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A bstract.

W e present a fam ily of birational transform ations in C P2 depending on

two, or three, param eters which does not, generically, preserve m erom orphic

two-form s. W ith the introduction of the orbit of the critical set (vanishing

condition of the Jacobian), also called \post-critical set", we get som e new

structures, som e "non-analytic" two-form which reduce to m erom orphic two-

form s for particular subvarieties in the param eter space. O n these subvarieties,

the iterates of the critical set have a polynom ial growth in the degrees of the

param eters, while one has an exponential growth out of these subspaces. The

analysis ofour birationaltransform ation in C P2 is �rstcarried out using D iller-

Favre criterion in order to �nd the com plexity reduction ofthe m apping. The

integrable cases are found. The identi�cation between the com plexity growth

and the topologicalentropy is,one m ore tim e,veri�ed. W e perform plots ofthe

post-criticalset,as wellas calculations ofLyapunov exponents for m any orbits,

con�rm ing that generically no m erom orphic two-form can be preserved for this

m apping. These birationaltransform ations in C P2,which, generically, do not

preserve any m erom orphic two-form , are extrem ely sim ilar to other birational

transform ationswepreviously studied,which do preservem erom orphictwo-form s.

W e note that these two sets ofbirationaltransform ations exhibit totally sim ilar

results as far as topological com plexity is concerned, but drastically di�erent

resultsasfarasa m ore\probabilistic" approach ofdynam icalsystem sisconcerned

(Lyapunov exponents). W ith these exam ples we see that the existence of a

preserved m erom orphic two-form explains m ost of the (num erical) discrepancy

between the topologicaland probabilistic approach ofdynam icalsystem s.
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1. Introduction: Topologicalversus probabilistic m ethods in discrete

dynam icalsystem s

Twodi�erentapproachesexistforstudyingdiscretedynam icalsystem sand evaluating

the com plexity ofa dynam icalsystem : a topologicalapproach and a probabilistic

approach.A topologicalapproach will,forinstance,calculatethetopologicalentropy,

the growth rate of the Arnold com plexity, or the growth rate of the successive

degreeswhen iterating a rational,orbirational,transform ation.This,quitealgebraic,

topological approach is universal: one counts integers (like som e set of points,

num ber of �xed points for the topologicalentropy, num ber of intersection points

for the Arnold com plexity, or like the degrees of successive polynom ials occurring

in the iteration of rational or birational transform ations). This universality is

a straight consequence of the fact that integer counting rem ains invariant under

any (reasonable) reparam etrization ofthe dynam icalsystem . Not surprisingly this

(algebraic) topologicalapproach can be rephrased,or m athem atically revisited (at

least[1]in C P2,and even [2]in C Pn),in thefram ework [1]ofa H 1;1 cohom ology of

curvesin com plex projectivespaces(C P2,C P1 � C P1).In thistopologicalapproach,

the dynam icalsystem s are seen as dynam icalsystem s ofcom plex variables and,in

fact,com plex projective spaces.

The probabilistic (ergodic) approach, probably dom inant in the study of

dynam ical system s, is less universal, and am ounts to describing generic orbits,

introducing som e(often quiteabstract)positiveinvariantm easures,and otherrelated

concepts like the m etric entropy (integralovera m easure ofLyapunov exponentsin

a Pesin’s form ula [3]). Roughly speaking, we m ight say that a phenom enological

approach consisting in the plot ofas m any realorbits as possible (phase portraits),

or in the calculation of as m any Lyapunov exponents as possible, in order to get

som e hintofthe \generic" situation,also belongsto thatprobabilistic approach. In

thisprobabilisticapproach thedynam icalsystem saretraditionally seen asdynam ical

system sofrealvariables,dom inated by realfunctionalanalysis (sym bolic dynam ics,

G evrey analyticity,...),and di�erentialgeom etry [4](di�eom orphism s,...).

The fact that these two approaches,the \hard" one and the \soft" one,m ay

provide (disturbingly)di�erentdescriptionsofdynam icalsystem sisknown by som e

m athem aticians, but is hardly m entioned in m ost of the graduate textbooks on

discrete dynam icalsystem s,which,for heuristic reasons,try to avoid this question,

im plicitly prom oting,in itsm ostextrem e form ,the idea thatm ostofthe dynam ical

system s would be, up to strange attractors, hyperbolic (or weakly hyperbolic)

system s,the \paradigm " ofdynam icalsystem s being the linearisable determ inistic

chaos ofAnosov system s [5,6]. O fcourse,for such linearisable system s,these two

approachesare equivalent. Along thisline one should recallJ-C.Yoccoz explainingy

that the dynam icalfeatures that we are able to understand fall into two classes,

hyperbolic dynam ics and quasiperiodic dynam ics: \it m ay wellhappen,especially

in the conservative case,that a system exhibits both hyperbolic and quasiperiodic

features... we seek to extend these concepts,keeping a reasonable understanding of

thedynam ics,in orderto accountforasm any system saswecan.Thebig question is

then:Arethese conceptssu�cientto understand m ostsystem s" ?

The description ofconservative cases(typically area-preserving m aps,and,m ore

y In his own address at the International Congress of M athem aticians in Zurich in 1994, or (in

French) in [7].
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generally,m appingspreserving two-form s,or p-form s)isclearly thedi�cultone,and

the one for which the distance between the two approaches, the \hard" one and

the \soft" one, is m axim um (in contrast with hyperbolic system s and, of course,

linearisable Anosov system s). It is not outrageous to say that dynam icalsystem s

which arenothyperbolic(orweakly hyperbolic),orintegrable(orquasiperiodic),but

conservative,preserving m erom orphictwo-form s(or p-form s),are poorly understood,

few tools,theorem s,and resultsbeing available.

In generalforrealisticreversibleyym appings(which arefarfrom beinghyperbolic,

orweakly hyperbolic,butcloserto conservativesystem s),theequivalenceofthesetwo

descriptionsofdrastically di�erentm athem aticalnature isfarfrom being clear.

This possible discrepancy between these two approaches (topological versus

ergodic),is wellillustrated by the analysis ofm any discrete dynam icalsystem s we

have perform ed [10, 11, 12, 13, 14], corresponding to iterations of (an extrem ely

large class of) birationaltransform ations. These m appings have non-zero (degree-

growth [14] or Arnold growth rate [12]) com plexity, or topological entropy [13],

however,their orbitsalwayslook like (transcendental)curvesz totally sim ilarto the

curvesone would getwith an integrablem apping,and system atic calculationsofthe

Lyapunov exponentsoftheseorbitsgivezero,ornegative(forattracting�xed points),

values. To a great extent,the regularity ofthese orbits,and,m ore generally,the

regularityofthewholephaseportrait,seem stoberelated totheexistenceofpreserved

m erom orphic two-form s(resp. p-form s)forthese birationaltransform ations[11,12].

Could it be possible that (when being iterated) a birationaltransform ation could

havea non-zero topologicalentropy and,in thesam etim e,zero (orvery sm all)m etric

(probabilistic) entropy, the previous \alm ost-integrability" being a consequence of

preserved m erom orphictwo-form s(resp. p-form s)?

Theexistenceofapreserved m erom orphictwo-form correspondsto aquitestrong

(alm ost algebraic) structure. Naively, one can im agine that a discrete dynam ical

system with a preserved m erom orphic two-form should be \less involved" than a

discretedynam icalsystem withoutsuch di�erentialstructure.Should theexistenceof

such exactdi�erentialstructure be related to the \hard" topological,and algebraic,

approach ofdiscrete dynam icalsystem s(hidden K �ahlerian structuresx forbirational

transform ations, ...), or should it be related to the \soft" probabilistic (ergodic)

approach (possible relation between \com plex" and \real" invariant m easures ...)?

The answer to the previous question willbe fundam entalto \�llthe gap" between

the two approaches or,at least,better understand the discrepancies between these

two descriptionsofbirationaldynam icalsystem s.To answerthisquestion,onewould

like to �nd two sets ofbirationaltransform ations as sim ilar as possible, but such

thatone setpreserves a m erom orphic two-form ,and the othersetdoes notpreserve

a m erom orphic two-form , in order to com pare the topological and probabilistic

approacheson these two sets.

Along this line, one should note that we found quite system atically, and

surprisingly,preserved m erom orphictwo-form s(resp. p-form s)foran extrem ely large

set ofbirationaltransform ationsin C P2,and in C Pn, n > 2. Sim ilar results were

yyBy reversible we m ean,
atly,invertible:the inverse m ap iswell-de�ned,the num ber ofpre-im age

ofa generic point being unique. N ote that the word \reversible" is also used by som e authors [8,9]

to say that the inverse m ap K � 1 isconjugate to the m ap itself K .

z Thisisthe reason why we called these m appings \A lm ostintegrable" in [10].

x O nem ay recallsom eexactalgebraic(in theiressence)resultswhich areobtained in som eK �alherian

fram ework [15, 16] (for instance, one inherits, im m ediately, a particular cohom ology and strong

di�erentialstructures [4]).
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also found by othergroupsk forextrem ely large setsofbirationaltransform ationsin

C P2. Could it be possible that allbirationaltransform ations in C P2 preserve{ a

m erom orphic two-form ? W e �rst need to �nd a �rst (and as sim ple as possible)

exam ple ofbirationaltransform ation in C P2 forwhich one can show,oratleastget

convinced of,a \no-go"resultlikethenon existenceofa m erom orphictwo-form (even

very involved ...).

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:wewill�rstrecallvarious\com plexity"results

on a�rstsetofbirationaltransform ationsin C P2,preservingm erom orphictwo-form s,

and wewillalso recallsom eresults[1]ofDillerand Favreon thetopologicalapproach

ofthe com plexity ofthese m appings.W e will,then,introduce a slightly m odi�ed set

ofbirationaltransform ations in C P2 for which we willperform sim ilar topological

approach calculations. These calculationswillprovide,for this second set,subcases

where m erom orphictwo-form sareactually preserved.Thistopologicalapproach will

yield usto introducea fundam entaltool,theorbitofthe criticalsety,which willgive

som e strong num erical,and graphical,evidence that a m erom orphic two-form does

not exist generically for this second set,outside the previous subcases. This non-

existence ofa m erom orphic two-form willbe con�rm ed by a large set ofLyapunov

exponents calculations,clearly exhibiting non-zero positive Lyapunov exponents for

this second set. W e will,thus,be able to conclude on the im pact ofthe existence

of a m erom orphic two-form on the (apparent num erical) discrepancy between the

topologicaland probabilistic(ergodic)approachesofdiscrete dynam icalsystem s.

2. T w o-form s versus invariant m easures

Letus�rstrecallthebirationaltransform ation k� in C P2 wehaveextensively studied

from a topological(alm ost algebraic) viewpoint,and,also,from a m easure theory

(alm ostprobabilistic)viewpoint[11]. It is a one param etertransform ation (� 2 C ,

or� 2 R)and itreads[13,18]:

(x;y) ! k�(x;y) = (x0;y0) =

�

y�
x + �

x � 1
; x + � � 1

�

(1)

It was found [18] that k�, the C P2 birational transform ation (1), preservesz a

m erom orphictwo-form [12]:

d� =
dx � dy

�(x;y)
=

dx � dy

y � x + 1
(2)

Thetwo-form (2)should notbecalled a\m easure"sincethedenom inator y� x+ 1can

be negative. The preservation ofthistwo-form correspondsto the following identity

between the covariant �(x;y) = y � x + 1 and the Jacobian oftransform ation k� :

J(x;y) =
�(x0;y0)

�(x;y)
=

�(k�(x;y))

�(x;y)
(3)

k J.D iller,(private com m unication).

{ At�rstsight,such a strange resultwould present som e sim ilarity with the,stillquite m ysterious,

\Jacobian conjecture" ofthe Sm ale’sproblem s[17].

y A lso called, by som e m athem aticians, post critical set, or, in short, \PC". N ote that the

generalfram ework we consider here corresponds to birationaltransform ations having a non-em pty

indeterm inacy set,which is the naturalfram ework when one considers birationaltransform ations :

the m athem atician reader should forget allthe theorem s he knows on holom orphic transform ations

(toric m onom ialtransform ations,etc.)

z Birationalm apping (1) is a particular case ofa two-param eter dependent [18]birationalm apping

k�;� ,which can also be seen to preserve a m erom orphic two-form [19].
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The preservation of this two-form m eans that this birational m apping can be

transform ed, using a (non rational) change of variables, into an area-preserving

m apping (see page 1475 of[12],or page 391 in [11]). As far as a \down-to-earth"

visualization of the (real) orbits, and, m ore generally, of the phase portraits, is

concerned,oneseesthatthis k�-invarianttwo-form (2)can actually be\seen" on the

phaseportrait:nearthestraightline y� x + 1 = 0,correspondingtothevanishingof

the denom inatorof(2),the pointsofthe phase portraitlook like a \spray" ofpoints

\sprayed" near a wallcorresponding to this straight line (see for instance Figure 2

right,and Figures3,4,6 and 7 in [12]).

Thisbirationalm appingwasshown [13,18]tohaveanon-zerotopologicalentropy

and a degreegrowth com plexity (orgrowth rateoftheArnold com plexity)associated

with aquadraticnum ber(golden num ber),correspondingtothepolynom ial1� t� t2.

However,theextensiveLyapunovexponentscalculationsweperform ed,system atically,

gave zero values for allthe (num erous) orbits we considered (see Figure 3 right,or

Figures5,8,10,21,and pages403to419of[11]).Theorbitsofthism appinglookvery

m uch like curvesand,thus,itisnotsurprising to getzero Lyapunov exponents(see

paragraphs4 and 5 in [11]).ThisLyapunov exponentviewpoint,aswellasthedown-

to-earth visualization oftheorbits,suggeststhatthem appingis\alm ostan integrable

m apping",in contradictionwith thetopologicalviewpoint.Recalling,justforheuristic

reasons,som ePesin’slikeform ulax,consideringtheentropyastheintegralover\som e"

invariant m easure d�L yap ofthe Lyapunov exponents, it would be naturalto ask

wherethenon zeropositiveLyapunovexponentsarehidden? W hereisthisapparently

\evanescent"invariantm easureofnon zeropositiveLyapunov exponents? Itcertainly

doesnotcorrespond to any m easure describing the previously m entioned \spray" of

points (which could be related to the m erom orphic two-form (2)). For invertible

m appingslikebirationalm appings,theknown way [20]ofbuilding invariantm easures

assuccessive pre-im agesk of(alm ost)any point,sim ply doesnotwork. Bedford and

Diller[21]showed how to build such invariantm easure d�L yap corresponding to non-

zero positive Lyapunov exponents,for the (invertible)birationaltransform ation (1).

Their m ethod am ounts to considering two arbitrary curves{ �1 and �2 (instead of

an arbitrary point), iterate �1 with k� and �2 with k�1� , and consider the lim it

set obtained as the intersection ofthese two di�erent iterated curves: the invariant

m easureem ergesasa wedgeproduct �+ ^ �� .Such a wedgeproductconstruction is

actually perform ed in detailin [21]on m apping (1).Theinvariantm easurebuiltthat

way,can be seen to correspond to an extrem ely slim Cantor set,which is drastically

di�erentfrom the m erom orphic two-form (2),or,m ore generally,from any invariant

m easure one could im agine being associated with the previously m entioned spray of

points.

Itisalso worth recalling thatBedford and Dillerwerealso able[21]on thisvery

exam ple,butonly for � < 0 (whereonly saddlepointsoccur),to build som esym bolic

dynam ics coding,yielding a 2� 2 m atrix thatactually identi�es with som e induced

x Such a birationalm apping is not a hyperbolic system ,and the various other birationalexam ples

wehave studied arenoteven quasi-hyperbolic.Pesin’sform ula [3](seealso pages299 and 400 in [11])

iscertainly not valid here. W e justrecallitforheuristic reasons,justas an analogy.

k N otethat,forsuch non invertiblecases,wefound no contradiction between thetopologicalapproach

and the probabilistic(invariantm easure)approach:fora non-invertible deform ation of(1)we clearly

found non zero positive Lyapunov exponents form ost ofthe orbits (see paragraph 8 and Figures 27

and 28 in [11]).

{ They m ighteven be identical.
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pullback f� on thecohom ology groupy H 2(P 1 � P 1),thus�lling,for � < 0,the gap

between a realanalysis approach ofdynam icalsystem s and an algebraic projective

com plex analysisofdynam icalsystem sz.

This provides a �rst answer to the discrepancy between the topological and

probabilisticapproach forsuch birationaltransform ations(1)(atleastxfor � < 0):as

farascom puterexperim entsareconcerned,theregionswherethechaos[23,24,25,26]

(Sm ale’s horseshoe,hom oclinic tangles,...) is hidden,is concentrated in extrem ely

narrow regions.

3. A �rst fam ily ofN oetherian m appings

W e have introduced in [27]a sim ple fam ily of birationaltransform ations in C Pn

(n = 2;3;� � �) generated by the sim ple product of the Hadam ard inverse and

(involutive)collineations.Thesebirationaltransform ations,wecalled Noetherian [27]

m appingsk,presentrem arkableresultsforthegrowth-com plexity,and thetopological

entropy,in particularrem arkablecom plexity reductionsforsom especi�cvaluesofthe

param eters{ ofthe m apping.These com plexity reductionscorrespond to a criterion,

introduced by Diller and Favre [1], based on the com parison between the orbit of

the criticalset,or even the exceptionallocus,and the indeterm inacy locus(seebelow

(3.2)). These m appings have sim ilar properties com pared to the ones given for (1),

nam ely a topological entropy, or a degree growth rate, associated with algebraic

num bers,sim ilar phase portraits,and the existence ofpreserved m erom orphic two-

form s forthe transform ationsin C P2,or,in C Pn,preserved m erom orphic n-form s,

together with n � 3 algebraic invariants. In the following we willrestrict ourselves

to birationaltransform ations in C P2 : som e ofthe results,we willdisplay in the

next sections, generalize, m utatis m utandis, to birationaltransform ations in C Pn

(n = 3;4;� � � )and som edo not.

3.1. The m apping

Let us recall [27] the construction of the birational m apping K product of a

collineation C and ofa non-linear involution,the Hadam ard inverse, H ,acting on

C P2. W e considerthe standard quadratic hom ogeneoustransform ation, H ,de�ned

asfollowson the threehom ogeneousvariables (t;x;y) associated with C P2 :

H : (t;x;y) �! (x y;ty;tx) (4)

y See the cohom ologicalapproach ofD illerand Favre in [1],to get the growth rate com plexity.

z M ore recently they have been able to generalize,very nicely [22],allthese resultsto the birational

m appings k�;� ,depending on two param eters[13,18].M apping (1)isobtained from k�;� by setting

� = 0. This m apping [13,18], k�;� ,can also be seen to preserve a m erom orphic two-form . Paper

[22]provides explicit exam ples of a 5 � 5 m atrix (linear m ap of the Picard group), and a 4 � 4

m atrix,encoding the sym bolic dynam ics,such that their characteristic polynom ialboth contain a

factorassociated with the polynom ial1� t� 2t2 � t3,corresponding to the (topological)com plexities

ofourbirationalfam ily analyzed in [18].

x For � > 0,the situation isfarfrom being so clear.

k In reference to N oether’s theorem ofdecom position ofbirationaltransform ations into products of

quadratic transform ations,like the H adam ard inverse,and collineations [27].

{ The param eters correspond to the entries ofthe collineation m atrix.
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W e also introduce the following 3 � 3 m atrix, acting on the three hom ogeneous

variables (t;x;y):

M C =

2

4

a� 1 b c

a b� 1 c

a b c� 1

3

5 (5)

and the associated collineation C which reads,in term s ofthe two inhom ogeneous

variables u = x=t and v = y=t:

(u;v) �! (u0;v0) = (6)

=

�
a + (b� 1)u + cv

(a� 1) + bu + cv
;
a + bu + (c� 1)v

(a� 1) + bu + cv

�

The birationalm apping K = C � H , reads, in term s of the two inhom ogeneous

variables u = x=t and v = y=t:

K : (u;v) �! (u0;v0) = (7)

=

�
auv + (b� 1)v + cu

(a� 1)uv + bv + cu
;
auv + bv + (c� 1)u

(a� 1)uv + bv + cu

�

Thisbirationalm apping (7)conform allyx preservesa two-form . Actually,ifone

considersthe product �(u;v) = (u � 1)(v� 1)(u � v),a straightforward calculation

showsthat J(u;v),the Jacobian of(7),isactually equalto:

J(u;v) = � �
�(u0;v0)

�(u;v)
= � �

uv

((a� 1)uv + cu + bv)3
(8)

where � = a + b+ c� 1 and where (u0;v0) isthe im age of (u;v)by the birational

transform ation (7),orequivalently

du0� dv0

(u0� 1)(v0� 1)(u0� v0)
= � �

du � dv

(u � 1)(v� 1)(u � v)
(9)

For � = 1 (i.e. det(M C )= 1),the m atrix M C ,aswellasitsassociated collineation

C ,areinvolutions,and the two-form (9)isexactly preserved.

3.2. Diller-Favre criterion: com plexity reduction from the analysis ofthe orbitofthe

exceptionallocus

W e recall, in this section, the Diller-Favre m ethod [1], in order to describe the

singularities ofthe m apping,and deduce com plexity reductions ofthe m apping. In

particular we give,for m apping (7),the equivalent ofLem m a 9.1 and Lem m a 9.2

of[1].

W e assum e, here, that condition c = 2 � a � b is satis�ed (i.e. � = 1).

The Jacobian J(u;v) vanishes on u = 0,on v = 0,and becom es in�nite when

v = � cu=((a� 1)u + b).

Using the sam e term inology asin [1],one can show thatthe exceptionallocusy

of K isgiven by

E(K )=

�

(u = 0);(v = 0);

�

v =
� cu

(a� 1)u + b

��

(10)

x Thism eans that the two-form ispreserved up to a constant�.

y Corresponding to the criticalset J(u;v) = 0,together with condition J(u;v) = 1 .
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and the indeterm inacy locus[1]of K isgiven by:

I(K ) =

�

(0;0);

�
b

(b� 1)
;1

�

;

�

1;
c

(c� 1)

��

Actually,for (u;v) = (0;0),the u and v com ponentsof K are,both,ofthe form

0=0,for (u;v) = (b=(b� 1);1),the v-com ponentof K isofthe form 0=0,and,for

(u;v) = (1;c=(c� 1)),the u-com ponentof K isofthe form 0=0.

Asfarasthe three vanishing conditions(10)ofthe Jacobian,oritsinverse,are

concerned,itiseasy to seethattheirsuccessiveim agesby K giverespectively,when

condition � = 1 issatis�ed:

(0;v) !

�
b� 1

b
; 1

�

! � � � !

�
n(b� 1)

nb � (n � 1)
;1

�

(u;0) !

�

1;
c� 1

c

�

! � � � !

�

1;
n(c� 1)

nc� (n � 1)

�

(u;
� cu

(a� 1)u + b
) !

�

1 ;1

�

! � � � (11)

!

�
(n � 1)a� (n � 2)

(n � 1)(a� 1)
;
(n � 1)a� (n � 2)

(n � 1)(a� 1)

�

Do note that the iterates ofE(K ) for n = 1 converge towards (1;1) the �xed

pointoforder one ofm apping K .

O ne hassim ilarresults[27]forthe successive im agesby K �1 ofitsexceptional

locus.

At�rstsightitm ay look rem arkablethattheim ageby K ofcurves(likethethree

vanishingconditions(10)oftheJacobian,oritsinverse)actuallyblow down intopoints.

Thisis,in fact,a naturalfeaturezofbirationaltransform ations(even in C Pn).Such

a phenom enon ofblow down can only occur for transform ations having a non em pty

indeterm inacy set:forinstance,itcannotoccur with holom orphic transform ations.

O ne rem arksthatallthese n-th iterates(by K or K �1 )belong (for n � 2)to

the three K -invariantlines,nam ely u = 1,v = 1,or u = v.

Dillerand Favrestatem entisthatthem apping K isanalytically stable[1]if,and

only if, K n(E(K )) =2 I(K ) (respectively K (�n)(E(K �1 )) =2 I(K �1 ))foralln � 1.

In otherwordsthecom plexity reduction,which breakstheanalyticallystablecharacter

ofthe m apping,willcorrespond to situations where som e points ofthe orbitofthe

exceptionallocus (K n(E(K ))) encounter the indeterm inacy locus I(K ). Having an

explicitdescription ofthese orbits (see (11)) for this birationaltransform ation,one

can easily deduce the com plexity reduction situationsassociated with param eters a,

b,orc,being ofthe form (N � 1)=N ,where N isany positive integer.Forinstance,

when a = (M � 1)=M (M positive integer) and b generic,one gets a com plexity

reduction.Thecom plexity [27]being associated with polynom ialk

P = 1 � 2t+ t
M + 1 (12)

z Ifone considers the set ofpoints where the Jacobian vanishes,also called criticalset,and assum e

thatsom e partofthiscriticalsetisnotblown down into a point,then the birationalm apping would

not be (locally) bijective. Such points would have, at least, two preim ages in contradiction with

the birationalcharacter of the transform ation. This sketched proof rem ains valid for a birational

transform ation in C Pn for n � 3.

k The degree generating function [12, 18] is a rational expression with polynom ial (12) in its

denom inator.
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and,sim ilarly,when a = (M � 1)=M and b = (N � 1)=N (M and N positive

integers),the com plexity isassociated [27]with polynom ial:

PM ;N = 1 � 2t+ t
M + 1 + t

N + 1 � t
M + N (13)

3.3. Beyond the involutive condition: � = a+ b+ c� 1 6= 1

Let us show that the iterates ofthe exceptionallocus have also explicit expressions

when C isno longerinvolutive(nam ely � 6= 1).The iteratesofE(K )becom e:

(0;v) !

�
b� 1

b
; 1

�

! � � � ! (Un;1)

(u;0) !

�

1;
c� 1

c

�

! � � � ! (1;Vn)

�

u;
� cu

(a� 1)u + b

�

!

�

1 ;1

�

! � � � !

�

X n;X n

�

with:

Un(a;b;c)=
(b� 1)((a+ b+ c� 1)n � 1)

(b� 1)(a+ b+ c� 1)n + (a+ c� 1)
(14)

Vn(a;b;c)= Un(a;c;b); X n(a;b;c) = 1=Un�1 (b;a;c)

Now, the iterates ofE(K ) in the n = 1 lim it, depend on the value of � =

a+ b+ c� 1 and read:

j�j< 1 Un !
1� b

a+ c� 1
; Vn !

1� c

a+ b� 1
; X n !

b+ c� 1

1� a

j�j> 1 Un ! 1; Vn ! 1; X n ! 1 (15)

Theabovelim itsareprecisely the�xed point(s)oforderoneofm apping K which

read:
�

1;1

�

;

�

1;
1� c

a+ b� 1

�

;

�
1� b

a+ c� 1
;1

�

;

�
b+ c� 1

1� a
;
b+ c� 1

1� a

�

Again,onerem arksthatallthese n-th iterates(by K or K �1 )belong(for n � 2)

to the three K -invariantlines u = 1, v = 1,or u = v,allowing a m erom orphic

two-form like (9)to be (conform ally)preserved.

For� = 1,the four�xed pointsoforderone collapse to a only one. For� 6= 1,

theiteratesoftheexceptionallocusconvergeto one,orm orethan one,�xed point(s)

oforderone.

4. A second fam ily ofN oetherian m appings

Let us,now,introduce another set ofbirationaltransform ationsin C P2,built in a

totally sim ilarway astheNoetherian m appings[27]oftheprevioussection,nam ely as

productofa collineation C and thepreviousquadratictransform ation H (Hadam ard

inverse(4)).O uronly slightm odi�cation isthatthe 3� 3m atrix M C ,associated with

thiscollineation,isnow thetransposeofm atrix M C considered in [27]and previously

given in (5).Itisstraightforward to rem ark that � = a+ b+ c� 1 = 1 is,again,the

condition for collineation C to be an involution (det(M C ) = 1). In that involutive

caseitisalso straightforward to see that K N ,and K �N ,areconjugated : K �N =

C � KN � C = C�1 � KN � C = H�1 � KN � H = H � KN � H .Thustransform ations

K and K �1 havenecessarily the sam e com plexity.M ostoftheresultswewilldisplay
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in the following,willbe restricted (forheuristic reasons)to thisinvolutive condition

� = a+ b+ c� 1 = 1,butitisim portantto keep in m ind thatm any oftheseresults

can be generalized to the non-involutivecase � 6= 1.

Them apping K = C � H ,in term sofinhom ogeneousvariables(u = x=t,v = y=t),

reads:

K : (u;v) �! (16)
�
buv + (b� 1)v + bu

(a� 1)uv + a(u + v)
;
cuv + cv + (c� 1)u

(a� 1)uv+ a(u + v)

�

W hen written in a hom ogeneous way,it is clear,since the three hom ogeneous

variables, as wellas the three param eters (a;b;c), are on the sam e footing, that

transform ation K = C � H m ust exhibit a sym m etry with respect to the group

ofperm utations ofthe three (hom ogeneous) variables. The sym m etry,induced by

this group ofperm utationsofthe three hom ogeneousvariables,leadsto equivalence

between m appingswith di�erentcouple ofparam etersa and b (with c= 2� a � b).

The change (a;b) ! (b;a) com bined with (u;v) ! (1=u;v=u), and the change

(a;b)! (a;2� a� b)com bined with (u;v)! (v;u),leavethem apping K unchanged.

De�ning the two involutions

P :(a;b) �! (a;2� a� b); T :(a;b) �! (b;a) (17)

the param eter plane (a;b) is com posed of six equivalent regions reached by �ve

transform ations ofone region. The �ve regions are reached from (e.g.) the region

1 � a=2 � b � a by theaction ofxP ,T,P � T,T � P and P � T � P .Itm eansthatthe

m appingsbuiltwith oneofthem atricesM C ,P � MC ,T � MC ,P � T � MC ,T � P � MC ,

P � T � P � MC areequivalent.Asa consequence,if(a;b)givesthecom plexity �,so do

P (a;b),T(a;b),P � T(a;b),T � P (a;b),P � T � P (a;b)forthe corresponding m apping.

The�xed pointsoftheinvolutionsP ,T and P � T � P lie,respectively,on threelines:

b= 1� a=2; b= a; b= 2� 2a (18)

These three linespresentinteresting propertiesaswillbe seen in the following. The

�xed pointofP � T,or T� P ,correspond toapoint a = b= 2=3 in the (a;b)param eter

plane (we willsee below thatthiscorrespondsto an integrable m apping). Asfaras

sym m etries in the (a;b) param eter plane are concerned,another codim ension-one

subvariety popsout,nam ely the quadric

C0(a;b) = a
2 + b

2 + ab � 2(a + b) = 0 (19)

which is invariant under the �ve transform ations P ,T,P � T,T � P and P � T � P .

Having a genus0,curve(19)hasa rationalparam etrization.

Condition C0(a;b) = 0 occurs as a condition for K to be an order two

transform ation not in the whole (u;v) plane, but on som e singled-out curve (see

the algebraiccurve(34)below).Note that,an algebraiccurvesuch that K 2(u;v) =

(u;v)isnecessarily a covariantcurvefor K .

4.1. Diller-Favre com plexity reduction analysis on the new Noetherian m appings

In order to perform a com plexity reduction analysis on (16), sim ilar to the one

displayed in section (3.2), based on the Diller-Favre criterion,let us calculate the

Jacobian of K ,the birationaltransform ation (16):

J(u;v) =
(a+ b+ c� 1)uv

((a� 1)uv + a(u + v))
3

(20)

x N ote that P � T (or T � P )isan order three sym m etry.
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Denoting J(�1) the Jacobian ofK �1 ,oneeasily veri�esthat(asitshould):

J(K �1 (u;v))� J
(�1)(u;v) = J(u;v)� J

(�1)(K (u;v)) = + 1

The �nite set ofpoints ofindeterm inacy ofthe m apping,I(K ),and the �nite

setofexceptionalpointsofthe m apping (criticalset J = 0,togetherwith condition

J = 1 ),E(K ),read:

I(K )= fI1;I2;I3g =

�

(0;0);(
a

b
;

a

1� a� b
);(

a

b� 1
;

a

2� a� b
)

�

E(K )= fV1;V2;V3g =

�

(u = 0);(v = 0);(u =
� av

v(a� 1)+ a
)

�

Letusfocuson the�rstiteratesofoneofthethreevanishingconditionsoftheJacobian

V2,nam ely v = 0:

(u1;v1) =

�
b

a
;
1� a� b

a

�

;

(u2;v2) =

�
(b� 1)

(a� 1)

(C 22
2 + b)

(C 22
2
+ a)

;
(1� a� b)

(a� 1)

(C 22
2 � a� b)

(C 22
2
+ a)

�

;

(u3;v3) = � � � (21)

The expression C 22
2 is given in (22) below. Do note that, in contrast with the

situation encountered in the previous section (see (11),(14)),the degree growth of

(the num eratorordenom inatorof)these successive expressionsin the param etersa

and bis,now,actually exponential,and,thus,one doesnotexpectclosed form sforthe

successive iterates (uN ,vN ). W e willdenote � the degree growth rate (com plexity)

associated with the exponentialdegree growth ’ �N ofthese uN ’sand vN ’s(in the

(a;b)param eters).Thisdegreegrowth rate(in theparam etersa and b)oftheiterates

ofthe vanishing conditionsofthe Jacobian dependson the valuesofa and b. In the

previoussection (see (11),(14))thisdegree growth rate was� = 1 forgeneric values

ofthe param eters.

Before perform ing any calculation, let us rem ark that, due to the previously

m entioned perm utation sym m etry,the nine \Diller-Favre conditions" K N (E(K )) 2

I(K )forcom plexity reduction,arerelated

K (V1)2 I1 ( ) P � K (V2)2 I1; K (V1)2 I2 ( ) K (V2)2 I3;

K (V2)2 I2 ( ) P � K (V1)2 I3; K (V3)2 I3 ( ) P � K (V3)2 I2

The m ethod in [1]am ounts to solving K N (Vi)2 Ij. O ne obtains,for m apping

(16),algebraic curvesin the (a;b)-plane,with som e singled-out(a;b)points. These

algebraic curves appear, at even orders, as com m on polynom ials (gcd) in the

com ponents ofK N (V1) 2 I3,or K
N (V2) 2 I2 or K N (V3) 2 I1. Let us callthese

algebraic curves associated with conditions K N (Vi) 2 Ij, respectively C 13
N , C 22

N

and C 31
N (N being even). For instance C 22

2 corresponds to K N (V2) 2 I2, that is

(u2;v2) = (a=b;a=(1� a � b)),which reads (a2 + ab+ b2)� (a + b) = 0. These

algebraiccurvesare(a;b)-subvarietiesofcom plexity growth,for(16),lowerthan the

genericone(� = 2),and theyarerelated by P � C13N = C 22
N and T� C13N = C 31

N .Theyare

polynom ialsin a;bofdegrees2,6,12,26,48,98,� � � (forN = 2;4;6;8;10;12;� � �).

Sincetheyarecalculated from the uN ’sand vN ’s(21)which arerationalexpressionsin

(a;b)with corresponding polynom ialsofdegreegrowing exponentially like �N � 2N ,

it is not surprising to see the degree ofthese successive (a;b) polynom ials growing

exponentially,butwith a lowerrate(see Appendix A).
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Figure 1. Polynom ials C N in the (a;b)param eter plane (upper rightcorner).

Note that the singularities of these algebraic curves (from a purely algebraic

geom etry viewpoint:localbranches,...) correspond topoints(a;b),in theparam eters

space,forwhich thebirationaltransform ation K hasactually lowercom plexities(see

Appendix A).Note that the singularities ofthe curves CN ’s contain those ofthe

curvesoflowerN .A detailed analysisofthissetofcurves,theirm utualintersections,

and the relation between these intersections,and singled-out(singular)pointsofthe

curves,and theassociated furtherreduction ofcom plexity,willnotbeperform ed here.

The polynom ials C 22
N appearing in this com plexity reduction analysis,are,of

course,sym m etricin a and b.Thoseofthe �rstordersread:

C
22

2 = (a2 + ab+ b
2)� (a+ b) (22)

C
22

4 = (a2 + ab+ b
2)3 � (a+ b)(a2 + ab+ b

2)(4a2 + 7ab+ 4b2)

+ (7a4 + 26a3b+ 36a2b2 + 26ab3 + 7b4)

� (a+ b)(6a2 + 11ab+ 6b2)+ (2a2 + 3ab+ 2b2)

These polynom ials C
ij

N
(ij = 13;22;31)have been obtained up to N = 12. Som e

oftheir algebraic geom etry properties (singularities,genus,...) are sum m arized in

Appendix A.

Letusdisplay these variousalgebraic curves C
ij

N
in the (a; b)-param eterplane.

O ne sees,on Figure 1 (upperrightcorner),thatthisaccum ulation ofcurveslooks,a

little bit,like a (discrete)\foliation" ofthe (a; b)-plane in curvessim ilarto a linear

pencilofalgebraic curves [28],the \base points" ofthis linear pencilbeing,in fact,

singularpointsofthese CN ’s(see Appendix A)oflowercom plexity and som etim es,
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(a; b)pointsforwhich the m apping becom esintegrable.

O n these algebraic curves C
ij

N
= 0 (N = 2;4;6;� � �),the com plexity isgiven by

the inverseofthe sm allestrootof:

1� 2t+ t
N + 2 = 0 (23)

As N increases,the com plexity reads � = 1:8392;1:9659;1:9919;� � � O ne recoversa

fam ilyofcom plexities(dependingon N )alreadyseenfortheNoetherianm appings[27]

oftheprevioussection and,even,forthem apping(1)for � = 1=N (see[18]).Actually,

one�ndsa shiftof + 1 between (12)and (23).

In contrastwith the situation encountered with the Noetherian m appingsofthe

previous section (3.2) (see also [27]),the com plexity reduction conditions are now

involved fam iliesofpolynom ials(exponentialdegree growth in the (a;b)param eters

i.e.� > 1),instead ofthe previousextrem ely sim ple,and separated conditions[27]in

the a, b,cvariables(a = (N � 1)=N ,...).

Recalling thecom plexity reduction schem edescribed in section (3.2)form apping

(7), we saw further com plexity reductions on the intersections of two com plexity

reduction conditions a = (M � 1)=M and b = (N � 1)=N (M and N positive

integers)and c = 2� a � b,nam ely fam iliesofcom plexitiesdepending on the two

integersN and M associated [27]with polynom ials 1� 2t+ tM + 1 + tN + 1 � tM + N .

Byanalogy,itisnaturaltoseeifasim ilarcom plexityreduction schem ealsooccurs

form apping (16),by calculating the degree growth com plexity when the param eters

a,and b,are restricted to the intersection oftwo conditions C
ij

N
= 0. Actually,we

have considered the intersection of C 31
2 = 0 and C 22

4 = 0,that we willdenote

sym bolically C 31
2 \ C 22

4 , as wellas the intersection C 13
2 \ C 31

4 . W e obtained the

following generating function in agreem entwith the successive degrees(up to t9)in

the corresponding iteration:

G C 13

2
\C 31

4

= 1+ 2t+ 4t2 + 7t3 + 13t4 + 24t5 + 43t6 + 77t7

+ 138t8 + 247t9 + � � � =
1� t3

1� 2t+ t4 + t6 � t8
(24)

K eeping in m ind the shift of + 1 between (12) and (23), one m ight expect a

form ula like(13)foran intersection C 13
M \ C 31

N (or C 31
M \ C 22

N )

Q M ;N = 1 � 2t+ t
M + 2 + t

N + 2 � t
M + N + 2 (25)

Thisisactually the case with the previousexam ple (24)where one has M = 2 and

N = 4.Anotherexam ple,alsoin agreem entwith (25),correspondstotheintersection

C 31
4 \ C 13

6 forwhich onegetsa rationaldegreegenerating function with denom inator

1� 2t+ t6 + t8 � t12.

Notethatsuch form ula seem sto rem ain valid even when M = N .Forinstance,

for C 13
4 \ C 31

4 the denom inatorofthe generating function reads 1� 2t+ 2t6 � t10,

and forC 13
6 \ C 31

6 the denom inatorreads 1� 2t+ 2t8 � t14,in agreem entwith (25)

for M = N = 6.

O ne sees that one has exactly the sam e com plexity reduction schem e,and the

sam e fam ily ofcom plexity,asthe onedepicted in Section (3.2)for[27].

However,one doessee a di�erence with the intersection ofthree conditions.For

m apping (7),we saw [27]thatthe intersection ofthree conditions a = (N � 1)=N ,

b = (M � 1)=M , c = 2 � (a + b) = P=(P + 1),yields system atically integrable

m appings. Here the (a;b) points corresponding to intersection ofthree conditions
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C
ij

N
= 0 when they exist,m ay stillyield an exponentialgrowth ofthe calculationsof

lowercom plexity:

G C 13

6
\C 31

6
\C 22

8

= 1+ 2t+ 4t2 + 8t3 + 14t4 + 24t5 + 40t6 + 66t7

+ 108t8 + � � � =
1+ t3

(1� t)(1� t� t2)
=

1+ t3

1� 2t+ t3
(26)

W ehavea sim ilarresultfortheintersection ofthethreecurves C 31
2 \ C 31

6 \ C 31
10 with

a denom inatorreading 1� 2t+ t4.

O neshould rem ark,in contrastwith m ostofthedegreegrowth ratecalculations

wehaveperform edforsom anybirationaltransform ations[14],thatonecanhardly�nd

rationalvaluesforthetwoparam eters a and b,lyingon thevarious C
ij

N
’swehavejust

considered,(and ofcourseitiseven harderforintersectionsofsuch algebraiccurves),

such that one would dealwith iterations ofbirationaltransform ations with integer

coe�cients,and factorization ofpolynom ials with integer coe�cients. Such (a;b)

pointson C
ij

N
algebraiccurvesorintersectionsofsuch curves,arealgebraic num bers.

Thedegreesofthesuccessiveiteratesshould correspond tofactorizationsperform ed in

som e�eld extension correspondingtothesealgebraicnum bersand curves.In practice,

results and series like the ones displayed above ((23),...,(26)),cannot be obtained

thisway.Toachievethesefactorizations,wehaveintroduced a\
oating"factorization

m ethod thatisdescribed in Appendix B.

4.2. Degree growth com plexity versustopologicalentropy

The topologicalentropy is related to the growth rate ofthe num ber of�xed points

of K N (see[12]).Thecounting ofthenum berofprim itivecyclesoforder N ,forthe

genericcase[4;1;2;3;6;9;18;30;� � � ]givesa rationaldynam icalzeta function [18]

�g(t) =
1

(1� 2t)(1� t)
2

(27)

which isrelated to thehom ogeneousdegreegeneratingfunction G (K )by theidentity:

t

�g
�
d

dt
�g = 2G (K )(t)+

2t

1� t
=

2t

1� 2t
+

2t

1� t
(28)

Restricted to the curve ofcom plexity reduction C 22
2 (a;b) = 0,the prim itive

�xed pointsbecom e[4;1;2;2;4;5;10;15;26;42;� � � ]givingtherationaldynam icalzeta

function:

�(t) =
1

(1� 2t+ t4)(1� t)
2

(29)

Again,note thatthis dynam icalzeta function is related to the hom ogeneousdegree

generating function G (K )(corresponding to C 22
2 (a;b) = 0),by the identity:

t

�
�
d

dt
� = 2G (K )(t)+

2t

1� t
=

2t� (1� 2t3)

1� 2t+ t4
+

2t

1� t
(30)

W e thussee,with these two exam ples(and sim ilarly to the resultsobtained for

the birationaltransform ations[12,18]as wellas the Noetherian m appings [27]),an

identi�cation between the growth rate ofthe num ber of�xed points of K N ,and the

growth rateofthedegree oftheiteration (previously studied (16)),orequivalently,the

growth rate ofthe Arnold com plexity.
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Relations(28)and (30)arein agreem entwith a Lefschetz form ulak:

�N = dN (K ) + dN (K
�1 ) + 1 + 1 (31)

where �N denotesthenum berof�xed pointsofK or K �1 ,dN (K )denotesthedegree

ofK N ,dN (K
�1 )thedegree K �N .Thisform ula(31)m eansthatthenum berof�xed

pointsisthesum offour\dynam icaldegrees[30]" �0 + �1 + �2 + �3.Dynam icaldegree

�0 is always equalto + 1, �3 is the topologicaldegree (num ber ofpreim ages: �3 is

equalto + 1forabirationalm apping),�1 isthe�rstdynam icaldegree(corresponding

to dN (K ))and �2 isthe second dynam icaldegree(corresponding to dN (K
�1 )).

R em ark 1: M ost of the physicists will certainly take for granted that the

degreegrowth ratecorresponding to the iteration of K and itsinverse K �1 identify:

dN (K ) ’ �(K )N ; dN (K
�1 ) ’ �(K �1 )N ,with �(K ) = �(K �1 ). This is actually

the case for allthe birationaltransform ations we have studied [18]. In the speci�c

exam plesofthispaper,thisis,in theinvolutivecase � = a+ b+ c� 1 = 1,a straight

consequenceofthefactthat K and K �1 areconjugated.M oregenerally,thisfactcan

be proved forallbirationaltransform ationsin C P2,butcertainly notforbirational

transform ations in C Pn, n � 3 (for instance birationaltransform ations generated

by products ofm ore than two involutions,or \Noetherian" m appings products of

m any collineations and Hadam ard involutions [27],such that K and K �1 are not

conjugated).Appendix C providesa sim pleexam pleofbi-polynom ialtransform ation

in C P3 such that �(K ) 6= �(K �1 ).

R em ark 2:Thevery de�nition ofthedynam icalzeta function on C 0(a;b) = 0

is a bit subtle,and problem atic,since the num ber of�xed points for K 2 (and thus

K 2N ) is actually in�nite (one has a whole curve (34) of�xed points oforder two).

Apparently,in thatcasewherean in�nitenum berof�xed pointsofordertwoexist,one

doesnotseem ,beyond thesecyclesofordertwo,tohaveprim itivecyclesofeven order.

Introducing the dynam icalzeta function asusual,from an in�nite W eilproduct[18]

on the cycles,and taking into accountjustthe odd cycles,one obtains(m ore details

aregiven in Appendix D)thatthiszeta function veri�esa sim plefunctionalequation

�(t2) =
(1� 2t)� (1� t)2

(1+ 2t)� (1+ t)2
� �(t)2 (32)

showing that, the com plexity is still the generic � = 2 but, this tim e, with an

expression which is nota rationalfunction,butsom e \transcendental"expression. In

ordertohaveaLefschetzform ula(31)rem ainingvalid,in such highly singled-outcases

fordynam icalzeta functions,oneneedsto m odify thede�nition ofthedynam icalzeta

function so that it is no longer deduced from an in�nite W eilproduct [18]form ula

on the cycles. To be m ore speci�c,this m ust be perform ed using the so-called [31]

\Intersection Theory" which is a (quite involved) theory introduced to cope with

isolated points,aswellasnon-isolated points(curves...),introducingsom ewell-suited

(and subtle) concepts like the notion ofm ultiplicity. Allthe associated counting of

intersection num bers will,then,correspond to counting of�nite integers (replacing

the counting ofcycles...).Thisisfarbeyond the scopeofthisvery paper.

k The Lefschetz form ula is wellde�ned in the holom orphic fram ework (see page 419 in [29]),but

is m uch m ore problem atic in the non-holom orphic case of birational transform ations for which

indeterm inacy points take place: in very sim ple words one could say that,in the Lefschetz form ula,

som e �xed points are \destroyed" by the indeterm inacy points. A good reference is[30].
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5. P reserved m erom orphic tw o-form s in particular subspaces (a;b)

In Appendix E,we show that the degree growth (in the (a;b) param eters) for the

iterates of the three curves of the criticalset (resp. exceptionallocus) when the

param eters are restricted to b = a,b = 2 � 2a,b = 1 � 2a,and C0(a;b) = 0,is

polynom ial(� = 1).Theiteratesarefound in closed expressions.Letusshow that,in

these cases,the m apping K preservessim ple m erom orphictwo-form s.

O n thethreelines b= a,b= 2 � 2a,and b= 1� a=2,one�ndsthreepreserved

m erom orphictwo-form sreading respectively:

du � dv

(u � 1)� (2(2a� 1)(u + v2) + (5a� 4)(1+ u)v)
= idem (u0;v0)

du � dv

(v� 1)� ((5a� 4)(1+ v)u + 2(2a� 1)(v+ u2))
= idem (u0;v0)

du � dv

(v� u)� (4(a� 1)(1+ uv)+ (5a� 2)(v+ u))
= idem (u0;v0) (33)

Thesecond,and third,two-form sareobtained from the�rstonein (33)byrespectively

(u;v) ! (v;u) for b = 2 � 2a,and by (u;v) ! (u=v;1=v) with a ! 1 � a=2,for

b = 1 � a=2. For the quadratic condition C0(a;b) = 0,the m apping preserves the

following two-form ,up to a m inussign:

du � dv

�(u;v)
= �

du0� dv0

�(u0;v0)
; where:

�(u;v) = (b� a)(a2 + b
2 + 3ab)(1+ u

2)v

� (2b+ a)(a2 � b
2 � ab)(1+ v

2)u (34)

� (b+ 2a)(a2 � b
2 + ab)(u2 + v

2)+ 2(b� a)(2a+ b)(a+ 2b)uv

Note that �(u;v) = 0 isan elliptic curve.

Considering the 25 points (a;b),listed in Appendix F,for which the m apping

isintegrable,one can see thatthey allbelong to the codim ension-one subvarietiesof

the (a;b) plane,where preserved m erom orphic two-form s are found,i.e. the curve

C0(a;b)= 0 and/orthe linesb= a,b= 2� 2a,b= 1� a=2 (see Figure 1,lowerleft

corner).

Furtherm ore, when these codim ension-one subvarieties intersect, the deduced

(a;b) points correspond to integrability ofthe m apping. The algebraic invariants

corresponding to these integrability cases,can easily be deduced from the factthat,

attheintersection oftwo curvesam ong C0(a;b)= 0,and the linesb= a,b= 2� 2a,

b = 1 � a=2, one necessarily has two sim ple two-form s preserved (up to a sign).

Perform ingtheratiooftwosuchtwo-form soneim m ediatelygetsalgebraicinvariantsof

theintegrablem apping.SeeAppendix F forexam plesofalgebraicinvariantsdeduced,

forintegrablepoints(a;b),from ratio oftwo preserved two-form s.

R em ark: O ne m ay have the feeling that the exact results on preserved

m erom orphictwo-form s,orin theprevioussectionson com plexity reduction for(16),

areconsequencesofthefactthatwerestricted ourselvesto � = a+ b+ c� 1 = 1,the

condition forcollineation C to be involutive(yielding K and K �1 to be conjugate).

Thisisnotthe case.W e givein Appendix G m iscellaneousexam plesofexactresults

valid when thisinvolutivecondition on C isnotveri�ed (� = a+ b+ c� 1 6= 1).

It is tem pting, after such an accum ulation ofpreserved two-form s,to see the

previousresults(33),(34)asa restriction to thesecodim ension-onesubvarietiesin the
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(a;b)-plane,ofa general(conform ally preserved)m erom orphic two-form valid in the

whole (a;b)-plane. In view ofthe expressionsofthe two-form sforthe three lineson

one side,and the expression associated with the elliptic curve(34)on the otherside,

onecould expect,at�rstsight,thism erom orphictwo-form tobequiteinvolved.Using

a "brute force" m ethod we have tried to seek,system atically,form erom orphic two-

form s d�(u;v)= du� dv=�(u;v),with an algebraic(polynom ial)covariant �(u;v)in

the form :

�(u;v) =

n1X

i= 0

n2X

j= 0

cij u
i
v
j
: (35)

The existence ofsuch a polynom ialcovariantcurve isruled outup to n1 = n2 = 18.

Form al calculations seem hopeless here, in particular if the �nal result is a non

existence of such an algebraic covariant of (16) for generic a;b. O ne needs to

develop another approach that m ight be also valid to prove a \no go" result like

thenon existenceofan algebraiccovariant �(u;v),and beyond,thenon existenceofa

\transcendental" covariant �(u;v),corresponding to som e analytic butnotalgebraic

curve{.

6. O rbit ofthe criticalset: algebraic curves versus chaotic sets

W hen apreserved (resp.conform ally preserved)m erom orphictwo-form du:dv=�(u;v)

exists,onehasthefollowingfundam entalrelation (3)between thealgebraicexpression

�(u;v)and the Jacobian oftransform ation K :

�(K (u;v)) = � � J(u;v)� �(u;v) (36)

where � isa constant. W hen � = + 1 the two-form ispreserved. W hen there exists

an integer M ,such that �M = 1,the transform ation K M ,instead of K ,preserves

a two-form .W hen � 6= + 1 (forany M ,�M 6= + 1),itisjustconform ally preserved.

Letusrestrictthe previousfundam entalrelation (36)to a point(u;v)such thatthe

Jacobian oftransform ation K vanishes,J(u;v) = 0.Thefundam entalrelation (36)

necessarily yieldsforsuch a point:

�(K (u;v)) = 0 (37)

For birationaltransform ations,the im ages ofthe curves J(u;v) = 0 are not

curvesbut blow down into setofpoints. For m apping (16),the vanishing condition

J(u;v) = 0 splits into three curves u = 0,v = 0 and u = � av=(v(a � 1)+ a).

The im age ofthese three curvesblow down into three points (u(1);v(1)),(u(2);v(2))

and (u(3);v(3)). Being covariant, �(u;v) not only vanishes at these points (i.e.

�(u(i);v(i))= 0 fori= 1;2;3),butalso on their orbits:

�

�

K
N (u(i);v(i))

�

= 0; N = 1;2;� � � ;i= 1;2;3 (38)

O necan thusconstructa (generically)in�nitesetofpointson �(u;v)= 0,asorbitsof

such \singled-out" points(u(i);v(i))and visualizethem ,whatever(the accum ulation

of)thissetofpointsis(algebraiccurves,transcendentalanalyticalcurves,chaoticset

ofpoints,...).

{ A long this line, one should recall the occurrence of a transcendental invariant for a birational

m apping given by the ratio of products of sim ple G am m a functions, providing an exam ple of

\transcendental" integrability (see equation (31),paragraph 7 of[27],or equation (20),paragraph

(8.3) in [32],orequation (3.3)in [33]).
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Figure 2. O rbitofthe criticalsetfor(a;b) = (0;1:9)

Beforevisualizing som eorbits,letusunderlinethat(38)m eansthattheiterates

ofthe criticalset,also called post-criticalset,actually cancel�(u;v). These iterates

are known in closed form s for som e subspaces. For instance,on the line b = a,the

iteratesaregiven in Appendix E in term sofChebyshev polynom ials.Attheseiterates
�

u
(i)

N
;v

(i)

N

�

,with closed expressions,onehas�

�

u
(i)

N
;v

(i)

N

�

= 0.

The m erom orphictwo-form sfound in Section (5)(see (33)),actually correspond

to situations such that the post-critical set (resp. the orbit of the exceptional

locus) has � = 1, closed expressions being available to describe allthese points

(Chebyshev polynom ials,...). The generic exponentialgrowth (in the param eters)

ofthe

�

u
(i)

N
;v

(i)

N

�

(nam ely � � 2),certainly excludes(even very involved)algebraic

expressions(35)for�(u;v),butitm ay notexclude transcendentalanalyticalcurves

(like the transcendentalcurves (31) in paragraph 7 of [27], or the transcendental

curves (20) in [32],which are orbits ofa birationaltransform ation exhibiting som e

\transcendental" integrability [27,33].)
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Figure 3. O rbitofthe criticalsetfor(a;b) = (� :2;:7)

6.1. Visualization ofpost-criticalsets

Letusvisualize a few post-criticalsets. In the caseswhere a m erom orphic two-form

is actually preserved (see (33)), one easily veri�es that the orbit of(u(1);v(1)) =

(b=a;(1 � a � b)=a), actually yields the (whole) covariant condition �(u;v) = 0

corresponding to the divisor ofa m erom orphic two-form when such a m erom orphic

two-form hasbeen found. O fcourse ifone perform siterationsofotherpoints(even

very close)than the singled outpointsas (b=a;(1� a� b)=a),onewillnotgetsuch

algebraic covariant curve �(u;v) = 0, but m ore involved orbits. In contrast for

param eters(a;b)forwhich no m erom orphictwo-form wasfound,weseea drastically

di�erentsituation,shown in Figure2,correspondingtotheorbitof(b=a;(1� a� b)=a)

(im age by transform ation K ofone ofthe vanishing conditionsforthe Jacobian)for

(a;b) = (0;1:9).

Thispost-criticalset(Figure2)looksvery m uch likea setofcurves,a \foliation"

ofthe (u;v)-plane. Figure 3 shows the post-criticalset corresponding to the case

(a;b) = (� :2;:7). W ith these two orbits it is quite clear that this set ofpoints

cannotbe a sim plealgebraiccurve �(u;v) = 0.

At this step the \true" nature ofthis set ofpoints is alm ost a \m etaphysical"
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Figure 4. The orbitofthe criticalsetin the \com pact" variables uc and vc,for

(a;b) = (� :2;:72)

question: is it a transcendentalanalyticalcurve in�nitely winding, is it a chaotic

fractal-likeset...? In particularwhen onetakesa largerfram eforplotting theorbit,

the set ofpoints becom es m ore fuzzy,and it becom es m ore and m ore di�cult,to

see ifthese points are organized in curves,like Figure 2 which suggests an (in�nite

...) accum ulation ofcurves. W e have encountered m any tim es such a situation (see

paragraph5.1and Figures13and 14in [11]).A waytocopewith thefuzzyappearance

ofthe orbit when the points go to in�nity,is to perform a change ofvariables (see

paragraph 5 in [11]):(u;v) ! (1=u;1=v).Again one hasthe im pression to see som e

kind of \foliation of curves" for the previously fuzzy points, but the points that

were seen in Figure 2 as organized like a \foliation" ofcurves,have now (in som e

kind of\push-pullgam e") becom e fuzzy sets. O ne way to avoid this \push-pull"

problem ,and thus,\see the globalpicture" am ountsto perform ing our plots in the

variables uc = u=(1+ u + u2) and vc = v=(1+ v + v2). These variables are such

that any orbit ofrealpoints willbe in the box [� 1;1=3]� [� 1;1=3]. This trick

\com pacti�es"autom atically our orbits.

Let us give two exam ples of such \com pacti�ed" im ages of two orbits of

(b=a;(1� a � b)=a)(im age by transform ation K ofone ofthe vanishing conditions
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Figure 5. The orbitofthe criticalsetin the \com pact" variables uc and vc,for

(a;b) = (� :2;:999999999)

for the Jacobian). For (a;b) = (� :2;:72) one gets Figure 4, and for (a;b) =

(� :2;:999999999)onegetsFigure5.

In the situation where preserved m erom orphic two-form s exist, one sees that,

even a very sm alldeviation from the (b=a;(1� a� b)=a)point(associated with the

post-criticalset),yields orbits that look quite di�erentfrom the algebraic covariant

curve �(u;v) = 0. In contrast with this situation,we see,in the previous cases

where no preserved m erom orphic two-form s exist,that a slight m odi�cation ofthe

(b=a;(1� a � b)=a) point (associated with the post-criticalset) yields orbits which

areextrem ely sim ilarto thepost-criticalsetofFigures(3)or(4),or(5).Theseorbits

are \sim ilar",but not converging towards this post criticalset. They are,roughly

speaking,\parallel"to thispostcriticalset.Thereforetheorbitofthecriticalsetm ay

be seen as a chaotic set,but it is a non attracting chaotic setin contrast with the

well-known strangeattractorsofH�enon bi-polynom ialm appings[34,35].

6.2. From preserved m erom orphic two-form sand post-criticalsetsback to �xed points

Denoting (u0;v0), (u00;v00), ..., (u(n);v(n)), the im ages of a point (u;v), by

transform ations K , K 2,..., K n,the preservation ofa two-form yields(J[K n](u;v)
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being the Jacobian of K n):

du � dv

�(u;v)
=

du0� dv0

�(u0;v0)
= � � � =

du(n)� dv(n)

�(u(n);v(n))

J[K n](u;v) =
�(u(n);v(n))

�(u;v)
=

�(K n(u;v))

�(u;v)
(39)

From the previousrelation,itistem pting to deduce (a little bittoo quickly ...) that

the Jacobian of K n isequalto + 1 when evaluated atthe �xed point(uf;vf)of K
n:

J[K n](uf;vf) =
�(K n(uf;vf))

�(uf;vf)
= + 1 (40)

W e actually found such strong results for (1), and for m any other birational

transform ations(when,forinstance,weevaluated precisely thenum berofn-cycles,to

getthedynam icalzeta function [18]),forwhich a m erom orphictwo-form wasactually

preserved. In fact,even when a m erom orphic two-form is preserved,relation (40)

(nam ely the Jacobian of K n evaluated ata �xed pointof K n,isequalto + 1),m ay

be ruled outwhen the �xed points of K n correspond to divisors ofthe two-form . If

�(u;v),corresponding to a preserved m erom orphictwo-form ,isa rationalexpression

�(u;v) = P (u;v)=Q (u;v) (P (u;v) and Q (u;v) are polynom ials),the Jacobian of

K n,evaluated ata �xed point (uf;vf)of K
n,can actually be di�erentfrom + 1,if

P (uf;vf) = 0,or Q (uf;vf) = 0.Such \non-standard"�xed pointsofK n aresuch

that �(uf;vf) = 0 (resp. �(uf;vf) = 1 ),and ofcourse,since �(u;v)istypically

a covariantofK (see(36)),such that�(u;v),evaluated atalltheirsuccessiveim ages

by K N (forany N integer),vanishes(resp.isin�nite):

J[K n](uf;vf) 6= + 1; ) �(K N (uf;vf)) = 0 (resp. 1 ) (41)

Perform ing orbits of such \non-standard" �xed points could thus be seen as an

alternative way of visualization of �(u;v) (whatever its \nature" is: polynom ial,

rationalexpression,analytic expression,... ),this alternative way being extrem ely

sim ilar to the one previously described, associated with the visualization of post-

criticalsets. Finding by form alcalculationsa very large accum ulation ofsuch \non-

standard" �xed points is not su�cient to prove the non-existence ofm erom orphic

two-form s:one needsto be sure thatthisaccum ulation ofpointscannotbe localized

on som e unknown highly involved algebraic curve. It is wellknown that proving

\no-go" theorem s is often m uch harder than proving theorem s that sim ply require

to exhibit a structure. However,as far as this di�culty to prove a non-existence is

concerned,itcan be seen ashighly positive and e�ective,asfarassim ple \down-to-

earth" visualization m ethodsareconcerned.In contrastwith theunique post-critical

set,we can considerorbitsofa large (in�nite)num berofsuch \non-standard" �xed

points of K n. The relation between the post-criticalset and such \non-standard"

sets,isa very interesting onethatwillbe studied elsewhere.

Letusjustconsiderthe birationaltransform ation (16)for(a;b)= (� 1=5;1=2)

(whereno m erom orphictwo-form hasbeen found).Theprim itive�xed points(cycles)

and the value ofthe Jacobian of K n atthe corresponding �xed points,thatwe will

denote J,aregiven { in Table1.

{ In these tables jJj= 1 m eans that,at the �xed point ofK n ,the value ofJ is com plex and lying

on the unitcircle.Sim ilarly,J 6= 1 m eans that J isreal,jJj6= 1 that J isnotreal.
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n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

�x(K n) 4 1 2 3 6 9 18 30

J = 1 0 1 0 1 0 3 0 6

jJj= 1 2 0 2 2 4 4 6 8

J 6= 1 2 0 0 0 2 2 4 4

jJj6= 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 12

Table 1: Counting of prim itive cycles for a = � 1=5;b = 1=2. J denotes

J[K n](uf;vf).

The num ber ofcyclesare in agreem entwith the W eilproductexpansion ofthe

known (see (27))exactexpression ofthe dynam icalzeta function:

�(t) =
1

(1� 2t)(1� t)
2
=

1

(1� t)
4
(1� t2)(1� t3)

2
(1� t4)

3
�

�
1

(1� t5)
6
(1� t6)

9
(1� t7)

18
(1� t8)

30
� � �

(42)

To som e extent,the situationswhere J = � 1,orwhere J isan N -th rootofunity,

can be \recycled" into a J = 1 situation,replacing K n by K 2n or K N n.However,

we see on Table 1,the beginning ofa \proliferation" of\non-standard"points that

cannotbe reduced to J = � 1 or JN = 1,strongly suggesting the non-existence of

a m erom orphic two-form . These enum erations have to be com pared with the ones

corresponding to (a;b)= (1=5;1=5),forwhich a m erom orphic two-form is actually

preserved. W e stillhave the sam e sequence 4;1;2;3;6;9;18;30;� � � of n-cycles,

associated to the sam e dynam icalzeta function (42),however (except for the �xed

pointsoforderone),allthe �xed pointsoforder n � 2 aresuch that J = 1 y.

Along thisline,letusconsiderm apping K on curveC 22
2 (a;b)= 0,where,despite

thecom plexity reduction,nom erom orphictwo-form hasbeen found.Thecalculations

are perform ed for the (generic) values a = 12=13;b = � 3=13 (the num ber ofnon

generic(a;b)on C 22
2 (a;b)is�nite)and aregiven in Table2.

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

�x(K n) 4 1 2 2 4 5 10 15 26 42

J = 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 3 0 6

jJj= 1 2 0 0 0 2 2 0 2 4 2

J 6= 1 2 0 2 2 2 2 6 6 10 14

jJj6= 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 12 20

Table 2: Counting of prim itive cycles for (a;b) such that C 22
2 (a;b) = 0. J

denotesJ[K n](uf;vf).

The num ber of n-cycles are of course, in agreem ent with the W eil product

decom position of the exact dynam ical zeta function (29). W e note the sam e

proliferation of\non-standard" �xed points oforder n,in agreem entwith the non-

existence ofa preserved m erom orphic two-form . This last result con�rm s what we

saw severaltim es,nam ely the disconnection between the existence (ornon-existence)

y R ecallthat m appings (1) and (7) for which a m erom orphic two-form exists for generic values of

the param eters,are such that J = 1 forallthe �xed points we have com puted.
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ofa preserved m erom orphic two-form and (topological) com plexity reduction for a

m apping.

6.3. Pull-back ofthe criticalset:\ante-criticalsets" versuspost-criticalsets

As far as visualization m ethods are concerned physicists, \fortunately", perform

iterationswithoutbeingconsciousofthepotentialdangers:birationaltransform ations

have singularities and they m ay proliferatez when perform ing iterations. M ore

precisely,the criticalset (vanishing conditions ofthe Jacobian) is a set ofcurves,

whose im ages,by transform ation K ,yield points and not curves (blow-down). In

contrast,the im ages by transform ation K �1 (resp. K �N ) ofthese curves ofthe

criticalset(denoted in the following CS)givecurves:wedo nothaveany blow-down

with K �1 (resp. K �N ).Thisin�nite setofcurvesobtained by iterating thecritical

set by K �1 ,is such that,for som e �nite integer N ,the im age ofthese curves by

K N willblow down into points, after a �nite num ber N ofiterations. Let us call

this set,for obviousreasons,\ante-criticalset". This \ante-criticalset" is clearly a

\dangerouslysingular"setofpointsfortheiteration ofK .Itisalsoaquiteinteresting

setfrom thesingularity analysisviewpoint[1].In particular,am ong these\dangerous

points" associated with the in�nitesetofcurves �N = K �N (C S),som earesingled-

out(m ore \singular" ...): the pointscorresponding to intersectionsoftwo (orm ore)

such curves �N ’s.These singled-outpointscan,in fact,be obtained by som e sim ple

\duality"sym m etriesfrom thepointsofthepost-criticalset.Such \ante-criticalsets",

and theirassociated consequenceson thebirationaltransform ations K ,clearlyrequire

som efurtheranalysisthatwillbe perform ed elsewhere.

7. Lyapunov exponents and non-existence ofm erom orphic tw o-form s

The previous sim ple visualization approach can be con�rm ed by som e Lyapunov

exponents analysis. Let us consider orbits of a given initial point (for instance

(u;v) = (2;3))undertheiteration ofbirationaltransform ation (16)forparam eter a

�xed (forinstance a = 1=2),and fordi�erentvaluesofthe second param eter b,and

letuscalculate the corresponding Lyapunov exponent. O ne thusgetsthe Lyapunov

exponent(ofwhatwe can calla \generic" orbit)asa function ofparam eter b. This

sim pleanalysisisan easy down-to-earth way to detectdrasticcom plexity reductions,

the com plexity being notthe topologicalcom plexity (like the topologicalentropy or

thegrowth ratecom plexity)buta lessuniversal(m oreprobabilistic)com plexity (like

the m etric entropy).

Figures (6),(7)show,quite clearly,non-zero and positive Lyapunov exponents,

such resultsbeingapparentlyvalid,notonlyfortheLyapunovexponentcorresponding

to our singled-out orbit,the post-criticalset (see Figure (7)), but, also,for every

orbitin the (u;v)-plane (see Figure (6)). W ith thisscanning in the b param eterwe

encounterseveraltim esthesingled-outcaseswherepreserved m erom orphictwo-form s

exist (a = b, C0(a;b) = 0,...,see (33)),and we see that these speci�c points are

singled-out on Figure (6). Ifinstead ofperform ing the orbit ofan arbitrary point

((u;v) = (2;3))one calculates the Lyapunov exponentcorresponding to the post-

criticalset one �nds sim ilar results with a quite high volatility (a value of b where

the Lyapunov isa \local" m axim um isquite close to a value where the Lyapunov is

alm ostzero).

z A reournum ericaliterationswell-de�ned in som e\clean" Zariskispace,could ask m athem aticians?
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Figure 6. Lyapunov exponents as a function ofparam eter b,for a = 1=2,the

initialpointbeing (u;v) = (2;3).

In order to better understand this volatility, we have perform ed speci�c

Lyapunov exponentscalculationsrestricted to the singled-outcaseswhere preserved

m erom orphic two-form sexist(a = b, C0(a;b) = 0,...,see (33)). In such caseswe

recoverthe situation we had [12]with birationalm apping (1),nam ely the Lyapunov

exponentsarezero(ornegativeon theattractive�xed points)foralltheorbitswehave

calculated (thepositivenon-zero Lyapunov being possibly on som e\evanescent" slim

Cantorset[21,22],seesection (2),thatwehavenotbeen abletovisualizenum erically)

and the orbits always look like curves. It is clear that com puter experim ents like

these, can hardly detect the slim and subtle Cantor sets corresponding to (wedge

product)invariantm easuredescribed [21,22]by Dillerand Bedford in such situations,

associated with thenarrow regionswherenon-zero positiveLyapunov could befound:

within such (extensive) com puter experim ents we �nd,\cum grano salis",that the

Lyapunov exponentsare\generically" (asfar ascom putercalculations are concerned

...) zero.

W ith this subtlety in m ind, our com puter experim ents show clearly non-zero

positive Lyapunov exponentswhen there isno preserved m erom orphic two-form and

a totalextinction ofthese Lyapunov exponents when such preserved m erom orphic

two-form stakeplace.

Theoccurrenceofnon zero positiveLyapunov exponentsforhyperbolicsystem s,
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Figure 7. Lyapunov exponents as a function ofparam eter b,for a = 1=2,the

initialpointbeing the im age ofthe criticalset.

ordynam icalsystem swith strange attractorsiswell-known:thisisnotthe situation

wedescribe here.

8. C onclusion

The birationaltransform ationsin C P2,introduced in section (4),which generically

do notpreserveany m erom orphictwo-form ,areextrem ely sim ilarto otherbirational

transform ationswepreviouslystudied [27],which dopreservem erom orphictwo-form s.

W e note that these two sets of birationaltransform ations exhibit totally sim ilarx

resultsasfarastopologicalcom plexityisconcerned (degreegrowth com plexity,Arnold

com plexity and topologicalentropy), but drastically di�erent num ericalresults as

far as a m ore \probabilistic" (ergodic) approach ofdynam icalsystem s is concerned

x In fact identicalresults: one gets the sam e fam ily ofpolynom ials controlling the com plexity (see

(23)or (25)and com pare with [27]).
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(Lyapunov exponents). W ith these exam ples we see that the existence, or non-

existence, of a preserved m erom orphic two-form explains m ost of the (disturbing)

apparentdiscrepancy,we saw,num erically,between the topologicaland probabilistic

approachesofsuch dynam icalsystem s.

The situation is as follows. W hen these birationalm appings preserve a m ero-

m orphictwo-form (conservativereversiblecase)the(prelim inary)resultsofDillerand

Bedford [21,22]on m apping (1)givea strong indication (atleastin theregion ofthe

param eter � < 0)thattheregionswherethechaosisconcentrated,nam ely wherethe

Lyapunov exponentsarenon-zeroand positive,arequiteevanescent,correspondingto

an extrem ely slim Cantor set associated with an invariant m easure given by som e

wedge product. This nice situation from a di�erential viewpoint (existence of a

preserved two-form ),istheunpleasantonefrom thecom puterexperim entsviewpoint:

it is extrem ely hard to see the \chaos" (hom oclinic tangles,Sm ale’s horseshoe,...)

from theanalysis(visualization oftheorbits,Lyapunov exponentscalculations,...) of

even very largesetsofrealorbits.

O n the contrary,when the birationalm appingsdo notpreserve a m erom orphic

two-form ,the regionswherethe Lyapunov exponentsarenon-zero,and positive,can,

then,clearly be seen on com puterexperim ents.

In conclusion,the existence,or non-existence,ofpreserved m erom orphic two-

form shas(curiously)no im pacton the topologicalcom plexity ofthe m appings,but

drastic consequences on the num ericalappreciation ofthe \probabilistic" (ergodic)

com plexity.

Theintroduction ofthepost-criticalset,nam elytheorbitofthepointsobtainedby

theblow-down ofthecurvescorrespondingto thevanishingconditionsoftheJacobian

ofthe birationaltransform ation,thus em erges as a fundam entalconcept,and tool

(oftopologicaland algebraic nature)to understand the probabilistic (and especially

num erical)subtletiesofthe dynam icsofsuch reversible[8,9]m appings.
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9. A ppendix A :A lgebraic geom etry: singularities ofcurves as candidates

for com plexity reduction

Theconditionsofreduced com plexitygivethepoints(a;b)thatbelongtothealgebraic

curves CN . These algebraic curves are such that one has a reduced com plexity for

genericpoint(a;b)on thecurve.However,singularitiesofthesealgebraiccurves(from

a purely algebraic geom etry viewpoint: localbranches,...) can actually be seen to

correspond to points(a;b)in the param eterplaneyielding lower com plexitiesforthe

birationaltransform ation K .

O n each curveCN ,the spectrum ofcom plexity atthe singularitiesisgiven by

1� 2t+ t
p+ 2 = 0; p = 0;1;� � � ;N =2� 2 (43)

Forexam ple,a genericpointon thecurveC 22
8 ,hasthecom plexity growth � = 1:9980.

The singularities ofthis curve are non generic points and have com plexity growth
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� ’ 1;1:6180;1:8392 given by (43)forN = 8. The nextcurve C 22
10 with � ’ 1:9995,

willinheritthe lastthree valuesand adds(since p goesnow to 3)� ’ 1:9275. Note

that for a given curve CN , the largest value of com plexity growth reached by its

singularitiesisgiven by 1� 2t+ tN =2.

Let us give the generating functions ofthe degrees dN ,and genus gN ,ofthe

successiveCN (a;b)= 0algebraiccurves.Letusalsointroducethegeneratingfunction

for SN ,the num berofsingularitiesofthe algebraiccurvesCN :

dC (t)=

1X

n= 1

d2n � t
2n
; gC (t)=

1X

n= 1

g2n � t
2n
; sC (t)=

1X

n= 1

S2n � t
2n

They read respectively (forC 22
N up to N = 12):

dC (t) = 2t2 + 6t4 + 12t6 + 26t8 + 48t10 + 98t12 + � � �

gC (t) = 0t2 + 5t4 + 20t6 + 73t8 + 182t10 + 491t12 + � � �

sC (t) = 0t2 + 5t4 + 15t6 + 31t8 + 53t10 + 113t12 + � � �

The degrees dN , the genus gN , and the num ber ofsingularities SN clearly grow

exponentially like �2n with � < 2. W e have no reason to believe that these three

generating functions dC (t),gC (t)and sC (t),could berationalexpressions.Sim ilarly,

theircorresponding coe�cientsgrowth rates, �,have no reason,at�rstsight,to be

algebraicnum bers.

A singularity ofan algebraic curve is characterized by the coordinates ofthe

singularitiesin hom ogeneousvariables,the m ultiplicity m ,the delta invariant� and

the num beroflocalbranchesr.In generalm � r and � � m (m � 1)=2.Theequality

holdsforallthe singularpointsofCN ,however,asN increases,som e pointsdo not

satisfy the equality.Thesepointsare(a = 0;b= 1),(a = 1;b= 0),(a = 1;b= 1)and

(a = 0;b= 0),(a = 0;b= 2),(a = 2;b= 0).

10. A ppendix B :C om puting com plexity grow th ofpoints know n in their


oating form s

Letusshow how to com pute the com plexity growth ofgeneric (algebraic)pointson

algebraiccurves,and how to com putethecom plexity growth ofpointsknown in their


oating form s.

To com putethecom plexity growth fortheparam eters(a;b)belonging to a whole

curve,e.g. C (a;b) = 0, we �x v (for easy iteration), and we iterate up to order

N . W e elim inate b between the num erator ofuN � X and the curve C (a;b) = 0.

W e can obtain factorizable polynom ialsP1 � P2 � � � O ne countsthe degree ofu in the

polynom ials depending on X ,and discards the polynom ials Pi that contain only u.

Letusshow how thisworks.O neconsidersthecurveC 22
2 given in (22)and com putes

the com plexity forthe param etersa and bsuch thatC 22
2 (a;b)= 0.Letus�x v,and

elim inatebbetween uN � X and C 22
2 (a;b)(uN istheN -th iterated,onem ay takevN

instead). O ne getsforthe �rstfour iterationsP (X 2;u2),P (X 2;u4),P (X 2;u8)and

P (u2)� P (X2;u14),whereP (un),P (X n;up)denotepolynom ialsin X and u with the

shown degrees.Atstep 4,apolynom ialin u factorizes,which m eansthatthesequence

ofdegreesin thiscaseis[1;2;4;8;14;� � �]instead ofthe generic[1;2;4;8;16;� � � ].

The degrees ofthe curves grow as the iteration proceeds,we m ay need,then,

to com pute the growth com plexity forpoints in the (a;b)-plane only known in their


oating form . W e introduce a 
oat num ericalm ethod that deals with these points
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obtained asrootsofpolynom ialsofdegreegreaterthan �ve.Them ethod startswith

the param eters in their 
oating form s. The iteration proceeds to order N ,where

one solves the num erator,and the denom inator,ofthe variable (say) uN . W e take

away the com m on rootsand so on. The com putation iscontrolled by the num berof

digits used. The com putation with the 
oat num eric m ethod is carried out on the

hom ogeneousvariables. Letusshow how the m ethod works. The param etersa and

bare�xed,and known,as
oating num bers(with the desired num berofdigits).The

iteration proceeds as (in the hom ogeneous variables (x;y;t),where we m ay �x the

starting valuesofy and t):

x ! x1 = P
x
1 (x) ! x2 = P

x
2 (x) ! � � �

y ! y1 = P
y

1
(x) ! y2 = P

y

2
(x) ! � � �

t ! t1 = P
t
1(x) ! t2 = P

t
2(x) ! � � �

Ateach step,solving in 
oateach expression,am ountsto writing:

P
x
i (x)= �

n1

j= 1
(x � ~xj); P

y

i
(x)= �

n2

j= 1
(x � ~xj);P

t
i(x)= �

n3

j= 1
(x � ~xj);

Thecom m on (up tothe�xed accuracy)term s(x� ~xj)between P
x
i (x),P

y

i (x)and P
t
i(x)

aretaken away and the degreeof,e.g.,P x
i (x)iscounted according to thisreduction.

11. A ppendix C :D egree grow th com plexity and the \arrow oftim e"

Letus consider(after V.G uedjand N.Sibony [36,37])the following bi-polynom ial

transform ation:

K (x;y;z) =

�

z;y� z
d
; x + y

2 � 2yzd
�

Itsinversereads:

K
�1 (x;y;z) =

�

z� y
2 + x

2d
;y+ x

d
;x

�

W ritten in the hom ogeneous variables u;v;w;t,transform ation K ,and its inverse,

becom e:

K (u;v;w;t) =

�

wt
d
;vt

d � tw
d
;ut

d + v
2
t
d�1 � 2vw d

;t
d+ 1

�

K
�1 (u;v;w;t) =

�

wt
2d�1 � v

2
t
2d�2 + u

2d
;t

d (vtd�1 + u
d);ut2d�1 � 2vw d

;t
2d
�

Fixing d = 1,forheuristicreason,the successivedegreesofK n(u;v;w;t)read

degu = degv = degw = degt = [2;3;5;8;13;21;34;55;� � � ]

giving the degreegenerating function

G (K )(t) =
t� (t+ 2)

1� t� t2

while the successivedegreesof(K �1 )n(u;v;w;t)read

degu = degv = degw = degt = [2;4;8;16;32;64;� � � ]

and givethe degreegenerating function:

G (K �1 )(t) =
2t

1� 2t

Transform ation K hasclearlyagolden num bercom plexitydi�erent,and sm aller,than

the com plexity � = 2 ofitsinverse.
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12. A ppendix D :A transcendentalzeta function ?

In thisappendix,weconsiderthedynam icalzeta function fortheparam eters(a;b)on

C0(a;b) = 0.Thisisa bitsubtle since the num berof�xed pointsfor K 2 (and thus

K 2N )isin�nite(awholecurve(34)isacurveof�xed pointsofordertwo).Apparently

one doesnotseem to have even prim itive cycles(exceptthe in�nite num beroftwo-

cycles).Introducingthezetafunctionsasusualbythein�niteW eilproduct[18]on the

cycles,avoiding the two-cyclesand taking into accountjustthe odd prim itive cycles

onecould write:

1=�(t) = (1� t)4(1� t
3)2(1� t

5)6(1� t
7)18(1� t

9)56(1� t
11)186 � � �

Recalling the \generic" expression (27), this expression �(t) is such that

�(t)�g(� t)= �(� t)�g(t),and veri�esthe following functionalrelation

�(t) =
1+ t

1� t
�

�
1+ 2t

1� 2t

�1=2

� �(t2)1=2

yielding an in�nite productexpression for �(t):

�(t) =
1+ t

1� t
�

1Y

i= 0

�
(1+ 2t2

i

)(1+ t2
i+ 1

)

(1� 2t2
i

)(1� t2
i+ 1

)

�1=2i+ 1

For n as upper lim it ofthe above in�nite product, the expansion is valid up

to t2
n + 1

�1 . The ratio of the coe�cients of (for exam ple) t1023 with t1022 gives

� ’ 1:9989099,in agreem entwith a com plexity � = 2,but with a dynam icalzeta

function thatisnota rationalexpression,butsom e \transcendental" expression.

O fcourseonecan alwaysim aginethatthe\true"dynam icalzetafunction requires

thecalculation ofallthe\m ultiplicities" ofFulton’sintersection theory [31],and that

thisvery zeta function isactually rational...

13. A ppendix E:T he m apping on the lines b= � a and C0(a;b)= 0

Along the line b = a (and sim ilarly on its equivalents obtained by the actions ofP

and T),the growth ofthe degreesofthe param etera in the iteratesofthe vanishing

conditionsofthe Jacobian ispolynom ial(� = 1). O ne,then,expectsthe iteratesto

be given in closed form s. Thisisindeed the case ascan be seen below. The iterates

K n(V1)aregiven by

K
n(V1)=

�

un;vn

�

with: �1 =
3a2 � 4a+ 2

2(2a� 1)

un =
2(2a� 1)Tn(�1)+ a(5a� 4)Un�1 (�1)� 2(2a� 1)

2(2a� 1)Tn(�1)+ a(5a� 4)Un�1 (�1)+ 2(2a� 1)

v2n =
� 2(2a� 1)(5a� 4)Tn(�1)� 3a(3a� 2)(a� 2)Un�1 (�1)

4(2a� 1)2 Tn(�1)

v2n�1 =
2(2a� 1)(a2 + 2a� 2)Tn(�1)� a(3a� 2)(a� 2)2 Un�1 (�1)

� 2a(2a� 1)2 Tn(�1)+ a(a� 2)(3a� 2)(2a� 1)Un�1 (�1)

where Tn;Un are Chebyshev polynom ialsofordern of,respectively,�rstand second

kind.

W e have very sim ilar results for the iterates K n(V3). The iterates K n(V2) are

quite sim ple and read:

K
n(V2) =

�

1;
2(2a� 1)Un�1 (�2)

2Tn(�2)� (5a� 4)Un�1 (�2)

�

; �2 = (3a� 4)=2
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For (a;b) param eters such that C0(a;b) = 0, the iterates of the vanishing

conditionsoftheJacobian arealsogiven in closed form sand thegrowth ofthedegrees

ofthe param etersispolynom ial(� = 1).

Note that one �nds sim ilar results along the line b = � a (and sim ilarly on

its equivalents obtained by the actions ofP and T) the growth of the degrees of

the param eter a in the iterates ofthe vanishing conditions ofthe Jacobian is also

polynom ial(� = 1)forK n(V2).However,itisnon-polynom ialforK
n(V1)and K

n(V3)

(1 < � � 2). The iterates K n(V1) and K n(V3) are not given as closed expressions.

ThoseK n(V2)aregiven by:

K
n(V2)=

�

� 1;
2Un�1 (�)

2Tn(�)+ aUn�1 (�)

�

; � = a=2

K n(V2)2 I2 givesthe pointswherethe curvesC
ij

N
aretangentto the line b= � a.

14. A ppendix F:C ases ofintegrability

The points(a;b)forwhich the m apping K de�ned in (16)isintegrableare shown in

Figure 1 (lowerleft corner). These points are lying on the lines (solid lines) b = a,

b= 2� 2a and b= 1� a=2,and on the curveC0(a;b)= 0 (ellipse).Thedashed lines

in Figure1 (lowerleftcorner)areb= � a,b= 2 and a = 2.

O n the linesb= a and b= 2� 2a,the integrablecasesare:

a = 0;
1

3
; 1�

1
p
3
;

2

3
; 1;

4

3
; 1+

1
p
3

(44)

O n line b = 1 � a=2,the integrable cases,obtained by applying T � P , are given

by (2 � 2a;a) from (44). The point (a = 2=3;b = 2=3) is com m on to three lines

and correspondsto a m atrix ofthe stochasticform (5)and the \antistochastic" form

(transpose)in the sam etim e.

From these 19 points(a;b),the following six arealso on the curveC0(a;b)= 0

(� 2=3;4=3); (4=3;� 2=3); (4=3;4=3); (0;0); (0;2); (2;0)

The curveC0(a;b)= 0 hassix otherintegrablecases:

�
1 �

p
5

2
;1

�

;

�
1 �

p
5

2
;
1 �

p
5

2

�

;

�

1;
1 �

p
5

2

�

; (45)

O ne hasa totalof25 valuesof(a;b)forwhich the m apping K isintegrable.

Theintegrablepointscom m on to C0(a;b)= 0 and thelinesb= a,b= 2� 2a,and

b = 1� a=2,can be understood from the existence ofthe two preserved two-form s.

Letus consider,forinstance,the point (a;b) = (0;2)intersection of C0(a;b) = 0

and b = 2 � 2a. Transform ation K for (a;b) = (0;2) preserves two two-form s

respectively associated with b = 2� 2a in (33),and C0(a;b) = 0 (see(34)),nam ely:

du � dv

(1� v)� ((v+ u2)+ 2u(1+ v))
;

du � dv

(1+ v)� ((v+ u2)+ 2u(1+ v))

corresponding to the fact that K has(up to a sign) Inv = (1+ v)=(1� v),as an

invariant.Thisisindeed the casesince:

K
2(u;v) =

�

�
(4 + 7v + 4v2)� u + 2v(1+ v)

2(1+ v)� u + v
; v

�

(46)

W e have sim ilar results for the two other integrable points (a;b) = (0;0) and

(a;b) = (2;0). They also correspond to K 2 being a hom ographic transform ation
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((a;b) = (0;0)preservesthe u coordinate,and (a;b) = (2;0)preservesthe ratio

u=v).Notethatforthepoint (a;b) = (1;1),aswellas (1;0)and (0;1),them apping

K isofordersix,K 6 = identity.

The m apping K ,for the integrable point (a;b) = (4=3;� 2=3) preserves two

two-form s:

du � dv

(v� 1)(4u(1+ v)+ 5(v+ u2))
;

du � dv

(v� 1)(v� u2)

theirratio giving the algebraic K -invariant(up to sign):

Inv =
v� u2

4u(1+ v)+ 5(v+ u2)
(47)

15. A ppendix G :m iscellaneous exact results for � = a+ b+ c� 1 6= 1

Letusprovide here a setofexactresults,structures(existence ofm erom orphic two-

form s...) valid in the m ore generalfram ework where c 6= 2� a� b (K N and K �N

areno longerconjugate).

W hen c 6= 2 � a � b, the resultant in u ofthe two conditions oforder two

ofbirationaltransform ation (16),nam ely K 2(u;v) = (u;v),yields the following

condition (reducingtocondition C0(a;b) = 0previouslywritten,when c = 2� a� b):

ab + bc + ca = 0 (48)

associated with the (quite sym m etric) hom ogeneous K -covariant (K 2-invariant) in

the (x;y;t)hom ogeneousvariables:

cov(x;y;t) = bc� t
�

y
2 � x

2
�

+ ac� x
�

t
2 � y

2
�

+ ab� y
�

x
2 � t

2
�

+ (yt+ xt+ xy)((c� b)bc� t+ (b� a)ab� y + ac� (a� c)� x)

O ne easily �ndsthat,restricted to (48),the following m erom orphic two-form is

preserved up to a m inussign:

dx0� dy0

cov(x0;y0;1)
= (� 1)�

dx � dy

cov(x;y;;1)
(49)

15.1. For b = c,when c 6= 2� a� b:m ore two-form s.

K eepingin m ind thesim pleresults(33)form erom orphictwo-form s(35),letusrestrict

to the case where the K -covariant �(u;v) in a m erom orphic two-form like (35),is

a polynom ial,instead ofa rational(algebraic,...) expression. Let us rem ark that

when c = b but c 6= 2 � a � b, u � v is a covariant oftransform ation K with

cofactor 1=((a� 1)uv + a(u+ v)).Recalling expression (20)oftheJacobian of(16),

it becom es quite natural,when b = c,to m ake an \ansatz" seeking for covariant

polynom ials �(u;v)ofthe form �(u;v) = (u � v)� Q (u;v),where Q (u;v)willbe

a K -covariantquadratic polynom ialwith cofactor � � uv=((a � 1)uv + a(u + v))2.

Aftersom e calculations,one �ndsthatthe quadratic polynom ialQ (u;v)m ustbe of

the form :

Q (u;v) = A a
2
uv + B a

2 � (u + v)� a(2b� 1)B � b(b� 1)A

the (a;b)param etersbeing necessarily such that:

(b� a)(a+ b+ c� 2)(ab+ bc+ ac) = 0 and :

a(b+ c� 1)(b+ a)
�

b
2 + ab+ a

2 � a� b� c+ 1
�

= 0
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� Conditions b = c = � a yieldsA = B ,and the conform ally preserved two-form

reads(� = a+ b+ c� 1):

du0� dv0

(u0� v0)� (u0+ 1)� (v0+ 1)
= � �

du � dv

(u � v)� (u + 1)� (v+ 1)

� Conditions b = c = a yieldsthe conform ally preserved two-form :

du0� dv0

(u0� v0)� (u0� 1)� (v0� 1)
= � �

du � dv

(u � v)� (u � 1)� (v� 1)

15.2. For c 6= 2� a� b:m ore com plexity reductions

Condition K 2(V2)2 I2 am ountsto writing

K
2

�

u;0

�

= K

�
b

a
;
c� 1

a

�

=

�
a

b
;

a

1� a� b

�

which yields several algebraic curves, in particular the rational curve (c;b) =

(1+ 1=2a2;� a),forwhich one can verify thata reduction ofthe degreegrowth rate

com plexity � ’ 1:839 takesplace.Thedegreegenerating function reads:

G b= �a;c= 1+ 1=2a 2 =
1

1� t� t2 � t3
=

1� t

1� 2t+ t4

Sim ilarly K 4(V2)2 I2 yieldsseveralalgebraiccurves,in particulartherationalcurve

(c;b) = (1+ a2=3;� a),for which one can verify a reduction ofthe degree growth

ratecom plexity � ’ 1:965,the degreegenerating function reading:

G a= �b;c= 1+ a 2=3 =
1� t

1 � 2t+ t6
= 1+ t+ 2t2 + 4t3

+ 8t4 + 16t5 + 31t6 + 61t7 + 120t8 + 236t9 + � � �

This is just a set ofresults for � 6= 1,am ong m any others that can be easily

established.
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