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DYNAMICAL DEGREES OF AFFINE-TRIANGULAR
AUTOMORPHISMS OF AFFINE SPACES

JEREMY BLANC AND IMMANUEL VAN SANTEN

ABsTrRACT. We study the possible dynamical degrees of automorphisms of
the affine space A™. In dimension n = 3, we determine all dynamical degrees
arising from the composition of an affine automorphism with a triangular one.
This generalises the easier case of shift-like automorphisms which can be stud-
ied in any dimension. We also prove that each weak Perron number is the
dynamical degree of an affine-triangular automorphism of the affine space A™
for some n, and we give the best possible n for quadratic integers, which is
either 3 or 4.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Dynamical degrees of polynomial endomorphisms. In this text, we
work over an arbitrary field k. For each n > 1, recall that an endomorphism
f € End(A") of A™ = A} is given by

fi(xe,oo o xn) = (e, zn), - fa(zr, .o )

where fi,..., fn € K[z1,...,2,]. To simplify the notation, we often write f =
(f1,--., fn) and thus identify End(A™) with (k[z1,...,2,])".

The degree of an endomorphism f = (f1,..., fn), denoted by deg(f), is defined
to be deg(f) = max(deg(f1),...,deg(fn)). The set End(A™) of endomorphisms of
A™ is a monoid, for the composition law, and the subset of invertible elements is
the group Aut(A™) of automorphisms of A™.

The dynamics of endomorphisms of A", specially in the case of the ground field
k = C, was studied intensively in the last decades, see for instance [FsW98, Sib99,
Mae00, BFs00, MaeOla, MaeOlb, Gue02, GS02, Gue04, Ued04, FJ11, JW12, Xiel?,
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DL18]. For each dominant endomorphism f € End(A™), the (first) dynamical degree
is defined as the real number

A(f) = lim deg(f")" € Rz

(the limit exists by Fekete’s subadditivity Lemma, see Lemma 2.2.1). If f €
End(A!) or f € Aut(A?), then A(f) is an integer, but in higher dimensions, it
can be quite complicated to understand the possible dynamical degrees. In [DF20,
Corollary 3], the authors conjecture that A(f) is an algebraic integer of degree < n,
and of degree < n—11if f € Aut(A"), a conjecture proven until now ounly for n < 2.

In this article, we study some particular family of automorphisms of A™, that we
call affine-triangular. These are compositions consisting of one affine automorphism
and one triangular automorphism (see Definition 2.1.1) below. Our two main results
are Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 below:

Theorem 1. For each field k and each integer d > 2, the set of dynamical degrees
of all affine-triangular automorphisms of A3 of degree < d is equal to

{a+\/a2—|—4bc
2

(a,b,c) EN?’,a—i-bSd,ch}\{O}.

Moreover, for a,b,c € N such that N = 4Hva+4bc V";Hbc # 0, the dynamical degre \ is
achieved by either of the automorphisms

a_ b c a_bc
(x3 + 2§25, k0 + 2%, 21) and (x3 + xx3°, 1, T2) .

Using Theorem 1, we prove in [BvS19, Theorem 2] that the set of dynamical
degrees of all automorphisms of degree 3 of A3 is equal to

1 ) 14++13 14++v17 3 )
{17\/57 +T\/_7 \/§727 +T7 1+\/§7 \/67 +2 ) +2\/_7 1+\/§7 3} .

Note that %5 is the only number that does not belong to the list in Theorem 1
and thus it is the dynamical degree of an automorphism of degree 3 of A3 that is
not conjugate to an affine-triangular automorphism of any degree.

For the next theorem, we recall the definition of (weak)-Perron numbers (see
Theorem 3.2.4 for some equivalent characterisations).

Definition 1.1.1. A Perron number (respectively weak Perron number) is a real
number A > 1 that is an algebraic integer such that all other Galois conjugates
w € C satisty |p| < A (respectively |p| < A).

Theorem 2. FEach weak-Perron number X\ is the dynamical degree of an affine-
triangular automorphism of A™ for some integer n. Moreover:

(1) If A > 1 is an integer, the least n possible is 2.

(2) If X\ is a quadratic integer and its conjugate is negative, the least possible n
15 3.

(3) If X\ is a quadratic integer and its conjugate is positive, the least possible n
s 4.

Note that Statement (1) in Theorem 2 is well-known, as {\(f) | f € Aut(A?)} =
Z>1. We include it to emphasise the relation between the degree of the weak-Perron
numbers and the possible n. In view of the above theorems and of the techniques
developped in this text, it is natural to ask the following
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Question 1.1.2. Is every dynamical degree of any element of End(A™) (respectively
Aut(A™)) equal to a weak Perron number of degree < n (respectively of degree
<n-1)7?

As already mentioned above, a positive answer to this question, where “weak
Perron number” is replaced by "algebraic integer”, was conjectured in the recent
preprint [DF20, Corollary 3] (that appeared after we asked the above question in
a first version of this text). In [DF20], it is also proven that the dynamical degree
of any element in Aut(A®) is an algebraic number of degree at most six. More
generally they prove that the dynamical degree of any element of End(A™) is an
algebraic number of degree at most n in case the square of the first dynamical
degree is bigger than the second dynamical degree of f [DF20, Theorem 2].

Theorem 1 shows in particular that the dynamical degree of every affine-triangular
automorphism of A3 is equal to the dynamical degree of a shift-like automorphism.
However, for each d > 3 the set of dynamical degrees of all affine-triangular au-
tomorphisms of A% of degree d strictly contains the set of dynamical degrees of
all shift-like automorphisms of A% of degree d. Indeed, the latter set of dynamical
degrees consists of the numbers (a + va? + 4d — 4a)/2 where 0 < a < d and does
not contain (14+/1 + 4d)/2 , which is the dynamical degree of the affine-triangular
automorphism (x5 + 122, T2 + x‘f, x1), see Corollary 4.3.7.

dynamical degrees of shift-like dynamical degrees of affine-triangular
d | automorphisms of A of degree automorphisms of A% of degree d

d not appearing in degree < d not appearing in degree < d
1 {1} {1}
2 {\/57 1+2\/57 2} {\/57 1+2\/57 2}
3 {V3,1+v2,3} (V3,51 1+ v2,V6, 1T 1+ V3, 3}
A SRSV IR JEYSVi I {2\/5’1+\/573+§/ﬁ,1+§/§’2\/§71+ﬁ,

2 » T2 3+2\F771+\/7,3+5/ﬁ’4}

Note that 2v/2 and /3 appear as dynamical degrees of affine-triangular auto-
morphisms in degree 4 and 3, respectively (and not smaller), even if 2v/2 < 3 and
V3 < 2. Similarly, for each prime p, the number /P is the dynamical degree of
a shift-like automorphism of degree p, but it is not the dynamical degree of an
affine-triangular automorphism of degree < p.

1.2. Dynamical degrees of affine-triangular automorphisms in higher di-
mensions. In dimension n > 4, we are not able to compute all dynamical degrees
of all affine-triangular automorphisms, but can get some large families. The case
of shift-like automorphisms is covered by our method, and we retrieve a proof of
the result of Mattias Jonsson (Proposition 4.2.5), but we can also study wider
classes. We give the dynamical degrees of all permutation-elementary automor-
phisms (a family that strictly includes the shift-like automorphisms) in §4.2 (es-
pecially Proposition 4.2.3) and also give the dynamical degrees of other affine-
triangular automorphisms. In particular, we show that in any dimension n > 4,
there are affine-triangular automorphisms of A™ whose dynamical degrees are not
those of a shift-like automorphisms or more generally of a permutation-elementary
automorphisms, contrary to the case of dimension n < 3. The reason is that dynam-
ical degrees of shift-like automorphisms are special kinds of weak Perron numbers.
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Indeed, they are positive real numbers that are roots of a monic integral polyno-
mial where all coefficients (except the first one) are non-positive. These numbers
are called Handelman numbers in [Bas97| (see especially [Bas97, Lemma 10]) and
they have no other positive real Galois conjugates (Lemma 3.2.7). This implies that
Handelman numbers are weak Perron numbers (see Corollary 3.2.8). Theorem 1
implies that the dynamical degree of an affine-triangular automorphism of A3 is a
Handelman number (and the same holds for all automorphisms of A and A?%), but
for any n > 4, there are affine-triangular automorphisms of A™ whose dynamical
degrees are not Handelman numbers. This follows in particular from Theorem 2,
applied to any weak Perron quadratic integer with a positive conjugate, for instance
to (3+ \/5) /2. We can also apply Theorem 2 to weak Perron numbers of arbitrary
large degree.

1.3. Results in the literature on dynamical degrees of endomorphisms of
A™. Let us recall what is known on the dynamical degrees of elements of End(A™).

(1) The case where n = 1 is obvious: in this case we have A(f) = deg(f), so
each dynamical degree is an integer, which is moreover equal to 1 in the case of
automorphisms.

(2) When n = 2, the case of automorphisms follows from the Jung-van der
Kulk Theorem [Jun42, vdK53]: every dynamical degree is an integer, as deg(f") =
deg(f)" for each r, when f is taken to be cyclically reduced (this is explained in
Corollary 2.4.3 below, or in [Fur99, Proposition 3]). The set of all dynamical degrees
of quadratic endomorphisms of A2 is equal to {1,v/2, (1 +/5)/2,2} by [Gue04,
Theorem 2.1|. Moreover, the dynamical degree of every element of End(A2) is a
quadratic integer, by [FJ07, Theorem A’|.

(3) The case of dimension n > 3 is open in general: there is for the moment no
hope of classifying all dynamical degrees, even when studying only automorphisms.

The set of dynamical degrees of all automorphisms of A, of degree 2 is equal to
{1,v/2, (1++/5)/2,2} by [MaeOla, Theorem 3.1] (and the same holds over any field
[BvS19, Theorem 2]).

Apart from the above classification results, two natural families are also known:
the monomial endomorphisms and the shift-like automorphisms.

(A) A monomial endomorphism of A™ is an endomorphism of the form f =
(fi,- -+, fa), where each f; is a monomial. When we write f; = az)"" -2, ™"
with a; € k™ and m;1,...,m;n € N and assume that f is dominant, then the
dynamical degree of f is the spectral radius of the corresponding matrix M =
(mi ;)i j=1 € Mat,(N). This classical result is proven again in Corollary 3.2.5 below.
The numbers arising this way are the weak Perron numbers (see Theorem 3.2.4).

(B) For each n > 1, a shift-like automorphism of A"*! is an automorphism of the
form (xp41+p(x1,...,20), 21, ..., zy,) for some polynomial p € k[x1,...,x,]. These
are particular examples of affine-triangular automorphisms. The dynamics of such
automorphisms have been studied in various texts (see for instance [BP98, Mae00,
MaeO1b, Ued04, BV1§]). The dynamical degrees of shift-like automorphisms are
known, by a result of Mattias Jonsson (see Proposition 4.2.5 below). For a proof
of this result, together with a generalisation, see §4.2.

1.4. Description of the techniques associated to degrees. In the rest of this
introduction, we describe the main technique that we introduce in order to compute
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dynamical degrees of endomorphisms of A™. This is related to degree functions (or
monomial valuations), and may be applied to endomorphisms of A™, not only affine-
triangular automorphisms. We also give an outline of the whole article.

Definition 1.4.1. For each p = (u1,...,4n) € (R>g)™ \ {0}, we define a degree
function deg,,: k[r1,...,2,] = R>o U {—00} by deg,(0) = —co and

n
deg,,( Z Clay,....an) L1 25> - Tp") = max {Z a; b
—— i=1

(ai,...,an)EN" ok

We say that a polynomial p € k[z1,...,x,] is u-homogeneous of degree § € R
if p is a finite sum of monomials p; with deg,,(p;) = ¢ for each i (where the zero
polynomial is p-homogeneous of degree 6 for each 6).

We can then write every element g € k[z1,...,2,] \ {0} uniquely as
9= @,
HE]RZQ
where each gy € k[z1,...,x,] is p-homogeneous of degree 6 (and only finitely many

go are non-zero). We then say that gy is the p-homogeneous part of q of degree 6.
The pi-leading part of q is the p-homogeneous part of g of degree deg,,(q).

Remark 1.4.2. Note that if p € (R>0)™ \ {0}, then

k(z1,...,2n) > RU{oc}, f/g+> deg,(g) —deg,(f)

is a valuation in the sense of [Mat89, p.75] where k(z1,...,z,) denotes the field of
rational functions in z1, ..., z, over k. Such valuations are often called “monomial
valuations” in the literature.

Definition 1.4.3. Let u = (p1, ..., un) € (R>0)"\{0}. Foreach f = (f1,...,fn) €
End(A™) \ {0} we denote the u-degree of f by

deg, (f) = inf{0 € R>¢ | deg,,(fi) < Op; for each i € {1,...,n}}

and we say that deg,,(f) = oo if the above set is empty.
We moreover say that f is p-algebraically stable if deg#(f) < oo and deg, (") =
deg,, (f)" for each r > 1.

Remark 1.4.4. If p = (1,...,1), then deg,(f) = deg(f) is the standard degree and
the notion of being u-algebraically stable is the standard notion of “algebraically
stable”, studied for instance in [GS02, Bis08, Bla16]. The fact of being algebraically
stable can be interpreted geometrically by looking at the behaviour of the endo-
morphism at infinity: [Blal6, Corollary 2.16].

In order to compute the dynamical degree of an endomorphism f € End(A"),
the following endomorphism associated to f will be of great importance for us:

Definition 1.4.5. Let f = (f1,..., fn) € End(A™) be a dominant endomorphism,
let = (p1,...,p1n) € (R>0)™ be such that deg,(f) = 6 < co. We define the u-
leading part of f to be the endomorphism g = (g1,...,9n) € End(A™), where g; €
k[z1,...,zy] is the p-homogeneous part of f; of degree Ou; for each j € {1,...,n}.

The degree functions are studied in §2. Basic properties are given in §2.3, and
the relation with p-homogeneous endomorphisms is given in §2.5 (we explain in
particular when deg,(f) = co in Lemma 2.5.6). In §2.6, we explain how degree
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functions allow us to give an estimate on the dynamical degrees, and sometimes to
compute it exactly. In particular, we prove the following result (at the end of §2.6).

Proposition A. Let f = (f1,..., fn) € End(A"™) be a dominant endomorphism.
For each p = (p1,. .., tn) € Rso)™ the following hold:

(1) 0 :=deg,(f) < oo,

(2) The dynamical degree of f satisfies 1 < A(f) < 6.

(3) Let g € End(A™) be the p-leading part of f. If 6 > 1, then

Af) =0 < f is p-algebraically stable < g" # 0 for each v > 1.

Remark 1.4.6. Let p = (1,...,1). In this case, the p-degree is the classical degree
and Proposition A(2) is the classical inequality A(f) < deg(f).

Remark 1.4.7. Proposition A is false when we apply it to u € (R>o)™ \ {0}. For
instance, if f = (1,23), p = (1,0), then deg,(f) = 1 but 1 < A(f) = 2.

To apply Proposition A to compute the dynamical degree, we need to find some
eigenvectors and eigenvalues. This is done here by looking at monomial maps
associated to endomorphisms in End(A™). These behave quite well with respect to
degree functions (see Corollary 3.2.5).

Definition 1.4.8. Let f = (f1,..., fn) € End(A™) be an endomorphism such that
fi # 0 for each i. We will say that a square matrix M = (m;;);';—; € Mat,(N) is
contained in f if for each i € {1,...,n}, the coefficient of the monomial H?Zl 3:2””
in f; is nonzero. The set of matrices that are contained in f is then finite and
non-empty.

The maximal eigenvalue of f is defined to be

6 = max { [¢] € R | £ is an eigenvalue of a matrix that is contained in f} .

An element p = (p1,...,4n) € (Rxo)™ \ {0} is a mazimal eigenvector of f if
deg,,(fi) = Op; for each i € {1,...,n}. In particular, we then get deg,(f) = 6 < co.

It often happens that we cannot apply Proposition A to compute the dynamical
degree, but that we can do it by allowing u to have some coordinates, but not all,
to be equal to zero. In fact, the following generalization of Proposition A is our
main tool to compute dynamical degrees:

Proposition B. Let f = (f1,..., fn) € End(A"™) be a dominant endomorphism
with mazimal eigenvalue 8. Then the following holds:

(1) There exists a mazimal eigenvector = (p1, ..., tn) € (R>0)™ \ {0} of f.
(2) We have 1 < X(f) <0 < deg(f).
(3) For each mazimal eigenvector u of f, we have 6 = deg,, (f), and the following
hold:
(4) If f is p-algebraically stable, then A\(f) = 6.
(@) IfA(f)=10,0>1andp € (Rso)™, then f is p-algebraically stable.
(i) Let g € End(A"™) be the p-leading part of f. If 6 > 1, then f
is p-algebraically stable if and only if for each r > 1 there is i €
{1,...,n} with p; > 0 and such that the i-th component of g is
non-zero.

Remark 1.4.9. In Proposition B(1), there are examples with no possibility for yu to
be in (Rxo)", as the examples f = (z1,23) € End(A?) or f = (21, 73,22 + 23) €
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Aut(A3) show. Hence, Proposition A cannot be directly applied in order to prove
Proposition B. However, if some coordinates of y are zero, then a linear projection
is preserved (this follows from Lemma 2.5.6, see also Corollary 2.6.2). To prove
Proposition B, we will use Lemma 2.6.1, that is a version of Proposition A that
also works for u € (R>0)™ \ {0}.

Remark 1.4.10. The implication of Proposition B(3)(3) is not an equivalence, as we
show in Example 3.4.2 below.

The proof of Proposition B is given in Section 3. For each dominant endomor-
phism f € End(A"™), Proposition B(1) gives the existence of a maximal eigenvec-
tor p. Moreover, Proposition B(3) shows that if f is p-algebraically stable then
A(f) is equal to the maximal eigenvalue 6 of f. We will use this to compute the
dynamical degree of many endomorphisms of A™.

The following result allows to compute all dynamical degrees of permutation-
elementary endomorphism of A", and generalises in particular Proposition 4.2.5.
Its proof is given in §4.2:

Proposition C. Let f € Aut(A™) be a permutation-elementary automorphism. If
the maximal eigenvalue 6 of f is bigger than 1, there exists a mazximal eigenvector
w of f such that f is p-algebraically stable. In particular, the dynamical degree \(f)
is equal to the mazimal eigenvalue 0 of f, which is a Handelman number.

Proposition C is false if we replace “permutation-elementary” by “permutation-
triangular” (see Example 4.3.4 for examples in dimension 3). We can however obtain
the following result, which is proven in §4.3:

Proposition D. Every affine-triangular automorphism f € Aut(A®) is conju-
gate to a permutation-triangular automorphism f' € Aut(A3) such that deg(f’) <
deg(f) and such that f' has the following property: either the maximal eigenvalue
0 of [’ is equal to 1, or ' is p-algebraically stable for each mazimal eigenvector
w. In particular, the dynamical degrees M\(f) and A(f') are equal to the mazimal
eigenvalue 0 of f’, which is a Handelman number.

The proof of Theorem 1 is given at the end of §4.3, directly after proving Propo-
sition D, as it follows almost directly from this result. We use these results in §4.4,
to prove Theorem 2.

Acknowledgements. The authors thank the referee for his careful reading and
helpful suggestions. We thank Jean-Philippe Furter and Pierre-Marie Poloni for
helpful discussions on dynamical degrees of automorphisms of A3 and Christian
Urech for indicating us the result of Mattias Jonsson (Proposition 4.2.5) that in-
spired our generalisation.

2. INEQUALITIES ASSOCIATED TO DEGREE FUNCTIONS AND THE PROOF OF
PROPOSITION A

2.1. Definitions of elementary, affine and triangular automorphisms. Let
us recall the following classical definitions (even if our definition of elementary is
slightly more restrictive than what is used in the literature):
Definition 2.1.1. An endomorphism f = (f1,..., fn) € End(A"™) is said to be

o triangular if f; € k[x1,...,2;] for each i € {1,...,n},
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o elementary if f; = x; for for each i € {1,...,n — 1}.
» an affine automorphism if f € Aut(A™) and if deg(f) =1,
o a permutation of the coordinates if {f1,..., fn} ={x1,..., 20},

o affine-triangular if f = o o7 where « is an affine automorphism and 7 is a
triangular endomorphism,

o affine-elementary if f = o o e where a is an affine automorphism and e is an
elementary endomorphism,

o permutation-triangular if f = coT where « is a permutation of the coordinates
and 7 is a triangular endomorphism.

o permutation-elementary if f = coe where « is a permutation of the coordinates
and e is an elementary endomorphism.

For each n < 4, if char(k) # 2, every automorphism of A™ of degree 2 is conju-
gate, by an affine automorphism, to an affine-triangular automorphism, see [MO91].
This result is false in dimension n = 5 [Sunl4], as for example

f = (@1 + Tox4, T2 + D175 + T3T4, T3 — T2T5, T, T5) € Aut(A®)

shows: the Jacobian of the homogeneous part of degree 2 of an affine-triangular
automorphism of degree < 2 contains a zero-column, but the Jacobian of the ho-
mogeneous part of degree 2 of f contains linearly independent columns (see also
[Sunl4, Theorem 3.2]).

There are quite a few automorphisms of A3 of degree 3 that are not conjugate,
by an affine automorphism, to affine-triangular automorphisms. More precisely,
when k is algebraically closed, then each automorphism of A3 = Spec(k[z,y, z])
of degree 3 is conjugate, by an affine automorphism, either to an affine-triangular
automorphism or to an automorphism of the form

(*) oz +yz+ za(z, 2),y + alx, 2) + r(2), 2) € Aut(A?)

where a € k[z, ] \ k[7] is homogeneous of degree 2, r € k[z] is of degree < 3 and
« is an affine automorphism, see [BvS19, Theorem 3]. In fact, non of the auto-
morphisms in () is conjugated, by an affine automorphism, to an affine-triangular
automorphism, see [BvS19, Proposition 3.9.4].

For k = C various (dynamical) properties of the affine-elementary automor-
phisms (zo + 21 + 2824, 20, axs) € Aut(A3) witha € C,0< |a| <1,¢>2,d > 1
are studied in [DL18] and in particular their dynamical degree is computed, which
is equal to the integer q.

2.2. Existence of dynamical degrees. We recall the following folklore result,
which implies that the dynamical degree is well-defined.

Lemma 2.2.1. Let (a,),>1 be a sequence of real numbers in R>1 such that ar4s <
a, - as for each r,s > 1. Then, ((aT)l/T)Tzl is a sequence that converges towards
infer((ar)l/T) S Rzl'

Proof. As (log(a,)),>1 is subbadditive, ( ngq 2)),51 converges to inf,>1 Og(’”)) >0
by Fekete’s subadditivity Lemma (see [Fek23 Satz IT] or [Ste97, Lemma 1.2.1]). O

In case p = (p1,...,pn) € (R>0)™ \ {0} is of the from p; = ... = pp, = 0
and fmy1 = ... = pp, = 1 for some 0 < m < n we denote for any polynomial
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p € k[z1,...,7y] its p-degree deg,, (p) by deg, .,
an endomorphism f = (f1,..., fn) € End(A")

2, (p). Moreover, we denote for

.....

deg,, ., mn(f):jeglax }degzmﬂ ,,,,, on (f7)-

yeeey

.....

If m = 0, then deg,,(f) is simply the classical degree that we denote by deg(f). If
m > 0, then deg, (f) is in general not equal to deg, . . (f). In fact, deg,(f)
is equal to deg, . . (f)in casedeg, ., (fi)=0forallie {1,...,m} and
otherwise it is equal to co.

.....

Corollary 2.2.2. Let f € End(A™) be an endomorphism. For each integer m €
{0,...,n — 1}, the sequence

.....

converges to a real number p,, > 1. This gives in particular the dynamical degree
A(f) = po, which satisfies \(f%) = A(f)? for each d > 1.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 2.2.1, as

degIm+17~-~,wn (fTJrS) S deg1m+17~~~;1n (fr) ’ degIerhm@n (fs)’

for all r,s > 1. (I

2.3. Basic properties of degree functions. Below we list several properties of
degree functions (see Definition 1.4.1). Apart from the easy observations deg,, [k~ =
0, deg,(f-g) = deg, (f)+deg,(g) and deg, (f +g) < max(deg, (f), deg,(g)), which
correspond to say that — deg,, is a valuation (see Remark 1.4.2), we have:

Remark 2.3.1. We fix pt = (pi1, ..., tn) € (R>0)™ \ {0} and get:

(1) As explained in Definition 1.4.1, each polynomial p € k[z1,...,2,]\ {0} can
be written uniquely as a finite sum

p=> p

9€R20

where each pg € k[z1, ..., z,] is p-homogeneous of degree 6. We then obtain

deg,,(p) = max{f | py # 0}.
(2) Let m € {0,...,n — 1} and assume that p; = 0 for i < m, but u; > 0 for
i > m. Then we have for each polynomial p € k[z1,...,z,]\ {0}

where fimin = MiNy4i<i<n i and fmax = MaXm41<i<n Mi- I particular,

for each dominant endomorphism f € End(A™) we have

lim degImH’...)mn(fr)% = lim max degu((fT)i)%

T—00 r—ooie{l,..., n}

where (f"); denotes the i-th coordinate function of f”. Note that the left
hand side is the dynamical degree A(f) in case m = 0, i.e. when u € (R5¢)".
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2.4. Endomorphisms that preserve a linear projection. The following is an
algebraic analogue of the application of [DN11, Theorem 1.1] to endomorphisms of
A™ that preserve a linear projection:

Lemma 2.4.1. Let f = (f1,..., fn) € End(A™) be a dominant endomorphism. For
each r > 1, we write

= () -
Letm € {0,...,n—1} be such that f1,..., fm € klx1,...,2m]. Then, the dynamical
degree of f is given by A(f) = max{\1, A2}, where

Moo= i max{des((f7)n). - dea((/)m)} 7 = M- )
)‘2 = hm maX{degmerl, .,wn((fr)m'i‘l)? R 7degmm+1,...,;ﬂn ((fr)n)}l/r
= 1Lm deg, ., .. (fI)M"

are two limits which exist. (If m =0, by convention we set A\ = 1.)

Proof. For each r > 1, we write

ar = max{deg((f")1), deg(( ")m)}
b = max{deg((f )mer), .., deg((F))}
max{degmerl, ,wn(( )m+1)7 degmerl,...,;En ((fr)")}
degy, ywn (1)
As b, > ¢,, we obtain for each r > 1
deg(f") = max{a,,b.} > max{a,,c,}.

It follows from Corollary 2.2.2 that the limits

A= lim a7, Ay = lim /" and A(f) = lim deg(f")'/"

r—>00

T—>00 r—00

Cr

exist (and all belong to R>1). We obtain
A(f) = lim max{a}/",b}/"} > lim max{al/",c!/"} = max{\;, X} .
T—00 r—00

We may thus assume that A(f) > A1, which implies that lim, b exists, and is
equal to A(f). It remains to see that in this case A(f) < max{A1, A2}.

For all r,s > 1 and each i € {m + 1,...,n}, the polynomial (f"*#); is obtained
by replacing x1, ..., z, with (f7)1,...,(f")n in (f*);, so the degree of (f"%); is at
most

degml ..... zm((fs)l) 'deg((fr)h'"v(fT)m)
+deg,, 2, ((F7)i) - deg((f)m1s -5 (F ) -
This gives by+s < bs - a, + ¢s - b,. When we choose then s = r, we obtain
b2r S br : (QT +CT) .

As A(f) = lim b, / , we have \(f)? = hm by / . The above inequality gives
T—00

A(F)?2 = lim byl
T—00
< lim br/ -limsup(a, + cr)l/’”
r—00 r—00
< Af)- hrnsup(2 max{a,,c, })"/"

/\( ) max{)\l,)\z}
50 A(f) < max{A1, A2}. O
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Corollary 2.4.2. Let n > 2 and let f € Aut(A™) be an automorphism such
that f1,..., fn—2 € k[x1,...,2n—2] and such that the dynamical degree of g =
(fi,---y fn_2) € Aut(A"2) is an integer. Then, the dynamical degree of f is
an integer.

Proof. By Lemma 2.4.1, one has A(f) = max{\(g), A2}, where
)‘2 = Tli)r{.lo max{degwn,l,wn((fr)"—1)7 degwn,l,wn((fr)")}lh‘ :

It remains to see that A is an integer. As K[z1,...,Zn—2, fn—1, fu] = K[z1,...,24],
one has K|[f,—1, fn] = K[xn_1,2n], where K = k(z1,...,2,-2). Hence, one can
see the automorphism (z1,...,2,) — (T1,...,Tn-1, fn-1, fn) of A™ as an auto-
morphism F € Autg(A?) of A? defined over K. For each i > 0, the auto-

morphism g% o (z1,... ,xn_l,fn__l,fn) o g* of A™ can be seen as an element of
Autg (A?) that we denote by F9 where we identify g with the automorphism

(f1y- s fn—2,Tn—1,2n) € Aut(A™). This gives
max{degmn,l,mn ((fr)n—1)7 degmn,l,mn ((fr)n)} = deg(GT)

r—1

where G, =F9 o---0 FIoFIoF ¢ Aut (A?), since G, = g~" o f7 when we
consider G, g and f as automorphisms of A™.

According to the Jung-van der Kulk Theorem [Jun42, vdK53], one can write
F = Fy0---0F, where each F; € Autg(A?) is either triangular or affine. One can
moreover assume that two consecutive F; are not both affine or both triangular (as
otherwise one may reduce the description), and get then deg(F) = [];_, deg(F})
(follows by looking at what happens at infinity or by [vdE0O, Lemma 5.1.2]). We
prove that Ay is an integer by induction on s. If s = 1, then F is either affine or
triangular; this implies that the set {deg(G,) | r > 1} is bounded, so A2 = 1. If
s > 1 and F1, Fs are both affine or both triangular, we replace F' with (Fl)goFoFfl.
This replaces G, = F9' ' o---0F90F with G, = (F1)9 oG oF . Asdeg((Fy)9") =
deg(F}) for each r > 1, one has

1 ~
- < < . 2
dea(F1)2 deg(G,) < deg(Gr) < deg(G,) - deg(F1)~,

so this replacement does not change the value of A\o. As this decreases the value
of s, we may assume that F; and Fs are not both triangular or affine. Hence, for
each r > 1, G is a product of rs elements that are affine or triangular, with no

two consecutive in the same group. This gives deg(G,) = H::_()l H;Zl deg(F ng) =
H::_Ol [[j=, deg(Fj) = deg(F)". Hence, Ay = deg(F) is an integer. O

Corollary 2.4.3. The dynamical degree of any element of Aut(A?) is an integer.
Similarly, the dynamical degree of any element of Aut(A3) (respectively Aut(A%))
which preserves the set of fibres of a linear projection A3 — Al or A3 — A?
(respectively A* — A?) is an integer.

Proof. The fact that the dynamical degree of any element of Aut(A?) is an integer
follows from Corollary 2.4.2 applied to n = 2. If f € Aut(A?®) is an automorphism
that preserves the set of fibres of a linear projection A3 — A! or A3 — A2, then
one may conjugate by an element of GLs and obtain f = (fi1, f2, f3) with either
f1 € k[z1] or f1, f2 € k[z1,22]. The fact that A(f) is an integer follows then from
Corollary 2.4.2 and Lemma 2.4.1, respectively (in the second case, one uses the
fact that the dynamical degree of (fi, f2) € Aut(A?) is an integer). Similarly, in
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the case of an automorphism of A* preserving a linear projection A* — A2, one
restricts to the case f = (f1,..., f1) € Aut(A?) with fi, fo € k[x1, x2], and applies
Corollary 2.4.2. O

2.5. Homogeneous endomorphisms.

Lemma 2.5.1. Let h = (hq,...,hy,) € End(A"), let p = (pi1,-- -, pin) € (R>0)™ \
{0} and let 6 € R>q. The following conditions are equivalent:
(1) The polynomial h; is pw-homogeneous of degree Ou; for each i € {1,...,n}.
(2) For each p-homogeneous polynomial p of degree £ and each integer r > 1,
the polynomial po h™ is pu-homogeneous of degree 6"€.
If additionally h; # 0 for each i € {1,...,n}, then (1) and (2) are equivalent to

(3) For each Matrix M contained in h, p is an eigenvector to the eigenvalue 6.

Proof. The implication (2) = (1) is given by choosing p = x; for i = 1,...,n, so
we may assume (1) and prove (2). It suffices to prove (2) for » = 1, as the general
result follows by induction.

If p = 0, then h(p) = 0 is p-homogeneous of any degree. It then suffices to
do the case where p is a monomial: we write p = (xj'z5? - 2% with ¢ € k¥,
ai,...,an > 0, which is y-homogeneous of degree deg,,(p) = >_7" | aifii. As h; is p-
homogeneous of degree 01;, the polynomial poh = (h{*h3? - - - h& is p-homogeneous
of degree Y | aifu; = 0 deg,,(p).

Now, we assume additionally that h; # 0 for each i € {1,...,n}. The equivalence
between (1) and (3) follows immediately from the definition of the py-degree. O

Definition 2.5.2. Let p = (pt1,. .., tn) € (R>0)™ \ {0} and let § € R>o. We say
that h € End(A™) is u-homogeneous of degree 6 if the conditions of Lemma 2.5.1
are satisfied.

Lemma 2.5.3. Let = (pi1,...,t1n) € (R>0)" \ {0}. For each f = (f1,...,[n) €
End(A™) and each 6 € R>q, the following are equivalent:
(1) We can write f as a finite sum f =3, c<p g, where each g¢ € End(A™) is
u-homogeneous of degree &. o

(2) deg,(f) <0.

Proof. (1) = (2): For each i € {1,...,n}, the polynomial f; is the sum of the i-th
components of the endomorphisms g¢. As each of these polynomials has degree
§pi < Op;, the polynomial f; is of p-degree deg, (fi) < Ou.

(2) = (1): As in Remark 2.3.1(1), we write each f;, i € {1,...,n} as f; =
>0<r<ou; Pix where each p; . is p-homogeneous of degree .

We define gy = (P1,0,---,Pn,0) € End(A™), which is y-homogeneous of degree 0.

For each £ € R with 0 < £ < 6, we define the i-th component (ge¢); of g¢ as
follows: if 1; = 0 and £ > 0, then (g¢); = 0 and otherwise, we choose (ge); = Di.ep, -
By construction, g¢ is p-homogeneous of degree €.

Moreover, fi = > <, <pu, Pis = Do<e<p(9e)i for each i € {1,...,n} with p; >
0. If Hi = 0, then fz = EOSNSGuipiv’f = Pi,0 = ZOS&SG(gf)i' This yields f =
2o<e<o 9¢- O

Remark 2.5.4. In the decomposition of Lemma 2.5.3(1), the i-th component of each
ge is unique, if p; > 0, but is not unique if p; = 0.
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Ezample 2.5.5. We have deg(; _1)(f) = deg(f) and deg,(ida») = 1 for each u €
(R>0)™ \ {0}. However, deg, 3 o)(71, 22 + z{w3, x3) = 3.

Lemma 2.5.6. Let = (pi1,...,1n) € (R>0)" \ {0}. For each f = (f1,...,[n) €
End(A"™), the following are equivalent:
(1) deg,(f) < oco.
(2) For each i € {1,...,n} such that p; = 0, the element f; is a polynomial in
the variables {x; | j € {1,...,n}, u; = 0}.
In particular, if p € (Rso)™ then the above conditions hold.

Proof. (1) = (2): Suppose that 6 = deg,,(f) < co. For each i € {1,...,n}, we get
deg,, (fi) < Ou; (Definition 1.4.3). If y; = 0, then deg, (f;) = 0, which means that
fi is a polynomial in the variables {x; | j € {1,...,n}, u; = 0}.

(2) = (1): it follows from (2) that deg,(f;) < 0 for each i € {1,...,n} such that
pi = 0. This gives deg,(f) = max {deg#(fi)/ui | i > 0} < oo, O

Lemma 2.5.7. Let f = (f1,..., fn) € End(A™) be a dominant endomorphism. For
each mazimal eigenvector p of f, the u-leading part g = (g1,...,9n) € End(A"™) of
f has the following properties:
(1) The mazimal eigenvalue 0 of f is such that deg,(g) = deg,,(f) = 0 < oo;
(2) For eachi € {1,...,n}, the polynomial g; is non-constant.

Proof. As pu = (p1,...,ptn) € (R>0)™ is a maximal eigenvector of f, we have
deg,(fi) = Ou; for each i € {1,...,n}, where ¢ is the maximal eigenvalue of f.
This gives deg,,(f) = ¢ < oo and therefore deg,(g;) = Ou; = deg,(f;) for each
i €{1,...,n}. Hence, we get (1). In case y; > 0, we have deg,,(g:) = Op; > 0 and
thus g; is non-constant. In case y; = 0, we have deg,,(f;) = 0p; = 0 and thus g; = f;.
As f is dominant, the latter polynomial is non-constant. This shows (2). (Il

2.6. Inequalities obtained by iterations.

Lemma 2.6.1. Let f = (f1,...,fn) € End(A™) be a dominant endomorphism.
Suppose that = (p1,...,pn) € (R>0)" and that 6 = deg,,(f) € R>o. Let g =
(91,---,9n) € End(A"™) be the p-leading part of f. Then the following hold:
(1) We can write f as a finite sum f = g+3 g g g, where each g¢ € End(A™)
18 u-homogeneous of degree €.
(2) The i-the coordinate function (g"); of g" is the u-homogeneous part of degree
0" w; of (f7)s for each i € {1,...,n} and each r > 1.
(3) deg,(f") < 0" for each r > 1.
(4) We have
b M e,y e = i (deg, () <0
(5) If 6 > 1, the following are equivalent:
(i) Titn o (deg, (/7)) 1/7 = 6.
(i) f is p-algebraically stable.
(#5) For each r > 1 there isi € {1,...,n} with u; >0 and (¢"); # 0.

Proof. As deg,,(f) = 0, we have deg,,(f;) < 6p; for each i € {1,...,n}. Moreover,
as f is dominant and p # 0, there are 4,5 € {1,...,n} such that y; > 0 and
deg,,(fj) > 1. This implies that deg,(f;) > p; > 0 and thus

0 <deg,(f)=90.
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We now observe that deg,(f — g) < 6. Indeed, for each j € {1,...,n}, the j-th
component g; of g is the y-homogeneous part of f; of degree Ou; > deg,(f;). If
pj =0, then f; = g;, and if p; > 0, then deg, (f; — g;) < Ou;.

By Lemma 2.5.3, we can write f — g as a finite sum f — g = Zo<g<9 ge, where
each g¢ € End(A™) is p-homogeneous of degree £. This gives (1). -

We now prove (2)-(3) by induction on r > 1. For r = 1, (2) follows from the
definition of g. Moreover, (3) is given by hypothesis.

We now assume (2)-(3) for some integer r > 1 and prove them for r + 1. For

each i € {1,...,7}, we write (f"); = (¢"); + si, where (¢"); is p-homogeneous of
degree 0" 1; and deg,,(s;) < 0"p;. This gives
(f* i = ((g)i+siof
SO .
= (¢ itsiog+ X ((9")i+si)oge
0<E<0

As g is p-homogeneous of degree 6, the polynomial (g"1); is pu-homogeneous of
degree 0"*1p; (Lemma 2.5.1). As s; is a sum of u-homogeneous polynomials of
degree < "p; and g¢ is y-homogeneous of degree £ < 6, we have

deg,(siog+ > ((9")i+si)0ge) <0
0<E<0

(by using Lemma 2.5.1 again). This yields (2)-(3) for r + 1.

We now prove (4). We choose ¢ € {1,...,n} such that p; = max{p,..., fin},
and observe that for each r > 1, there is j € {1,...,n} such that deg, ((f");) >0
(as f is dominant), so deg,,((f");) > p; = max{p1,. .., tn} > 0. This implies that

. ™ \1/r
(the limit exists by Remark 2.3.1(2)). Let us write Iy = {i € {1,...,n} | u; = 0}.
For each i € In, we have deg,, (fi) < 0u; = 0, so f; is a polynomial in the variables
{z; | j € Ip}. This implies that the same holds for (f");, for each integer r > 1.
Hence, deg,,((f"):) = 0 for each i € Iy. Writing I~o = {i € {1,...,n} [ p; > 0}, we
get for each r > 1,

i

deg, (f") = max{wﬁ € I>0} .

As deg,(f") < 0" (Assertion (3)), we obtain

1/r
i (s @0, :) = i @, (7)" <0

It remains to prove (5); for this, we assume that # > 1. For each r > 1,
Assertion (3) gives deg,(f") < 0", or equivalently deg,((f");) < 6"u; for each
i € {1,...,n}. The equality deg,(f") = 6" holds if and only if there exists
i € {1,...,n} such that y; > 0 and deg, ((f");) = 0"p;. Since (g"); is the u-
homogeneous part of (f7); of degree 6" u; (follows from (2)), this gives the equiva-
lence between (i) and (iiz). It remains then to prove (i) < (7).

“(41) = (1)": Suppose that for each r > 1 thereisi € {1,...,n} such that p; > 0
and (¢"); # 0. There is then j € {1,...,n} and an infinite set I C N such that
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pj > 0and (g"); # 0 for each r € I. Assertion (2) implies that deg, ((f");) > 6",
for each r € I, which implies that

1/r
li d )i >40.
ri{{)lo (zegax,n} eg'u(f ) ) -

This, together with (4), gives lim, o (deg,, (frnt/r =e.

“(i) = (ui1)”: Conversely, suppose that there exists s > 1 such that (¢g°); = 0 for
each i € {1,...,n} with y; > 0. For all such i we obtain deg,((f*):) < 6°u; (by
(2) and (3)). As 6 > 1, there exists then ¢’ € R with 1 < < 6§ such that

deg, ((f*)i) < 0"

for each i € {1,...,n}. Applying the inequality of (4) for f*, we obtain

lim ( max (deg#(f”)i)lﬁ) <o”

r—00 \i€{L,....n}

which gives, by taking the s-th root,

lim ( max (deg#(fr)i)l/T) <0 <.

r—00 \i€{L,...n}

Now we can give a short proof of Proposition A.

Proof of Proposition A. (1): Asp € (Rx0)", we have 6 := deg,,(f) < oo (Lemma 2.5.6).
Using Remark 2.3.1(2) we get

A(f) = lim  max (degu(fr)i)l/r.

r—00 ie{1,...n}

By definition, ¢ is the p-leading part of f. Now, Lemma 2.6.1(4) implies that
1 < A(f) <6. If 6 > 1, we moreover obtain

A(f) =0 < deg,(f") = 0" for each r > 1 < g" # 0 for each r > 1
(by Lemma 2.6.1(4) and Lemma 2.6.1(5)). O

Another consequence of Lemma 2.6.1 is the following result, that generalises
Proposition A to the case where some coordinates of u are zero.

Corollary 2.6.2. Let f = (f1,..., fn) € End(A™) be a dominant endomorphism
and let 1 = (p1,...,pn) € (R>0)" be such that 0 = deg,(f) < oo, and assume
that m € {0,...,n} exists, such that p; = 0 for i € {1,...,m} and p; > 0 for

i€ {m+1,...,n} (which can always be obtained by conjugating with a permutation).
Then, the following hold:
(1) For each i € {1,...,m}, we have f; € k[z1,...,xy]. Hence, the element

f=(f1,--., fm) belongs to End(A™).

(2) If M(f) =0, then A(f) = 0.

(3) If M(f) <0, then A\(f) = 0 < [ is p-algebraically stable.

Proof. Assertion (1) follows from the fact that deg,(f) < oo and the choice of m
(Lemma 2.5.6(2)).
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..... = (F)Y7}. By
using the equality lim, o deg, ., (Y7 = lim, e deg#(fr)l/r (see Re-
mark 2.3.1(2) and Lemma 2.6.1(4)), we obtain

A(f) = max{A(f), lim_deg, (f")"/"}.

Moreover, Lemma 2.6.1(4) implies that lim, degu(fr)l/’“ < deg,(f) = 0. This

provides (2). To show (3), we assume that A(f) < 6 and obtain A(f) = 6 <
lim, o0 deg,, ( 7)Y = 6. This is equivalent to ask that f is u-algebraically stable,

by Lemma 2.6.1(5) (note that 1 < A(f), since f and thus f is dominant). O

Lemma 2.4.1 then gives A(f) = max{A(f),lim, 0 deg,, .,

We finish this section by the following simple observation:

Lemma 2.6.3. Let f € End(A™) be a dominant endomorphism. For each p €
(R>0)™ such that 0 = deg,,(f) € Rx1 and each translation 7 = (z1 +c1,...,Tn +
cn) € Aut(A™) where c1,...,c, € k, the following hold:

f is p-algebraically stable < 7o f is p-algebraically stable.

Proof. Denote by ¢ the p-leading part of f. As pu € (Rs)™, no component of g con-
tains any constant. Hence, g is also the p-leading part of 7o f. By Lemma 2.6.1(5),
f (respectively 7o f) is p-algebraically stable if and only if for each r > 1 there is
i €{l,...,n} such that (¢"); # 0. O

3. MATRICES ASSOCIATED TO ENDOMORPHISMS AND THE PROOF OF
PROPOSITION B

3.1. Spectral radii of N-uples of matrices. In the sequel, we fix the usual
Euclidean norm on R", and on n X n-matrices:

Definition 3.1.1. Let n > 1.

(1) We endow R™ will the usual norm:

n
Zx?, for each = = (x1,...,x,) € R"™.
i=1

(2) This endows the ring Mat,, (R) of n x n-real matrices with the norm

[ Mol

o]l

|M]] = sup {

(3) The spectrum of M € Mat, (R) is the finite subset o (M) C C of eigenvalues
of M.
(4) The spectral radius of M € Mat,,(R) is defined by

M) = A
p(M) Aggfé%ll

veR™\ {O}} , for each M € Mat,, (R).

and satisfies
p(M) = lim || M"|}™.
n—oo

If M = (mi;)i;—y and N = (n;;)7;_; are matrices in Mat, (R) such that
for each (4, j) we have 0 < m; ; < n;;, then p(M) < p(N).
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(5) We have a partial order on R™ given by
x<y iff z;<y;foralli=1,...,n

where z = (21,...,z,) and y = (y1,...,yn). Note that for 0 < z < y we
have |[z]| < [ly|.
(6) For M € Mat, (R) we denote by x s the characteristic polynomial of M.

3.2. The Perron-Frobenius Theorem and its applications. The Perron-Frobe-
nius theory was first established for matrices with positive coefficients, then gener-
alised to irreducible matrices with non-negative coeflicients and then to any matrices
with non-negative coefficients. There are three equivalent definitions of reducible
matrices (see [Ganb9, Vol. 2, Chap. XIII, §1, Definitions 2,2’,2”]). Let us recall one
of them:

Definition 3.2.1. [Gan59, Vol. 2, Chap. XIII, §1, Definition 2’] For each n > 1,
a matrix M € Mat,(R>o) is called reducible if there is a permutation matrix
S € GL,,(Z) such that the matrix SMS~! € Mat,,(R>¢) is block-triangular, i.e.

(A0
SMS —<c b

where A, D are square matrices, and where the zero matrix has positive dimensions.
A matrix M € Mat,,(R>¢) is called irreducible if it is not reducible.

Lemma 3.2.2. [Ganb9, Vol. 2, Chap. XIII, §4] For each reducible matrix M €
Mat,,(R>o), there is a permutation matriz S € GL,(Z) such that SM .S~ is a lower
triangular block-matriz

Ay 0 . 0
Axr Ao E 0
: . . 0
Am,l e Am,mfl Am,m
where Ai 1, ..., Am,m are irreducible matrices.

Theorem 3.2.3 (Perron-Frobenius Theorem). [Gan59, Vol. 2, Chap. XIII, §2
and §3, Theorems 2 and 3] For each M € Mat,,(R>¢), there exists an eigenvector
v € (R>0)™ \ {0} to the eigenvalue p(M). If M is moreover irreducible, we can
choose v in (Rsg)".

Theorem 3.2.4 (Theorem of Lind on weak-Perron numbers). For each A € R, the
following conditions are equivalent:

(1) X is a weak Perron number (see Definition 1.1.1);

(2) X is the spectral radius of a non-zero square matriz with non-negative integral
coefficients;

(3) X is the spectral radius of an irreducible square matriz with non-negative
integral coefficients;

(4) A >0 and A™ is a Perron number for some m > 1.

Proof. The equivalence between (1) and (3) follows from [Lin84, Theorem 3, page
291], and the equivalence between (2) and (3) follows from Lemma 3.2.2. The
equivalence between (1) and (4) can be found for instance in [Sch97, Lemma 4] or
[Brul3, Theorem 2]. O
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As a consequence of Corollary 2.6.2 and of the Perron-Frobenius theorem, we
obtain the following result (which is classical, see for instance [FW12, Lin12]):

Corollary 3.2.5. For each matriz M = (m;;)',—; € Mat,(N) and for each
(a1,...,ay) € (K)", the monomial endomorphism

fa = (™ o ™t atr) € End(A™)

is dominant if and only if det(M) # 0. In this case, the dynamical degree of fr is
equal to the spectral radius of M :

A(far) = p(M) € R>1.

Proof. Note that the endomorphism fy; € End(A™) restricts to an endomorphism
har € End((A\ {0})™).
If det(M) = 0, any non-zero element of the kernel of the transpose of M gives

rise to a non-constant element p in the Laurent polynomial ring k[:zcli7 ..., xF] such

that po hps is constant, so hy; and thus fjs is not dominant. We then assume that
det(M) # 0. This implies that hy; € End((A!\ {0})") is surjective on k-points and
thus fps is dominant. In particular, A(fys) > 1. Thus we only have to show that
A famr) = p(M). By the Perron-Frobenius-Theorem (Theorem 3.2.3), there exists
an eigenvector p € (ft1,...,4n) € (R>0)™ of M to the eigenvalue p(M). Since the
spectral radius of M and the dynamical degree of fj; do not change if we conjugate
M with a permutation matrix, we may assume that there is m < n such that
1 = ... = p, = 0 and p; > 0 for each ¢ > m + 1. Since (fi)" = fur we get
for each 7 > 1 and each i € {1,...,n} that deg, (((frm)"):) = (M"pn)i = p(M)" ;.
This implies that deg, ((fam)") = p(M)" for each r > 1. Thus fy is p-algebraically
stable and deg,,(fr) = p(M) < oo. By Corollary 2.6.2(1), we may write

M= ( M |0 )
* | x
where M € Mat,,(N) with det(M) # 0. By induction, the endomorphism fur €
End(A™) satisfies A(fy;) = p(M) < p(M). By Corollary 2.6.2(2),(3) we get then
A(famr) = deg,(far) = p(M). 0
Corollary 3.2.6. For each endomorphism f € End(A™) and each matrizx M €
Mat,, (N) that is contained in f, we have p(M) < deg(f).

Proof. By the Perron-Frobenius-Theorem (Theorem 3.2.3), there exists an eigenvec-
tor 1 = (p11, -+, pin) € (R>0)™ of M to the eigenvalue p(M). Hence, 37 mj ju; =
p(M)p; for each i € {1,...,n}. By choosing an integer r € {1,...,n} such that
tr = max{p1, ..., tn}, we obtain

p(M)pr = Z My jfj < fhr Z M5
j=1 j=1
The coefficient of the monomial H?:l a:;n“"’j in f, is nonzero (as M is contained in f,
see Definition 1.4.8). This monomial has degree 7, m,.j, so deg(f) > 377, my. ;.
As p, > 0, this gives p(M) < deg(f). O

In the following we will use the next basic property of Handelman numbers. It
is a straightforward application of Descarte’s Rule of Signs, see e.g. [Str86, p.91]:
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Lemma 3.2.7 (Basic property of Handelman numbers). Let n > 1. For each
(g, ... an—1) € (R>0)™\ {0}, the polynomial ™ — Z;:Ol a;x* € Rlx] has a unique
positive real root. In particular, a Handelman number has no other positive real
Galois conjugate.

Corollary 3.2.8. Each Handelman number is a weak Perron number.

Proof. Let A € Rs( be a Handelman number. There exists (ao, - ..,an—1) € Z"\{0}
such that A is a root of P(x) = 2™ — Z?;OI a;x' € Z[z]. By Lemma 3.2.7, all
roots of P, except A, are either non-real or real and non-positive. Since P is the
characteristic polynomial of the matrix

Gp—1 a1 ao
1 - 0 0

A= . . . . S Matn(RZO) )
0o -~ 1 0

it follows by the Perron-Frobenius-Theorem (Theorem 3.2.3) that the spectral ra-
dius of A is equal to A. This implies that A is a weak Perron number (Theo-
rem 3.2.4). 0O

3.3. Sequences of matrices. To study endomorphisms of A™, we will need to
consider finite sets of elements of Mat, (R) that have the property that we can
exchange rows. In order to take the norm on such sets, we will have to see them
ordered, and thus see these in Mat,, (R)" for some N > 1.

Notation 3.3.1. Let n, N > 1. We denote by ./\//\ln,N C Mat, (R)"Y the R-vector

subspace of N-tuples (My,..., My) that have the following property:

For eachi,j € {l,...,N} and each l € {1,...,n}, the replacement of the I-th row
of M; with the I-th row of M gives a matriz which lies in {Mi,...,My}.

We then denote by M, n C ./\//\ln_,N the subset that consists of the N-tuples
(My,...,My) where My, ..., My are N distinct matrices with non-negative coef-
ficients.

Remark 3.3.2. If f € End(A"™) is an endomorphism, then there exists some integer
N > 1 and some N-tuple (Si,...,Sn) € M, n such that {S1,...,Sn} is the set
of matrices that are contained in f (as in Definition 1.4.8).

The following two lemmas build the key ingredients for proving the existence of
maximal eigenvectors of endomorphisms of A™ in the next subsection (see Propo-
sition 3.4.1). This eventually leads then to a proof of Proposition B.

Lemma 3.3.3. Let n,N > 1. For each M = (Mi,...,My) € My, n, there
erists a sequence (Dt)teN of elements Dy, = (Dy1,..., Dy N) € My, N that converges
towards M (with respect to the topology of Mat,, (R)N that is given by the norm as
in Definition 3.1.1) and such that for each t € N, there is no complex number which
is an eigenvalue of two elements of Dy 1,..., Dy n.

Proof. The result being trivially true for N = 1, we will assume N > 2. For each
i € {1,...,n}, we denote by I'; C R™ the finite set of i-th rows of the matrices
Ml, ey MNZ

I'; = {r € R" | r is the i-th row of one of the matrices My, ..., My}.
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We then write I'; = {r; 1,...,74, }, where s; > 1 is the cardinality of T';.
As all matrices My, ..., My are pairwise distinct and as one can “exchange rows”
(see Notation 3.3.1), we have N = s - - - - 8, and obtain a unique R-linear map

o: [TRM = Mon

—.

i=1

with the following properties:

(1) For each k € {1,...,N}, the composition of ¢ with the projection map
7 Mat, (R)Y — Mat,, (R) onto the k-th factor is of the form

TR O P [T, (R™)* —  Mat,(R)
V1,51
(vij)1<i<n,1<j<s;
Un,jn
where j; € {1,...,s;} foreach i € {1,...,n}.
(2) (My,...,Mn) = @((rij)i<isni<i<s,)-
Indeed, the possibilities for maps 7 o ¢ as in (1) are parametrised by the N pos-
sible choices of j; € {1,...,s;} for each ¢ € {1,...,n}, and by (2) the image of
(rij)i<i<n,i<j<s; by the maps m o ¢,..., TN 0 ¢ give the matrices My,..., My;
this gives the existence and the unicity of .
We now identify []7_,(R™)* with the real locus X (R) of the affine space X =
A2,
For any two matrices A, B € Mat,,(R), the resultant of the characteristic poly-
nomials x4 and xp is denoted by (A, B). Recall that r(A, B) = 0 if and only if
A and B have a common eigenvalue. Hence, for any distinct a,b € {1,..., N}, the

set
Zap = {x e [J @)=
=1

corresponds to the elements of X (R) that satisfy one polynomial equation P, €
R[X].

We now prove that P, ; # 0, or equivalently that Z,, # X(R) = [[;—, (R")*,
by showing that m,(¢(x)) and m(¢(x)) have no common eigenvalue for at least

have a common eigenvalue

the matrices 7, (p(z)) and 7 (p(x)) }

one z € X(R). We consider ji,...,j, and ji,..., 7, so that m, o ¢ and 7, o ¢ are
respectively given by
[[Z (R™)*  — Mat,(R) [[i=,(R")* = Mat,(R)
V1,5, V1,5
. and
(vij) 1<i<n = : (Vig) 1<i<n =
1<j< s 1<j< s

’U'nﬂjn vn’j;’l

Since the matrices M, and M, are distinct, the linear maps 7, o ¢ and 7, o ¢ are
also distinct. There is thus [ € {1,...,n} such that j; # j/. Suppose first that
[ =1,1ie. j1 # j;. We may choose z € X(R) such that

malela)) = () mteta) = ()

These matrices have characteristic polynomials t™ — 1 and ¢™, respectively. If [ > 1,
we simply consider conjugation of the above matrices by permutations. In all cases,
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we find an z € X (R) such that 7, (¢(x)) and 7 (p(x)) are matrices without common
eigenvalue in C. This shows that Z, , # X (R), i.e. Pyp # 0.

The product of all polynomials P, ; with distinct a,b € {1,...,n} gives a non-
zero polynomial P € R[X]. We can thus take a real affine linear map £: Al — X =
non-negative and such that the restriction of P to £(R) is non-zero. We obtain that
P({(L)) # 0 for any sufficiently large positive integer n. It suffices then to fix a
sufficiently large ¢ > 1 and to define D, = gp(ﬁ(ﬁlc)) for each integer ¢ > 0. O
Lemma 3.3.4. Let S = (S1,...,58N) € M, n and let v > 0 be an eigenvector of Sy
to the eigenvalue A > 0. Suppose moreover that A > p(S;) for each i € {2,...,N}.
Then S;v < Av for each i € {1,...,N}.

Proof. Assume for contradiction that there is ¢ € {2,..., N} such that S;v € Av.
Denote by v; the j-th component of v for each j € {1,...,n}. Since we may replace
each row R; in S; such that R;jv < Av; with the j-th row from S; and still get an
element in {S1,...,Sy}, we may assume that S;v > Av > 0. As the coefficients of
v and S; are non-negative, we obtain by induction that (S;)"v > A"v > 0 for each
r > 1. In particular,

[[(Si)" v

[[o]

105"l = >\
and we obtain p(S;) = lim,_,00||(S;)"||*/” > A. This contradicts the assumption
that A > p(SZ) O

3.4. Existence of maximal eigenvectors of endomorphisms of A”.

Proposition 3.4.1. For each n,N > 1 and each S = (S1,...,S5Nn) € My, N, there
exists j € {1,...,N} and an eigenvector v € (R>0)" \ {0} of S; to the eigenvalue
A =max{p(S1),...,p(Sn)} such that for each i € {1,..., N} we have

Siv < Sjv=Av.

Proof. Let S = (S1,...,Sn8) € My n. By Lemma 3.3.3, there exists a sequence
(D¢),en of elements Dy = (Dy 1, ..., Dy n) € My n that converges towards S and
such that for each ¢ € N, there is no complex number which is an eigenvalue of two
elements of Dy 1,..., Dy n. In particular, p(D,;) # p(Dy ;) for distinct 4, j by the
Perron-Frobenius-Theorem (Theorem 3.2.3).

By possibly replacing this sequence with a subsequence, we may assume that
there is a j € {1,..., N} such that p(D, ;) > p(Dy;) for alli € {1,...,N}\ {j}
and each ¢t € N. After exchanging the ordering of Sy,...,Sy, we may assume
that j = 1. For each ¢ € {1,..., N}, the sequence (D, ;)ien converges towards
Siy 80 (p(Dy))ten converges towards p(S;) [Ost73, Theorem in Appendix A]. In
particular, p(S1) = A = max{p(S1),..., p(Sn)}. By the Perron-Frobenius-Theorem
(Theorem 3.2.3), there is for each ¢ € N an eigenvector vy > 0 of D1 to the
eigenvalue p(Dy,1). Lemma 3.3.4 then gives for each i € {1,...,N} and each t € N

Dy v < p(De1)ve .
Now, we may assume that ||v;|| = 1 for all ¢ (after normalizing v;). Let

S t={weR"||uw|=1}.
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Since S"~! is compact (with respect to the Euclidean topology), we may take a
subsequence and assume that (v;);en converges to a v > 0 in S*~!. Thus we get

v = p(S1)v = tlggo p(Dyq1)ve = tlggo Dy v = Sy
and for each i € {1,...,N}
S;v = tlggo Dy v < tlggo p(Dy1)ve = p(S1)v = M
This finishes the proof of the proposition. ([

Proof of Proposition B. By Remark 3.3.2, there exists (S1,...,5n5) € M, n such
that {S1,...,Sn} is the set of matrices contained in f. By Proposition 3.4.1 there
exists j € {1,..., N} and an eigenvector p = (u1,...,4n) € (R>0)™ \ {0} of S;
to the eigenvalue = max{p(S1),...,p(Sn)} such that S;u < S;ju = O for each
i € {1,...,N}. We now prove that this implies that deg,(f;) = Op for each
1 €{1,...,n}, which shows that u = (u1,..., ) is a maximal eigenvector of f,
and thus proves (1). For each monomial m = yzi' - -zl of f; with x € k™ there
is a matrix S; with its I-th line equal to (rq r2 --- r,). The [-th component of
S is equal to ripuy + -+ rppn = degu(m). The inequality S;u < Ou then yields
degu(m) < Ou;. As this holds for each monomial of f;, we obtain degu(fl) < Ouy.
The equality follows from S;u = 6y, since the monomial m that corresponds to the
l-th row of S; has p-degree equal to 0.

We now prove (2). The dominance of f implies that 1 < deg(f") for each r and
this in turn gives 1 < A(f). The inequality 8 < deg(f) follows from Corollary 3.2.6,
so we only need to prove A(f) < 0. This is done by induction on n. If n =1, then
u € (Rsp)! and the statement follows from Proposition A(2). Now, let n > 1. We
may assume (after a permutation of the coordinates) that u1 < po < ... < p,.
Now, let m € {0,...,n — 1} with p; = 0 for ¢ < m and p; > 0 for ¢ > m. From
Remark 2.3.1(2) we get

Ao = lim degmmﬂ)m’%(f’”)% = lim max degu((fr)i)%

r—00 r—ooie{l,...,n}
From Lemma 2.5.6 we get that for each ¢ € {1,...,m}, the element f; is a
polynomial in the variables {z1,...,2,,}. Thus we get from Lemma 2.4.1 that

A(f) = max{A1, A2} where
M= A(f) = lim deg(f")7 and  fi=(fi,..., fm) € End(A™).
Since m < n — 1, by induction hypothesis we have

A <6 := max{ |€] € R | € is an eigenvalue of a matrix that is contained in f} .

Note that each eigenvalue of a matrix that is contained in f is an eigenvalue of a
matrix that is contained in f. Thus we get 6; < 6. From Lemma 2.6.1(4), it follows
that Ay < #. In summary we proved that A\(f) = max{\;, A2} < 0, i.e. (2) holds
for n.

We now prove (3). We take a maximal eigenvector p of f. As degu(fi) = Ou;
for each i € {1,...,n}, we have deg,(f) = 0. If 0 = 1, (i) follows from (2) and (i)
is trivially true, so we may assume that 6 > 1. If f is p-algebraically stable, then
Lemma 2.6.1(5) gives A2 = 6 and thus A(f) = 6, so (¢) is proven. Conversely, if
€ (Rso)™ and A(f) = 60 > 1, then f is p-algebraically stable by Proposition A(3).
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This achieves the proof of (ii). As 6 = deg,(f) € R>o (i.e. is not equal to +00),
(#4) is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.6.1(5). O

We now give an example that shows that the implication of Proposition B(3)(7)
is not an equivalence.

Ezxample 3.4.2. We consider the automorphism
F=(f1, f2, f3, 1) = ((21)° + @2, 21, 3 + (w3 + 74)%, 24 — (w3 + 74)%) € Aut(A?).

As deg(f) = 2, the maximal eigenvalue 6 of f (see Definition 1.4.8) satisfies 6 < 2
(Corollary 3.2.6). Moreover, § = 2, as the matrix

2 0 00
10 0 0
0 01 0
0 0 01

is contained in f. When we choose 1 = (0,0, 1,1), we get deg,(f) = 2, and we see
that f is not p-algebraically stable, as degu(f2) = 2 < 4. Moreover, degu(fi) =0
for i € {1,2} and deg,(f;) = 2 for i € {3,4}. Thus p is a maximal eigenvector
of f (see Definition 1.4.8). However, A(f) = 6. Indeed, A(f) < deg(f) = 2, and
((z1)? + 22, 21) is algebraically stable for the standard degree, as its homogeneous
part of degree 2 is ((x1)?,0), which satisfies ((x1)2,0)" = ((x1)?",0) for each r > 1
(see Proposition A).

4. EXPLICIT CALCULATION OF DYNAMICAL DEGREES OF AFFINE-TRIANGULAR
AUTOMORPHISMS

In this section, we apply Proposition B to compute the dynamical degrees of
affine-triangular dominant endomorphisms of A™. We prove Proposition 4.2.3,
which implies Propositions 4.2.5 and C.

Notation 4.0.1. We denote by TEnd(A™) and TAut(A™) (respectively EEnd(A™)
and EAut(A™)) the monoid and group of triangular (respectively elementary) en-
domorphisms and automorphisms of A™. We denote by Aff(A™) the group of affine
automorphisms of A™ and by Sym(A™) C Aff(A™) the group of permutations of the
coordinates.

4.1. From affine-triangular to permutation-triangular endomorphisms.
We can restrict ourselves to permutation-triangular endomorphisms, as the next
simple result shows.

Proposition 4.1.1. Fach affine-triangular endomorphism of A™ is conjugate by
an element of Aff(A™) to a permutation-triangular endomorphism.

Proof. We take o € Aff(A™) and 7 € TEnd(A™) and show that we can conjugate
f = aor to a permutation-triangular endomorphism by an element of Aff(A™).

Let p = (p1,...,pn) € A™ be the point such that a(p) = 0 and consider the
translation 7, = (x1 +p1, ..., Ty + pn) € AfF(A™) N TAut(A"). Then o/ = ao7, €
Aff(A™) fixes the origin (0,...,0) € A”. We then replace o with o and 7 with
7, ' o7, and may assume that a belongs to the subgroup GL,, = GL, (k) C Aff(A")
of elements that fix the origin.
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The group B = TAut(A™) N GL,, is a Borel subgroup of GL,,. It consists of all
lower triangular matrices. The so-called Bruhat decomposition of GL,,:

GL,, = BSym(A™)B
yields 8,7 € B and o € Sym(A"™) such that « = 8o o o~. This gives
B lofoB=ptoaoroB=00y0T0p
where 7o 70 8 € TEnd(A™). This achieves the proof. O
4.2. Permutation-elementary automorphisms. Up to conjugation, each per-

mutation-elementary automorphism has a particular form. This shows the following
easy observation.

Lemma 4.2.1. Let n > 1 and let h € End(A™") be a permutation-elementary
automorphism. There is a permutation of the coordinates o € Sym(A™* 1Y) such
that

f = aohoa—l = (fla" '7fm7§xn+l +p($17" -,$n),$m+1,. .. ,(En),
where 0 <m <n, {z1,...,Tm} ={f1, -, fm}, EEK and p € k[z1,...,3,].
Proof. We write h = o o 7 where o € Sym(A""!) and 7 € EAut(A"*!). We may
choose a = (g, ...,an41) € Sym(A"*T1) such that a1 = 2,41 and € oo o ™!
induces the following cyclic permutation on the last coordinates
(@oooa ™1 =Tny1, (@0coa ™ VNmpo =Tmi1, ..., (@0coa™ )1 =y,

for some integer m with 0 < m < n. This gives

aocgoa = (f1y- s fms Tntls Ting1s -« 5 Tn)
where {x1,...,2m} ={f1,..-, fm}- AS @ni1 = Tp41, we obtain
aoToa b= (x1,..., 00, Tps1 + (21, .., T0))
for some ¢ € k* and p € k[x1,...,x,]. This implies that ao h o a™! is equal to
(docoaNo(aoToa™) = (fi,o o) fonr&Tni1 +D(T1, .. 20), Tt 1y oo s ) -
([

We will need the following result to obtain Proposition 4.2.3 below. Proposi-
tion 4.2.3 will be the key ingredient to show Proposition 4.2.5 and Proposition C'.

Lemma 4.2.2. Let 0 < m < n, let f = (f1,..., fm) € Aut(A™) and let q €
klz1,...,2ny1] \ {0}. For each r > 1, every component of g" is non-zero where

9= (fla' "afmaq7$m+17" .,In) € End(An+1) .

Proof. For each r > 1, we write ¢" = ((¢")1,.--,(9")n+1). The result is true by
assumption when r = 1. For each r > 1 and 1 < i < m we have (¢"); = (f7); # 0.

As (f1,..., fm) € Aut(A™), we also have (f1,..., fm, Tm41,...,2n) € Aut(A™).
In particular, g is dominant if ¢ & k[z1,...,x,], ie. if degwn+1(q) > 1. Thus we
assume that ¢ € k[z1,...,z,] \ {0}.

Suppose first that m = n, in which case ¢ = (f1, ..., fm,q). For each r > 2, we
get g = (91, (¢ )m> a((g" )1, .., (" Ym)). As f is dominant and ¢ is not
the zero polynomial, every component of ¢g” is not zero.

We then assume that n > m and prove the result by induction on n — m.
As (f1,-- s frs Tmt1, - -, Tn) € Aut(A™), there is a polynomial h € k[z1,...,x,)
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such that h(f1,..., fm, Tm+1,---,%n) = ¢, since q € k[xy,...,2,]. We denote by
¢: A™ — A" the closed embedding that is given by

(X1, yn) = (@1, Ty BT, - oy ), T 1y - - -5 T)

and we write 7 = (f1,..., fm, B Tm41,- - Zn—1) € End(A™). We now prove that
gog=dor
go¢($1,...,$n)

=(f1,eo s frns @(@1y oo Ty By Ty« o oy Tne1)s Ay T 1y e vy X))
= (fl?"'7fm7h(f17'"7fm7h7$m+17"'7$n—1)7h7$m+17-'-7xn—1)
=¢oT(x1,...,Tn).

Hence, g" 0o ¢ = ¢ o 7" for each » > 1. By induction, every component of 7" is
non-zero, so every component of g” is non-zero, except maybe the (m + 1)-th one.
But if the (m+ 1)-th component of g” were zero, then the (m + 2)-th of g"*! would
be zero, impossible as the (m + 2)-th component of g" "o ¢ = ¢ o 77! is not equal
to zero. ]

Proposition 4.2.3. Let 0 <m < n, let f = (f1,..., fm) € Aut(A™), £ € k" and
p € k[x1,...,2,]. Denote by I C N™ the finite subset of indices of the monomials
of p, and define

f=max ¢ AR\ = Z i; A" for some (i1,...,i,) € 1
j=m+1

Then,
=01 frmy &@ngr +p(@1, .o, T0)y Ting 1y« o, Tp) € Aut(A"+1)

has the following properties:

(1) Ifdeg,, ., . 2. (p) <1, then A(f) = A(f).
(2) Ifdeg,, ., .. (p)>2, define

n= (Mlu"wﬂﬂﬁ‘l) = (0,'”7079n—m,9n—m—17-“7971),

ie. iy = 0 for j < m and p; = 6" T79 for j > m + 1. Then we have
0 > 1, deg,(f;) = Op; for each j (in particular deg,(f) = 0) and f is p-

.....

algebraically stable. If moreover A(f) < 0 (in particular, if m = 0), then
A(F) = 6.
(3) Assume {f1,...,fm} = {z1,...,2n}. Ifdeg, .. . (p) <1, then the

mazximal eigenvalue of f is equal to 1 and otherwise it is equal to 6.

Remark 4.2.4. The case m = n, not treated in Proposition 4.2.3, is rather trivial.
We have f = (f1,.-, fnsETne1 +0(x1, ..., Ty)) where {f1,..., fu} ={z1,..., 2}
Every matrix contained in f is then a block-matrix with a (n x n)-permutation-
matrix and a (1 x 1)-matrix with a 0 or a 1 on the diagonal, so every eigenvalue
is either 0 or a root of unity. This implies that 8§ = 1 is the only possible maximal
eigenvalue.

Proof of Proposition 4.2.3. (1) Since deg, .. . (p) < 1, Lemma 2.4.1 implies
that

A(f) = max{A(f), lm deg, ..., (/)" =)
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where by convention A\(f) =1 in case m = 0.
(2): For each i = (i1,...,1,) € I, we set

p; = Z ija" I € 7]
j=m-+1

and ¢; = 2™ "™ —p; € Z[z]. Then 6 is the biggest real root of one of the polynomials
in {g; | i € I'}. Note that g; is monic and of degree n—m > 0. Asdeg, . . (p) >
2, there is ¢ = (i1,...,4n) € I such that p;(1) > 2. This implies that ¢;(1) =
1 —pi(1) <0, so g; has a real root that is bigger than 1. This proves that § > 1.
For each i € I, we moreover have ¢;(f) > 0, since ¢; has no real root bigger than 6.
This gives "™ > p,;(#), with equality for at least one i € I.

We now prove that deg,,(f;) = 0u; for each j € {1,...,n + 1} where f; denotes
the j-th component of f: For each j € {1,...,m} we have deg, (f;) = 0 = 6y; and
for each j € {m +2,...,n+ 1}, we have deg,,(f;) = deg,(zj-1) = pj—1 = Ou;. We
moreover have

n

deg,, (fm+1) = max | {deg, (v+1)} U Z (7,
Jj=m+1

=max ({1}U{0-p;(0) | i= (i1,...,0n) EN"}) = 0" =G, iy.

(il,...,in) e N"

This gives in particular 6 = deg,,(f).

It remains to prove that f is p-algebraically stable, i.e. that deg, (f") = 6" for
each r > 1; this will then give the result by Corollary 2.6.2.

By Lemma 2.6.1(5), this corresponds to ask that for each » > 1, there exists
j € {m+1,...,n} such that (¢g"); # 0, where g = (g1,...,gn+1) € End(A"*1) is
the p-leading part of f and (¢"); denotes the j-th component of g". We observe
that

g = (f17 e -7fm;gm+17$m+17 . .,In)
where gm11 € k[x1,...,2n41] \ {0}. The result then follows from Lemma 4.2.2
(3): The maximal eigenvalue of f is the biggest real number that is an eigenvalue
of one of the matrices contained in f. Each such matrix is either contained in
(f1, - fms ETnt1s Timt1, - - -, Tn), but then has spectral radius equal to 1, or is
contained in (f1,..., fm, H?:l :v;-j y Tmtls- -, Tn) for some (i1,...,4,) € I. In this
latter case, the spectral radius is the one of the matrix

ime1l o dp O
0 - 1 0

and thus equal to the biggest real root of the polynomial z"~™ — Z?:mﬂ it I If
deg, ... ..(p) <1, the maximal eigenvalue is again equal to 1, and if deg,, ., . (p) >
2, we get that 6 is the maximal eigenvalue of f.

As mentioned in the introduction, the following result is due to Mattias Jonsson
(unpublished).
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Proposition 4.2.5. For eachn > 1 and each polynomial p € klx1,. .., x,] of degree
> 2, let e, € Aut(A™1) be the automorphism

€p = ($n+1 —|—p($1, R In)a T1s--- 7:677.) € Aut(An+1)'
Let I C N”™ be the finite subset of indices of the monomials of p. We get

Aep) =max ¢ A€ RN = Zijx\”fj for some (i1,...,i,) €1

j=1
Proof. Apply Proposition 4.2.3(2) with m =0 and £ = 1. O

Proof of Proposition C. Let h € End(A""!) be a permutation-elementary auto-
morphism. By Lemma 4.2.1 there is a permutation of the coordinates o € Sym(A"+1)
such that

f:aohoa_l = (flv'-'vfm7§$n+1 +p(I17"'7$n)axm+la"'axn)7

where 0 <m < n, {z1,...,Tm} = {f1,---, fm}, £ €k  and p € k[zy,...,7,]. In
particular A(f) = 1 where f = (f1,..., fm) € Sym(A™).

As the maximal eigenvalue 6 of f is bigger than 1, we have m < n (see Re-
mark 4.2.4). Moreover, Proposition 4.2.3(3) yields that deg, ., (p) > 2. Then,
Proposition 4.2.3(2),(3) give the existence of a maximal eigenvector p such that f
is p-algebraically stable and prove that the dynamical degree A(f) is equal to the
maximal eigenvalue @ of f (this latter fact also follows from Proposition B). Since
a € Sym(A™*!) we get that a~!(u) is a maximal eigenvector of h = a~!o f o q,
h is a~!(u)-algebraically stable and € is the maximal eigenvalue of h. Moreover,
A(h) = A(f). Proposition 4.2.3(2) shows that 6 is the root of a monic integral
polynomial where all coefficients (except the first one) are non-positive, so it is a
Handelman number by definition. (Il

4.3. Affine-triangular automorphisms of A3. In this section, we apply Propo-
sition B to affine-triangular automorphisms f € Aut(A?) and prove Proposition D
and Theorem 1. By Proposition 4.1.1, we can reduce to the case of permutation-
triangular automorphisms. If the maximal eigenvalue 6 of f is equal to 1, then
Proposition B gives A(f) = 6. If § > 1, there is a maximal eigenvector p =
(H1s-- s tin) € (Rso)™ \ {0} of f, and if f is p-algebraically stable, we obtain
A(f) = 0 (Proposition B(3)). We will then study the cases where f is not u-
algebraically stable. This implies that the p-leading part g of f is such that one
component of g” is equal to zero for some r > 1. The possibilities for such endo-
morphisms g are studied in Lemma 4.3.2 below. The following result is a simple
observation, whose proof is left as an exercise.

Lemma 4.3.1. Let n > 1 and let f = (f1,...,fn) € TEnd(A™) be a triangular
endomorphism. Then,

(1) f is dominant if and only if deg, (f;) > 1 for each i€ {1,...,n};

(2) f is an automorphism if and only if deg, (f;) =1 for each i€ {1,...,n}.

Lemma 4.3.2. Let g = (g1,92,93) = 0 o7 € End(A®) where 7 € TEnd(A?) is a
triangular endomorphism, o € Sym(A3) is a permutation of the coordinates, where
all g; are non-constant and such that one of the components of g is a constant for
some r > 2. Then, one of the following holds:
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(1) g2,93 € Klx1], 1 € klz1, z2, 23] \ (K[z1, 22] U k[z1, 23]) and there exists ( € k
such that g1(t, g2,93) = ¢ for each t € k;

(2) 91,93 € k[l‘l], go € k[l‘l,l'g,] \ k:[:vl];

(3) g1,92 € k[l‘l], gs € k[l‘l,l'g] \ k[$1],’

(4) 91,92 € kx1,22] \ K[z1], g3 € Kklx1] and g1(91,92) = (1, 92(91,92) = G2 for
some (1,(2 € k.

Proof. We distinguish some cases, depending on which of the polynomials g1, g2, g3
belong to k[z1].

We first observe that g1, g2, g3 € k[z1] is impossible, as each component of ¢",
for each » > 1, would then be obtained by composing dominant endomorphisms of
A! and thus would not be constant.

€ k[z1]\k for

). Otherwise,
7’)2) —dr 2 1

 Suppose that g1, g5 € k[z1]. By induction, we obtain (¢")1, (¢")3
each r > 1,50 (¢")2 € k for some r > 2. If g5 € k[z1, 23], we obtain (
deg,,(92) = d > 1 and proceeding by induction we obtain deg,. ((g
for each r > 1, impossible.

o If g1,92 € k[x1] we do the same argument as before (by exchanging the roles
of 25 and x3) and obtain (3).

» Suppose now that gs2,93 € klz1]. As g1 € k[x1,z2, 23] \ k[21], the closure of
the image of g € End(A3?) is then equal to A! x ', where I' C A? is the irreducible
curve that is the closure of the image of A — A2 z; — (g2(71),93(z1)). The
restriction of g gives an endomorphism h = g|s14r € End(A! x T).

We now prove that h is not dominant. For each » > 1 and each ¢ € {1,2,3},
the restriction of (g7); to A' x T is equal to m; o h", where m;: Al x I' — Al is the
i-th projection. Choosing ¢ and r such that (¢"); is constant, we find that m; o A"
is constant, so A" is not dominant, as m; is dominant. This proves that h is not
dominant.

Denote by I C A! x T the closure of h(A! x T'), which is an irreducible curve,
that contains { (91(z,92(y),93(¥)), 92(), g3(x)) | (z,y) € A*}. This implies that
the polynomial s = g1(z, 92(y), g3(y)) € k[x,y] is contained in k[z]. We moreover
observe that s is a constant. Indeed, otherwise the restriction of h to IV would
be a dominant map I" — I and since m;|r: IV — A! is non-constant for each
i € {1,2,3}, the restriction of (¢g"); to I'' would be non-constant for each r > 1 and
each i € {1,2,3}, contradiction. Hence, m o h = g1|p1xp: Al x I' — Al is equal
to a constant ¢ € k. This yieldsgi (¢, g2,93) = ¢ for each ¢ € k and implies that
g1 & k[x1, x2] UK[z1, 3], since g1, g2, g3 are non-constant, whence (1).

+ It remains to assume that at most one of the g; belongs to k[z1]. We write
T = (71,72,73), and observe that {g1,92,93} = {m1,72,73}. As 7 € k[z1] \ k,
we get that exactly one of the g; belongs to k[z1] and that 7 € k[z1, z2] \ k[z1].
As g is not dominant, neither is 7; Lemma 4.3.1 then implies that 75 € k[z1,22].
So g1,92,93 € k[x1,z2] and exactly one of the three belongs to k[z1]. Note that
the endomorphism h = (g1, g2) € End(A?) is not dominant. Indeed, otherwise no
component of ¢g" is constant for each r > 1, as g3 € k[x1,x2] is non-constant. It is
thus impossible that g1 € k[z1] or g2 € k[z1], as (g1, g2) (vespectively (g2, g1)) would
be a dominant triangular endomorphism of A? (Lemma 4.3.1). Hence, g3 € k[z1]\k
and g1,92 € k[z1,22] \ k[z1]. As h is not dominant, the closure of h(A2) is an
irreducible curve I' C AZ.

If g;(T) is not a point for j =1 or j = 2, then the restriction h|r: I' = I" would
be dominant. As g3 is not constant on I' (because g3(g1(x1,22)) is not constant),
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we get that (¢"); is non-constant for each r > 1 and each i € {1,2, 3}, contradiction.
Thus g¢;(T") = {¢;} for i = 1,2 where (; € k. This gives (4). O

Lemma 4.3.3. Let f = oov € Aut(A3) be a permutation-triangular automorphism,
where o € Sym(A3) and v € TAut(A®). Suppose that the mazimal eigenvalue 6 of
f is bigger than 1 and let p be a maximal eigenvector of f such that f is not
w-algebraically stable. Then, one of the following cases holds:

(1) f = (&3 + p3(z1,x2),p1(21), Loz + p2(21)) where &2,&3 € k¥, p1,p2 €
k[x1], ps € K[x1,22], deg(p1) = 1, and deg(p2) = 6% > 1. Moreover, there
exists s € k[xa] such that the conjugation of f by (x1,x2,x3 + s(x2)) does
not increase the degree of ps and (strictly) decreases the degree of pa.

(@)  f = (Sawa + p2(w1),&323 + p3(w1, v2),p1(21)) where §2,83 € K, p1,pa €
k[z1], ps € klr1,z2], deg(p1) = 1, and deg(p2) = 0 > 1. Moreover,
there exists s € k[x1] such that the conjugation of f by (x1,x2+ s(x1), x3)
(strictly) decreases the degrees of pa and ps.

Proof. Denote by g = (g1, 92,93) the p-leading part of f. As pu = (u1,p2, u3) €
(R>0)3\{0} is a maximal eigenvector of f, g; € k for each i € {1,2,3} (Lemma 2.5.7).
Moreover, as f is not p-algebraically stable, there is some r > 1 such that (¢"); =0
for all ¢ € {1,2,3} with p; > 0 (Lemma 2.6.1(5)). We write g = o o 7 where
7 = (11,72, 73) € TEnd(A3); Lemma 4.3.2 gives then four possibilities (1)-(2)-(3)-
(4) for g, that we consider separately. We will show that (i) and (i¢) occur in
Cases (1) and (4), respectively and that (2)-(3) do not occur.

(2)-(3): Let us first observe that Case (2) (respectively (3)) of Lemma 4.3.2
does not occur. Indeed, otherwise the first and the last (respectively the first two)
components of g" belong to k[z1] \ k for each r > 1, so u = (0, uz2,0) (respectively
w = (0,0,us)), since (¢"); = 0 for each ¢ € {1,2,3} with p; > 0. This gives
deg,,(gi) = 0 for i = 1,2,3, as g1, g2, g3 belong to k[, x3] (respectively klx1, 2]),
impossible as deg,,(g) = deg,,(f) = 0 > 1 (Lemma 2.5.7).

(1): Suppose now that Case (1) of Lemma 4.3.2 occurs: As g1 € k[z1,z2, 23] \
(k[x1, z2) Uk[z1, x3]) and since the monomials of g; are some of those of fi, that is
one of the coordinates of the triangular automorphism v € TAut(A?), the polyno-
mial f7 is equal to the third coordinate of v and gy is of the form g1 = {3z3+q(x1, x2)
for some &3 € k™ and ¢ € k[z1, z2] \ k[z1]. Since g1(t, g2, 93) = ¢ € k for each t € k,
we obtain £3g3 + q(t, g2) = ¢ for each t € k, so ¢ € k[z2] \ k and

g = (&3 + q(22), 92, (C — 9(92))/&€3),

where go € k[z1]. By definition (Definition 1.4.5), g; is the y-homogeneous part of
fi of degree Opu;, for each i € {1,2,3} so each monomial of g; is of u-degree Ou;.
The explicit form of g1, g2, g3 directly gives

Ou1 = pg = deg(q)pz , Opo = deg(gz)pu1 and Ouz = deg(gs)pr = deg(q) deg(gz)p -

In particular, p1, 2, 3 € Rso and deg(gs) = deg(q) deg(gz2) = 62 > 1. Since two
monomials in the same variables have distinct u-degrees, we moreover find that g,
g2 and g3 are monomials, so ( = 0.

One component of f (and of 7) belongs to k[z1] and is of degree 1. As g1 & k[z1]
and deg(gs) > 1, we find that fo € k[z1] is of degree 1. This yields o = (x3,z1, z2)
and deg(f2) = deg(g2) = 1, whence deg(q) = deg(gs) = 6% > 1. We obtain the
form given in (7): the automorphism f is equal to

[ = (&3 + p3(@1,22), p1(21), 272 + pa(z1))
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where &,&3 € k¥, p1,p2 € k[z1], p3 € k[z1, 2], deg(p1) = 1. Moreover, g3 =
—q(g2)/&s € k[z1] is the p-leading part of f3 = &xa + p2(x1), so gs is only one
monomial, of degree 62 = deg(g3) = deg(pz).

To prove that we are indeed in Case (7), it remains to show that the conjugation
by h = (21, 22,23 +§3_1q(x2)) does not increase the degree ps and strictly decreases
the degree of po. We calculate

hofoh™" = (&xs+ ps(a1,2) — q(32), pr(21), S22 + p2(21) + q(p1(21)) /3).

As every monomial of g; = 323 + g(x2) is contained in fi = a3 + p3(x1, z2), the
degree of p3(x1,22) — g(x2) is at most the one of ps(x1,22). It remains to see that
deg(pa + q(p1)/&3) < deg(p2) which follows from the fact that g3 = —q(g2)/&3 €
k([x1] is the p-leading part of f3 = &axo+p2(x1), and that go is the leading monomial
of p1 (of degree 1.

(4): Tt remains to consider Case (4) of Lemma 4.3.2. As g1, g2 € k[z1, x2] \ k[z1],
the only component of f which belongs to k[z;] (and is of degree 1) is f3, so
o = (x3,22,71) or 0 = (x2,x3,21). Let j € {1,2} be such that f; = vs, where
v = (v1,v2,v3). We then have f; = &uo + pa(z1) for some & € k™ and some
p2 € k[z1]. Asg; € k[z1, z2]\k[z1], we get g; = Eawa+q(z1) for some g € k[z1], that
consists of some monomials of ps. Since ¢; = g;(g1,92), we obtain (; = 292 +¢(g1)-

We now show that j = 2 leads to a contradiction. It gives

g2 = oy + q(x1) = &5 (G2 — qlgn))-

Since &2x9 + g(x1) is irreducible, the polynomial {5 — ¢(g1) is irreducible, and thus
deg(g) = 1, which in turn implies that go and thus ¢; is of degree 1. Hence, g1, g2, g3
are of degree 1, impossible, as # > 1 is the eigenvalue of a matrix that is contained
in g (Lemma 2.5.1).

This contradiction proves that j = 1, so o = (22, x3,21). This yields

f = (&z2 4+ pa(1), &323 + p3(x1, x2), p1(x1))

where &3,&5 € k*, p1,p2 € K[21], p3 € k[z1, 22] and deg(p1) = 1, as in (7).

We also have g1 = &uxa + ¢(x1) and (1 = &292 + q(g91), which yields go =
(G - a90)/€ = (G — al€aws + q(21)))/&a. As g is the yrleading part of f, the
polynomial g2 is not constant (Lemma 2.5.7), so deg(q) > 1. Recall that g; is the
p-homogeneous part of f; of degree Ou;, for each i € {1,2,3} (Definition 1.4.5) so
each monomial of g; is of u-degree 8;. We thus obtain

Opr = p2 = deg(q)pn  and Oz = p .

This proves that p1, po, 3 € Rso, that deg(q) = @ > 1 and that p = (Qus, 0%us, u3).
Since two monomials in the same variables have distinct p-degrees, we moreover
find that ¢ is a monomial, the leading monomial of ps, so deg(ps) = deg(q) = 6 > 1,
as stated in (7).
To prove that we are indeed in Case (i), it remains to show that the conjugation
by h = (z1, x2+¢q(x1) /&, x3) strictly decreases the degree of p; and p3. We calculate

ho foh™" = (&ua + ph(x1), Esxs + py(a1, 22), p1(21)),
where

po(x1) = pa(z1) —q(21),
py(z1,22) = pa(zr, 22 — q(21)/&) + q(or2 + pi(1)) /&2 -
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As q is the leading monomial of py, this conjugation decreases the degree of po,
i.e. deg(ph) < deg(p2) = 6. It remains to see that deg(p}) < deg(ps). To simplify
the calculations, we replace p by a multiple of itself (this is still a maximal eigenvec-
tor) and may assume that u = (1,6,071). As go = (¢1 — q(&2w2 + q(21))) /&2 is the
p-homogeneous part of fo = &3w3 +p3(w1, x2) of u-degree Hus = 62, the polynomial
A =p3 — g2 € k[x1, 0] is equal to

0—1
A=) "ahA;
=0

where each A; € k[z1] is such that deg(A;) +i0 < 6%. As > 1, this implies that
deg(z4A;) = i + deg(A;) < 62 for each i, so deg(A) < 62, which implies that the
degree of p3 = A+ go is equal to 62, since deg(g2) = 2. We then need to show that
deg(ph) < 62. Since deg(ph) < deg(q) = 0, we have deg(q(&aw2 + ph(21))/&2) < 62,
so we only need to show that deg(ps(z1,z2 — q(x1)/&2)) < #2. This is given by

p3(1, 72 — q(21)/§2) = Aw1,72 — q(z1)/&2) + g2(1, 22 — q(71)/&2).
= ;)(562 —q(x1) /&) Ai + (&1 — q(&212)) /&2
and by the fact that deg(A;) + i < 62 for each i. O

Ezample 4.3.4. We now give two distinct examples to show that Cases (i)-(i7) of
Lemma 4.3.3 indeed occur.
(i) Let n > 2, and let f = (z3 — 2%, 71,22 + 27) € Aut(A3). Because of the
matrix contained in (3, 21, 2}), the maximal eigenvalue satisfies § > /n > 1
and as f? = (z2,23 — 25,71 + (w3 — 2%)") and f3 = (21,72, 23), the map f
is not p-algebraically stable for any maximal eigenvector p of f. It has then
to satisfy Case (i) of Lemma 4.3.3, so 8 = y/n.
(i) Let n > 2, and let f = (22 — 27,25 + (z2 — 7)™, 21) € Aut(A3). Because
of the matrix contained in (—a7,z3,21), the maximal eigenvalue satisfies
0 >n>1andas f?2 = (v3,71 + 25,22 — 27) and f3 = (z1,29,73), the
element f is not p-algebraically stable for each maximal eigenvector p of f.
It has then to satisfy Case (i7) of Lemma 4.3.3, so 6 = n.

We now give examples of permutation-triangular automorphisms of A% which
are u-algebraically stable. These will be useful in the proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 4.3.5. For all a,b,c € N such that A = ¥ tdbe ”’;W # 0, the mazimal
eigenvalue and the dynamical degree of the automorphisms
f = (a525 + x5, 20 + 25, 21) and f = (v3 + 2325, 21, 22)

are equal to X. Both automorphisms are p-algebraic stable for each maximal eigen-
vector .

Proof. The matrices that are contained in f are
a b 0 a b 0 0 0 1
c 0 01,10 1 O)J,lec O O] and
1 00 1 00 1 00

— o O
o = O
[ eSS

whose characteristic polynomials are z(2? — az — be), z(z —a)(z — 1), z(2? — 1) and

(x + 1)(2? — 1), respectively. The corresponding spectral radii are respectively )\,
a, 1 and 1. Hence, the maximal eigenvalue of f is A.

~
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Similarly, the matrices contained in f’are

a bc 0 0 0 1
1 0 0)and (1 O O
0 1 0 0 10
whose characteristic polynomials are x(2? — az — bc) and 2 — 1. The maximal

eigenvalue of f’ is then also A.

As neither f nor f’ satisfies any of the two Cases (i)-(ii) of Lemma 4.3.3, both
f and f’ are p-algebraically stable for each maximal eigenvector p (of f and f,
respectively). This gives then A\(f) = A(f') = A (Proposition B) and achieves the
proof. O

Lemma 4.3.6. The mazimal eigenvalue 6 of a permutation-triangular automor-
phism f € Aut(A3) of degree d > 1 is a non-zero number equal to (a++/a? + 4bc) /2
for some (a,b,c) € N> where a+b < d and c < d. It is thus a positive integer or a
quadratic integer and a Handelman number.

Proof. Each real number 6 = ""’7@"’41’0 # 0, where (a,b,c) € N3 is a root of
the polynomial P(z) = 2% — az — be, with a,b,c € N? \ {0} so it is a Handelman
number. If P is irreducible, then 6 is a quadratic integer, and otherwise it is a
positive integer. It remains to see that the maximal eigenvalue of every f is of the
desired form.

We write f = o o7, where 0 € Sym(A®) and 7 € TAut(A3) is a triangular
automorphism, that we write as 7 = (v121 + €, voxa + p(21), V323 + q(21, 22)) where
vi,9,v3 € K e € k, p € k[z1] and ¢ € k[z1,22]. The matrices contained in 7 are
all of the form

m 0 0 m 0 0 m 0 0 m 0 0
o 1.0}, 0 O),]0 1 O,k O O
0 0 1 0 0 1 i 5 0 i 5 0

where m, k,i,j are non-negative integers and 0 < m < 1, k < deg(p) < d and
1+ 7 < deg(q) < d. Since the spectral radius is order-preserving on real square
matrices with non-negative coefficients (see Definition 3.1.1(4)) and since vy # 0,
the maximal eigenvalue is the spectral radius of a matrix where m = 1. The matrices
contained in f are obtained from one of the above four types by permuting the rows.
Permuting the rows of the identity matrix only gives a spectral radius equal to 1.
In the second case, we conjugate by the permutation of the last two. In any case,
we obtain that 6 is either equal to 1 or is the spectral radius of a matrix o’ M, where
o' is a permutation matrix and M is of the form

1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
01 0)J,{0 1 0],k O O
k 0 0 i j 0 i 5 0
where k < d and ¢ + j < d. We obtain
my1 miz 0
U/MZ mao1 M2 0

m31 mgzz2 0

for some m;; € N, so § is the spectral radius of the matrix

mi1 Mmi2
mo1  M22
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This last matrix is one of the following:

(o) 0G0 G C )G i)

where 7, s € {1,4,j,k}. In the first four cases, 0 is an integer in {1,...,d}, so has
the desired form, with a = 6, and b = ¢ = 0. In the fifth case, the characteristic
polynomial is 22 — iz — jr. Choosing @ = i, b = j and ¢ = r we get 0 = (a +
Va2 + 4bc) /2. In the sixth case, the characteristic polynomial is #? — jz —i. When
we choose a = j, b=1 and ¢ = 1, we get again § = (a + va? + 4bc)/2. In the last
case, the characteristic polynomial is 22 — rs. We then choose a = 0, b = r and
c=s. (|

We can now give the proof of Proposition D.

Proof of Proposition D. We take an affine-triangular automorphism f € Aut(A?).
By Proposition 4.1.1, there exists o € Aff(A®) such that f’ = afa~! is a permuta-
tion-triangular automorphism. We then have deg(f’) = deg(f). Moreover, Propo-
sition B shows that there exists a maximal eigenvector of f. We denote by 6 the
maximal eigenvalue of f'. If 6 = 1 or if f’ is py-algebraically stable for each maxi-
mal eigenvector p, the dynamical degrees A\(f) and A(f’) are equal to the maximal
eigenvalue 0 of f’ (Proposition B), which is a Handelman number (Lemma 4.3.6)
so the result holds.

Suppose now that > 1 and that f’ is not p-algebraically stable for some
maximal eigenvector p. Lemma 4.3.3 gives two possibilities for f:

I = (&3 + ps(a1, x2), p1(x1), Eaw2 + p2(x1))  or
[ = (Gaxa + pa(x1), E323 + p3(z1, 22), p1(x1))

where p1,p2 € klz1], p3 € k[z1,22], &2,&3 € k*, deg(p1) = 1 and deg(pz) > 1. In
both cases, Lemma 4.3.3 shows that one can replace f’ by a conjugate, decrease
the degree of ps and do not increase the degree of f’. After finitely many steps, we
obtain the desired case where § = 1 or f’ is u-algebraically stable for each maximal
eigenvector u. Moreover, we still have deg(f’) < deg(f). O

Proof of Theorem 1. Let f € Aut(A3) is an affine-triangular automorphism of A3
of degree d. Proposition D gives the existence of a permutation-triangular automor-
phism f’ € Aut(A?) such that deg(f’) < deg(f) and such that either the maximal
eigenvalue 0 of f’ is equal to 1, or § > 1 and f’ is p-algebraically stable for each
maximal eigenvector . In the first case, the dynamical degree A(f) is equal to
A(f") = 1, by Proposition B(2). In the second case, we obtain A\(f) = A(f') = 6,
by Proposition B(3). Moreover, Lemma 4.3.6 proves that 6 = ""’7”22"’41’0 for some
a,b,c € N with a +b < d,c <d (and that 6 #£ 0).

Conversely, for all a,b,c € N such that 6 = ”7“122“!’6 # 0, the element 6 is the
dynamical degree of (z§z} +x3, 72 +2§,21) and (v3 + 225, 71, 22) (Lemma 4.3.5),
and thus of a permutation-triangular automorphism of A3. This achieves the proof.

O

Corollary 4.3.7. For each d > 3 the set of all dynamical degrees of shift-like
automorphisms of A3 of degree d is strictly contained in the set of all dynamical
degrees of affine-triangular automorphisms of degree d.
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Proof. As each shift-like automorphism is also an affine-triangular automorphism,
we have an inclusion, that we need to prove to be strict. From Proposition 4.2.5
it follows that the set of dynamical degrees of all shift-like automorphisms of A? of
degree d is equal to

{(a—i— a2+4d—4a)/2‘0§a§d}.

From Theorem 1 it follows that Ay = (1 + /1 + 4d)/2 is the dynamical degree of
the affine-triangular automorphism (x3 + 122,z + :v‘li, x1). In order to show that
Ad is not the dynamical degree of any shift-like automorphism of A3 of degree d, for
each d > 3, we only have to show that there exists no d > 3 and no a € {0,...,d}
such that

V1+4d=(a—1)+ Va2 +4d—4a.
Indeed, if this would be the case, then 14 4d = (a —1)? 4+ 2(a — 1)vVa? + 4d — 4a +
a® + 4d — 4a, which yields
a(3—a)=(a— 1)\/m.
This implies that a < 3 and a ¢ {0, 1}, i.e. a = 2. However, in this case d = 2.
(I

4.4. Automorphisms of affine spaces associated to weak-Perron numbers.
In this section, we construct some affine-triangular automorphisms associated to
weak-Perron numbers and prove Theorem 2.

Lemma 4.4.1. Let n > 1 and let A = (a;;)}';—; € Mat,(N) be an irreducible
matriz with spectral radius p(A) > 1. The automorphism f € Aut(A%") given by

n n n
ai, i as ;i An i
(%) xn+1+Hxi ,$n+2+H$i ,...,(Egn—f—HJJZ- S DR
i=1 i=1 i=1

has dynamical degree A\(f) = p(A).

Proof. Let us write 8 = p(A) and choose an eigenvector v = (vy,...,v,) € (Rs)"
of A to the eigenvalue ¢ (which exists by Theorem 3.2.3). We then choose p =
(Bvy,...,00,,v1,...,0,) € (Rsg)?™. The matrix

A 0
M = <In 0> S Matgn(N)
is contained in f, its spectral radius is 6§ and g is an eigenvector of M to the
eigenvalue . Writing f = (f1,..., fan), we now prove that deg,(f;) = 0u; for each
j€{1,...,2n}, and compute the p-homogeneous part g; of f; of degree 6pu;:
(1) For each j € {1,...,n}, we have deg,(zn+;) = v; and degu(l_[:.;1 zh)
Z?:l Hajﬂ-vl- = 92113‘, SO deg#(fj) = 92’Uj = HMJ and g; = H?:l I?]’Z.
(2) For each j € {n+1,...,2n} we have deg,(f;) = deg, (zj—n) = Ovj_n = Op;
and g; = fj-
This implies that deg,(f) = 6. As the endomorphism g = (g1, ..., g2,) € End(A®")
is monomial, it satisfies g" # 0 for each r > 1 (and moreover each component of g”
is not zero). This implies that f is p-algebraically stable and that A(f) = 0 (see
Proposition A). O
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Proposition 4.4.2. Let A € R be a weak Perron number that is a quadratic integer,
and let 22 — ax — b be its minimal polynomial, with a,b € Z. We then have a > 0
and the following hold:

(1) If b >0, then X is the dynamical degree of the shift-like automorphism
(x5 4+ x8ah, 21, 22) € Aut(A®).

(2) If b < 0, then X\ is not the dynamical degree of an affine-triangular auto-
morphism of A3, but is the dynamical degree of a permutation-triangular
automorphism of A* of the form (x) in Lemma 4.4.1.

Proof. Let us write 22 —az—b = (x—\)(x—pu) for some p € R. Note that p # A, as
otherwise A2 € Z and 2\ € Z would imply that A € Z, impossible as ) is a quadratic
integer. Since A is a weak-Perron number, we have A > 1 and —A < p < A. In
particular, @ = A + g > 0. As 22 — ax — b is irreducible and has a real root by
assumption, the discriminant is a? + 4b > 1.

If b > 0, Assertion (1) follows from Lemma 4.3.5 (and also from Proposi-
tion 4.2.3).

Suppose now that b < 0. As Ay = —b, this implies that ¢ > 0, so A is not
a Handelman number (Lemma 3.2.7) and thus is not the dynamical degree of an
affine-triangular automorphism of A% (Proposition D). It is now enough to show
that

F= (w3 + 0wy, g + 20070207 41 20) € Aut(A?)

is a permutation-triangular automorphism with dynamical degree A(f) = A.

Firstly, we prove that f is a permutation-triangular automorphism of A* by
showing that the exponents are non-negative. As a > 0, the numbers o = |a/2]
and a — « are non-negative integers, so we only need to see that a(a — a) +b > 0.
Since a®+4b > 1 we get in case a is even, that a(a—a)+b = a?+b = (a®+4b)/4 > 0
and in case a is odd, that « = (a—1)/2, so a(a—a)+b = ((a—1)/2)-((a+1)/2)+b =
(a2 +4b—1)/4 > 0.

Secondly, the matrix

A= (a(a _aa) . ! a) € Mats(N)

has characteristic polynomial 22 — ax — b and thus spectral radius p(A) = . As
22 — ax — b is irreducible by assumption, it follows that A is an irreducible matrix.
Moreover, as b < —1 and as £2 — ax — b has a real root, we get a # 0, hence a > 1.
Since a? +4b > 1, we get A = (a ++v/a? +4b)/2 > 1. Now, if A =1, then 1 < a < 2
and thus a? +4b < 0 (as b < —1), contradiction. Thus A > 1 and we can apply
Lemma 4.4.1 and get that the dynamical degree of f is A(f) = p(A) = \. d

Proof of Theorem 2. Let A > 1 be a weak-Perron number. By Theorem 3.2.4, A
is the spectral radius of an irreducible square matrix with non-negative integral
coefficients. Lemma 4.4.1 then shows that X is the dynamical degree of an affine-
triangular automorphism of A™ for some integer n. We denote by ng the least
possible such n.

If A =1, then ng = 1, by taking the identity.

If A > 1 is an integer, then ng > 2, as every automorphism of A'! is affine and
thus has dynamical degree 1. Moreover, ng = 2 as f = (27 + 72, 1) has dynamical
degree equal to A (f is p-algebraic stable for u = (1,0) and deg,(f) = A).
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If X\ is not an integer, then ny > 3, as the dynamical degree of every automor-
phism of AZ is an integer (Corollary 2.4.3). If ) is a quadratic integer, the minimal
polynomial of \ is equal to 22 — ax — b with a > 0 and b € Z (Proposition 4.4.2). If
the conjugate of A is negative, we have b > 0, so ng = 3 by Proposition 4.4.2(1). If
the conjugate of A is positive, we have b < 0, so ng = 4 by Proposition 4.4.2(2). O

To complement Theorem 2, we now give a family of examples of quadratic inte-
gers that do not arise as dynamical degrees of affine-triangular automorphisms of
Aut(A3?) but which arise as dynamical degrees of some other automorphisms of A3.

Lemma 4.4.3. For all integers r,s,t > 1, the dynamical degree of the automor-
phism

f=W+a"2"z,x+2°(y +2"2")) € Aut(A®)
is the biggest root of x? — ax + b € R[z], with a = r + s +t, b = rs and satisfies
Af) > s+ 1. In particular, if AX(f) is not an integer, it is not the dynamical
degree of an affine-triangular automorphism of A3, so f is not conjugate to an
affine-triangular automorphism of A3.

Proof. Let 0 be the biggest root of P(z) = 2? —az+b = (z —r)(z — s) — tx € R[z]
As P(s+1)=(s+1—r)—t(s+1)=(s+1)(1—t)—r <0, we find that 6 > s+ 1.
In particular, p = (6 —s,1,0) € R>;.

We compute deg, (z"2%t) = 7(0 — s) + (s + )0 = (r + s +1)§ — rs = 6% and
deg, (z"2") = 6% — s = (6 — s). This gives deg,(f) = 0, with p-leading part
g = (z"2% z,2"2°T). Hence, A(f) = 0 by Proposition A.

If 6 is not an integer, the other root of P(x) is positive, so 6 is not the dynamical
degree of an affine-triangular automorphism of A3 (Theorem 2). This implies that
f is not conjugate to an affine-triangular automorphism of A3. (|

Example 4.4.4. We now apply Lemma 4.4.3 to small values of r, s, ¢, and find some
examples of automorphisms f = (y + 2"2%, 2,2 + 2%(y + 2"2%)) € Aut(A3) whose
dynamical degree A(f) is not the one of an affine-triangular automorphism of A®.
We give below all examples of A(f) <5 given by Lemma 4.4.3. Exchanging r and
s does not change the value of A(f), so we will assume that r < s < 3.

7 )
(y+az,ze+z(y+az) | B3+V5)/2
(y+ 222, 2,0 + 2(y + 222)) 243
(y+a2° 2,0+ 2(y+22%) | (5++21)/2
(y +z2,2,0+ 2%(y + 22)) 2+1/2
2700t 2y +22°) | B VI
(y+az,z,0+4 25y +a2) | (5+V13)/2
1| (y+a2%z, 2,2+ 23(y + 222)) 3+V3

= N K M e

N === == ==
W W[N] —=]|®

Remark 4.4.5. Let A be a weak-Perron number that is a quadratic integer.

By Theorem 2, X is the dynamical degree of an affine-triangular automorphism
of A% but is the dynamical degree of an affine-triangular automorphism of A2 if and
only if its conjugate X' is negative. If A’ > 0, then one can ask if X is the dynamical
degree of an automorphism of A3 (which would then necessarily be not conjugate
to an affine-triangular automorphism). Writing 22 — az + b the minimal polynomial
of A\, with a, b positive integers, Lemma 4.4.3 shows that this is indeed true if one
can write b = rs with r,s > 1 and a > r + s. In particular, this holds if b < 4,
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as a®> —4b > 0,50 a > 2vb. If b =5, then a > 5 (as a > 2v/b), and Lemma 4.4.3
applies as soon as a > 6. The case where a = b = 5 corresponds to A = (54 /5)/2,
which is then the “simplest” weak-Perron quadratic integer that is not covered by
Theorem 2 or Lemma 4.4.3.

According to Remark 4.4.5, it seems natural to ask if every quadric weak-Perron
number is the dynamical degree of an automorphism of A3. A first intriguing case
concerns the following question, which was in fact already asked to us by Jean-
Philippe Furter and Pierre-Marie Poloni:

Question 4.4.6. Is (5 +/5)/2 the dynamical degree of an automorphism of A3?

[Bas97]
[BFs00]
[Bis08]
[Bla16]
[BP9g]
[Bru13]
[BV18]
[BvS19]
[DF20]
[DL18]
[DN11]
[Fek23)]
[FJO7]
[FI11]
[FsW9s]
[Fur99)]
[FW12]
[Gan59]
[GS02]
[Gue02]

[Gue04]

REFERENCES

Frédérique Bassino, Nonnegative companion matrices and star-height of N-rational se-
ries, Theoret. Comput. Sci. 180 (1997), no. 1-2, 61-80. 1.2

Araceli M. Bonifant and John Erik Forne ss, Growth of degree for iterates of rational
maps in several variables, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 49 (2000), no. 2, 751-778. 1.1
Cinzia Bisi, On commuting polynomial automorphisms of C¥, k > 3, Math. Z. 258
(2008), no. 4, 875-891. 1.4.4

Jérémy Blanc, Conjugacy classes of special automorphisms of the affine spaces, Algebra
Number Theory 10 (2016), no. 5, 939-967. 1.4.4

Eric Bedford and Victoria Pambuccian, Dynamics of shift-like polynomial diffeomor-
phisms of CN, Conform. Geom. Dyn. 2 (1998), 45-55. (B)

Horst Brunotte, Algebraic properties of weak Perron mumbers, Tatra Mt. Math. Publ.
56 (2013), 27-33. 3.2

Sayani Bera and Kaushal Verma, Some aspects of shift-like automorphisms of C*, Proc.
Indian Acad. Sci. Math. Sci. 128 (2018), no. 1, Art. 10, 48. (B)

Jérémy Blanc and Immanuel van Santen, Automorphisms of the affine 3-space of degree
3, https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.02144, 2019. 1.1, (3), 2.1

Nguyen-Bac Dang and Charles Favre, Spectral interpretations of dynamical degrees and
applications, https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.10262, 2020. 1.1, 1.1

Julie Déserti and Martin Leguil, Dynamics of a family of polynomial automorphisms
of C3, a phase transition, J. Geom. Anal. 28 (2018), no. 1, 190-224. 1.1, 2.1
Tien-Cuong Dinh and Viét-Anh Nguyén, Comparison of dynamical degrees for semi-
conjugate meromorphic maps, Comment. Math. Helv. 86 (2011), no. 4, 817-840. 2.4
M. Fekete, Uber die Verteilung der Wurzeln bei gewissen algebraischen Gleichungen
mit ganzzahligen Koeffizienten, Math. Z. 17 (1923), no. 1, 228-249. 2.2

Charles Favre and Mattias Jonsson, Eigenvaluations, Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. (4)
40 (2007), no. 2, 309-349. (2)

, Dynamical compactifications of C2, Ann. of Math. (2) 173 (2011), no. 1, 211—
248. 1.1

John Erik Fornae ss and He Wu, Classification of degree 2 polynomial automorphisms
of C3, Publ. Mat. 42 (1998), no. 1, 195-210. 1.1

Jean-Philippe Furter, On the degree of iterates of automorphisms of the affine plane,
Manuscripta Math. 98 (1999), no. 2, 183-193. (2)

Charles Favre and Elizabeth Wulcan, Degree growth of monomial maps and McMullen’s
polytope algebra, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 61 (2012), no. 2, 493-524. 3.2

F. R. Gantmacher, The theory of matrices. Vols. 1, 2, Translated by K. A. Hirsch,
Chelsea Publishing Co., New York, 1959. 3.2, 3.2.1, 3.2.2, 3.2.3

Vincent Guedj and Nessim Sibony, Dynamics of polynomial automorphisms of CF, Ark.
Mat. 40 (2002), no. 2, 207-243. 1.1, 1.4.4

Vincent Guedj, Dynamics of polynomial mappings of C2, Amer. J. Math. 124 (2002),
no. 1, 75-106. 1.1

, Dynamics of quadratic polynomial mappings of C2, Michigan Math. J. 52
(2004), no. 3, 627-648. 1.1, (2)



https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.02144
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.10262

38

[Jun42]
[TW12]
[Lin84]
[Lin12]

[Mae00]

[MaeOla]
[Mae01b]

[Mat89]

[MO91]

[Ost73]

[Sch97]

[Sib99)]

[Ste97]

[Str86]

[Sun14]

[Ued04]

[vdEO0]
[vdK53]

[Xiel7]

JEREMY BLANC AND IMMANUEL VAN SANTEN

Heinrich W. E. Jung, Uber ganze birationale Transformationen der Ebene, J. Reine
Angew. Math. 184 (1942), 161-174. (2), 2.4

Mattias Jonsson and Elizabeth Wulcan, Canonical heights for plane polynomial maps
of small topological degree, Math. Res. Lett. 19 (2012), no. 6, 1207-1217. 1.1

D. A. Lind, The entropies of topological Markov shifts and a related class of algebraic
integers, Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 4 (1984), no. 2, 283-300. 3.2

Jan-Li Lin, Pulling back cohomology classes and dynamical degrees of monomial maps,
Bull. Soc. Math. France 140 (2012), no. 4, 533-549 (2013). 3.2

Kazutoshi Maegawa, Three dimensional shift-like mappings of dynamical degree golden
ratio, Proceedings of the Second ISAAC Congress, Vol. 2 (Fukuoka, 1999), Int. Soc.
Anal. Appl. Comput., vol. 8, Kluwer Acad. Publ., Dordrecht, 2000, pp. 1057-1062. 1.1,
(B)

, Classification of quadratic polynomial automorphisms of C3 from a dynamical
point of view, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 50 (2001), no. 2, 935-951. 1.1, (3)

, Quadratic polynomial automorphisms of dynamical degree golden ratio of C3,
Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 21 (2001), no. 3, 823-832. 1.1, (B)

Hideyuki Matsumura, Commutative ring theory, second ed., Cambridge Studies in Ad-
vanced Mathematics, vol. 8, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1989, Translated
from the Japanese by M. Reid. 1.4.2

Gary H. Meisters and Czest aw Olech, Strong nilpotence holds in dimensions up to five
only, Linear and Multilinear Algebra 30 (1991), no. 4, 231-255. 2.1

A. M. Ostrowski, Solution of equations in FEuclidean and Banach spaces, Academic
Press |A Subsidiary of Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, Publishers|, New York-London, 1973,
Third edition of 1t Solution of equations and systems of equations, Pure and Applied
Mathematics, Vol. 9. 3.4

Andrzej Schinzel, A class of algebraic numbers, Tatra Mt. Math. Publ. 11 (1997), 35-42,
Number theory (Liptovsky Jan, 1995). 3.2

Nessim Sibony, Dynamique des applications rationnelles de P¥, Dynamique et
géométrie complexes (Lyon, 1997), Panor. Synthéses, vol. 8, Soc. Math. France, Paris,
1999, pp. ix—x, xi—xii, 97-185. 1.1

J. Michael Steele, Probability theory and combinatorial optimization, CBMS-NSF Re-
gional Conference Series in Applied Mathematics, vol. 69, Society for Industrial and
Applied Mathematics (STAM), Philadelphia, PA, 1997. 2.2

D. J. Struik, A source book in mathematics, 1200-1800. (Reprint of the 1969 ed.),
Princeton Paperbacks. Princeton, N. J.: Princeton University Press. XVI, 427 p. (1986).,
1986 (English). 3.2

Xiaosong Sun, Classification of quadratic homogeneous automorphisms in dimension
five, Comm. Algebra 42 (2014), no. 7, 2821-2840. 2.1

Tetsuo Ueda, Fized points of polynomial automorphisms of C™, Complex analysis in
several variables—Memorial Conference of Kiyoshi Oka’s Centennial Birthday, Adv.
Stud. Pure Math., vol. 42, Math. Soc. Japan, Tokyo, 2004, pp. 319-324. 1.1, (B)
Arno van den Essen, Polynomial automorphisms and the Jacobian conjecture, Progress
in Mathematics, vol. 190, Birkh&duser Verlag, Basel, 2000. 2.4

W. van der Kulk, On polynomial rings in two variables, Nieuw Arch. Wiskunde (3) 1
(1953), 33-41. (2),2.4

Junyi Xie, The dynamical Mordell-Lang conjecture for polynomial endomorphisms of
the affine plane, Astérisque (2017), no. 394, vi+110. 1.1

JEREMY Branc, UNIVERSITAT BASEL, DEPARTEMENT M ATHEMATIK UND INFORMATIK, SPIEGEL-
aasse 1, CH-4051 BASEL, SWITZERLAND
Email address: jeremy.blanc@unibas.ch

IMMANUEL VAN SANTEN, UNIVERSITAT BASEL, DEPARTEMENT MATHEMATIK UND INFORMATIK,
SPIEGELGASSE 1, CH-4051 BASEL, SWITZERLAND
Email address: immanuel.van.santen@math.ch



	1. Introduction
	2. Inequalities associated to degree functions and the proof of Proposition A
	3. Matrices associated to endomorphisms and the proof of Proposition B
	4. Explicit calculation of dynamical degrees of affine-triangular automorphisms
	References

