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CONLEY INDEX OVER THE BASE MORPHISM
FOR MULTIVALUED DISCRETE DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

Kinca StoLot

ABSTRACT. We define an index of Conley type for a certain class of up-
persemicontinuous multivalued dynamical systems, using techniques intro-
duced by Mrozek, Reineck and Srzednicki [4] for the index over the base.
‘We give the characterisation of the nontrivial index and present an example,
proving that our index detects isolated invariant sets that are not detected
by Kaczynski and Mrozek’s [2] index.

1. Introduction

The classical Conley index is a toplogical invariant defined for flows, which
provides information on the existence and structure of isolated invariant sets.
The notion of an index pair is crucial for the definition of some quotient space
obtained by shrinking of an exit set to a point. The actual index is the homotopy
type of this quotient space. It appears that the significant information is lost
due to this shrinking procedure. This is overcome in case of flows by introducing
a notion of a base [4]. Roughly speaking, instead of “glueing” to a point (i.e.
shrinking an exit set to a base point) one is “glueing” to an arbitrary space.

In the basic form the Conley index detects isolated invariant sets, but can
not distinguish between the sets which are positioned differently in the space
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but locally look the same. This last feature can be captured if we use the index
defined by Mrozek, Reineck and Srzednicki [4].

Although, there are several extensions of the classical Conley index for the
discrete dynamical systems (both singlevalue and multivalued), the generalisa-
tion of the Mrozek—Reineck—Srzednicki’s index over the base still remains an
open problem. However, the definitions and results that are presented here in
the multivalued setting lacks the generality of the singlevalued version for flows
[4], but still we can present an example that our index detects more isolated
invariant sets than the cohomological index defined by Kaczynski and Mrozek
[2] for multivalued maps.

To obtain the full generality, as in the single valued case one would have to
admit more spaces to act as a “base” (here we admit only a space on which
the dynamical system acts) and more “glueing functions of an exit set to the
base” (here we glue via identity). The results presented in this paper open the
way to further extensions. It seems that the cohomological version of the index
over the base for multivalued maps would be easier to obtain than the complete
generalisation of the homotopy index.

It is worth mentioning that there is a significant difference between Mrozek,
Reineck and Srzednicki’s construction for flows and the one presented here for
discrete multivalued dynamical system. To pose a correct definition of the index
one needs not only to fix a “base space”, but also a “map acting on the base
space” — this is why we call our index, an “index over the base morphism”
(or more specifically “over a dynamical system”), and not just an “index over
a base” like in [4].

This approach combined with the use of the Szymczak functor, instead of
cohomologies and Leray reductions used by Kaczynski and Mrozek, enables us
to give some characterization of a trivial index and by this to prove that our
index detects more isolated invariant sets than the one defined in [2].

2. Notation

By Z, N, Z~, R, I we denote respectively integers, natural numbers (with
zero), negative integers with zero, real numbers and an interval [0, 1]. Let X be
a topological space.

By Top we denote the category of topological spaces with continuous func-
tions. HTop stands for a homotopy category over a category Top. Morphisms of
HTop are homotopy classes denoted by [f]top, for f € Top(X,Y). Composition
of the morphisms of this category is denoted by

[9]Top ® [f]Top = [g © f]Top,

where f € Top(X,Y) and g € Top(Y, Z).



CONLEY INDEX OVER THE BASE MORPHISM 165

Let X and Y be topological spaces. Then F: X — Y is a multivalued map
i.e. a map of the values being subsets of Y. For the editorial reasons instead of
—o we use — in diagrams. The set

graph(F) = {(z,y) e X xY :y € F(x)}

is called a graph of the map F'. If singlevalued maps appear in the multivalued
context then we identify y with {y}, for y € Y. Therefore we use the term graph
in the above sense also for single-valued maps.

For P = (P1, P») by F(P) we mean a pair of sets (F(Py), F(FP2)).

Let Z be also a topological space and G:Y — Z be a multivalued map. A
composition of the maps F and G is a map G o F: X —o Z, defined as

(2.1) GoF(z):= U{G(y) cy € F(x)},for z € X.

For F: X — X, by F* for k € N\ {0} we understand k-times composition
according to the formula (2.1).
If F: X — Y is a multivalued map between two Hausdorff spaces, it is said

to be upper semicontinuous if the set
F Y A) ={zc X :F(x)nA#0},

called a large counter image of the set A is closed for any closed ) # A C Y.
Let us denote by USC®, the category of Hausdorff spaces with upper semi-
continuous maps of compact values. Composition of morphisms is defined by
the formula (2.1).
If f: X — Y is a continuous (single-valued) map such that

graph(f) C graph(F),

we call it a selector of F' and we would write then f € F.
Let us quote after [5] the definition of the induced morphism by the multi-
valued map.

DEFINITION 2.1 [5, Definition 3.2]. We say that F' € USC*(X,Y) induces a
morphism if F' possess a selector and any two selectors of F' can be joined by
the homotopy in F i.e.

for all f, f’ € F there exists h € Top(X x I,Y) such that hg = f and hy = f/,

and moreover, hy € F, for any t € I.

We call F defined as
(2.2) F:={feTop(X,Y): feF}

a morphism induced by F or briefly an induced morphism. If f € USC¢(X,Y) is
a singlevalued map we write f, instead of fA’as it should be according to (2.2).
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The composition of induced morphisms G o F, for G € USCe(Y, Z) is defined
along selectors (for details see [5, (3.2)]).
To simplify notation below we would write = instead of {z}.

DEFINITION 2.2 ([2, Definition 2.1]). Let (X, dx) be a locally compact met-
ric space and ®: X x Z — X an upper semicontinous map of compact values.
We call & a multivalued dynamical system if

(a) ®(x,0) =z forall z € X,
(b) ®(®(z,n),m) = ®(x,n+ m) for all m,n € Z, mn > 0 for all z € X,
(¢) y € ®(x,—1) if and only if x € ®(y, 1) for all z,y € X.

If X is as in the above definition and F: X — X is upper semicontinous map
of compact values, then we can define ®p: X X Z — X as

Fr(x) for x € X and n > 0,
(2.3) Op(z,n) =1 = for x € X and n =0,
(F*~1)™(z) for z € X and n < 0.

Obviously ®r satisfies conditions from Definition 2.2. We say that F induces
a multivalued dynamical system (2.3), or briefly we would call F a dynamical
system. A trajectory (solution) for a dynamical system F' passing through z € X
is a (singlevalued) map o: J — X, such that o(n+1) € F(o(n)), forn,n+1 € J,
and o(ng) = x, for some ny € J, where J is an interval in Z. By an interval
in Z we understand a trace of a closed interval in R and denote it by [m,n], for
m,n € Z or m = —o0 or n = +0a.

Assume N C X is a compact subset and F: X — X is a dynamical system.
We use the following notation:

Invt N :={z € N : 3 solution 0: N — N for F passing through x},
Inv™ N :={z € N : 3 solution 0:Z~ — N for F passing through z},
InvN := {x € N : 3 solution 0:Z — N for F passing through z}.

The sets Inv™ N, Inv™ N and InvN are called respectively a positive, negative
invariant part of N, and an invariant part of N.

A compact set N C X is called, after [2], an isolating neighbourhood for
a dynamical system F' if and only if

InvN U F(InvN) C int N.

A compact set S C X is called an isolated invariant set for a dynamical system F',
if there exists an isolating neighbourhood N such that S is it’s invariant part.

For our purposes we use a slightly modified definition of an index pair intro-
duced in the multivalued context by Kaczynski and Mrozek, [2].
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DEFINITION 2.3. Let N be an isolating neighbourhood for a multivalued
dynamical system F. Then the pair P = (Pi, P;) of compact subsets of N
such that Py \ P, C int N is called an index pair in the neighbourhood N for
a multivalued dynamical system F' if

(a) F(PR) NN CP;,i=1,2,
(b) F(P,\ P;) Cint N,
(¢) Inv- N C inty Py and Invt N C N\ P,.

Despite other differences notice that here we admit index pairs that are
not topological pairs, i.e. we omit the condition P» C Py, required in [2]. By
IP(N,F) we denote a family of index pairs for F' and an isolating neighbour-
hood N.

Following [4] we put U(P) := X x 0U P x 1/ ~p, where ~p is the following
equivalence relation

(i) ~p (2',i') & z=2'AN(i=iVzeP).

In U(P) we consider a quotient topology induced by the natural projection
Gup: X XO0U P x 1 — U(P).

Let us remind after [5] the definition of index map and joining maps. Assume
N and M are isolating neighbourhoods for the same invariant set, P € IP(N, F')
and Q € IP(M, F). Moreover assume that the following condition holds

FQ)NNCP.
Under the above assumptions we define a map Fop:U(Q) — U(P) as
Fop([#silmg) = [y lup 4 € F(2) 1 N} U [y, 0]y y € Pa) 0 (X \ int N)}.

The map Fgp is called a joining map. In case P = @) we call it an index map
and then denote by Fp instead of Fpp.

Let us remind that the Szymczak relation denoted here by = and Szymczak
functor denoted by Sz are defined in [8] (one can also find them in [6], where the
notation is compatible with the one used in this paper).

3. Objects over the base morphism

Assume X € Top, and F € USC¢(X, X) induce a morphism F' C Top(X, X).

Let us define a category of objects over the base morphism, which we denote by
HTop(X, 13) The objects of HTop(X, 13) are triples (U, ry, sy), where U € Top
and ry € Top(U, X), sy € Top(X,U) are such that ry o sy = idx.

Assume that also (V,ry,sy) € HTop(X, 13) We say that

® € HTop(X, F)((U,rv, sv), (V,rv, sv))
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if and only if there exists ¢ € Top(U, V) such that ® = [¢]1op, and moreover,
there exists k € N such that the following diagrams of the morphisms of the
category HTop commute

U [¢]T0p V U [¢]Top V
[TU]TopJ/ l[TV]Top [SU]TOPT T[SV]TOP
X—X X—X

[Fl3 [F)%

Top Top

If k > 0 then [F ]l}op denotes k time composition of [Frop in the category HTop.

When k = 0 then [F]%,, == [idx]Top.
Composition of the morphisms in the category HTop(X, F ) is defined as

Ued:= [zZo (E]TOP,

where @ is as above and ¥ € HTop(X, F)((V,rv,sv), W,rw,sw)) and ¥ =

-~

-~

[¢)]Top- The identity morphism

Id(U»TUﬁU) € TOp(X, ﬁ)((U’ TU’SU)a (U, TUaSU))»

is defined as [idy]Top € HTop(U,U).

4. Objects over the dynamical system

Assume that X is a locally compact metric space and F € USC¢(X, X) in-
duces a morphism F and satisfies some technical assumption — namely condition
(C) from [5].

Recall from [5] that F satisfies condition (C) if for any compact set ) £ K C
X any

$:X - X and 5: K — X such that s€ F, 5€ F|g

can be joined by a homotopy h**: K x I — X, which satisfies the following
conditions
(h®%)o = sl and (h®®); =5,
(h*®), € F|g, foranytel,
(h*%)(x) = s(z) =3(z) for z € K such that s(z) = 3(z).

We call s a full selector of F' and 5 a partial selector of a map F.

Condition (C) guarantees that the joining maps generated by the dynamical
system F' which induces a morphism also induce morphisms.

These assumptions hold from now on to the end of this paper.

The category HTop(X, F ) defined for a dynamical system F' satisfying the

above assumptions will be called a category of objects over a dynamical system F.
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Let P = (P, P,) € IP(N, F), for some isolating neighbourhood N for a dy-
namical system F'. Let us consider a triple

(U(P)’TP’SP)v

where rp:U(P) — X and sp: X — U(P) are defined as

rp([z,ilp) ===, for [z,i]., € U(P),
sp(x):=[z,0].,, forzeX.

Note that both rp and sp are well defined and continuous.

P,x1
P, P,
< . = X x0
[xilp [x,0].»
. ol 1
X X
< . > X

FIGURE 1. An example of the space (U(P),rp,sp)

THEOREM 4.1. Under above assumptions and notation we have for any P €
IP(N,F):

(a) U(P),rp,sp) € HTop(X, F),

(b) [F/;]TOP € HTOP(Xv ﬁ)((u(P)v TP, SP)v (M(P)v TP, SP));

(¢) if in addition there is given Q € IP(M, F) such that the pairs P and Q
satisfy assumptions under which map Fgp is defined, then

[Foplrop € HTop(X, F)(U(Q):7q: 50), U(P). . sp)),
(d) if there is given @ € IP(M,F) such that i: P C Q, then
[U(D)]rop € HTop(X, F)(U(P), 7P, sp), U(Q). 70, 50)).

where U(i):U(P) — U(Q) is defined as U(i)([z,i]~p) = [2,i]~g, for
[,i]~, € U(P).

Proor. To prove (a) it is sufficient to note that rposp(z) = rp([z,0],) =
x, for any x € X.
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Let us prove (c) (note that (b) is a particular case of (¢) for @ = P and
M = N). It is easy to check that diagrams

Fop

UQ) ——U(P) UQ) ——UP)
(4.1) TQJ er SQT }p
X———X X———X

commute in the category USC®. Obviously the maps rp, rg, sp and sg in-
duce morphisms in the sense of Definition 2.1 and from the assumptions F' also
induces a morphism. Due to [5, Theorem 4.10] also the map Fgp induces a mor-
phism. Therefore for all maps mentioned above the homotopy partial functor
Hip:USC® —o» HTop is defined (for the definition of the functor see [5]).

To prove that [}':Q\p]Top is a morphism in the category HTop(X, ﬁ) it is
enough to show that the following is true

(4.2) [rp]Top ® [FQP)Top = [Fltop ® [rQ]Top,
(4.3) [Fqp]Top ® [5Q]Top = [5P]Top ® [F]Top.

The formulas (4.2) and (4.3) follows from the commutativity of the diagrams
(4.1), provided all compositions rp o Fgp, F org, Fop o sg and sp o F induce
morphisms. Indeed both (4.2) and (4.3) holds, because the partial homotopy
functor applied to (4.1) preserves the compositions if only all maps under con-
sideration induce morphisms [5, Definition 3.1(b)]. Therefore it remains to show
that

(i) Forg induces a morphism,
(ii) sp o F induces a morphism.

Note first that both F'org and sp o F' possess a selector, because F' does so.
To prove (i) it is enough to show that any two selectors of F org are homotopic
within a graph of F'org. A similar property needs to be shown for selectors of
spoF.

Before we write appropriate homotopies we prove some specific properties of
selectors of F'org and sp o F.

(4.4) If g€ Forg, then g=gosgorg.
(4.5) IfgespolF, then g=sporpog.
Note first that from (4.1) we obtain that
9([z,il~g) € Forq([,ilvg) = rpo Fop([z,ilg) = {y:y € F(z)},

therefore g([z,i]~,) = g([x,0]~,) which justifies (4.4).
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Similarly to prove (4.5) we exploit (4.1) to obtain that
9(x) € Fop osq(x) = spo F(x) = {[y, 0], : y € F(2)}.

Let us write appropriate homotopies in case of (i). Assume g*) € Fo rq, for

k=1,2. Then g"¥ 0 s € Forgosg=F, and so we can define a map f(*) as

T il o { B 0s0@. 2y fori=1nzeQ\@,
e (9" 0 sg(x),0]n, fori=0V(i=1Az€QiNQy).

From [5, Conclusion 4.12] we obtain that ]7(7) € Fgp, and from [5, Theorem 4.10]
we know that there exists a homotopy H:U(Q) x I — U(P), such that

H(-,0) = fO and H(-,1) = f@),

and H(-,t) € Fgp, for any t € I. Then rp o H:U(Q) x I — X is a homotopy
joining

(4.6) rpoH(-,0) :Tpofaszg(l)osQorQ,
(4.7) rpoH(-,1) :TPO}‘E/)ZQ(Q)OSQOT'Q,
and

(4.8) rpoH(-,t)€rpoFgop=Forg, foranytel.

From (4.4), (4.6)—(4.8) we obtain an appropriate homotopy joining
rpoH(-,0)=g" and rpoH(-,1)=g®?.

To prove (ii) let us consider g*®) € spoF, for k=1,2. Then rpo g e
rpospoF = F, and from the assumption that F induces a morphism we obtain
that there exists a homotopy h: X x I — X, such that

h(-,0)=rpog® and h(-,1)=rpog®,

and h(-,t) € F, for any ¢t € I. Therefore by using (4.5) we know that spoh: X x
I — U(P) is a homotopy joining

spoh(.,()) — SPOTPOg(l) :g(l),
SPOh<.71) :SPOTPog(z) :g(2)’
in such a way that sp o h(-,t) € spo F, for any t € I.

To complete the proof of (¢) it is enough to apply the homotopy partial
functor to (4.1).



172 K. StoLoT

In order to prove (d) it is enough to notice that the following diagrams of
singlevalued continuous maps commute

U(i) U(1)

U——uQ) U——uQ)
(4.9) TPJ rQ SPT 5Q
X —>idX X X —>idx X

Because all maps appearing in diagrams (4.9) are singlevalued then they trivially
induce morphisms. By applying a homotopy partial functor to (4.9), similarly
as in the proof of (c) we obtain that

[rQlop ® [U(i)]Top = [idx]Top ® [rP]Top,

[U(@)]Top ® [sP]Top = [sP]Top @ [idx]Top- O

CONCLUSION 4.2. Under the assumptions of the previous theorem

[rp]Top ® [(FP) "I top = [(F)")Top ® [P ] Top,

[(FP)")Top ® [5P]Top = [5P)Top ® [(F)"]Top,

for any n € N.

5. Definition and characterization of the index

The following theorem enables us to pose the definition of the index over the
base morphism. Recall that everything that we present here is done under the
assumptions stated at the beginning of Section 4.

THEOREM 5.1. Assume S is an isolated invariant set for a multivalued
dynamical system F. Then for any isolating neighbourhood N of S and any
P € IP(N, F) the objects in the Szymczak category Sz(HTop(X, F\)) of the form

(U(P),rp, 5p). [FPlrap),
are tsomorphic.

The proof of this theorem is analogous to the proof of [5, Theorem 5.2],
with only that difference that now one needs to check additional conditions to
guarantee that the maps used in the proof of Theorem 5.1 are actually the
morphisms in the category HTop(X, 13) This is proved in the Theorem 4.1, as
the only maps used to construct the appropriate isomorphisms in Theorem 5.1
are these coming from inclusions and joining maps.

Theorem 5.1 justifies that the following definition is well posed.
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DEFINITION 5.2. The family of all objects in the Szymczak category
Sz(HTop(X, F))

isomorphic with the object ((U(P),rp,sp), [ﬁ]Top) defined in Theorem 5.1 is
called a homotopy Conley index over the multivalued dynamical system F for an
isolated invariant set S and is denoted by C(x r)(S5).

The proof of the homotopy property of the index over a dynamical system,
goes along the same way as the proof given in [7].

For a locally compact metric space X and F' € USC¢(X x I, X)) which induces
a morphism ﬁ, let us define F,, € USC*(X, X), for p € I as follows

Fu(x):=F(z,pn), forzeX.

Assume that each of the maps F), for p € I induces a morphism ﬁ; and satisfies
assumption (C) .

By Inv(N,u) we denote an invariant part of the set N under the multi-
valued dynamical system F),. Similarly we introduce notation Invt (N, u) and
Inv= (N, u). By IP(N,p) we understand a family of index pairs for F, in an
isolating neighbourhood N.

Under the above assumptions and using the established notation we can state
the homotopy property of the index over the base morphism.

THEOREM 5.3. Assume that N is an isolating neighbourhood for Fy,, for
some A\g € I. Then

(a) N is an isolating neighbourhood for Fy, if X is sufficiently close to Ao;
(b) if N is an isolating neighbourhood for all X € I, then Cix p,)(Inv(N, A))
does not depend on the parameter .

Below we give some characterization of the trivial index over the base.

Let us consider the isolated invariant set () for the multivalued dynamical
system F: X — X. Obviously ((,) is an index pair for ) and we can write an
index map as Fp: X x 0 — X x 0, as follows

Fy((z,0)) = (F(x),0), forxe X.
Moreover, rg: X x 0 — X and sg: X — X x 0 are given by formulas
ro(xz,0) =2 and sy(x) = (z,0),for z € X.
Then
(5.1) (X x 0,79, 59), [Fy]Top) € HTop(X, F).

The family of objects isomorphic with (5.1) is denoted by G(X 7
The proof of the Wazewski property of the index over a dynamical system,
is analogous to the proof given in [5] and [7].
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THEOREM 5.4. If Cix ) (S) # G(X,ﬁ)’ then S # ().

It is straightforward that

REMARK 5.5. Objects (X x 0,79, 5p), [Fyltop) and ((X,idx,idx), [F]1ep)
are isomorphic in the category Endo(HTop(X, F ).

Let us prove the characterization of the index of the empty set, which enables
us to show that our index detects more isolated invariant sets than the one defined
by Kaczynski and Mrozek.

THEOREM 5.6. If (U(P),rp,sp), [F;]Top) € G(X,ﬁ) then for some m,n € N

~

[(FP)™]top = [5p © (F)" 0 7P op.

PRrROOF. From the assumptions and from Remark 5.5 we obtain that the
following objects are isomorphic in the category Sz(HTop(X, ﬁ))

(52) ((M(P)vav‘SP)v [F/}\D]TOP) = ((X7 idXvidX)v [ﬁ]TOP)'

Condition (5.2) is equivalent to the fact that there exists p, 7 € N and morphisms
¢ € Top(U(P),X) and ¢ € Top(X,U(P)) such that

— -~

[[BlTop, pl=: (U(P), TP, sP), [Fplrop) — ((X,idx,idx), [FTop),
[¥)7op, )=: (X, idx, idx), [Fl1op) — (U(P),7p,5p), [Fpltop)

are mutually inverse in the Szymczak category Sz(HTop(X, 13)), ie.

(5-3) [W © ¢]T0pv r er]z = [[idU(P)]TOPv O]Ev
(5.4) [[# 0 Y] op, p + 7]= = [[idx]Top, 0]=.

From the definition of the relation = (see [8]) conditions (5.3) and (5.4) are
equivalent to

[t 0 @l top ® [(FP)*]1op = [(FP)* " +P]1op,
[6 0 ¥ 1op ® [(F)']mop = [(F) 7| 10p

for some s,t € N. The above two equations are equivalent to

(5.5) [0 o (Fp)ltop = [(Fp)**+P)mop,
(5.6) [0 0 (F)']top = [(F) P+ rop.

The following diagrams commute for some k € N, because

[¢]Tep € HTop(X, F)(U(P),rp,sp), (X, idx,idx)).
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[¢]Top [¢]Top

UP)— X UP)— X
(5.7) [TP]Topl I[idx]Top [sP]Top [idx]Top
—r X X—X
[(F)*rop [(F)*] Top

Similarly, because [¢] 1o, € HTop(X, F)((X,idx,idx), U(P),rp,sp)), therefore
for some [ € N diagrams below commute

[w]TOP [w]TOP

X —=SU(P) X ——U(P)
(5.8) [idx]Top l[TP]Top [idx]rop [sP]Top
X—X X—X
[(F)]rop (F)']Top

From the commutativity of the left diagram in (5.7) and the right diagram

in (5.8) we obtain

~

[Btop = [(F)* 0 7plmop,  [¥]op = [5P 0 (F)!]10p-

Using the above two equations and the fact that rp osp = idx we learn that
(5.5) and (5.6) can be expressed respectively as

(5.9) [sp o (B)** orp o (Fp)*ltep = [(Fp)* " *P)mop,

(5.10) [(E) o = [(F) P4 mop.

From Conclusion 4.2

~

[rp o (Fp)*J1op = [(F)* 0 7P} rop,
therefore condition (5.9) is equivalent to
[sp o (F)**** o rplrop = [(Fp)**" ] 1op,

To complete the proof it is enough to put m:=s+r+pandn:=1+k+s. O

6. Index over the base morphism versus the cohomological index

We give an example of the isolated invariant set which can be detected by
the index over the base morphism, but can not be detected by the cohomological
index of Kaczynski and Mrozek.

Let us consider a space

2 1

—} :neN\{O}}

2n+1'n

X = (—oo,O]U{[
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and a multivalued dynamical system generated by the map F: X — X, defined

[—3(n+1),—3n] forz e (—(n+1),—n),neN,
[-3(n+1),-3(n—1)] forz=—-n,neN\{0},
(6.1) F(x):= [-3,0] for x = 0,
2 1 2 1
2(n+1)+1’n+1} fome[m’ﬂ’”em{o}'

The upper part of Figure 2 illustrates the graph of F.

“ K

7654321 it

S, 3 1
P
- —  —— Px1
S
L e — Xx0
76543 - 240 ¢ 3 3 1
FIGURE 2

Let us identify the diagonal Ax = {(z,z) : € X} with the space X C R,
on which the multivalued dynamical system F' acts.

At the upper part of the Figure 2 an example of two trajectories is presented
(obviously for a multivalued system there can be more than one trajectory pass-

ing through each point).
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It is easy to check that S = [—1, 0] is an isolated invariant set for F: X — X.

Note that

S =Ax Ngraph F
therefore for any x € S there exists a trajectory {x, }nez such that x,, = z, for
any n € Z, therefore S is an invariant set.

Let us show that N := [-7,1/2] N X is an isolating neighbourhood of S.
Note that for any € N \ S all trajectories exit N either for positive times (if
x € [=7,—1)), or for negative times (if z € (0,1/2] N X). Therefore InvN = S,
because as we have already shown .S is an invariant set and S C N. Moreover,

InvN U F(InvN) = [-1,0] U [-3,0] C intx N,

and so N is an isolating neighbourhood for S.

Because F' has convex values, therefore any two of its selectors can be joined
by the homotopy going in the graph of F'. Therefore F' induces a morphism F.
Moreover, any partial selector of F' can be joined with the full selector by the
homotopy which does not change anything on the coincidence points and so
condition (C) holds.

Let us put

(6.2) P :=[-7,1/3]nX and P :=[-7,-2].
We shall first check that P = (Py, P») is an index pair in the isolating neigh-
bourhood N. Both sets are compact subsets of X and

P \ Py = (—2,1/3] NX CintxN.

Let us check the remaining conditions from Definition 2.3.
(a) F(PL)NN = ([-21,1/4nX)Nn([-7,1/2]n X) C
F(P)NN=[-21,-6]N([-7,1/2|nX) = [-T7,—
(b) F(P\ o) = F(([=7,1/3] N X) \ [-7,-2]) =
(—6,1/4]N X C intx N.

[-7,1/3]N X = Py;
6] C [-7,-2] = Py;
F((-2,1/3]n X) =

To prove condition (c) note that

(6.3) Inv- N =[-7,0] and Inv'N =[-1,1/2]Nn X.

Applying (6.3) we obtain that

Inv™ N = [-7,0] C int[_71/9nx([~7,1/3]N X) = intx P,

IvtN =[-1,1/2]NX C (-2,1/2] N X = ([-7,1/2]n X)\ [-7, 2] = N\ P,.
Let us consider f: X — X, defined by the formula

3x for x € (—o0,0],

6.4 xT) =
o 1 n—lu 2n2+1’%]’"EN\{0}'

for:zze[
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By comparing formulas (6.1) and (6.4) we obtain immediately that f is a selector
of F.
It is equally easy to check that g:U(P) — U(P) defined as

[f(z),i]~p for x € (—o0,0] such that F(z) C [-7,0],
. 2 1
(65) gl(,lmp) = orae |5 2rt] nen o
[f(2),0]~, forx € (—o00,0] such that F(z) ¢ [-7,0].
is a selector of an index map Fp. The lower part of Figure 2 illustrates a space
U(P) (the vertical arrows indicate the identification of points from “the first

level” with the “zero level”).
We shall show that for f € F and g € Fp defined above the following holds

(6.6) [¢™]1op # [sP o f" orp|Top, for any m,n € N,
then certainly also
[(Fp)™1op # [5p © (F)™ 0 rp)1op, for any m,n € N

and so by the contraposition of Theorem 5.6 we obtain that C(x p)(S) # G(X,ﬁ)'

In order to prove (6.6) let us number the subsequent connected components
of X by giving a number n to the component [2/(2n + 1),1/n], for n € N\ {0}.
The component (—oo,0] is numbered by 0 and it will not be used later. Let
us give the analogous numbers to the components of U (P), giving number i® to
the component from the “level zero”, placed over the i-th component of X, and
number 3! respectively to the one from the “level one”.

Let us consider z* = 1/5 (any «* € (0,1/3)NX would suit) and any m,n € N.
Note that [z*,1]., belongs to the component 5' of U(P). According to the
definition (6.5) the point ¢™([*,1]~,) belongs to the component (5 + m)! of
U(P). On the other hand

spo f" OTP([.”L'*,l]NP) =spo fn<$*) = [f"(w*),O]NP

belongs to the component (5 +n)° of U(P).

Concluding, the maps ¢™ and sp o f™ orp are not homotopic, because for
[*,1]~, € U(P) the values g™ ([z*,1]~,) and sp o f™ o rp([z*,1]~,) lie in
different connected components of U(P). So we proved that the index over the
base morphism of the set S is nontrivial.

Let us show now that Kaczyniski and Mrozek’s index KM (S, F) of the set S
is trivial. Let us briefly remind after [2] definition of KM (S, F).

Note first that P = (Py, P3) defined by (6.2) is also an index pair in the sense
of Kaczynski and Mrozek [2] (in particular it is a topological pair). We shall use
the following notation,

Tn(P) := (P, U (X \ int N), P, U (X \ int N))
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and ip: P — Tn(P) is an inclusion.
By If5: H*(P) — H*(P) Kaczynski and Mrozek denote an index map defined
as
Ip == H*(Fpryp)) o (H' (ip)) ™",

where H* stands for Aleksander—Spanier’s cohomologies functor and
FP,TN(P):P —0 TN(P)

is an appropriate restriction of the map F. According to [2] the index of the set
S is equal to

(6.7) KM(S,F)=L(H*(P),Ip),

where L denotes Leray reduction. From the definition of the Leray reduction
(for definition see [3]) we can write (6.7) as

L(H*(P),I}) = {L(H"(P), I5")}nen = {(gim(18"), (I5")") }nen,
where

(1Y 1 (P gker(1f) 5 [a] — (1) (@] € " () fghen(T2),
(I(n))//:gim(fl(;,n))/ Sa — (Il(:n))/(a) c gim(Il(D”))’_

Note that in our example only H°(P) is nontrivial, because P; \ P> C R has
infinitely many connected components, but already H°(P) /gker[l(go) is trivial,
because

(6.8) gkerI?) = HO(P).

To explain (6.8) it is enough to notice that F' transforms connected component
of X of number n into component (n + 1), for n > 0. Therefore homomorphism
1 1(30) takes generators of a group HY(P) into subsequent generators with just the

order reversed.
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