small neighborhood U ′ ⊂ U
of C(σ). Then, following the arguments in the proof of [CY21, Theorem 4.1], we can see
that this property holds for vector fields Y in a small C1-neighborhood UX of X. By
Theorem 3.1 we have that C(σY ) contains periodic orbits. Moreover, for every γ′ ⊂ C(σY )
and a neighborhood Uγ′ ⊂ U ′ of γ′, one has that W u

ε (γ
′) is a submanifold tangent to C c

with inner radius ε. Thus, by Lemma 4.1 we have W s(γY ) ∩W u
ε (γ

′) ̸= ∅. In particular,
this shows that the set of transverse intersections W s(γY ) ⋔W u(γ′) is dense in W u(γ′).
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Therefore, if x ∈ C(σY ) and Vx ⊂ U is a neighborhood of x, by Lemma 4.1 there is a
point y ∈ W u(γ′) for some periodic orbit γ′ ⊂ C(σY ), which in turns is accumulated by
elements of W s(γY ) ⋔ W u(γ′). In other words, C(γ) is robustly a homoclinic class. This
proves the result. □

Once we have proved Theorem A, let us provide the reader with the proof of Theorem
B.

Proof of Theorem B. To begin with, notice that the star property is a C1-open property,
so that X 1

∗ (M) is a C1-open subset of X 1(M). Consequently, R′ = R∩X 1
∗ (M) is a residual

subset of X 1(M), where R is the residual set given by Theorem A.
On the other hand, by [PYY23, Theorem A], there is a residual subset S ′ ⊂ X 1

∗ (M) such
that for any Y ∈ S ′ and Λ is a non-trivial chain-recurrent class, one of the following holds:

(1) htop(X|Λ) > 0, Λ contains a periodic orbit and is isolated; or
(2) htop(Λ) = 0 and Λ is sectional-hyperbolic aperiodic class.

By setting S = R′∩S ′, any non-trivial sectional-hyperbolic chain-recurrent class for Y ∈ S
contains a periodic orbit by Theorem A. Hence, option 2 cannot occur, and the proof is
complete. □
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