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ON THE STABILISATION OF RATIONAL SURFACE MAPS

RICHARD A.P. BIRKETT

ABSTRACT. The dynamics of a rational surface map f : X --» X are easier to analyse
when f is ‘algebraically stable’. Here we investigate when and how this condition can be
achieved by conjugating f with a birational change of coordinate. We show that if this
can be done with a birational morphism, then there is a minimal such conjugacy. For
birational f we also show that repeatedly lifting f to its graph gives a stable conjugacy.
Finally, we give an example in which f can be birationally conjugated to a stable map,
but the conjugacy cannot be achieved solely by blowing up.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let f: X --+ X be a rational map on a smooth projective surface over an algebraically
closed field. Studying f as a dynamical system is complicated by the fact that f need
not be continuously defined on all points of X. For example a rational map f induces a
natural pullback operator on curves f* : Pic(X) — Pic(X), but this operator may not
iterate well. We say f is algebraically stable iff Yn e N (f*)™ = (f™)*. This is equivalent to
the geometric condition that f has no destabilising orbits [DF01]; i.e. an orbit of (closed)
points p, f(p) ..., f*(p) in X, for which f~!(p) and f(f"(p)) are curves. It is natural to
hope that by blowing up the points in such an orbit will improve the situation. The main
theme of this paper is to discuss the extent to which this actually works.

Assume for the rest of the paper that all surfaces are projective varieties over an alge-
braically closed field, and unless explicitly stated, also smooth. We write ¢ : X --+ Y to
indicate that f is a rational map between surfaces, and we use a solid arrow f: X — Y
when f is a morphism.

Definition 1. We write ¢ : (¢,Y) --» (f, X) to indicate that ¢ : Y --» X is a birational
map conjugating f : X --» X tog=¢ tofogp:Y --—»Y. Wheng:Y --» Y is
algebraically stable, we say that ¢ stabilises f.

Diller-Favre proved that for a birational map (f, X) there is always a morphism
7w : (9,Y) — (f,X) which stabilises f. Not all (non-invertible) rational maps can be
stabilised, however. Favre [Fav03] showed for example that many monomial maps on P?
cannot be stabilised by any birational conjugacy.

In any case the arguments in Diller-Favre, and the evidence of particular examples of ra-
tional maps [BK06, BKT*08, [Fav03] support the idea that blowing up destabilising
orbits is a good approach to achieving algebraic stability. We show that when stability can
be achieved via birational morphism, then this is essentially the only way.

Let us call a destabilising orbit minimal when it does not contain any shorter ones.
1
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Proposition 1. Suppose that f : X --+ X is a rational map on a surface. Let

p, f(p), ..., " Yp) be a minimal destabilising orbit for f and © : X' — X be the birational
morphism blowing up of each pj. Then any birational morphism p : (g,Y) — (f, X)
stabilising (f, X) factors as p = wov for some birational morphism v :Y — X',

Definition 2 (Minimal Stabilisation Algorithm). Given a rational surface map
fo : Xo --» Xo we define a (possibly finite) sequence 7, : (fmt1, Xm+1) — (fm, Xim) for
m = 0 as follows

(i) If f,, is algebraically stable, stop.

(ii) If not, then pick a minimal destabilising orbit p1, p2, ..., p, and blowup each of the
p; to produce mp, : (frt1, Xm+1) = (s Xm)-

If this sequence terminates at fy; : Xpr --+ Xy, write m = myo---ompr—1 : X3y — X. Then
(far, Xar) is algebraically stable and we call 7 : (far, Xar) — (f, X) a minimal stabilisation
of (f,X) (by blowups) when it exists.

This terminology is justified by the next theorem.

Theorem 2. Let f : X --+ X be a rational map on a surface. If there exists a birational
morphism p : (g,Y) — (f, X) stabilising f then any instance of the Minimal Stabilisation
Algorithm terminates in a minimal stabilisation 7 : (f, X) — (f, X) such that p = Tov

~

for some v : Y — X. It follows that the minimal stabilisation (f,X) is unique for (f, X).

Corollary 3. Let f : X --» X be a birational map on a surface. Then there exists a
unique minimal stabilisation 7 : (f, X) — (f, X).

Proof. By [DF01], there exists a birational morphism p : X — X which makes f = p~tofop
algepraically stable on X. By m the minimal stabilisation f : X --» X via
7m: X — X exists (uniquely and factors p). O

and the results of [Fav03] may lead the reader to believe that if a rational map
f admits a stabilisation ¢ : (¢,Y) --» (f, X), then in fact we can achieve algebraic stability

through blowups alone, i.e. ¢ can be chosen to be a morphism ¢ : (f,X) — (f,X). This
turns out to be false.

Theorem 4. Let X be the first Hirzebruch surface Let f : C? ——» C? be given by

x4 + y6>
y? '

(2,1) — (a2, 20y~ + ) = (x%

The [ extends to an algebraically stable rational map f : X --+» X of a Hirzebruch surface
X. If however oy : (fo, Xo) — (f, X) is the point blowup of (0,0) € X, then there does not
exist any birational morphism 7 : (g,Y) — (fo, Xo) which stabilises fy.
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We conclude the introduction on a somewhat different note, giving an alternative approach
to the theorem of Diller-Favre for stabilising birational maps f : X --+ X. In this approach
one focuses on the graph of f, rather than on any of the destabilising orbits of f.

To be precise, we write I'y € X x X for the graph of f, and we call its minimal smooth
desingularisation, Y, the smooth graph of f. Equivalently o : ¥y — X is the birational
morphism found by blowing up X (minimally) until the lift 5 : ¥y — X is a morphism.

Theorem 5. Let fo: Xg --+ Xg be a birational map on a surface. Suppose the sequence
am : (frms1, Xms1) = (fm, Xon) is defined recursively by X1 = %f,,, and ooy, : X5, — X
is the first projection from the smooth graph. Then

(i) Vm >0 Xpq1 = Xy, = Iy, i.e. the graph Iy, is smooth, and

(ii) IM € N VYm = M the map f, is algebraically stable.

A key ingredient of this proof is the observation that the lift fi on 3, is untangled, that is
whenever a curve C' in Y}y is contracted to a point by fi, then C' contains no indeterminate
points.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. provides notation for this article and
recalls useful concepts for birational maps. provides the proof of In
we describe some interesting properties of untangled birational maps and also prepare for
the proof of [Theorem 5|, which constitutes We end the article with the example and

computations for in

In closing we mention that there is another recent proof of the theorem in [DF01] based on
geometric group theory by Lonjou and Urech [LU21]. We also note that in the context of
integrable systems, the failure of algebraic stability is related to the singularity confinement
property, see [GRPI1] etc.
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2. BACKGROUND

For the rest of this article, assume all surfaces are smooth projective over an algebraically
closed field, and rational maps are dominant. An account of most of the facts below can
be found in [Har77, §V].

Let X,Y be surfaces and f : X --» Y a rational map. Let U be the largest (open) set on
which f : U — Y is a morphism, then we define the indeterminate set as I(f) = X\U.
Alternatively, these are the finitely many points at which f cannot be continuously defined.
These are often also called fundamental points.

An irreducible curve C < X is exceptional iff f(C\I(f)) is a point in Y. We define the
exceptional set, E(f), of f to be the union of all (finitely many) irreducible exceptional
curves in X. Denote by e(f) the number of irreducible components in £(f).

Let f: X --» Y be a rational map of surfaces. The graph of f is the subvariety
Iy ={(z, f(x) e X\I(f) x Y} c X xY

along with projections o : I'r — X onto the first factor and 3 : I'y — Y onto the second
factor which are proper. I'y is irreducible because X\I(f) is.

I(f) is the set of points where m does not have a local inverse. a~! : X\I(f) — Iy
is an isomorphism. For p ¢ I(f) we have B(a~'(p)) = f(p). In general for any set of
points S € X, we may define the total transform of S by f as f(S) = B(a~!(S)). When
g # S < I(f) this image has dimension 1. £(f) < X is the a projection of the set of
points where 3 is not finite.

I’y need not be smooth and it will be more convenient to work with the minimal smooth
desingularisation ¥ of I'r. Abusing notation slightly, we denote the lifted projections as
a:¥y — X and B : 3 — Y. Equivalently « : ¥ — X is the birational morphism found
by recursively blowing up the indeterminate set I(f) until the lift of f becomes a morphism
B:¥Xy — Y. When Y = X and f is birational, 3 is also a birational morphism, and one
can deduce that e(a) = ¢(f) = rk NS(¥;) — rk NS(X).

Remark 1 (Warning). 3 may contain curves which appear neither in the domain X or the
codomain Y, meaning both o and 8 map the curve to a point. This issue will be rectified
in [Prop 8 and [Cor 10]

Proposition 6. Let f : X — Y be a birational morphism of surfaces. Then f can be
written as a composition of e(f) point blowups.

Suppose p € I(f~') and 7 : Y' — Y be the point blowup of p. Then f factors as wo f'
where f': X =Y is a birational morphism with e(f") = e(f) — 1.

Otherwise if p ¢ I(f~') and p : X' — X is the point blowup of f~(p). Then f lifts to a
birational morphism f' =71 o f o p with ¢(f") = e(f)

Definition 3. Let f : X --» Y and g : Y --» Z be rational maps on surfaces. We
say an irreducible curve C' < X is a destabilising curve for the composition g o f iff
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f(C\I(f)) =y € I(g9). Equivalently C = f~!(y) and g(y) =2 C’ for some irreducible curve
D c Z, we call D an inverse destabilising curve.

Proposition 7. Let f: X --» Y and g : Y --+ Z be birational maps. Then
9(f(x)) =2 (g0 f)(z)

with equality iff x is not contained in a destabilising curve. Moreover z € g(f(z)) <= z €
(go f)(x) or Iye I(g) nI(f~1) with z € f(y) and x € f~1(y) destabilising the composition
gof.

Definition 4. Let f : X --+ X be a rational map. An irreducible curve C'is a destabilising
curve for f iff there is an n € N such that f(C\I(f)) = p is a closed point, and there is an
n such that f"~!(p) 3 q and ¢ € I(f). The destabilising orbit here is p, f(p)..., f* 1(p)
and its length is n. Then we call any irreducible component of f(q) an inverse destabilising
curve of f. Finally, we say f: X --+ X is algebraically stable iff there are no destabilising
curves for f.

When f is birational, the roles of destabilising and inverse destabilising curve will swap
when you replace f with f~1.

3. MINIMAL STABILISATION

Definition 5. We say that a destabilising orbit p, f(p),.. Y p) is minimal iff the
p;j = f77Y(p) are all distinct closed points where for 1 < j < n we have p; ¢ I(f) and for
1 <j<nwehavep;¢ I(f1).

Equivalently, the points of a minimal destabilising orbit do not contain any shorter desta-
bilising orbits. One can show that any destabilising orbit of minimum length n is minimal,
so these must always exist when f is not algebraically stable.

Proof of [Prop 1. First note that by applying [Prop 6 (n times), if p blows up all the p;
at least once, then we get a new birational morphism v which provides the factorisation
p = mov. Therefore we will proceed to show that p does indeed blowup the p;.

Suppose not; then there is a largest m < n such that p,, = p~(py) is a closed point in Y,
so we claim this is indeterminate for g. Say m = n and f(p,) = D < X, then p, € I(g) if
9(pn) is a curve. It is enough to show that p(g(py)) is a curve. The composition p o g is
stable since I(p) = J, therefore

p(g(Pn)) = pog(bn) = f o p(n) = f(pn) = D
which is a curve; note that the last step is because p is locally an isomorphism at p,. If

m < n then p,, ¢ I(f), so the composition p~! o f is locally stable, asis p~to fop =g
near p,,. Therefore
9(bm) = p~ (f(p(Bm))) = ™' (Pm+1)
which is also a curve by assumption.
Suppose that k < m is minimal such that p,...,py are not blown up by p and either

k=1or k—1 is blown up by p. Using one sees that pr — Pri1 +— -+ — pm. ToO
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show that this is a destabilising orbit for g, we only need to show that g~!(px) is a curve.
This is very similar to the case of p,, above.

p is locally an isomorphism near p;. So it is enough to show that p=! o f~1(py) is a curve.
Say k =1 and f~!(p1) = C = X, then p~! o f~!(p1) contains at least p~*(C\I(f)) which
is a (most of) a curve. Otherwise k > 1, so pr_1 ¢ I(f) and the composition f o p is

algebraically stable over p~!(py_1) which is a curve C. We get that p=! o f~1(ps) = C.

y -1,y
pl P
x T x

g

Proof of[Theorem 2. Given that g : Y --» Y dominates f via p : Y — X = X; we may
proceed inductively on m with the hypothesis that g : Y --+ Y dominates f, : X;, --» X
via Uy, 1 Y — X,

If f,, is algebraically stable we are done, otherwise says that because m,, blows
up a minimal destabilising orbit we have a v,,,+1 : Y — X;,11 which factors v, as v, =

Tm © Vm+1-

VUm+1
Xyt <250y

J4

Xm

Clearly there is no limit to the number of times we can do this if f,, is never algebraically
stable for m > 1. However overall we have shown that

Pp=Vl=T10V =T10TM0V3 ="-++=T100TyOVnytl =T OVUnti

meaning that e(p) > m. Therefore {m e N: f,, is not AS} is in fact bounded and so on
the final value m = M, fys is algebraically stable. Moreover, p = m o v where we define
V =Vp.

We have shown that 7 factors any birational morphism stabilising f, and to finish we
apply this to get uniqueness of ( f ,X ). Suppose we proceed in the minimal stabilisation
algorithm in two different ways which produce two (potentially different) models, namely
fl : Xl --> Xl via w1 Xl — X and fg : Xg -—> Xg via 9 : Xg — X. By the
above we have that m; = mo o vy and my = w9 o 5. We deduce that v, 15 are inverse
morphisms teracAh other,A perviding an isomorphism not only of surfaces but dynamical
systems v : (f1, X1) < (f2, X2).
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1

4. UNTANGLED MAPS
Definition 6. Let f: X --» Y be a birational map. We say f is untangled iff
() nI(f) = 2.

The following results are auxiliary to but also of independent interest.

Proposition 8. Suppose f : X --» Y is a birational map with smooth graph ¥ as in
the diagram below. Then f is untangled if and only if E(a) N E(B) = . In this case the
following additional properties hold

(a) a:EB) = E(f) and B: E(a) — E(f~Y) are isomorphisms;
(b) e(f) = ¢(B) and e(f ") = e();

(c) Ty = 3 is smooth.
2y
AN
f

X -t Y

We leave the proof as an exercise to the reader. The next lemma gives another equivalent
formulation of untangledness which requires a little more argument.

Lemma 9. Let f : X --» Y be a birational map. Suppose f can be written as h™ o g
where g: X — Z, h:Y — Z are birational morphisms, then f is untangled.

Moreover E(f) < E(g) and E(f 1) < E(Rh) with equality if and only if the composition h™'og
has no destabilising curves. Conversely an untangled f always has such a decomposition.

Proof. We prove first and second part by induction; the converse is left as a further exercise.
We claim that if A~ og has a destabilising curve then we can blowup Z by 7 : Z' — Z to get
a simpler decomposition h'~1 o g’ where ¢(g') = ¢(g) —1 and ¢(h’) = e(h) — 1. This produces
a destabilising curve C such that C' is mapped to a curve D by f (proper transform) and
vice versa. When f = h~!o g has no destabilising curves, we conclude that f is untangled.
This process terminates because ¢(g), ¢(h) cannot decrease below 0.

Suppose we have such a destabilising curve, meaning p € Z such that ¢~!(p) and h='(p)
are curves. Now we blowup p € Z by 7 : Z' — Z with exceptional curve E = 771(p). By
g factors as mo ¢’ with e(g’) = ¢(g) — 1 and h factors as woh/ with e(h’) = e(h) — 1.
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The proper transform of E, C = ¢'~1(E\I(¢’"')) < X, is an irreducible curve; or more
simply we have ¢’'(C') = E. Similarly there is an irreducible curve D such that h/(D) = E.
Whence D is the proper transform of C' by f = h/~! o ¢’. This completes the claim.

It remains to show that if the decomposition f = h~! o g has no destabilising curves then
f is untangled, plus £(g) = £(f) and E(h) = E(f1). Let C = &(g) be a curve, then
g(C) = p e Z is a closed point. If p ¢ I(h™!) then clearly f = h~! o g is continuous on
C with a closed point as an image, therefore I(f) n C = & and C < E(f). Otherwise
if p is indeterminate, then we know there is a curve D < h~!(p) < £(h); whence C is a
destabilising curve which pairs with the inverse destabilising curve D, contradicting our
assumption. Thus C < &£(f). Conversely, if f(C\I(f)) is a closed point then certainly
g(C) is a closed point since £(h™1) = &F; so C < &(g). We have shown that £(g) = E(f);
a similar argument shows that £(h) = £(f~'), absent destabilising curves. O

Corollary 10. Let f : X --» X be a birational map and letf be the lift of [ defined by the
following commutative diagram, where Xy is the smooth graph of f. Then f is untangled.

FSEEE R 3
«
X -t x
Proof. f is untangled due to because f = a1 o S. O

Corollary 11. Let f: X --» X be an untangled birqtional map and let f be the lift of f
defined as above. Then a : E(f) — E(f) and B : E(f~1) — E(f~Y) are injections, which
are surjective if and only if f has no length 1 destabilising orbits.

Proof. By M E(f) < E£(B) and E(f7Y) = &() with equality iff o~ o 8 has no
destabilising curves; on the other hand says that a : £(8) — £(f) and 5 : E(a) —
E(f~1) are isomorphisms. Therefore to conclude we only need to show that the composition
a~! o B has a destabilising curve C and inverse destabilising curve D if and only if the
composition f o f has a destabilising curve C' = a(é) and inverse destabilising curve
D = B(f)) Indeed, by C is a curve and f(C) = p if and only if C is a curve
and B(C) = p; similarly D is a curve and f~*(D) = p if and only if D is a curve and
(D) = p. O
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5. STABILISATION THROUGH GRAPHS

Definition 7. Let D(X, f) be the set of all triples (C, D, n) such that C' is a destabilising
curve for f: X --» X with an orbit of length n and inverse destabilising curve D.

The following proposition is the heart of

Proposition 12. Let f : X --» X be an untangled birational map and f cXp - X be
the lift described above in[Cor 10, Then there exists a well defined injection

LDy, f) — DX, f)
(C,D,n) — (a(C), B(D),n +1).

If v is surjective (a bijection) then e(f) =e¢(f). If v isn’t surjective then e(f) <e(f).

Proof. To justify that ¢ is well defined, we claim that every destabilising orbit upstairs
descends to one downstairs; to be precise, if (C, D,n) € D(X, f) then (C, D,n+1) € D(X, f)
where C = a(C) and D = 3(D).

Assume C is a destabilising curve, f(C) = p, f*1p) 3 ¢ € I(f) and f(§) = D. Let
D = B(D),C = a(C); as shown inC c &(f) with f(C) =p = a(p),and D < E(f 1)
with ¢ = 3(¢) = f~%(D). To complete the claim we need to show that f(p) 3 ¢. Indeed
consider the composition f* = fo f*"loa™1; E(a!) = & and I(8) = & therefore by
the total transforms are functorial. We also know that a~1(p) 3 p and B(4) = q.

') = B(f" ™ ) 2 BU"H({8)) 2 BN = {a)

Injectivity follows from the injectivity given in and the simple fact that +(C, D, m) =
(C,D,n) implies m =n — 1.

For the surjectivity, we claim that ¢ is surjective if and only if we can find a length 1
destabilising orbit for f, that is (C, D,1) € D(X, f). Then finishes the proof since

~

we know e(f) < e(f) with equality if and only if we can find a length 1 destabilising orbit
for f.

Clearly, if (C,D,1) € D(X, f) then (C,D,1) cannot have a preimage under ¢ since no
destabilising orbit has length 1 —1 = 0. Conversely we show in the remainder of this proof

that when D(X, f) has no such triples we can find a preimage for (C,D,n) € D(X, f).
Write ¢ = a7}(C), D = 87(D), f(C) = p, and ¢ = f~Y(D). By C < &(f),
D &(f 1), p¢I(f) =I(a™?), and q ¢ I(f~1) = I(871). Write p = f(C) = a™!(p) and

4= f~Y(D) = B"Y(q), both closed points.

We wish to show that fm2 p) 3 ¢ given that we know f"~1(p) 3 ¢. Recall that p ¢ I(a™!)
and q ¢ I(371), so by the total transform of composition f*~2 = 871 o f* loa is
functorial at p in the following way.

Fr20) =87 o 2 a®) = 871 o 7N p) 2 87 (fa)) = {a)-
Therefore (C,D,n —1) € D(Ef,f). O
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Proof of[Theorem & First, note that by X, is smooth for all m > 1, then by
fm is untangled for m > 1; assume that (X7, f1) is not algebraically stable.

If f, is not algebraically stable then we may choose (C, D,n) € D(X,,, fm). By [Prop 12
¢(fin+1) < e(fmm) and either we have strict inequality or all destabilising orbits lift to strictly
shorter destabilising orbits. Since lengths of orbits must be positive, eventually we find an
m’ < m + n such that e(f,,/) < e(fm)-

The sequence k(f,) = 0 must stabilise as m increases with e(fn,) = e(far) for all m >
M. Then D(X,, fm) = & for all such m, otherwise we could decrease e(fy,) further as
above. O

and the theorem admit a shorter proof, ignoring e¢(f,,) when D(X, f) is finite.
With a little more work, one can show that a length n destabilising orbit on Y proves the
existence of a length n + 1 orbit on X, even if it’s not given by ¢ as in This gives
the following bound.

Corollary 13. Let f : X --» X be a birational map and the sequence (X, fm) be as given

in[Theorem 5. Suppose that N is an upper bound on lengths of a destabilising orbit for f.
Then Ym = N, f., is algebraically stable.

6. AN EXAMPLE

6.1. Intro. The goal of this section is to prove This demonstrates that there
are rational maps which can be stabilised by a birational conjugacy but not by blowups of
the surface alone. Recall that f : C? --» C? is given by

(2,1) —> (a2, 20y~ + ) = (x2,

=t + y6>
Y3

Let us initially compactify (f,C?) --» ( f,P! x P!) in the obvious way, by adding a point
at infinity to each factor. Unfortunately, {z = o0} is a destabilising curve for f. One may
check that f({z = 0}) is the indeterminate point (00, ). However if we modify this fibre
to create X, the first Hirzebruch surface, then f : X --+» X is algebraically stable.

Proposition 14. Let ¢ : (f,P! x P') -=> (f, X) be the birational transformation obtained
by blowing up (00,0) and then blowing down the proper transform of {x = c}. Then the
exceptional set, E(f), is Ex = ¢(00,0), and f(Eyx) ¢ I(f) is a fized point. In particular,
f is algebraically stable.

This proposition can be verified by local coordinate computations which we leave to the
reader.
We define Ey = Eo to be {x = 0} € CxP! = X. Next we define the blowup a9 : (fo, Xo) —
1
(f, X) centred on (0,0) € C*> = X and let E; = E1 = E(0p) be the exceptional curve. A
1
consequence of our proof will be that fj is not algebraically stable, but we will also see this

directly from later.
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The method we provide in the next two subsections is elementary, however analysing these
examples on Berkovich space is much faster and more informative. The reader who is

familiar with Berkovich theory may skip to

6.2. Satellite Blowups. Before analysing f further, we introduce a convenient bookkeep-
ing system for blowups over the origin (see [Jon15l §15.1] and [DL16l appx] for precedents).

Definition 8. A birational morphism ¢ : Y — X is satellite (relative to Ey and E,) iff
¢ =010020---00, (n=>1) and for every 1 < j < n we have that o; is the blowup of the
point of intersection between two curves in the list Ey, Eq, E(01), E(02),..., E(0j-1).

Note that in this definition and throughout this section we will adopt the convention that
if : Y — Z is a birational morphism between surfaces and C < Z is a curve then C will
also denote the proper transform ¢=1(C)\E(¢) of C in Y.

Now given any birational morphism ¢ : Y — Xy which is satellite, as above, we proceed to
index the exceptional curves of ¢, by rational numbers 3 € (0, 1) in lowest terms as follows.
For each j > 1, if o; blows up the intersection E% N E < of two previously indexed curves
from among Eo E1 ,E(01),E(02),...,E(0j—1), then we declare E(o;) = E%. Note that

a+c

oy s . .
the Farey sum -5 € (¢, §) is a rational number in lowest terms.

Let0=rg<r; <---<r, =1Dbethefull list Of rational indices for the curves E;; as above.

The dual graph for qﬁ, with vertices {E n} and edges {E Byt By Erk} then
becomes

E?"o Eﬁ e E?“nq - Ern

In particular blowing up E% N Eg corresponds to inserting a vertex as follows.

Ea Ee
b é d
Eﬁ Ea+c E£
b b+d d

We caution however that the ordering of the dual graph does not match the ordering of
the 0, i.e. B, # E(0j) in general.

The curves Eqa can be seen as ‘degenerations’ of embeddings of the complex torus C* x C*
into Y. For any § we define the map e : P! x P! ——» Y given on C* x C* by

Ve C"xC*"—>C*xC*cVY
(s,t) —> (t°, st%).
More generally, we say that a rational map v : P! x P! --s Y is asymptotic to Ya, or
Y~ e, if and only if on C* x C* we have
(5,8) — (7 + o(t?), R(5)t° + o))

where ¢ = ¢ and R is a non-constant rational function on Pl
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Proposition 15. Suppose that v ~ Ve P! x P! ——> Y. Let Z be the proper transform of
P! x {0} under v. Then either

(i) $ =rj and Z is the curve Ea; or

(ii) 7; < § <rj+1 and Z is the closed point By, N B, .

6.3. Mapping Exceptional Curves. Now we compute the images of the curves E,,
under g, using The rough idea is that the point or curve represented by Ya is
mapped to the point or curve represented by f o fy%:yi. We now compute 3 in terms of ¢

o (s, t) = f(t°, st%) = (12, 573440730 4 (343a
’yb

In the case where 4b — 3a > 3a we get by looking at lowest order terms that f o Ve ~ Yaa.
In the case where 4b — 3a < 3a we get that f ova ~ 741,2%3(1. Finally in the special case that
4b — 3a = 3a we get foya(s,t) = (£, (s73 4+ $3)t3) ~ ’y%(s,t). In short f o ~ vr;(q)
where

<

3a
L@ 2
Tf’b'—){_Ba =

2b

e oo
b Lolho

Example 1. We can now see that fy : Xo --» X is not algebraically stable. Ej is fixed by
fo since Ty(0) = 0. However Ty(1) = 5 € (0,1) = (rg, 1), therefore fo(E1) = Egn Ey = P.
This point is indeterminate with fo(P) = Ey because T¢((0,1)) = (0,1] 5 1.

Proposition 16. Let f, g: Y --» Y and ¢ be as above and the irreducible curves of the
fibre {x = 0} indexed by rational (Farey) parameters

O=ro<ri<---<r,=1.
Let Ty : QN [0,1] - Qn[0,1] be such that goyy =y ~ Y1y(q) for every g€ Q [0,1].
Then the dynamics over {x = 0} is determined by the following:

(i) if ¢ =rj and Ty(q) = ry, for some 0 < j, k < n, then g«(E,) = Er,(q);

) if g =rj and 1y < T(q) < rp41 for some 0 < j,k <n, theng: Eg— E,, nE., _;
(iii) if T¢((rj,7j41)) < (T, Th41), then g (ET]. N Erjﬂ) = E,, nE,, . ; otherwise
) if 16, 11) S Tr((r5,7j41)) with k minimal and | mazimal, then we have

9g(Er, "By ) = En U U By

6.4. Dynamics of Exceptional Curves. Suppose for contradiction we have a birational
morphism 7 : (g,Y) — (fo, Xo) which stabilises f. Then by we may assume
that 7 : (¢,Y) = (f,X) — (fo, Xo) is the minimal stabilisation. Consider precisely how
blows up Xg with the Minimal Stabilisation Algorithm.

Lemma 17. The Minimal Stabilisation Algorithm on (fo, Xo) only creates curves which
are satellite relative to Ey and E.
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Hence we can assume that E(r) = E,, u---UE, _,r;€(0,1) nQ. Note that the interval
[0,1] is forward invariant for Ty, as is [3,1]. The rest of the proof will hinge on Ty being
topologically mixing on this interval. In the Berkovich theory, this lemma also corresponds
to the similar fact that [((0,1), (0, |z|)] is forward invariant.

Proof. The only possible destabilising curve for fj is Fq. Any destabilising orbit beginning
at E7 must remain in the fibre {x = 0} which is fixed by fy, and the same applies for every
exceptional curve of w created by the algorithm.

At the first step of the algorithm we only have Ey, 1. Proceeding inductively, suppose
we have an intermediate surface 7’ : (¢,Y) — (fo, Xo) generated by the algorithm which
is satellite relative to Ey and Ey, with E(n') = E,x U -+ U E,y . On one hand, a destabil-
ising curve must be one of the Er;, but on the other hand, ays that a minimal
destabilising orbit consists of finitely many points of the form E,., N e Blowing up all
of these points leads to a further map which is satellite relative to Ey and Fj. O

Proof of [Theorem 4} Consider the orbit of 1 under 7.
1.8 7.n

2 18 16
Indeed, suppose that 7 = 5 with a odd, then

271
3a a 2
a g+l 7w <3
on 2 3a _ 2"*2_3q a > 2
2n+1 - 2n+1 b 3

Thus with every iterate the denominator multiplies by 2 (since 2"*2? — 3a is also odd).
In particular, the sequence (17'(1)) is infinite and there exists a smallest m = my such
that T}n_l(l) = qe€ {ro,...,rn}, but T¢(q) € (rj,7j+1). Thus by [Prop 16|¢i, ii), f(Eq) =
E,, nE,, , = P. We claim that for some smallest m = ma, T}”( rj,7j+1)) 3y, for some
0 < k < n. Then by [Prop 16(iii, iv) we have that for P, f(P),..., f™~1(P) = Q are closed
points with f (Q) o E). Therefore f : X --» X still has the minimal destabilising orbit
P, f(P), e me—l(P) = (), contradiction.

Proof of claim: Suppose not, then for every m, k, ry, ¢ T}”((rj, rj+1)). Since Tf(%) =1l=r,
it follows that Vm,% ¢ 17" ((rjsrj+1)). Because Ty is continuous, T7"((rj,7j+1)) is an
interval (p,q) < [0, 1]\{0 2 1}. Suppose (p,q) < (0, %), then by the formula for Ty we

’ 30
have T¢((p,q)) = (%p, %), i.e. the interval expanded by a factor of 3. Similar goes for
when (p,q) < (3,1). We find that the length of T3 ((rjsrj1)) is (rj41 — 1)) (2)™, but on
the other hand T7"((rj,7;+1)) < T7"([0,1]) = [0,1]. Clearly this is impossible. O

6.5. The Berkovich Alternative. Here we provide some details about another approach
to the bookkeeping using the Berkovich projective line, P. (K). We work over the field,
K, of Puiseux series on the variable x (the same z as above) with C coefficients. There
is a straightforward correspondence between Type II points of the form ((0,|z|?) with
g € Q n[0,1] and exceptional curves E, which can be obtained from satellite blowups
between Ep and Ep. The curves E,.; (0 < j < n) correspond to finitely many marked Type
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IT points in [¢(0,1),¢(0,|x[)], and the intersection point E,., n E, , corresponds to the

Berkovich annulus bounded by the (0, |z|™) and {(0, |z|™+1).

We see that f induces a map on P . This maps ¢(0,7) to ¢(0, R), where R is the radius
given by the magnitude of the Laurent series z*y~3+y3 at |y| = 7. The Weierstrass degree is
—3when R = |z[*r3 = |z*y~3| > |y3| = r® and 3 when |z|*r—3 = |2ty 73| < || = r® = R.
This means that

J+1

0, > lals
G0 Jal*r=) 7 <al3
The effect of z — 22 is to replace each diameter with its square root. The map Ty

constructed in [subsection 6.3| describes the dynamics on (0,0) < P with each T¢(q) =
corresponding to f(¢(0,|z|?)) = (0, |x|").

¢(0,7) —

3 <2
Ty:q— 2q3 q\g
2-39 9>3

Example 2. Consider the map
fi(ey) — (L=a)a?, (1 —2)(@y ™ +¢%))
as defined on P! x P'. Then f is not algebraically stable after any birational conjugation.

Unfortunately to elaborate on this example would use the full power of new machinery
developed for dynamics on Berkovich space, which will appear in the author’s thesis.
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