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Introduction

In discrete-time complex dynamics, we consider a holomorphic self-map f of a complex
manifold and we study the behavior of the iterates (f™),>1. Holomorphic maps are much
more rigid objects than continuous or smooth ones so it is therefore natural to ask the
following two questions:

e What are the constraints on the system induced by the holomorphic condition?
e How much freedoms does this condition leave?

Although very similar, these two questions lead to different approaches. One goal, com-
pared to the former, is to obtain global results that distinguish holomorphic systems from
smooth ones. For the latter, one is rather led to look for examples that exhibit interesting
phenomena. In some sense, these two questions bound, respectively from above and from
below, the complexity that a holomorphic dynamical system can have.

Here are two simple examples.

(1) If f: U — C* is a holomorphic map defined on a bounded open subset U of CF
such that f(U) C U then A := N,>of"(U) is a finite union of attracting cycles
and all the orbits of f accumulate on A. This ensures that several local phenomena
which appear in smooth dynamics (during the unfolding of a homoclinic tangency
for example) cannot exist in complex dynamics.

(2) On the other hand, if U C f(U) then the dynamics of f can be rich. Actually, if f is
a polynomial-like map (i.e. f(U) is convex and f: U — f(U) is proper) which is not
invertible then Dinh-Sibony proved in [DS03] that f possesses a natural invariant
measure ji, called the equilibrium measure, which is mixing, of maximal (and positive)
entropy. In particular, u has one positive Lyapunov exponent. Nevertheless, it is
still an open problem whether all the Lyapunov exponent of i have to be positive
or, more simply, if f has to possess a repelling periodic point.

Under a technical assumption on f (“of large/dominant topological degree”) Dinh and
Sibony answer positively to both questions in (2) using several techniques, now called the
“dd®-method”, which heavily rely on pluripotential theory.

My main area of research concerns the dynamics of holomorphic endomorphisms of
the complex projective space P¥ of dimension & > 2. This manifold has several advantages
which are not common in the complex world:

e it is compact,
e the dynamics of an endomorphism of P* is far from being trivial in general,

e its set of endomorphisms is sufficiently large to provide interesting bifurcation phe-
nomena.
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In order to the study such an endomorphism f, one can hope (perhaps naively) that the
space PF splits into countably many pieces such that

e we have some information on the dynamics on the different pieces,

e the bifurcations of f (i.e. the potential drastic changes in the dynamics when f is
perturbed) come from specific phenomena in some piece that we can understand.

In dimension one, when k& = 1, such a decomposition is given by the dichotomy between
the Fatou set and the Julia set. In higher dimension, this Fatou/Julia dichotomy still
exists but the dynamics on these sets is far from being understood, especially on the Julia
set. One can instead consider the partition of P* into chain recurrence classes and a non-
recurrent set (see Section for definitions). The map f always possesses a canonical
“maximal” chain recurrence class. In fact, like in (2), it is possible to construct an
equilibrium measure p associated to f with several nice properties. Its support, often
called the “small Julia set”, plays a central role and it catches the most chaotic and
most repulsive part of the dynamics. As the measure p is ergodic, this small Julia set
corresponds to a chain recurrence class but little is known in general about the dynamics
outside this class. One way to study this dynamics (see Section for more details) is to
consider an open subset U C P such that f(U) C U. Although similar to (1), it turns
out that the situation in P* is much less trivial than in C* and the dynamics on the set
A := Np>0f(U) can be very rich. However, in [TafI8] I obtain significative restrictions
on the geometry of A and on the dynamics of fj4. The starting point of this study is to
show that, although there is no additional assumption like in (2), the simple inclusion
m C U in P* puts geometric contraints on U which allow to adapt the dd®-method of
Dinh-Sibony. An illustration of the results of [Tafl8] is the following theorem where the
dynamics on A is assumed to be topologically transitive (i.e. when A is an “attractor”).

Theorem 0.0.1. Let f and A be as above. If f4 is topologically transitive then there
exist two integers 0 < s < k and ng > 1 such that

e the topological entropy of fia is slogd,
o A is the disjoint union of connected compact sets A1, ..., Ay, invariant by f™,

e on each A;, there exists a measures v; which is mizing for f™, of maximal entropy
slog(d™) on A; and with at least s positive Lyapunov exponents.

As a trivial example, when A is an attractive cycle then s = 0 and ng is the period of
the cycle.

In general, in the setting of Theorem [0.0.1] the decomposition A = A; U---U A, into
finitely connected components is easy to obtain and it already holds for continuous maps.
However, in [Tafl8] I consider a more general type of objects, called quasi-attractors,
where this decomposition still holds on P* and is a non-trivial fact. The advantage of
this generalization is that some chain recurrence classes (the “minimal” ones) are quasi-
attractors hence the counterpart to Theorem [0.0.1] in that setting puts strong contraints
on these classes which are clearly not satisfy in smooth dynamics. Notice also that the
existence of mixing measures (of maximal entropy or not) for some power of f is not true
for smooth maps (as irrational rotations of the circle).

Like in (2), it would be very satisfying to show that the inclusion f(U) C U implies
the existence of a hyperbolic measure, or more simply, of a hyperbolic periodic point in U.
Unfortunately, I was not able to prove that the measures v; in Theorem [0.0.1] are always
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hyperbolic (which is very likely). However, in [Tafl3] and [DT18a], we put additional
assumptions on the open set U and on the map f (which are more or less satisfied in all
the known examples) which imply in particular that the resulting measures are hyper-
bolic. Moreover, the framework of [DT18a] (originally introduced by Daurat in [Daul4])
is interesting by itself and we show that it is satisfied by a large class of endomorphisms of
P* (see also [Dauld] when k = 2). In [Taf17], I also provide examples, increasing slightly
the range of the possible attractors in P¥. All this is developed in Chapter

Chapter |2 is about bifurcation theory for endomorphisms of P¥. As mentioned above,
the small Julia set supports the most chaotic part of the dynamics and thus it is natural, at
first, to study bifurcations with respect to this set. Such a theory has been recently devel-
oped by Berteloot-Bianchi-Dupont on P* for & > 2 and my motivation in this subject is to
exhibit phenomena which distinguish this theory from the more classical theory of Mané-
Sad-Sullivan and Lyubich when & = 1. In dimension 1, structural stability is always dense
in the parameter space and almost all the different possible types of bifurcations coincide.
In particular, a bifurcation implies that the Julia set does not depend continuously on the
parameter. In [BT17], with Bianchi we study a very specific family of endomorphisms of
P? where there is an open set of bifurcations and the Julia set depends continuously on
the parameter in the whole family. And my main contribution regarding bifurcation is the
use of objects coming from smooth dynamics called blenders. In fact, Dujardin introduced
them in complex dynamics in order to obtain open sets of bifurcations in the family of all
endomorphisms of P¥, k > 2. In [Taf17], I was able to strengthen his result, proving that
blenders always appear near bifurcations of product maps of C2.

All the examples above, like many others in the recent literature, start from an en-
domorphism of P? which preserves a fibration. This led us, with Dupont, to study the
dynamics of endomorphisms of P¥ which preserve a fibration. The main purpose of [DT18b]
(see Chapter |3]) is to generalize Jonsson’s results [Jon99] on polynomial skew products to
a broader framework. In particular, we obtain a structure result for the Green currents
which can be helpful to study specific examples and bifurcation phenomena.
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Chapter 1

Attractors in P

This chapter covers the works [Tafl3], [DT18al, [Tafl§] and some examples contained in
[Tafl7]. It deals with different kinds of “attractors” which are natural objects to consider
in a dynamical setting. I start in Section [I.2] with their definitions and with simple
examples in both smooth and complex dynamics. Section [I.3]is devoted to general results
on attractors (or more precisely, on attracting sets and quasi-attractors) of P which
can be obtained using pluripotential theory. In particular, it contains the main results of
[Taf18] and a brief summary of the known results when this work began (see Section [1.3.3).
Section and Section consider the frameworks of [DT18a] and [Tafl3|] respectively.
Finally, Section [1.6] gives most of the examples I know.

1.1 Prologue

When considering a dynamical system f: X — X, two natural questions arise:

(1) What is the asymptotic behavior of the orbit (f"(z))n>0 for most of the points
x e X7

(2) What are the effects on the system of a small perturbation of f?

One aspect of the latter is to understand when f is structurally stable, i.e. under which
conditions on f, for each sufficiently small (in a given topology) perturbation f. of f there
exists a homeomorphism h. of X such that f = h;l o feohe?

For endomorphisms of the projective space PF, these two questions are fairly well
understood when k = 1. To a rational mapping f: P! — P! is associated a partition

]P)IZFfUJf

where Fy is the Fatou set of f and Jy its Julia set. On the open set Fy the dynamics is
not chaotic and it can be completely classified (see Section . On the compact set Jy
the dynamics is chaotic but there exist several characterizations of this set giving many
information on the geometry and the dynamics of Jy.

In the same way, if (f\)xens is a holomorphic family of rational maps then Mafié-Sad-
Sullivan [MSS83] and independently Lyubich [Lyu83b] introduced a partition

M = Stab U Bif.

The set Stab can be defined as the largest open subset of M where f) restricted to its
Julia set is structurally stable with respect to perturbations in the family (see Section
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for more details). This is called J-stability. The complementary Bif of Stab is called the
bifurcation locus of the family (fx)aens. The key result about this partition is that Stab
is always dense in M. Moreover, McMullen and Sullivan [MS98] proved that on an open
and dense subset of Stab the structural stability on Jy, extends to the whole P! ie. in
every family (f))aens structural stability is dense.

In higher dimension, the dichotomy between the Fatou set and the Julia set still exists
but several new phenomena appear and a description as detailed as in dimension one is
no longer possible. My approach is based on the following standard objects in smooth
dynamics.

1.2 Attracting sets and chain recurrence classes

Since the beginning of the study of dynamical systems, the different possible notions of
attractors have played a central role (see e.g. [Mil85]). Unlike my work during my thesis
(see [Taf10]), I am now interested in the following topological objects.

Let f: X — X be a continuous self-map of a compact metric space. A non-empty
subset A of X is an attracting set if it admits an open neighborhood U (called a trapping
region) such that

fO)YcU and A= ﬂ ().
n>0

In particular, A is a compact invariant set for f, f(A) = A, and all orbits starting in U
accumulate on some subset of A. So, such a set can be seen as a piece of the system and
it is natural to study those which are minimal in some sense: they can be considered as
the most elementary pieces. One way to ensure this is to consider attracting set A such
that f4 is topologically transitive, i.e. fl4 has a dense orbit. In this case, A is called an
attractor. Unfortunately, this notion is very strong and many dynamical systems have no
such attractor. Another way is to define, following [Hur82], quasi-attractors as decreasing
intersections of attracting sets. In that setting, the minimal quasi-attractors are simply the
ones which are minimal for the inclusion. Thanks to Zorn’s lemma, any dynamical system
defined on a compact space admits at least one minimal quasi-attractor. Notice that this
terminology is not uniform in the literature. For example, minimal quasi-attractors here
correspond to attractors in Ruelle’s book [Rue89].

These objects are closely related to the chain recurrent set defined by Conley [ConT78].
For € > 0, a sequence (x;)o<i<n is called an e-pseudo-orbit between = and y in X if n > 1,
xg =z, x, = y and for all 0 < i < n, dist(f(z;), xi+1) < €. We say that = = y if for
all € > 0 there exists an e-pseudo-orbit between x and y. Then, the chain recurrent set is
defined by

Z(f) ={xe X |z >z}

This is a closed invariant set which contains the non-wandering set and thus all the periodic
orbits. Moreover, > is a preorder on Z(f) and the equivalence classes associated to it are
called the chain recurrence classes: if © € Z(f) then its chain recurrence class [x] consists
of all y € Z(f) such that z > y and y > x. The relation > becomes an order on the classes
by saying that [x] > [y] if > y.

Remark 1.2.1. Another classical closed invariant set is the non-wandering set Q(f) de-
fined as the set of points x € X such that for every neighborhood V' of x there exists n > 1
such that f"(V)NV # @. The structural stability restricted to the non-wandering set is
called the Q-stability. When X is a smooth manifold, it was proven by Smale [Sma6] and
Palis [Pal88] that f is Q-stable with respect to Cl-perturbations if and only if f is Axiom
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A (i.e. Q(f) is a hyperbolic set for f and the periodic points are dense in Q(f)) and there
is no cycle in the decomposition of Q(f) in basic pieces. As observed in [BCOJ)/, a simpler
way to state these theorems is

f is Q-stable in the C'-topology <= Z(f) is a hyperbolic set for f

Notice that on PY, the classification of Fatou components implies easily that Q-stability is
equivalent to J-stability. One major open problem in one variable complexr dynamics is
wether this stability implies the hyperbolicity of the dynamics on the Julia set.

The chain recurrence classes are also closed invariant sets and they are related to the
attracting sets and quasi-attractors in the following way. If x € X and € > 0 then the
open set

Uz, == {y € X |there exists an e-pseudo-orbit between x and y} (1.1)

is a trapping region such that the attracting set A, . := Nyp>0f"(Uy,e) contains all the
chain recurrence classes [y] with = = y (notice that constructions similar to the one of Uy .
will play a decisive role in Section [1.3.8). In particular, if x € Z(f) then [z] is contained
into the quasi-attractor A, := Ne>oAz . Moreover, if the basin of an attracting set A is
defined by B4 := Up>1f""(U) (where U is a trapping region for A) then

2] = 4.\ (UBa), (1.2)

where the union is taken over all attracting sets A such that x ¢ A. A direct consequence
of these observations is the following important fact:

The minimal quasi-attractors correspond exactly to the chain recurrence classes
manimal for .

Therefore, as my main results in the subject are about quasi-attractors, they also hold
for minimal chain recurrence classes. But, some of these results are not true for arbitrary
classes and very little is known about them in complex dynamics.

Let me point out that the observations above could be summarized through a Lyapunov
function, i.e. a continuous function ¢: X — R which is

e strictly decreasing on the orbits of X \ Z(f),
e satisfies that for all x,y € Z(f), ¢(x) = ¢(y) is equivalent to [z] = [y],
e and ¢(Z(f)) is a totally discontinuous compact subset of R.

The sublevel sets of such a function give a family of trapping regions which separate
the different chain recurrence classes. Conley proved in [Con78] that Lyapunov functions
always exist for continuous maps on a compact metric space.

To conclude this part, notice that the objects introduced above are directly related to
the questions starting this section:

e the attracting sets catch a full open set of orbits,

e the e-pseudo-orbits can be seen as the orbits of a randomly perturbed system.
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1.2.1 Adding machine in smooth dynamics

The most basic examples of attracting sets are the whole space X (as X is compact) and
attracting cycles (i.e. attractive periodic points, also often called sinks). An arbitrary
attracting set can be much more complicated but there exist some basic limitations. In
particular, the inclusion W C U implies that f admits at most countably many attract-
ing sets and each of them has finitely many connected components. The example below
shows that this is no longer the case for quasi-attractors. As a consequence of Theorem
such an example cannot exist for endomorphisms of P¥.

Let D C R? be the open unit disk and let Dy, Dy be two topological disks such that

D1y UDy C D and Dy N Dy = @. Let f be a continuous self-map of D such that

f(D)C D, f(D1)C Dy and f(D2)C Ds.

Thus, D and D1 U Dy are two trapping regions for f. The attracting set associated to D is
connected and the one associated to D; U Dy has two connected components. Moreover,
it is possible to choose f such that, for i € {1,2}, f|2D1- is conjugated to fip. In this
situation, f has a decreasing sequence of attracting sets (A,)n>o0 such that A, has 2"
connected components. The quasi-attractor K := N,>0A, has infinitely many connected
components. The map f can be chosen such that these components are points and in this
case, K is a minimal quasi-attractor such that f|x is an adding machine. This implies
that

1) K is a Cantor set,
2) J|x is minimal and uniquely ergodic, in particular it has no periodic orbits,
3) Jix has zero topological entropy,

4) for each n > 1, fﬁ{ has 2" minimal quasi-attractor and there is no mixing measure
for f"}{

The construction above gives a continuous map. It is possible, even though much more
delicate, to fulfill it for C*° maps. Finally, observe that if there exists a second pair of
disks By, B2 C D such that f(B;) C Ba, f(B2) C By, and fﬁBi is conjugated to f|p then f
admits uncountably many minimal quasi-attractors as above, one for each infinite sequence
in {B, D}. See [BD02a] for the abundance of this phenomenon in the C! topology.

1.2.2 Attracting sets in C*

As I said in the Introduction, the only possible attracting sets in C¥ are finite unions of
attracting cycles. This can be deduced from [Tsu81] but the proof is elementary. Notice
that one can hope to use similar arguments in the setting of Section (attracting sets
in P*) providing a good counterpart to Montel’s theorem in the space €,(U) of positive
closed (p, p)-currents in U. However, this last point seems delicate (see Remark .

Proposition 1.2.2. Let U C C* be an open set and let f: U — U be a holomorphic map

such that f(U) is a compact subset of U. Then, the attracting set A := Nyp>of"(U) is a
finite union of attracting cycles.

Proof. First, observe that since A is compact, it is contained in a finite union of connected
components of U and if this union is taken to be minimal then f induces of permutation on
this set of components. Hence, possibly by replacing f by a large iterate, we can assume
that U is connected and also bounded since f(U) is bounded.



1.2. ATTRACTING SETS AND CHAIN RECURRENCE CLASSES 17

Therefore, Montel’s Theorem on uniformly bounded holomorphic functions implies
that the family {f"}n>1 si normal i.e. every sequence in this family has a subsequence
converging, locally uniformly, to a holomorphic map from U to C. Let (f™);>1 be such
a sequence converging to g: U — CF where (ni)i>1 is increasing. In particular, l; :=
ni+1 —mn; > 1 and by normality, up to a subsequence, we can assume that (f li)izl converge
toamap h: U — C*. Actually, n; > 1 and I; > 1 imply that g(U) and h(U) are contained
in f(U) which is a compact subset of U. Hence, h o g is well defined and satisfies hog = g
on U, i.e. g(U) is contained in the set of fixed points of h. But this set is a closed analytic
subset of U, contained in the compact set f(U). Thus, it is a compact analytic subset of
C* and so it is a finite set. As g(U) is connected, g(U) is reduced to a point x¢ € U.

Since g commutes with f, f(xo) = f(g(x0)) = g(f(x0)) = xo and zg is a fixed point
of f. Therefore, every subsequence of (f™),>1, and thus the full sequence, must converge
to the constant function equal to xg. This implies that the differential D, f satisfies
limy, 00 (Dgo )™ = 0, i.e. x0 is an attractive fixed point and U is contained in its basin. [

Notice that the boundedness of f(U) is essential: a complex Hénon maps in C? pos-
sesses an open set U C C? satisfying f(U) C U while N,>0f™(U) is not trivial.

1.2.3 Situation on P!

The classification of attracting sets and chain recurrence classes of a rational mapping f
of P! follows easily from Proposition and Montel Theorem. It can also be deduced
from the classical Fatou/Julia theory.

For attracting sets, there are two possibilities. If A is an attracting set of P! with a
trapping region U then either

e A=U=P,

e or U # P! and f(U) can be seen as a compact set of C and by Proposition A
is a finite union of attracting cycles.

In particular, all the quasi-attractors are attracting sets. Hence, using (1.2), a chain
recurrence class is either

e an attracting cycle,
e or equal to P!\ (UB4) where the union is taken over all attracting cycles.

This last chain recurrence class is actually related to the Fatou/Julia decomposition. Recall
that the Fatou set Fy of f is the largest open set where the family of iterates {f"},>1 is
normal (or, equivalently, equicontinuous). Its complementary J; := P\ Fy is a non-empty
compact set called the Julia set and, by definition, if V' is a neighborhood of x € J; then
the family { fﬁ/}nzl is not normal. This implies, by Montel’s Theorem on holomorphic
maps omitting three values in P!, that P!\ (Un>1f™(V)) contains at most two points.
Hence, we have the following basic result.

Proposition 1.2.3. If f: P! — P! is a rational mapping and x € Jy then for all y € P!,
x = y. In particular, Jy is contained in a unique chain recurrence class [Jf] :== P\ (UB4)
and this class is maximal with respect to > .

In particular, if f has no attracting cycle then [Jf] = P! and f is chain transitive, i.e.
f has a unique chain recurrence class which is equal to the whole space.
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Another way to obtain the same result is to use the classification of the dynamics on
Fy. A remarkable theorem of Sullivan [Sul85] states that if {2 is a connected component of
F} (also called a Fatou component) then there exist p > ¢ > 0 such that fP(Q2) = (1),
i.e. every Fatou component of a rational mapping of P! is pre-periodic. Moreover, the
invariant Fatou components are classified. There are four possibilities:

e the basin of an attracting fized point,
e the basin of a parabolic fixed point,
e a Siegel disk, i.e. a topological disk on which f is conjugated to an irrational rotation,

e a Herman ring, i.e. a topological annulus on which f is conjugated to an irrational
rotation.

On the other hand, the dynamics on Jy is transitive and all parabolic periodic points belong
to Jy¢. Hence, Jy is contained in a unique class [J¢] and the other classes are attracting
cycles. The class [J] is equal to the union of J¢ and of all the Fatou components eventually
map to a parabolic basin, a Siegel disk or a Herman ring. In particular, [J¢] # Jy when f
has such a component, for example for f(z) = 22 + 1/4.

Example 1.2.4. If f(z) = 2% + ¢ where c € C has sufficiently large modulus then Fy has
only one component which is the basin of oo and Jy is a Cantor set. Hence, the chain
recurrent set is Z(f) = Jy U {00}, each piece corresponding to a chain recurrence class.
Observe that the one associated to Jy has infinitely many connected components.

1.3 Quasi-attractors in P* and attracting currents

The main aim of this section is to explain the results of [Tafl§]. Many of these results are
heavily based on pluripotential theory so we start with a “current-free” summary.

1.3.1 Main results without currents

Theorem 1.3.1. Let f be a holomorphic endomorphism of P* of degree d > 2. If K is a
minimal quasi-attractor of f then there exist two integers 0 < s < k and ng > 1 such that

e the topological entropy of fix is slogd,
o K is the disjoint union of connected minimal quasi-attractors K, ..., Ky, for fm°,

e on each K;, there exists a measures v; which is mizing for f™°, of maximal entropy
slog(d™) on K; and with at least s positive Lyapunov exponents.

Remark 1.3.2. In general, f™ is not topologically transitive on K;. Indeed, if f is a
rational mapping of P' such that all Fatou components are eventually mapped to Siegel
disks then K = P! is a minimal quasi-attractor such that s = ng = 1 and f is not
topologically transitive (when the Fatou set is not empty).

Remark 1.3.3. Since minimal chain recurrence classes correspond to minimal quasi-
attractors, Theorem applies to these classes. In particular, such a class has finitely
many connected components. As Example [1.2.]] shows, this doesn’t hold for an arbitrary
class. I don’t know if it holds for arbitrary quasi-attractors.
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Observe that this theorem is the counterpart for minimal quasi-attractors of Theorem
[0:0.7] in the introduction. Indeed, the latter is a direct consequence of the former as an
attractor is a minimal quasi-attractor. However, the finiteness of the number of connected
components ng is obvious for attractors (and true for continuous maps) while it is an
important point of Theorem [1.3.1

Another important point is the meaning of the integer s. This invariant was introduced
by Daurat [Dauld] as the dimension of K. Her definition relies on pluripotenrial theory
(see Section and is independent of f. In particular, the topological entropy of f|x
only depends on the geometry of K and on the degree of f. This dimension can also be
characterized in terme of Julia sets which gives the following consequences.

Corollary 1.3.4. Let f, K and s be as in Theorem[1.3.1]
o If s is mazimal (i.e. s = k) then K = P,
e Ifs=0 (ie fix has zero topological entropy) then K is an attracting cycle.

Here is a less direct consequence of the proof of Theorem m (which is based on the
local finiteness of attracting currents).

Corollary 1.3.5. Let f be a holomorphic endomorphism of P*. Then, the set of minimal
quasi-attractors of f is at most countable.

This set can be countable when k£ > 2 as shown the examples of Gavosto [Gav98| (see
also [Buz97]) of endomorphisms of P? with infinitely many sinks coming from Newhouse
phenomenon. And the minimality assumption in this corollary is important since there
exist endomorphisms with uncountably many quasi-attractors (see Theorem .

All the results above show that minimal quasi-attractors of P¥ are subject to much more
constraints that what can happen in smooth dynamics. In particular, the points 1), 3),
4) of Section on adding machines and uncountable sets of minimal quasi-attractors
cannot exist for holomorphic endomorphisms of P*.

As we will see in Section [I.3.3] some of the results above, in particular Corollary [1.3.5]
can be deduced when k = 2 from [FW99] using totally different techniques. And a key
inspiration for Theorem was the work of Dinh [Din07] where he obtained a similar
result for attracting sets possessing a trapping region with special geometric properties.
Before reviewing these works, we need to recall some classical facts about pluripotential
theory and dynamics of holomorphic endomorphisms of P*.

1.3.2 Basic facts on pluripotential theory and dynamics on P*

The introduction of pluripotential theory (i.e. plurisubharmonic functions and positive
currents) was a turning point in complex dynamics in several variables (see especially
[BS91a] and [F'S95a]). A posteriori, almost thirty years later, the introduction of the
actions of f on currents seems natural. Indeed, it is usual to study the dynamics of
f: X — X through its actions on other spaces (trees, partitions, vector spaces etc.). If
X is a compact complex manifold and f is holomorphic then one can consider the space
of positive currents, on which f acts by push-forward and pull-back. This space is a
convexe cone whose structure is far from being well-understood but it has some good
properties, with respect to compactness in particular. Moreover, these actions (restricted
to closed currents) are related to push-foward and pull-back operators induced by f on
the cohomology groups of X, which are especially simple when X = P*. More generally,
there are deep interplays between the dynamics of f, the geometry of X and the complex
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analytic tools provide by pluripotential theory. Actually, in the proofs of the results of
this section, the crucial assumption that f is holomorphic will mainly take part by way of
these actions on currents. Here is a brief illustration of how these actions will be used in
what follows.

One feature of ergodic theory is to study Birkhoff sums

1 N
N > (f")s0a, (1.3)
n=1

(where (f").«d; is the push-forward of the Dirac mass at x by f" and is equal to 0 fn(,))
instead of orbits (f™(x))n>1. The space of positive measures has good compactness prop-
erties and every limit value v of is invariant, f.r = v. However, apart from this
invariance, almost nothing can be said in general on v. Positive currents allow to general-
ized this idea to orbits of complex analytic sets. To such a set V is associated a current
of integration on V, denoted by [V], and we can consider sums of the form

¥ el (1)

where ¢, > 0 are well chosen renormalization constants and (f™)«[V] is the push-forward
of [V] by f™ (which is often simply [f"(V)]). When V is reduced to the point z,
with ¢, = 1 corresponds exactly to . Moreover, the space of positive currents has the
same compactness properties than the space of positive measures and every limit value of
is a positive current invariant by f. (up to a constant). Under some circumstances
(for example if V' is a closed analytic set) these limit values are closed as currents. And
positive closed currents (those which are not measures) are very rigid objects. As we
will see later, the simple fact that a subset A C P* supports such a current puts strong
geometric contrains on A and on P¥\ A and gives tools to study the dynamics on A.

We now give more detailed definitions and results. We refer to [Dem12| for an expo-
sition on pluripotential theory and to [Sib99] and [DS10a] for surveys on its interactions
with complex dynamics.

Positive closed currents

Let X be a complex manifold of dimension k£ and let 0 < p, ¢ < k be two integers. For the
sequel, we need to defined three notions:

e currents of bidegree (p, q), or equivalently of bidimension (k — p,k — q),
e closed currents,
e positive currents.

(p, g)-currents: A smooth differential form ¢ of bidegree (p,q) on X (or simply a (p, q)-
form) is a form which can be written in local coordinates (z1,...,z2) as

o= Y ¢rsdz Ndzy,

[I|=p,|J|=q

where ¢; ; are smooth functions, I = (i1,...,ip) (resp. J = (j1,...,Jq)) is a multi-index
of length p (resp. q) and dz; = dz;, \---Ndz;,, dZ; = dZj, A---NdZj,. A current of bidegree
(p,q) (or a (p,q)-current) is a continuous linear form on the space of smooth differential
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forms of bidegree (k—p, k—¢q) with compact support in X. Such a current S can be written
in local coordinates as

S = Z SLJdZ[/\dZJ, (1.5)
H|=p,|J|=q

where the coefficients Sy ; are distributions. A form or a current is of bidimension (p,q)
if it is of bidegree (k — p,k — q). As we will see in Example the bidimension of the
current of integration associated to an analytic subset V' C X of dimension p is (p, p).

The topology that we use on currents is the weak topology: a sequence S, converges
to S if for every from ¢ with compact support, (S, @) converges to (S, ¢).

Closed currents: By definition, a current S of bidegree (p,q) is a pairing ¢ +— (S, ¢)
with (k — p, k — q)-forms and we say that S is closed if (S, $) = 0 as soon as ¢ is exact i.e.
¢ = dip for some differential form .

Positive currents: Positivity is only defined for (p, ¢)-current with symmetric bidegree,
i.e p = q. Roughly speaking, a current S of bidegree (p,p) is positive if for every complex
submanifold V' of dimension p, the restriction of S to V is a positive measure. However,
the restriction of a current to a submanifold is not necessarily well-defined and even when
it is the case (for smooth forms for example), the resulting notion is not stable under
wedge products. The above idea corresponds to weak positivity and we need a slightly
stronger notion.

A (p,p)-current S on X is weakly positive if for every family (a;)1<j<kp—p of (1,0)-forms
with compact support,

(S, (tar ANaq) A -+ A (iog—p NOg—p)) > 0.

A (p,p)-current S is positive if for every weakly positive (k—p, k—p)-form ¢ with compact
support in X, (S, ¢) > 0.
Notice that in maximal bidegree, a (k, k)-current is always closed and can be identified
to a distribution. In particular, positive (k, k)-currents correspond to positive measures.
Beyond technical definitions, the following example is essential.

Example 1.3.6. Let Y be a closed complex submanifold of X of dimension p and let V be
an open subset of Y. The current of integration [V]| associated to V is a current of bidegree

(k—p,k —p) (and of bidimension (p,p)) defined by

Wv).é):= [ o,

for every (p, p)-form ¢ with compact support. This current is positive and if V=Y (i.e.
V is a closed submanifold) then [V] is closed as current. This result has been generalized
by Lelong [Lel57] to singular analytic sets: if Y is a closed analytic subset of X of pure
dimension p then the current of integration on the reqular part of Y defined a positive
closed current on X, also denoted by [Y].

All the currents which appear in what follows can be obtained as limits of convex
combinations of such currents. In some sense, the currents that we consider encoded,
locally on each open set, the asymptotic behavior of the volume of a sequence of analytic
subsets.
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Plurisubharmonic functions

Plurisubharmonic functions form an important class of functions in several variables com-
plex analysis. On Riemann surfaces, this class coincides with the one of subharmonic
functions. One way to define a plurisubharmonic function « in higher dimension is that «
restricted to every one-dimensional complex manifold is a subharmonic function. Another
way is to use the 99 operator. For a C? function u: X — R, plurisubharmonicity simply

means that, in local coordinates (z1, ..., z;), the form
AT . 0%u
100u :=1 Z Wdza A dZzyp,
1<ab<k T7a0%

is a positive (1,1)-form, i.e. at every point z the Hermitian matrix (0%u/02,0%(z)) is
semipositive. The operator 9 can be extended to Ll -functions and more generally
to currents. The normalization dd® := ~00 is often used. And u: X — RU {—oo} is

plurisubharmonic if
e « is upper semicontinuous and u € L (X),
e ddu is a positive (1, 1)-current.

Moreover, the converse holds locally: if S is a positive closed (1,1)-current then on small
open sets S is equal to dd“u where u is plurisubharmonic. One says that u is a local
potential of S. The fact that positive closed (1,1)-currents have such potentials greatly
simplifies their study. However, in what follows, we will mainly use plurisubharmonic
functions through structural varieties of currents in any bidegree. Roughly speaking, a
structural variety parametrized by a complex manifold M is a familiy of currents (Sp)ges
such that
0 — <‘997 ¢>

is plurisubharmonic on M as soon as dd¢ is a positive form (see Section for more
details).

Plurisubharmonic functions have many good properties. In particular, they verify the
maximum principle and the mean value inequality. Rather than making an exhaustive
list, here is a simple result which plays a central role in the study of quasi-attractors.

Lemma 1.3.7. Let (un)n>0 be a uniformly bounded sequence of subharmonic functions
defined on D which is locally equicontinuous on D*. Assume that there exists ¢ € R such
that

lim sup u, (0) < c,

n—oo

for all 8 € D and

Jim un(0) = c.

Then the sequence (un>n20 converges pointwise to the constant function c.

The above result will be combined to the following elementary one.

Lemma 1.3.8. Let (an)n>0 and (by)n>0 be two sequences of real numbers. If there are
two constants ¢ € R and o > 0 such that

limsupb, < ac, limsup(a, —b,) < (1 —a)c and lim a, =c

then lim,, oo b, = ac.
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Currents on P* and dynamics

From now on, f is an endomorphism of P* of degree d > 2 and 0 < p < k is an integer.

Let w be the standard Fubini-Study form on P* normalized such that the volume form
w* has mass 1. This form gives a way to define the mass of a positive (p, p)-current S on P*
by ||S]| := (S,w* P) and we denote by €, (PP¥) the set of all positive closed (p, p)-currents of
mass 1 on P*. As for positive measures, thanks to the normalization of the mass, ‘Kp(IP’k) is
a compact set. And, for a subset E of P¥ we define %,(F) as the set of currents in %, (P)
which are supported in E.

In what follows, we will extensively study the action by push-forward of f on %,(E),
for some specific E. The push-forward operator f, on currents is simply defined by

(£S5, 0) == (S, [*),

where f* is the standard pull-back on differential forms. The pull-back of a current is
more delicate to define but this can be done in our setting (see [DS07]). An important
point about these actions is that the masses of f.S and f*S can be computed using
cohomology. Actually, since the cohomology groups HPP(P¥ R) are unidimensional, the
class of a positive closed current only depends on its mass. Moreover, by Bézout’s Theorem
the action of f* on HPP(P* R) is multiplication by dP and, by duality, the action of f, on
HPP(P* R) is multiplication by d*~P. Hence, d—?f* and d=(*=P)f, define two operators
from %,(P*) to itself.

The dynamics induced by d~Pf* on %,(P¥) is quite special. Dinh and Sibony [DS09)]
showed that there exists a current TP, called the Green (p,p)-current of f, such that if
S € %,(P*) is smooth then
lim %(f")*S _ v, (1.6)

n—o0

Moreover, the Green (1, 1)-current 7" has continuous local potentials so its self-intersection
of order p is well-defined and coincides with T?. The support _#, of TP is called the Julia
set of order p of f and these sets define a filtration

@::/]H_lkaC"'Cf1C/OIZPk.

By a result of Fornaess-Sibony [FS95a] and Ueda [Ued94], ¢ is equal to the Julia set J
of f, i.e. the complement of the largest open set where the family of iterates (f"),>1 is
normal.

The set _#Zj, sometimes called the small Julia set, is the support of the equilibrium
measure of f, u = T* which is the unique measure of maximal entropy klogd of f and
which has many other interesting dynamical properties (see, e.g., [FS94bl BD99, BDO1,
DS10b]). However, the measure u gives no information on proper quasi-attractors since,
by Proposition below, a quasi-attractor intersecting _#j, is automatically equal to
P*.

1.3.3 Previously known results

Before [Tafl§], many other works have been devoted to attractors or quasi attractors of
holomorphic endomorphisms of P*. However, most of them were aimed at constructing
interesting examples (e.g., [JW00Q, [FS01, [Ron12, [Daul4l DT18al) or were working with a
set of assumptions, referred to as in what follows, first introduced by Dinh [Din07]
(see [Tafl3l Dauld, DT18a]). One exception is [FW99] where Fornsess and Weickert
proved, in a rather simple way, the following result.
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Theorem 1.3.9 ([FW99]). Let f be a holomorphic endomorphism of P*. If K is a quasi-
attractor of f which is not a finite union of attracting cycles then K contains an entire
curve, i.e. the image of a non-constant holomorphic map ¢: C — P*.

As easy consequences, the Hausdorff dimension of such quasi-attractor K is greater
than or equal to 2 and it must intersect the Julia set of f. As we have seen in Theorem
K supports an ergodic measure with at least one positive Lyapunov exponent which
gives an alternative way to obtain entire curves contained in K. Observe that K can be
large enough to contain many entire curves which are not related to the dynamics (see

Theorem for such an example with K # PF).
When k = 2, using a cohomological argument or the pseudoconvexity of P2\ ¢(C),

Theorem [1.3.9] gives

Corollary 1.3.10 ([FW99]). If f is an endomorphism of P? then it admits at most one
minimal quasi-attractor K which is not an attracting cycle. In particular, K is a minimal
quasi-attractor for every iterate of f and it is connected. Moreover, P2\ K is pseudoconvez.

Notice that Example[I.6.2] shows that this uniqueness result is no longer true in higher
dimension.

Another way to obtained results on quasi-attractors is to use convergences toward the
Green currents similar to . For example, Fornzess-Sibony [FS94b] proved that almost

every y € P¥ satisfy
1

Jim o= > da=
fr(a)=y
where p is the equilibrium measure of f. This counterpart in higher dimension to Propo-
sition [I.2:3] follows easily.

Proposition 1.3.11. Let x be in the small Julia set ¢, of f. Then for all y € Pk x> .
In particular, Zy is contained in a unique chain recurrence class [_#}] and this class is

mazximal with respect to >~ . Moreover, a quasi-attractor intersecting _#1 has to be equal
to Pk.

Remark 1.3.12. A non-trivial automorphism of C? of degree d > 2 also has an equi-
librium measure i of entropy logd which is mixzing so it corresponds to a unique chain
recurrence class [J*| where J* := supp(p). Bedford and Smilie have proved [BS91b] that
the chain recurrent set of such automorphism is the union of [J*| with attracting/repelling
cycles.

Another consequence of equidistribution is the following result obtained by Sibony
[Sib99]. It gives a first hint toward the different equivalent formulations of the dimension
of a quasi-attractor given by Daurat (see Section |1.3.4)).

Theorem 1.3.13 ([Sib99]). Let K C P* be a quasi-attractor for f and let 0 < s < k. If
the Hausdorff dimension of K is strictly smaller than 2s then KN _#s = &.

In particular, if this Hausdorff dimension is strictly smaller than 2 then K is a union
of attracting cycles, which was also a consequence of Theorem [1.3.9
1.3.4 Main results on attracting currents

The previous section shows that if K C P* is a quasi-attractor which is not an attracting
cycle then there are several constraints on the geometry of K and P\ K. Using the theory
of currents, this section will go further in this direction.
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In [Din07], Dinh constructed, under geometric assumptions which will be referred to
as is what follows, an attracting current and an equilibrium measure associated to
an attracting set. My main motivation in [Tafl8] was to generalize this construction to
all quasi-attractors without any assumption. A first step to this end is to obtained some
geometrical information on quasi-attractors and trapping regions in P*. This can be done
using the notion of dimension introduced by Daurat [Dauld] for attracting sets.

Definition 1.3.14 ([Dauld]). Let A C P* be an attracting set and let 0 < s < k be an
integer. The dimension of A is s if ¢x_s(A) # & and €r_s_1(A) = &. The dimension of
a trapping region is by definition the dimension of the associated attracting set.

In particular, a result of Federer [Fed69] on the support of flat currents gives the
following lower bound to the Hausdorff dimension dim - (A) of A: if A is an attracting
set of dimension s then dim y(A) is larger than or equal to 2s. However, there is no non-
trivial upper bound to dim ;- (A). Actually, Theorem m gives an example of an attractor
A C IP? of dimension 1 with non-empty interior and thus with Hausdorff dimension equal
to 4.

Since a quasi-attractor K is a decreasing intersection of attracting sets (A;);>1, one
can define the dimension of K to be the dimension of A;, for ¢ large enough. A key point
about this definition is the following equivalent characterization.

Proposition 1.3.15. A quasi-attractor K has dimension s if and only if
KN Zo#2 and KN fop1=0.

Although simple, this result is essential since it implies that K always satisfies one of the
consequence of the assumptions of Dinh. In Technical words, since K N _Z,11 = O,
the Green current 7+ belongs to €,41(P¥ \ K) which implies that K is weakly (k — s)-
pseudoconvex (see Section . This will allow us to use the dd“-method developed by
Dinh and Sibony to study the dynamics induced by f on €%_s(U) for a trapping region U
of dimension s containing K. In particular, we obtain that there exists on each attracting
set at least one current which exhibits equidistribution properties.

Theorem 1.3.16. Let A be an attracting set of dimension s with a trapping region U.
There exist a trapping region D C U and a current T in 6i—s(D;) such that

for all continuous currents R in €i—s(D).

As this type of currents will have a central role in what follows, we coin the following
definition.

Definition 1.3.17. Let V be a trapping region of dimension s. A current S € €j_s(V) is
attracting on V if

N-1 1
nh—{go N nZ:% dns (f )*R =95,

for all continuous form R in €,_s(V). A current in €j,_s(P¥) is an attracting current if
it is attracting on some trapping region of dimension s.
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These currents can be considered as attractive periodic points in the set %)_ S(Pk). By
definition, if S € 6;_s(V) is attracting on V then it is the unique attracting current in
%x—s(V). However, there can exist several such currents supported on an attracting set
A and it is not possible to remove the Cesaro mean in the theorem. Here is a trivial
example of this. Let A = {po,p1,p2} be the union of an attracting fixed point pg and an
attracting cycle {p1,p2} of period 2. Then A is an attracting set of dimension 0 with two
attracting measures, the Dirac mass d,, and 271(8,, +6p, ). For the latter, if R is a smooth
probability supported in a small neighborhood of p; then the sequence (f").R has two
different limit values, d,, and 6&,,. However, if we replace f by f? in this example then
the sequence (f™).R converges and we obtain three attracting measures which cannot be
decomposed anymore. On feature of Theorem below is that this phenomenon still
holds in the general case.

The non-uniqueness of the attracting current in Theorem [1.3.16)is an important issue in
order to study a quasi-attractor K = N;>14;. Each attracting set A; supports an attracting
current but them might be all different. Theorem [I.3:1§] also solves this problem.

Theorem 1.3.18. Let A be an attracting set of dimension s. The set of attracting currents
of bidimension (s, s) supported in A is finite. Moreover, there exists an integer ng > 1
such that if T is an attracting current of bidimension (s,s) supported in A for fm then

. 1
lim
n—oo nnos

(f"0).R =1

for all continuous currents R in 6;_s(D;). Here, D, is the trapping region associated to

7 and f by Theorem|1.53.16,

Observe that a similar statement doesn’t hold for attracting currents which are not
of maximal bidimension in A. Actually, perturbations of a dissipative Hénon map with a
robust homoclinic tangency give rise to attracting sets of dimension 1 with infinitely many
attracting cycles and thus infinitely many attracting currents of bidimension (0, 0).

The convergence in Theorem [I.3.18]still holds even if R is neither closed nor positive.
However, I have not been able to weaken the (unnatural) continuity assumption on R.
The equidistributions towards the Green currents are conjectured to hold for generic
currents but it is known that there exist exceptional currents, i.e. currents S € %,(P*)
such that

%f*S:S, and S #TP.

Hence, in particular d=P"(f")*S - TP. My feeling about the case of attracting currents is
that there is no exceptional current and the convergence in Theorem should hold
for all R € €;,_s(D-).

A key ingredient in the proofs of these two theorems is to consider positive closed cur-
rents as geometric objects and to use them in order to build new trapping regions. Indeed,
the construction we use mimics the one in Section given by . A e-pseudo-orbit of
currents of bidimension (s, s) is a sequence (S;)o<i<n such that there exist automorphisms
(0i)o<i<n—1 of P* which are e-close to the identity and such that

O (; f*SZ-) = Sip1. (1.7)

As in (|1.1)), the union Ng(e) of the supports of all e-pseudo-orbits starting at a given
current S is a trapping region and the weak (k — s)-pseudoconvexity of this region gives
tools to study the dynamics on the currents supported in Ng(e) (see Section for more
details).
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A consequence of the proof of Theorem is that attracting currents are extremal
points in the cone of invariant currents. The proof of Theorem [I.3.18| gives the stronger
conclusion that, using the notations of the theorem, the attracting currents of f™ sup-
ported on A are extremal points in the set of currents Zj_(A) defined as all the possible

limit values of ]

dsn f* Sn’

where (Sy,)n>1 is a sequence in 6j_s(A). As a byproduct, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 1.3.19. The support of an attracting current has finitely many connected com-
ponents. In particular, a minimal quasi-attractor has finitely many connected components.

There are other relations between the topology of quasi-attractors and their attracting
currents but they are less neat. From my opinion, their study deserves to be thorough.

My original motivation behind Theorem and Theorem was to prove that
every quasi-attractor is actually an attracting set, i.e. every decreasing sequence (A;)i>1
of attracting sets is eventually stationary. This would have greatly simplified their study.
However, as shown by Theorem there exist quasi-attractors in P? which are not
attracting sets. Nevertheless, a consequence of the finiteness in Theorem is that,
from the point of view of currents, attracting sets and quasi-attractors are the same.

Corollary 1.3.20. If K is equal to the intersection of a decreasing sequence of attracting
sets (Ai)i>o of dimension s then there exists an integer igp > 0 such that the attracting
currents of A; are equal to those of A;, for all © > ig. Moreover, the minimal elements in
the set of dimension s quasi-attractors are in one-to-one correspondence with the set of
attracting currents in Gy_s(P*). In particular, a holomorphic endomorphism of PX admits
at most countably many minimal quasi-attractors.

It is classical (see, e.g., [ESO1]) that the intersection of an invariant current with the
appropriate Green current gives an invariant measure. Hence, to an attracting current 7
of bidimension (s, s) is associated an equilibrium measure v, defined by

vy =1 NANT5.

Using standard techniques ([BS92], [dT0§|, [Din07]) it is easy to deduce from Theorem
1.3.16| and Theorem [1.3.18] the following properties for v..

Corollary 1.3.21. Let A be a quasi-attractor of dimension s for f. If T is an attracting
current in €i_s(A) then its equilibrium measure v, is an ergodic measure of maximal
entropy slogd on A and it has at least s positive Lyapunov exponents. Moreover, if ng
is the integer defined in Theorem [1.3.18 then v, has at most ng ergodic components with
respect to f0, each of which is mizing.

In particular, if the chain recurrent set of f is not the union of the class [_#;] and
of attracting cycles then there exists a measure v supported on #; \ _#; with positive
entropy and which is mixing (after replacing f by an iterate). Notice that Theorem m
is the combination of Corollary [I.3.19 and Corollary [I.3.21]

Unfortunately, I was not able to prove that v, is always hyperbolic. It is the case
in all known examples cf. [Tafl3], [DT18a]. If the convergence in Theorem has
exponential speed then the hyperbolicity of v, would probably follow from an adaptation
of arguments in [dTOS|, at least on P2. The property of v, to be hyperbolic would have
several consequences, in particular when k£ = 2 thanks to this result of Daurat.
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Theorem 1.3.22 ([Daul8]). Let A C P? be an attracting set of dimension 1 ans let
T € €1(A) be an altracting current. If the measure v, is hyperbolic of saddle type then

e the Green current T is laminar in a neighborhood of supp(v;) with a laminar struc-
ture subordinate to the stable manifolds of v.,

e for each n > 1 there exists a set of saddle periodic points P, such that

. 1
VT:rngrolod? g;ép.
PEPy

Moreover, it seems likely that P,, C supp(v;). Hence, if these equilibrium measures are
always hyperbolic there should not exist quasi-attractors without periodic points in P2.
Notice that [dTNI5] adapted the closing lemma of Katok to our setting. It implies that
the support of a hyperbolic measure is always contained in the closure of the set of periodic
points. However, with this approach, it seems difficult to prove that some periodic points
are exactly in the support.

Finally, the hyperbolicity of these measures may help to study the homoclinic classes
which are totally unexplored objects in complex dynamics, except for polynomial auto-
morphisms of C? where the situation is simple (there exists a unique homoclinic class).

Remark 1.3.23. Polynomial automorphisms of C? have been extensively studied (see e.g.,
[BS91d] and [BLS93]). In particular, one can associate to such a map filled Julia sets K+,
K-, K = Kt N K~ and Julia sets J* = OK*, J = J* N J~. Moreover, there exist two
positive closed (1,1)-currents ut and p~ with supp(u®) = J*. The measure p == p+ Ap~
is mizing, hyperbolic, the saddle periodic points equidistribute towards it, its support is
contained in J and is the unique homoclinic class and p is the unique measure of maximal
entropy logd. It is easy to see that a generic small perturbation of such automorphisms
gives an endomorphism f of P2 which possesses an attracting set A. The map f has
its Green current T' whose support is exactly the Julia set Jy and there exists a unique
attracting current T supported in A. There is a strong analogy between these objects. The
currents T and T correspond respectively to u and p~, the sets J* and K~ correspond to
J¢ and A. Moreover, in this situation the combination of the results of [Din07], [DaulS],
Theorem[1.3.29 and Theorem[1.].]] gives that the measure v := T AT is mizing, hyperbolic,
the saddle periodic points equidistribute towards it and it is the unique measure supported
in A of mazximal entropy logd i.e. it can be seen as the continuation of u for f.

I will now give the main ideas of the proofs of these results. The first step concernes
the dimension of a quasi-attractor.

1.3.5 Dimension of a quasi-attractor and attracting currents

To simplify the notation, for the rest of this chapter s and p will always be integers such
that s +p==k.

The key point in the proof of Proposition is that the action of f, on HPP(P* R),
which is multiplication by d*, dominates the action on HPT1P+1(P*¥ R), which is multi-
plication by d*~'. This gives a way to construct positive closed currents supported in a
trapping region U from positive currents, not necessarily closed, also supported on U. Let
us explain this construction for smooth currents. It will illustrate the role of the Green
current 7 and of its support fZ.
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Let S € %,(P*) be a smooth form and let x > 0 be a smooth function. The mass of
the push-forwards d=*" f*(x.S) is

(08w ) = (8, g frw )

Since xS is smooth, implies that this last terme converges to ¢ := (T, x.S). In
particular, if ¢ # 0 then || f*(xS)| ~ ¢d®". On the other hand, dd®(xS) is a smooth
(p + 1,p + 1)-form so there exists M > 0 such that —MwPt! < dd®(xS) < MwPt!. The
same argument as above shows that || f2wPt! | ~ d=D". Thus d—*" f(ddxS) converges to
0 and every limit value of d=*" fI*(x.S) is dd®-closed. Actually, the smoothness assumption
on S is unnecessary and, using the self-map F of P* x P¥ defined by F(z,y) = (f(z), f(y)),
Dinh proved that the limit values are d-closed [Din07, Proposition 4.7] (see also [FS98,
Proposition 5.4]). Hence we have

Lemma 1.3.24. Let x be a positive smooth function in P*. If S is a current in €,(P*)
then the sequence d=*"(f™).(xS) has bounded mass and each of its limit values is a positive
closed (p, p)-current of P* of mass ¢ := (S AT*, x).

The following result follows then easily and it implies directly Proposition [I.3.15]

Proposition 1.3.25. Let A C P* be an attracting set for f. For 0 < s,p < k with
s+ p =k, the following properties are equivalent.

(1) An 7, + 2,
(2) €(A) # 2,
(3) €,(P%\ A) = @.

Proof. Let U be a trapping region associated to A. If AN ¢, # @ then there exists a
smooth function x > 0 supported on U such that (T, ywP) =: ¢ # 0. By Lemma
the limit values of 1= (f").(xwP) are in €,(P¥) and, since f(U) C U and A = Ny>0f"(U),
they must be supported on A. This give (1) = (2).

(2) = (3) simply follows from the fact that, for cohomological reasons, the supports
of S € €,(P*) and R € €;(P*) must intersect.

Finally, if AN _#5 = @ then T° € %;(P* \ A) and thus %;(P*\ A) # 2. O

As we already said, _#}. is the support of the unique measure y = T* of maximal en-
tropy klog d. The other Julia sets are also related to the topological entropy of f restricted
to compact subsets of P* (see [Din07] and [dT06]).

Theorem 1.3.26. If K C P* is a compact set such that KN Fst1 = D then the topological
entropy of f restricted to K is smaller than or equal to slogd.

In particular, if K is a quasi-attractor of dimension s then its topological entropy is
smaller than or equal to slogd. The existence of a measure on K with entropy slogd will
show that K has dimension s if and only if its entropy is exactly slogd.

1.3.6 Structural varieties and geometry of the space of currents %,(U)

A crucial consequence of Proposition [[.3.15] is that a quasi-attractor K of dimension s
verifies the weak p-pseudoconvexity condition (p + s = k) introduced in [DS09].
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Definition 1.3.27. A compact subset K of a complex manifold X of dimension k is
weakly p-pseudoconvez if there exists a positive smooth (s,s)-form ¢ such that dd°¢ is
strictly positive on K.

In particular, if there is a current S € €, 1(P* \ K) then there exists a (s, s)-current
¢ such that dd°¢ = w*T! — S and so dd°¢ is strictly positive on K. Using a regularization
and adding a large constant times w®, we can assume that ¢ is smooth and positive, thus
K is weakly p-pseudoconvex (see [DS09]).

An important point about weakly p-pseudoconvex compact sets in P* is that a current
of bidegree (p,p) supported on such a set is totally determined by its values on smooth
forms ¢ with dd¢ > 0.

Lemma 1.3.28. Let U C P* be an open set such that U is weakly p-pseudoconvez. Let
R, S € 6,(U). If for every smooth positive (s, s)-form ¢ on U with dd°¢ > 0 there currents
verify

(R, ¢) = (S5, 9)

then R = S.

The fact that it is enough to test a current on forms ¢ with dd“¢ > 0 becomes crucial
when combined with the following objects.

A structural variety of positive closed (p, p)-currents parametrized by a complex mani-
fold M is a family of currents (Sp)geas in €, (P¥) such that the currents Sp “glue” together
in order to form a closed current in M x P*. To be more precise, there exists a posi-
tive closed (p,p)-current S on M x P* such that for every § € M the slice at 6 of S is
equal to Sy. We refer to [Fed69] for the slicing theory of currents of Federer. Structural
varieties played an important role in the study of horizontal maps (see [Duj04], [DS06,
[DNS08]) and Dinh and Sibony have systematized their use in the theory of super-potential
(see [DS09], [DS10c]). In particular, these authors showed that the function 6 — (Sp, ¢)
inherits properties from the test form ¢.

Theorem 1.3.29. [DS06, Theorem 2.1][Din07, Proposition A.1] Let U be an open subset
of P* such that U is weakly p-pseudoconvez. If (Sg)oens is a structural variety in €,(U)
and if ¢ is a real continuous (s,s)-form on U such that dd°¢ > 0 (resp. dd°¢ = 0, resp.
d¢ = 0) then the function h(0) := (Sy, @) is plurisubharmonic (resp. pluriharmonic, resp.
constant). In particular, the mass of Sy is independent of 6.

In particular, if U is weakly p-pseudoconvex then the structural varieties in ¢,(U) can
be fully studied by the way of plurisubharmonic functions.

All the structural varieties that we consider in what follows can be obtained from this
family of examples using convex combinations and limits.

Example 1.3.30. Let U C P* be as in Theorem and let S € €,(U). For a holo-
morphic map g: M x U — U, denote by gg(2) := g(0, z). The number dg := ||(g9)+S|| s
independent of 0 and if dy # 0 then

1
Sg = d*(ge)*s

g

defined a structural variety parametrized by M in €,(U).

The structural varieties will be used mainly in two ways and in both cases, it will be
sufficient to consider structural disks, i.e. structural varieties parametrized by the unit
disk D of C. If S € ,(U) then there exist structural varieties
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o (Sp)gep regularizing S, i.e. Sy =S and Sy is smooth if § € D*,

e and other ones (Ry)gep which corresponds to pseudo-orbits of length n, i.e. Ry =
d—*" 'S and Ry is the last term of a e-pseudo-orbit of S as in ([1.7]), where € depends
on 6.

We refer to Section [1.3.7 and Section [1.3.8] for more details.

In [Din07], Dinh studies attracting sets associated to trapping regions with the follow-
ing properties.

There exist two linear subspaces I and L of dimension p — 1 and s respectively
such that INU = & and L C U. Moreover, for each x € L the unique dimension
p linear subspace I(x) containing I and x intersects U in a subset which is star-
shaped with respect to x in I(x) \ I ~ CP.

(HD)

A typical example of an attracting set with a trapping region U satisfying is the
hyperplane at infinity Ho, in P¥ = C*¥ U H,, when f is a polynomial endomorphism of
C* which extends holomorphically to P*. Observe that these assumptions are only about
trapping regions and that small perturbations of f still admit U as a trapping region. In
this example, the dimension of the attracting set is £k — 1 but similar examples of any
dimension 0 < s < k are easy to obtain (see Example .

The main two consequences of are the following. If U satisfies then

o [I] € €,41(P*\ U) thus all the compact subsets of U are weakly p-pseudoconvex,
e the set of currents €,(U) is connected by structural disks.

Let’s give some precisions on this last point. There exist homogeneous coordinates [z :
: 1] of P¥ such that I = {zg = -+ =2, =0} and L = {ws4y = --- = 2 = 0}. For
each @ € D* the self-map py of P* defined by

po([ro: - :xg])=[zo: 1 xs:20msyq : -+ 20xy]

is an automorphism such that p; /5 = Id. The corresponding map for 6 = 0 is the projection
of P¥\ I onto L. Therefore, if S € %,(U) then

Sp 1= (PQ)*S

is a structural disk such that S, , = S and Sy = [L]. Moreover, the star-shaped assumption
in (HD)) implies that this disk restricted to the parameters |#| < r, with » > 1/2 small
enough, is a structural disk in €,(U). In some sense, €,(U) is star-shaped with respect to
[L].

The following simple example shows that the setting is radically different in general.

Example 1.3.31. Let f be the endomorphism of P? defined by f([xo : x1 : z2]) = [27 :
23 . 23], Fori € {1,2,3}, define H; = {x; = 0} and let U; be a small neighborhood of H,.
These neighborhoods can be chosen such that each of them satisfies and U := UgulU;
is a trapping region for f. Then €,(U) has uncountably many connected components with
respect to structural disks. To be more precise, fort € [0, 1] define Ry := t[H1]+ (1 —1t)[Ho].
If t1 # to then Ry, and Ry, cannot be joined by a chain of structural disks. Actually, if
S € 61(Us) is smooth and x is a smooth function such that x =1 on Uy NUs and x =0
on Uy then
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o (R, xS) =1t and

e by Theorem 0 — (Sp,xS) is constant for every structural disk (Sp)een in
¢1(U) since xS is closed on U.

The same situation happens with a small neighborhood V' an attracting cycle of period
2 in P! but we choose this one in P? to emphasized that the problem doesn’t come from
the lake of connectedness of V. Moreover, %1 (V') has only two connected components (with
respect to structural disks) containing extremal currents while %1 (U) has infinitely many
(consider the normalized current of integration on X,;, = {z8z% = €}, a,b € N, which is
in a structural disk with R, t = b/(a + b)).

I finish this section with two remarks about attempts (unsuccessful until now) to put
nice additional structures on ¢,(U) in order to have a better understanding of it. Both
these ideas underlie most of the proofs of [Taf18].

The first one is about defining a good distance on %,(U). The hope is to find conditions
on U which ensure that the iterates f™ act equicontinuously on ¢,(U), i.e. it can be
considered as a Fatou component in the set of currents.

Remark 1.3.32. In [DS06] Dinh and Sibony defined a Kobayashi pseudo-distance on
¢,(U) mimicking the one on complex manifold. The pseudo-distance between S,R €
6p(U) is the infimum of SN | distp(an,bn) over all the possible chains of structural disks
(Sn.0)eep in 6,(U), 1 <n < N, with

S = 517(11, Sn,bn = On+1,an+1 and SNbe = R.

Here, distp is the Poincaré distance on D. If this pseudo-distance is a distance, it is natural
to say that €,(U) is Kobayashi hyperbolic. They prove that if U is weakly p-pseudoconvex

then 6,(U) is Brody hyperbolic, i.e. there is no non-constant structural variety in 6,(U)
which is parametrized by C. However, they also show that even in the simple case of
measure on D, €1(D), this pseudo-distance is not a distance. Actually, they show that the
distance between the Dirac mass at 0 and the Lebesgue measure on a circle centered at
0 vanishes. The structural disks they use to this end are similar to the ones in Example
[1-5.30 except that the map g is not holomorphic and given by

9(6.2) = 16]]=]"/",

forn > 1. Dinh-Sibony present structural varieties as analogs to complex subvarieties in the
infinite dimensional space €,(U). However, these varieties are rather of plurisubharmonic
nature and they seem too flexible to define a good notion of Kobayashi pseudo-distance.
When U 1is a trapping region, it should be possible to find a subfamily of structural disks,
stable by the dynamics, such that the Kobayashi pseudo-distance defined with these disks
is a distance on €,(U).

The pre-order defined in the following remark uses structural disk to compare the
supports of currents. In some sense, the support of a current which is minimal for this
relation can be considered as “irreducible”. This idea, restricted to invariant currents, is
a key ingredient in the proof of Theorem [I.3.1§

Remark 1.3.33. Let R, S € ¢,(U). One can say that R & S if there exists a structural
disk (Rg)gep in €,(U) such that R = Ry and supp(S) C supp(Ry) for some 6 € D. Since
we work on P*, a equivalent formulation is that there exists a second structural disk (Sp)een
such that Ry > ¢Sy for some 0,60 € D and ¢ > 0. If we extend this relation in order to force
transitivity then = becomes a pre-order. For measures, i.e. p = k, the minimal elements
in €;(U) corresponds to connected components of U. If U is as in Ezample then
¢1(U) has 2 minimal classes corresponding to [Hp| and [H1].
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1.3.7 Existence and uniqueness of attracting currents under (HD)

In this section we sketch the proof of the main result of [Din07]. We slightly modify one
of the arguments of the original proof in order to be still able to use it later in our more
general setting.

Let U be a trapping region satisfying and let A = Nyp>0f™(U) be the associated
attracting set. As we have seen in Section the assumptions on U imply that
if S € €,(U) then there exists a structural disk (Sp)gep in €,(U) such that S/, = S and
So = [L]. Using convolution, Dinh obtained a disk (Rp)gep such that

(1) R1/2 = Sa
(2) if 6 # 1/2, then Ry is a continuous form,

(3) for each compact subset L of D\ {1/2} there exists a constant ¢z, > 0, independent
of S, such that ||Ry — Ry||co < |0 — 0’|, for all 6,6" € L,

(4) Ry is independent of S.
The only point that requires (HD)) is the last one. We modify it to this more flexible one:

(4’) there exist ¢ > 0 and R € ¢p(U) which is strictly positive on a neighborhood of A
such that Ry > cR. Both R and c are independent of S.

From this, the proof goes as follows.

Step 0: The set Z,(U).
In order to simplify the notation, denote

A:=d°f,

the push-forward operator associated to f. The set of currents Z,(U) is defined as all the
possible limit values of sequences of the form

A"S,

where (Sp)n>0 is a sequence in €,(U). In particular, Z,(U) contains all the limit values
of A™S with S € 6,(U). Moreover, Z,(U) is compact, all its elements are supported in
A and it is easy to see that S € Z,(U) if and only if there exists S,, € Z,(U) such that
S =A"S,.

Step 1: Construction of the attracting current 7.
The set U is weakly p-pseudoconvex thus the currents in ¢, (U) are entirely determined
by their values on smooth forms ¢ > 0 with dd¢ > 0. Let ¢ be such a form and define

cp = sup (S,¢).
Sez,(U)

As 2,(U) is compact, there exists S € Z,(U) with (S, ¢) = ¢4 and as we have said, there
exists S, € Zp(U) such that S = A"™(S,,). Let (R, 9)gep be the structural disk associated
to Sy, satisfying the points (1)-(4’). By Theorem |1.3.29} the functions

hn(0) = (A" (Bnp), &)

are subharmonic. If € D then limsup,,_,., hn(0) < cp since all possible limit values
of A"(R,) are in Z,(U). Moreover, hy,(0) = ¢4 and the point (3) above implies that
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the functions h,, are locally equicontinuous on D\ {1/2}. Therefore, by Lemma the
sequence h, converges pointwise to c,. In particular,

lim (A" (Rn0), ¢) = co.

n—oo

On the other hand, R, o > ¢R thus

limsup(A™(Rp0 — ¢R), ¢) < (1 — c)cy and lim sup(A"R, ¢) < Co-
n—oo n—oo
Hence, Lemma gives that <A”}~%, ¢) converges to c,. Since R is independent of ¢ this
implies that A™R converges to a current 7 such that, for all ¢ with dd°¢ > 0, (7, ¢) = c4.

Step 2: Convergence towards 7.

By assumption R is strictly positive on a neighborhood V' of A. Hence, for each con-
tinuous form S € €,(V') there is ¢ > 0 such that R > cR. The same arguments than above
then imply that, for all ¢ with dd°¢ > 0, (A"R, ¢) converges to c4, i.e. A™R converges to
7. From this, it is not difficult to extend the convergence to all continuous form in €, (U).

In particular, as the convergence holds for all continuous form in €,(U), the current 7
is automatically the unique attracting current in €,(U).

1.3.8 Dynamics in the space of currents

There are several major differences between an arbitrary trapping region and one satisfying
. The first one is that, as shown by the simple example of an attracting 2-cycle, a
sequence of the form A™R may not converge in general. Hence, instead of the operators
A", we consider their Cesaro means

1 i

All the limit values of A,S are in the set .#,(U) of elements of %,(U) invariant by A.
Hence, we restrict ourselves, at least at the beginning, to this set instead of Z,(U).

Another important difficulties is that there might be several attracting currents and
thus they cannot simply be defined by the formula

<Tv ¢> = maX<Sv ¢>7

where the max is over Z,(U) or .#,(U). To solve this problem, we keep the idea that
an attracting current must maximise test forms ¢ with dd°¢ > 0 but not all at the same
time. To be more precise, let (¢,)n>1 be a dense sequence in the space of test forms ¢ with
dd¢¢ > 0. To this sequence we will associated an attracting current and the construction
will depend on the order in the sequence. This construction implies Theorem and
here are its main steps.

Step 1: Trapping regions associated to invariant currents.
By compactness of .#,(U), there exists Sy € .#,(U) such that

(S1,01) = Sg}?[])@a é1)-

Now, we will associate a trapping region to S;. A first important remark is that, since
U is a trapping region for f, there exists an open neighborhood W of the identity in
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Aut(P*) such that for every o € W, o o f(U) C U. From this, we say that (R;)o<i<n is a
W -pseudo-orbit between S and R if there exists {og,...,0,-1} C W such that

S =Ry, Ri+1=0i(AR;) and R, =R,

or equivalently
R = (op—1)«A---(00):AS. (1.8)

Define Ng, by
N, = Ugrsupp(R),

where the union is over all the currents R such that there exists a W-pseudo-orbit between
S1 and R. The properties of W and the invariance of Sy give easily

[ Sl S Cgp(./\[sl),

e Ng, is an open subset of U,

e for every o € W, oo f(Ns,) C Ng, and in particular f(Ns,) C Ns,.

Step 2: Structural disks and convergence in Ng, .

Possibly by reducing W, we can assume that there exists a biholomorphism ) between
W and a unit ball B in some CV. This allows us to define, for ¢ € W and 6 € D, the
product 0o := ~1(0y(c)). From this, we can retract a W-pseudo-orbit between two
currents S and R to an authentic orbit of S using a structural disk. Actually, it is enough

to deform (1.8) by
Ry := (00p—1)+«A - - - (0og)«AS.

This structural disk (parametrized by a slightly larger disk than D) verifies Ry = R and
Ry = A™S. In particular, if S is invariant by A then Ry = S. Using this kind of disks and
a regularization process, it is easy to show that there exists a structural disk (Rg)gep in
%p(Ns,) such that Ry = S; and for every continuous form R € %,(Ng,) there are ¢ > 0
and 6y € D such that

Ry, > cR.

Using similar arguments to those of Section [I.3.7] we then obtain that for every continuous
form R € 6,(Ng,) each limit value Ry of (A;R);>1 must satisfies

(Roo, 1) = (S1, ¢1)-

Step 3: Induction.
To summarize the first step, we started with a trapping region U and an open set W
of Aut(P¥) such that
VoeW, oof(U)cCU.

And we obtained a trapping region N, C U which satisfies
Vo e W, oo f(Ng)CNg,,

and this without reducing W.
We can now apply the same idea to Ng, instead of U. Namely, there exists Sy €
Z»(Ng,) such that

S = S, .
(S2, ¢2) Se%%j\(/sj $2)
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In the same way, we obtain a trapping region Ng, C Ng, such that
Vo e W, oo f(Ns,) CNs,.

Applying Step 2 to this trapping region implies that for every continuous form R €
%p(Ns,) each limit value Ro, of (AjR);>1 must satisfies

(Roo, #2) = (S2, ¢2).

But a continuous form in 4,(Ng,) is also in 4,(Ng,) so

(Roo, 1) = (S1, ¢1),

i.e. Roo is an element of .#,(Ng,) which maximises both ¢; and ¢2. Hence, we can assume
that it is also the case for Sa, i.e. (Sa,¢1) = (S, ¢1).

By induction, this gives a decreasing sequence of trapping regions Ng,_ associated to
invariant currents \S,, such that

(1) forallo € W, 00 f(Ns,) C Ng,,

(2) for 1 <i<nmn,
Sna i) = 57 i/
(S, 0i) Seﬁ?ﬁ%)< i)
(8) for all continuous form R in 6),(Nsg, ) each limit value Ro, of (A;R);>1 satisfies

<Roo, ¢n> = <STL7 ¢n>

Step 4: The sequence (N, ),>1 is eventually stationary and conclusion.
The key point in Step 3 is that all the trapping regions Ng, satisfies

VoeW, oof(Ns,)CNg,,

where W is independent of n. It is easy to see that there can be only finitely many
attracting sets associated to a decreasing sequence of trapping regions with this property.
In other words, if A,, := ﬂizofi (N, ) then there exists ng > 1 such that A, = A,, for all
n > ng. In this situation, the construction of N, implies that Ng, = N, . Therefore,
the point (3) in Step 3 implies that if R is a continuous form in %p(./\/'sno) then for each
limit value R of (A;R);>1 and each n > 1

<R007 ¢n> = <Sn7 ¢n>

In particular, it is independent of R and of the choice of the limit value. Using the
density of the sequence (¢p)n>1, this implies that A;R converges to a current 7 which is
independent of R, i.e. T is attracting on N, Sng

This ends the proof of Theorem [1.3.16f When the sequence (¢y),>0 changes the
construction may give a different attracting current.

Remark 1.3.34. In Ezample the open set U = Uy U Uy is a trapping region for
the map flro : @1 : xo] = [xd : x¢ : 29]. It is artificially the union of two trapping
regions Uy and Uy whose associated attracting sets are respectively Hy = {xg = 0} and
Hy, = {z1 = 0}. In the construction above, we have Ng, = U until ¢p, distinguishes Ho
from Hy, i.e. ([Hol|,bno) # ([H1], dno). Then, for n > ng, Ng, = U; and 7 = [H;], where
([Hi], ¢ny) = maxj—o,1([H;], dny). A well-chosen permutation of the sequence (¢n)n>1 gives
the other line as an attracting current.
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However, all the resulting trapping regions are still invariant by o o f for all o € W.
It is possible to deduce from this that the set of attracting currents in ,(U) obtained by
this method forms a finite set {71, ..., 7} and if ¢ is a test form with dd°¢ > 0 on U then

2 (7, 9) = (max (S, 6).

The major issue to prove Theorem is that there might exist infinitely many currents
which are attracting on trapping regions which are not invariant by o o f for some o € W.
In [Tafl8l Lemma 3.27], which is the key result of the paper, we show that it is not
possible: if a current in €),(U) is attracting on V then oo f(V) C V for all ¢ € W. In other
words, the “basin of attraction” of an attracting current in ¢,(U) inherits the invariance
properties of U. This implies that the number of attracting currents in ¢,(U) is finite,
bounded by a constant depending only on W. In particular, this constant is the same for
all the iterates of f which implies the following result.

Proposition 1.3.35. There exists an integer ng > 1 such that if we replace f by f™° then
for alln > 1 the set of attracting currents for f™ in €,(U) is equal to the set of attracting
currents for f in 6,(U).

The last step towards Theorem [I.3.18]is to remove the Cesaro mean in the convergence.
This is done by studying the structure of Z,(U) using techniques similar to those to prove
Theorem [I.3.16] This part heavily relies on Proposition [I.3.35]

From the finiteness of the set of attracting currents supported on an attracting set, it
is easy to obtain results about quasi-attractors.

Theorem 1.3.36. Let K be a minimal element in the set of quasi-attractors of dimension
s. There exists an integer ng > 1 such that if we replace f by f™ then K splits into ng
quasi-attractors K = K1 U---U Ky, such that each K; is contained in a trapping region
Uk, which supports a unique attracting current 1; € 6,(K;) with

. L
A G ()R =7
for all continuous currents R in 6,(Uk,). In particular, each K; is minimal in the set of
s-dimensional quasi-attractors of f.

1.3.9 Connected components

One unexpected consequence of the results above concernes the connectivity properties
of minimal quasi-attractors: such a quasi-attractor must have finitely many connected
components. The idea, which is already available for continuous maps, is that a minimal
quasi-attractor which contains an invariant set with finitely many connected components
(a periodic orbit for example) has at most the same number of components. In our
setting, this invariant set will be the support of an attracting current. The fact that it has
finitely many connected components follows from the following extremality result which
is a consequence of the last part of the proof of Theorem

Corollary 1.3.37. Let 7 be a current attracting on a trapping region U. If T is also
attracting for all the iterates f™ then for all test forms ¢ with dd°¢ > 0 on U we have

(r,¢) = max (S, ¢).

SePp(U)

In particular, T is extremal in the cone Z,(U).
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Notice that the assumption on 7 is not really restrictive since, by Proposition [1.3.35
any attracting current is an average of finitely many attracting currents for f™° with this
property. The first part of Corollary [1.3.19|follows easily.

Corollary 1.3.38. Let 7 and U be as in Corollary [1.3.37. Then the support of T is
connected.

Proof. Let X be a connected component of supp(7) and let 0 < xy < 1 be a smooth
function such that x = 1 on a small neighborhood of X and supp(x) Nsupp(7) = X. For
n > 0, define the current

(xo fM)r

x|
It is clear that these currents are positive and they are also of mass 1 since

Sy 1=

(T* A7, x0 f")

nil = naTs =
Iull = (5,7 = S0

= 1’
since v, := T® A 7 is an invariant measure. Moreover,

1
A"S, = ﬁff(x o f"1) = x(A"1) = xT = So.
Finally, we claim that each S, are closed. This implies that Sy is in Z,(U). If Sy # 7 (i.e.
|IxT|| < 1) then the same holds for

(1-—x)7

B =

and thus
7 = [Ix7[|So + [I(1 — x)7[| Ro

which contradicts to fact that, by Corollary 7 is extremal in Z,(U).

It remains to prove that S, is closed for each n > 0. Let n > 0 and let = € supp(S,).
By the definition of S, this implies that = € supp(7) and = € supp(x o f™). The first
point gives, since supp(7) is invariant by f, that f"(x) € supp(r) and the latter that
f™(z) € supp(x), i.e. f"(x) € supp(r) Nsupp(x) = X. But x = 1 in a neighborhood of
X and f™ is an open mapping thus x o f® = 1 in a neighborhood of z. Hence, in this
neighborhood §,, coincides with 7 and thus is closed. O

In order to obtain the second part of Corollary [1.3.19] we prove a slightly stronger
result.

Corollary 1.3.39. Let K be a minimal element in the set of quasi-attractors of dimension
s. Then K has finitely many connected components.

Proof. By Theorem if we replace f by f"° then K is the union of ng quasi-attractors
K; each of which supports a unique attracting current satisfying the assumption of Corol-
lary [[.3:38f We will show that each Kj; is connected and to simplify the notations, we
assume that ng = 1 and K = K;.

Hence, K is a quasi-attractor, minimal in dimension s, which supports an attract-
ing current 7 such that supp(7) is connected. By definition, K is the intersection of a
decreasing family of attracting sets (A4;);>1. Each attracting set A; has finitely many con-
nected components that we denote by A; ;. Since supp(r) C K C A; is connected, for
each 7 > 1 there exists j(i) such that supp(7) C A; j(;). A first observation is that, since
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the sequence (4;);>1 is decreasing, the same holds for (Ai7j(i))i21. On the other hand, the
invariance of supp(r) implies that f(A; ;i) = A; ji) and it is easy to deduce from this
that A, ;) is an attracting set for f. Hence K’ := Ni>14; j(;) is a quasi-attractor such that
supp(r) € K’ and thus it has dimension s. Since K’ C K, the minimality of K implies
that K’ = K. Finally, K’ is a decreasing intersection of connected compact sets and thus
it is also connected. O

1.4 Attracting sets with small topological degree and gen-
eralizations

The purpose of this section is to investigate whether additional assumptions on the dy-
namics on an attracting set A imply additional properties on its attracting currents and
reciprocally. This study started with the work of Daurat [Dauld] where she introduced
the notion of attracting sets with small topological degree. The idea that discrepancies
between the dynamical degrees have strong effects on the dynamics has a long history
(see e.g. [GuelQ] for the global setting of rational maps and [DS03], [Duj04], [DNSO0S]
for more local settings). Roughly speaking, in dimension 2, when the topological degree
is larger than the first dynamical degree then the dynamics has strong similarities with
the one of holomorphic endomorphisms of P?2. When the first dynamical degree is larger
then the dynamics looks like the one of Hénon maps. This last point has been in par-
ticular developed in the works of Diller-Dujardin-Guedj [DDGI10al, DDG11, [DDGI10b] for
meromorphic maps on compact surfaces and Daurat used their ideas and methods in the
semi-local setting of attracting sets [Daul4l, Daul§].

Notice that there are differences between the degrees defined on a compact manifold
and those defined in a local setting. In the first case the degrees are mainly related to the
action on the cohomology and can be computed using smooth objects. This cohomological
nature gives strong constraints such as the Khovanskii-Teissier-Gromov log-concavity of
these degrees. In a local setting, the definition can change if we consider smooth or singular
objects.

1.4.1 Local dynamical degrees

Let f be an endomorphism of P* of degree d > 2. Let U C P* be a trapping region of
dimension s. Following [DS03] and [DNS08], define for 0 <[ < k the dynamical degrees d;
and dj on U by

1/n
d; := limsup (/ (f™wh) A wk_l)
U

n—o0

and

1/n
dj :=limsup ( sup ||f”*SHU> .
In some sense, d; corresponds to the maximal exponential growth of the volume of
f7™(X) N U where X is a codimension [ complex submanifold. The degree d; has a
similar interpretation but replacing the maximum by an average.

A first easy observation is that by taking S = w! we get d; < dy. A second one is
that || f"*S||y < [|f™*S|| = d'™, thus df < d'. Finally, since the dimension of U is s, for
all 0 < I < s there exist smooth forms in %;_;(U) and thus d; = d'. To summarize, if
0 <1< s then

dy=df =d.
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In general, d; and d can differ if I > s. For example, if flxg: - :a)] = [z : -+ : 2] and
U is a small neighborhood of A := {xg4; = -+ =z = 0} then for s <1 < k

d=0 and df =d.

A consequence of the convergence in Theorem [1.3.18|is that, if 7 € %, (U) is attracting on
U then

/U(fn*ws—&-l) /\wp—l —_ O(dsn)

and thus ds11 < ds = d® (see [Din07, Proposition 6.1]). Moreover, if the convergence
in Theorem [I.3.1§ has exponential speed, what I conjecture, then dy 1 < ds = d°. This
would have consequences, in particular when s = k — 1 (see Theorem [1.4.4)).

1.4.2 Small topological degree

When [ = k then it is easy to see that the inequality dj < d® corresponds exactly to the
following definition introduced by Daurat [Daul4, Definition 3.1].

Definition 1.4.1. Let U C P* be a trapping region of dimension s for f. The endomor-
phism f is said to be asymptotically of small topological degree on U if for all p € U we
have lim sup,,_, . (card(f~"(p) N U))Y/™ < d°. In this situation, we say that the attracting
set A = Ny>0f"(U) is of small topological degree.

Daurat proved that this notion is open in the set of endomorphisms and that if f is
asymptotically of small topological degree on U then there exists ng > 1 such that for
all p € U, the number of preimages of p by f™ in U is smaller than d"°®. In particular,
an attracting set of small topological degree cannot be algebraic. Hence, the inequality
d;, < d® gives a simple open condition which ensures that the corresponding attracting
sets are not algebraic. For codimension 1 attracting sets, i.e. s = k — 1, she obtained a
stronger result which was improved in [DT18al.

Theorem 1.4.2 ([Dauld,[DT18a]). Let U C P* be a trapping region of dimension s = k—1
such that di < d°. Then, every attracting current in €1(U) has continuous local potentials.
In particular, the attracting set associated to U cannot be pluripolar.

Notice that the theorem in [DT18a] was stated under the assumptions of Dinh (HD).
Nevertheless, using results of [Tafl§], the proof can be extended to an arbitrary trapping
region. In this proof, we study the potentials u,, of the push-forward of a smooth form S €
%1 (U) by f™. An important point, which is a consequence of the codimension 1 assumption,
is that these potentials are functions and not currents of higher bidegree. However, the
key point about this codimension 1 assumption is much more basic. When we evaluate
the function u,, on a positive measure m, this measure has an obvious decomposition

m =mi + mso

where m; and mg are two positive measures (i.e. positive closed (k, k)-currents) supported
on U and P*¥ \ U’ respectively (where U’ is a small neighborhood of U). Without any
assumption (see Proposition[L.5.2]in Section[L.5), we can obtain good estimates on (u,, ma)
and the second part (u,,m1) is handled using the small topological degree assumption.
In codimension p > 2, the potential of a smooth form S € €,(U) isa (p — 1,p — 1)-form
which can be evaluated on currents R € ‘gk_pH(IP’k). However, a decomposition

R=Ri+ Ry



1.4. ATTRACTING SETS WITH SMALL TOPOLOGICAL DEGREE AND GENERALIZATIONS41

where Ry and Ry are two positive currents which are closed (or even dd°-closed) supported
respectively on U and P* \ U’ seems delicate to obtain when U is an arbitrary trapping
region. We refer to Section for a reformulation of the difficulties in higher codi-
mensions and to Section [.5.2 for a setting where the decomposition R = R; + Ry with
dd°Ry = dd°Ry = 0 holds.

A result similar to Theorem has been obtained in [DS03] for polynomial-like maps.
Actually, they proved that a similar inequality on degrees is equivalent to a regularity
property of the dynamical object they considered (a measure in their situation). This
equivalent can be extended to the setting of Theorem [1.4.2} if an attracting current
7 € €1 (U) has continuous local potentials then there exists an attracting set A’ C U with
7 € 61(A’) which is of small topological degree.

All this points out the interest of this framework. However, it is not clear how to
obtain examples of attracting sets of small topological degree. One way to do this is
to consider small perturbations of Hénon maps. Another one is given by a very nice
construction of Daurat. In [Daul4], she exhibited algebraic conditions on a family of
maps preserving a pencil of lines which ensure the existence of an attracting set of small
topological degree. To be more precise, let .#; denote the set of pairs f = (f, R) where
R is a homogeneous polynomial of degree d in C* and fo, = (Fp,...,Fr_1) is a k-tuple
of homogeneous polynomials of degree d which defines a holomorphic endomorphism of
PE-L,

Theorem 1.4.3 (|[Dauldl, IDTI18a]). Let k,d > 2. There exists a non-empty Zariski open
set Q C F4 such that if (foo, R) € Q then for e € C* close enough to 0, the map f. given
by

felwo s+t w1 s k) = [foo(@0s -+ oy p—1) : 2 + €R(20, - - -, Th—1)]

has a codimension 1 attracting set of small topological degree close to the hyperplane {xj =
0}.

This theorem with k& = 2 was obtained in [Daul4]. The construction in higher dimen-
sion is exactly the same and the only contribution of [DT18a] is to show that the Zariski
open set €2 is also dense when k > 3 by giving examples.

A particularity of codimension 1 attracting sets of small topological degree is that the
measures obtained in Corollary are hyperbolic with 1 negative Lyapunov exponent
et k — 1 positive ones. This comes from an easy adaptation of the proof of [dT08| and it
only requires the inequality dj, < d*~L.

Theorem 1.4.4 ([DT18a)]). Let U be a codimension 1 trapping region. If dj, < d*~' then
for every attracting current T in €1(U) then the measure vy := 7 AT*1 is hyperbolic with

k — 1 exponents larger than or equal to 1/2logd and one exponent smaller than or equal
to 1/21og(dy/d*1).

1.4.3 Higher codimensions

We conclude this section with a brief remark about attracting sets of higher codimension.
The condition of being of small topological degree is well-adapted to attracting sets of
codimension 1. In general, for a trapping region U of dimension s, the appropriated as-
sumption on degrees in order to obtain regularity properties on attracting currents should
be d;,,; < d°. However, there are several difficulties to generalize the results above in this
setting.

The first one is that when s < k — 1 the local potentials of a current 7 € %,(U)
(s+p=k)are (p—1,p— 1)-currents which are not functions. Dinh and Sibony developed
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in [DS09] a very nice theory, called super-potential theory, in order to handle this kind
of objects on P¥. In particular, they extended the notion of positive closed (1, 1)-currents
with bounded (resp. continuous) local potentials to every bidegree with the notion of PB
(resp. PC) positive closed (p, p)-currents. However, these definitions are global on P¥ and
are not necessarily well-adapted to our semi-local setting, i.e. in a trapping region U. An
attempt of a more local definition is given in [AhnI8] but it doesn’t correspond to our
situation.

Nevertheless, one can show that the inequality dg,; < d® on U implies that the attract-
ing currents in €,(U) satisfy a local version of PB (or PC). Conversely, if an attracting
current 7 satisfies (another) local version of PB (or PC) then dj,; < d° on a trapping
region containing supp(7). However, on an arbitrary trapping region, it is not clear if
these two local versions of PB/PC are equivalent. One way to prove this is to solve the
00-equation with estimates on U, which seems complicated to obtain in full generality. In
the next section, we will see situations where such estimates hold.

Finally, notice that the lack of Khovanskii-Teissier-Gromov type inequality on the
local dynamical degrees makes the generalization of Theorem [1.4.4] more difficult in higher
codimension. A priori, we shall need the inequality max,i<;<j d; < d° to use directly the
proof of [dT08§].

1.5 Solutions of the d0-equation and small Jacobians

Most of the known examples of attracting sets in P2 (see Section are dissipative in
the sense that |[Jacf| < 1 on the corresponding trapping regions. We will see in this
section that this simple assumption gives a speed of convergence in Theorem and
in particular that the attracting current 7 is the unique invariant current in its trapping
region D,. This can be used to prove that the measure v, obtained in Corollary is
the unique measure of maximal entropy in D, (see [Daul§]).

Exactly the same proof works for codimension 1 attracting sets in P*. For attracting
sets of higher codimension, a similar speed of convergence can be obtained but it requires
more involved techniques which necessitates additional assumptions on the geometry of
the trapping region. Actually, we need to solve the d0-equation with estimates on U,
which can be done for example if U verifies a slightly stronger condition than (see
).

In this section, we start with the simpler case of codimension 1 attracting sets and we
explain where our strategy requires a resolution of the 99-equation. Then, we discuss how
the version of Henkin-Leiterer of the theory of g-convex sets of Andreotti-Grauert helps
to solve this equation (this has been done in [Taf13]).

1.5.1 Speed of convergence in codimension 1

In the following theorem, we require that the current 7 is attracting for all the iterates of
f. Recall that this is not a restrictive assumption by Proposition and it is necessary
to have the convergence A" R — 7 in Theorem Here, the operator A on %,(P¥) is
defined by A := d~°f, where s := k — p.

Theorem 1.5.1. Let 7 € €1(P¥) be a current attracting on a trapping region U which is
also attracting for all the iterates f™. If |Jacf| < d*~' on U then there exist constances
c>0and 0 <A <1 such that

[(A"R —7,¢)| < cA"||@]|c2
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for every R € €1(U) and every C*-form ¢ on PF. In particular, T is the unique invariant
current in 61(U).

The idea of the proof is very simple. Let [ > 1 be an arbitrary integer. If R € 61(U)
and ¢ is a C?-form then we can write

1 *
(AR — 1 ¢) = <AZ”R T Gad ¢> :

The assumption on the Jacobian of f implies that there exist constances ¢; > 0 and
0 < A1 < 1 such that the C°-norm of d(k%lmf"*(ddcgi)) is smaller than c;A}||¢]|c2 on U.
From this, there are two main steps.

Step 1: Resolution of the 99-equation with estimates.
Recall that dd® = ~00. Hence, if we are able to solve the d0-equation on U with good
CO estimates, there exist forms 1, on U such that

C 1 T * C n
dd = d(kT)nf (dd°¢) on U and ||[¢nlcor S c1AT(|9|c2-

Step 2: Exponential speed of convergence for pluriharmonic observables.

As we have seen in Theorem [1.3.29] if (Rg)gpep is a structural disk in €1(U) and ® is
a form on U with dd°® = 0 then the function

0— <R9, (I)>

is harmonic on D. Harmonic functions have much better compactness properties that
subharmonic ones and each step in the proof of the convergence in Theorem [I.3.18]is easier
when the observable is dd®-closed. Actually, using Harnack’s inequality it is possible to
obtain an exponential speed for this convergence.

Proposition 1.5.2. [Taf18, Proposition 3.37] Let T and U be as in Theorem . Let
‘H denote the set of continuous real (k — 1,k — 1)-forms ® on U such that dd°® = 0 and
[(R—7,®)| <1 forall R € €1(U). There exist two constantes ca > 0 and 0 < Ay < 1 such
that for all R € €1(U), ® € H and n > 1 we have

[(A"R — 7, ®)| < c2Ay.

Notice that this result is indeed available for attracting sets of any dimension [TafI8)|
Proposition 3.37].

Step 3: End of the proof.

For n > 1, denote ¢, := N%mf”*(ddcqﬁ) and let 1, be the form obtained in Step 1.

Then for an integer [ > 1 we have
(AR — 7, ¢) = (AR — 7, 6n)
= (AR — 7,6y — b)) + (A"R — 7,40,) (1.9)

An easy observation is that there exists a constant M > 1 such that for all continuous
form ® on P¥ we have ||d~F~1 f*®||, < M|®||s and thus ||¢jllec < M7||¢[ls for all
j > 1. Hence, since dd®(¢n, — 1) = 0, Proposition implies that

(AR — 7,6 — tn) S NP Moo
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On the other hand, the estimate [[¢n]|co v S c1AT]|@]|c2 implies that
(AR =7, n) S e X][[6]]c2-

Therefore, if [ > 1 is large enough then )\lQM < 1 and both terms in (1.9 decrease
exponentially fast with n, which implies the desired result. ]

It remains to show how to complete Step 1. Actually, for codimension 1 attracting
set, this is very easy. The key point is that dd°¢, is a (k, k)-form. Hence, if 0 < x <1
is a cut-off function supported in a small neighborhood of U and with x = 1 on U then
xddC¢,, is still a closed form and we have good C° estimates for it on the whole space P¥.
Hence, Step 1 can be archived using a resolution of the dd®-equation on P* with estimates
(see e.g. [DS09, Lemma 2.3.5] with W/ = W = P¥). In the general case, if U is a trapping
region of dimension s with s < k — 1 then the test form ¢ is a (s, s)-form and dd®¢ is
a (s +1,s + 1)-from. Therefore, there is no reason that xdd®¢ is still a dd°-closed form.
Hence, we need to solve the dd°-equation with estimates directly on U, which is a delicate
subject in general.

1.5.2 ¢-convex sets and Andreotti-Grauert theory

The goal of this subsection is to prove the following theorem. The strategy will be the
same as the proof of Theorem m The aim of the assumption (E[) is to allow us to
complete Step 1. See below for explanations about this assumption.

Theorem 1.5.3. Let 7 be a current which is attracting on the codimension p trapping
region U with respect to each iterate of f. Assume that the following conditions are satisfied:

U is strictly (p — 1)-convex and there exist two open sets Uy and Us such that
U c Uy C Uy, Uy is a deformation retract of a dimension s complex manifold  (*)

LC U and | NP Df(2)| < d® for all z € Us.
Then there exist constants ¢ >0 and 0 < A < 1 such that
[(A"R —7,¢)| < cA"||¢l|¢2

for all R € 6,(U) and all C? test form ¢. In particular, T is the unique invariant current
in 6,(U).

The three open sets U, U; and Us may coincide but it could be easier to check the three
parts of @ on three different sets. Although technical, the assumption @ is satisfied in
all the examples of Section [I.6] except for Theorem and Theorem Actually, a
setting where the geometrical assumptions in (ED are verified (with U = Uj) is given by
below. It is a slight modification of and the examples of Section (except
Theorem have trapping region with this property. The only difference with
is that the slices of U have to be strictly conver and not just star-shaped. This was the
framework of [Taf13].

There exist two linear subspaces I and L of dimension p — 1 and s respectively
such that INU = @ and L C U. Moreover, for each x € L the unique dimension p
linear subspace I(x) containing I and x intersects U in a subset which is strictly
convex in I(x) \ I ~ CP.

(HD*)

Here are some additional remarks on (ED
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e The condition | A*™' Df|| < d* on U, is the exact counterpart to |Jacf| < d*~1 on
U in Theorem [L5.1]

e The deformation retraction of Uj is used to solve the d-equation with estimates and
to ensure that H***!(U;,C) = 0. It should be easy to weaken this condition.

e The strict (p— 1)-convexity of U is the more technical part of (E[) It is used to solve
the J-equation with estimates on U using the results of Henkin-Leiterer [HLSS].
However, it turns out that this condition might be always satisfied in a larger trap-
ping region (see (2) in Remark [1.5.6).

We refer to [HL88] and [Dem12] for the precise definition of g-convex sets and for further
developments. We will use the conventions of [HL88] but observe that g-convex domains in
[HL88] correspond to strongly (k—g)-convex ones in [Dem12]. Loosely speaking, a function
u on a complex manifold M is g-convex if at every point there exists a g-dimensional
complex submanifold Y such that uy is strictly plurisubharmonic. And the definition of
strictly g-convex domains mimics the one of strictly pseudoconvex domains by replacing
strictly plurisubharmonic functions by (g4 1)-convex functions: a relatively compact open
set D of M is strictly q-convez if there exists a neighborhood Q of 9D and a (q+ 1)-convex
function u on §2 such that
DNQ={zeQu(x) <0}

When € can be chosen to be a neighborhood of D then D is said to be completely strictly
g-convezx. For information, notice that Andreotti and Grauert obtained the following
vanishing theorem which generalized in some sense Theorem B of Cartan.

Theorem 1.5.4 ([AG62]). If D is a completely strictly q-convex open subset of PF with
C? boundary then H>"(D,C) =0 forany 0 <s<k and k —q <r < k.

Henkin-Leiterer revisited the results of [AG62] in [HL88] using integral representations.
One of the main avantages of [HL8§| is that it gives explicit estimates for the d-equation.

Theorem 1.5.5. [HLS8S, Theorem 11.2] Let D be a strictly q-convex open subset of P*
with C% boundary. If ¢ is a continuous d-exact form of bidegree (r,s) in a neighborhood
of D with 0 < s < k, k—q <r <k, then there exists a continuous (s,r — 1)-form ¢ on D
such that Oy = ¢ and

[¥]lco,0 < Cl|@lloo,p

for some C' > 0 independent of ¢.

Using the method of Dinh-Nguyen-Sibony [DNS08, Theorem 2.7], Theorem and
the others conditions in (ED give a resolution of the d0-equation with estimates which
archives Step 1. The rest of the proof of Theorem [1.5.3|is identical to the one of Theorem

51

Remark 1.5.6. (1) Let 0 < p,s < k be such that s + p = k. To an open set U C P* it
is possible to associate two open sets U and U that we call the s- -pseudoconcave core of U
and the (p — 1)-pseudoconvezr hull of U respectively. The former is defined by

U= U supp(S).
Se%,(U)

The latter U is the complement of

Usebysr (BR\0)SUPP(S)-
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They satisfy U C U C U. Both these sets have interesting geometric properties. When
s = 0 then U is the rationally convex hull of U, see [Gued9] and [DS95]. It is easy to
check that if U is a trapping region of dimension s then this is also the case for both U
and U. In some sense, the attracting set associated to U can be seen as the part of pure
dimension s of the one associated to U.

(2) It is likely that slight modifications of U give codimension p tmppz'ng region which
are strictly (p — 1)-convex, i.e. the assumption on U in Theorem should always be
satisfied on a lager trapping region. The idea is the following. It is easy to construct a
current S € Goy1(PF) such that U = P*\ supp(S). By [ES95H], this gives to U a conveity
property called (p — 1)-pseudoconvezity. If S can be slightly modified in a current S’ such
that U’ := P* \ supp(S’) has a smooth boundary (which is not totally clear), then U’ is
a trapping region and the regularity of the boundary turns the (p — 1)-pseudoconvezity of
U into (p — 1)-conveity (see [Mat93]). Taking a slightly smaller open set, we obtain a
strictly (p — 1)-convex trapping region which contains U.

1.6 Examples

This section gathers most of the known examples of attracting sets and attractors. Notice
that the inclusion f(U) C U is stable by small perturbations of f, thus perturbations of
these examples also admits attracting sets. Moreover, by a result of Fakhruddin [Fak14],
these attracting sets are not algebraic for a very generic perturbation. However, with
regards to attractors, the only known examples which are not algebraic are highly non-
generic since they all preserve a fibration. Nevertheless, it is very likely that there exist
open sets of endomorphisms which admit attractors that are not attracting cycles.

The most basic example of an attracting set is the lift of an endomorphism of P? to
one of PF, s < k.

Example 1.6.1. Let g be an endomorphism of P° of degree d > 2 given in homogeneous
coordinates by

glro -+t xs) = [Go(xo, ..., xs) t -+ Gs(xo, ..., x5)].
Then, the endomorphism of P* defined by

flwo s ap] = [Go(xo, ..y x5) -+ 2 Gs(wo, ..oy as) 2l oo 2]
admits the linear subspace A = {xs41 = --- = xp, = 0} as an attracting set of dimension s.

The restriction of f to A corresponds to g and can be chosen to be topologically transitive.
In this case, A is an attractor.

A similar idea can give several disjoint attractors.

Example 1.6.2. Let g be a rational mapping of P* whose Julia set is the whole space
PL. There exist two homogeneous polynomials P,Q € Clx,y] such that, in homogeneous
coordinates on P

glz y] = [P(z,y) : Qz, y)]-
The self-map f of P given by
flory 20 =[P(z,y) : Qz,y) : P(z,1) : Q(2,1)]
is holomorphic and admits the open sets

Uy:={[z:y:z:t € P3 | max(|z|,|y|) < emax(|z|, |t])}
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and
Uy :={[z:y:z:1 € P3 | max(|z|, [t]) < emax(|z|,|y|)}

as disjoint trapping regions when € > 0 is small enough. The associated attracting sets
are respectively A1 = {x =y = 0} and Ay = {z =t = 0}. The restriction of f to one
of these sets is given by g and thus is topologically transitive, i.e. A1 and As are disjoint
attractors of P3.

On can perturbe maps given in Example with s = k — 1 in order to have non-
algebraic attractors (see [JW00] and [E'SO1] for & = 2 and [Ron12] for k > 3).

Theorem 1.6.3. For \ € C, let f\ be the endomorphism of P* defined by
flziwr:rwpy ] =[(z—2w1)? s (2= 2wp_q)? 22 2 N,

If |A| # 0 is small enough then fy has a non-algebraic attractor Ky close to the hyperplane
{t =0}.

The key point is the proof of the transitivity of (f))x, is that fy preserves the pencil
of lines passing through [0 : ---: 0 : 1] and acts on it in a transitive way. All the known
examples of non-algebraic attractors use this idea.

Although [Faki4] implies that for a very generic endomorphism of P* all attracting
sets of dimension s, with 0 < s < k, are Zariski dense, it is not easy to exhibit an explicit
example in codimension larger than 1. This has been done by Daurat.

Theorem 1.6.4. [Dauly, Theorem 5.7] If €1,ea € C* are such that |ea] << le1] << 1
then the endomorphism of P3 defined by

flr:y:z:t] =[x +01y% 1 9% : 22 + e (@ + 2y) : 2 + eo(2? + 2y)]
has a Zariski dense attracting set of dimension 1 which is close to the line {z =t = 0}.

Another general way to obtain attracting sets is the following construction, inspired
by [BD02bl, Theorem 4.1].

Example 1.6.5. Let g: P* — P* be a holomorphic map and define Ay = g(P*). Let
I C P* be a linear subspace of dimension p— 1 such that IN Ay = @. If L C P* is a linear
subspace of dimension s then we can consider the projection 7 : P¥\ I — L. By identifying
L with P* we obtain a map fo := gon: PE\ T — P* with fo(Ay) = Ao and which has
rank s. In particular, N°T' Dfy = 0 everywhere. A generic small perturbation of fo gives
a holomorphic map f: P* — P* which has an attracting set A near Ag.

Observe that for these examples A\*T! Df is very small on A. It implies easily that the
measure v obtained by Corollary is hyperbolic with s positive exponents and p :=
k — s negative ones. Another observation is that if the perturbation of fj is small enough
then A admits a trapping region which satisfies . Indeed, if €2 is a small neighborhood
of I then U := P*\ Q is a trapping region for fy and thus for small perturbations of f;.
And, € can easily be chosen such that U satisfies .

Here is an implementation of the construction given in Example [1.6.5] (see [EW99] and
[Daulg]).

Example 1.6.6. Let X be the smooth conic in P? given by X = {xy = 2%}. It is the
image of gla : b] = [a® : b? : ab] and if I = [0:0: 1] and L = {z = 0} then the map fo in
Ezxample is

folz iy : 2] = [a? 1y - ay).
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Perturbations of the form
flz:y:2]=[22:9? : zy + e(zy — 22)]

with |e| # 0 small give endomorphisms of P? admitting X as an attracting set. The induced
map on X ~ P is [2% : y?]. If we take g[a : b] = [(a — 2b)? : a? : a(a — 2b)] then

floz iy 2] =[(x —2y)?: 22 : x(x — 2y) + e(zy — 22)]
admits X as an attractor for |e| # 0 small enough.

A last simple example is given by perturbations of invariant critical hypersurfaces.
They are the counterparts in higher dimension of super-attractive fixed points in dimension
1.

Example 1.6.7. Let fy be in an endomorphism of PE. Assume there exists a hypersurface
H which is fy-invariant and included in the critical set of fy. If k = 2 or if H is smooth
then H is an attracting set for fo by |[FS94d, Lemma 7.9] and [Sta06]. In both cases,
Theorem |1.5. 1] applies to small perturbations of fy.

The following theorem gives an example of a quasi-attractor K in P? which is not
an attracting set, i.e. K = Np>0A, where (A;,),>0 is a strictly decreasing sequence of
attracting sets (see [Tafl17]). Notice that results on attracting currents from [Taf18] imply
that the Hausdorff dimension of A, must be larger than or equal to 3. In this example,
each A,, contains repelling cycles and thus has non-empty interior and Hausdorff dimension
equal to 4. To the best of my knowledge, it is the only known examples of such quasi-
attractors and it turns out that exactly the same maps were consider by Fornaess-Sibony
(see [FSO1), Theorem 4.3]).

Theorem 1.6.8. If fy is a volume increasing polynomial automorphism of C? with a
robust tangency then a generic (in the sense of Baire category) small perturbation f of
fo is an endomorphism of P? possessing uncountably many quasi-attractors which are not
attracting sets. Such a perturbation f also has an attracting set A # P? with infinitely
many repelling periodic points.

A map fj satisfying these assumptions is given in [Buz97]. The idea of the proof of
Theorem [1.6.8] is very simple. The ingredients are the following.

e fy is injective on C2,
e all its tangencies lie in a large polydisk B C C2,

e fy has an attracting set of dimension 1, usually denoted by K ~, which possesses a
trapping region U containing B.

Hence, a small perturbation f of fy still admits U as a trapping region and is injective
on B. For a generic f, the construction of Newhouse gives infinitely many repelling cycles
in B. The injectivity of f implies that if € is a small neighborhood of a finite union of
such cycles then U \ Q is a trapping region. Taking more and more cycles, we obtain a
strictly decreasing and infinite sequence of attracting sets. Observe that the attracting set
associated to U \ © cannot have a trapping region satisfying .

Theorem [1.6.8| gives examples of attracting sets with non-empty interior but they
cannot be minimal as they possess an attracting fixed point near the line at infinity.
Using a totally different method, called blenders, we obtain in [Tafl7] an example of an
attractor of P?, distinct from P2, with non-empty interior.
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Theorem 1.6.9. There exists an endomorphism f of P? which has an attractor A which
contains an algebraic curve in its interior.

In particular, such an attractor is not rigid in the sense of Dinh-Sibony (see [DS14]), i.e.
the set %1(A) contains infinitely many different currents. The blenders used in this con-
struction are called of saddle type in [Tafl7] and are indeed very simple objects. Roughly
speaking, a saddle blender corresponds to an open set Z such that

(1) Z c f(2),
(2) A:=nNp>0f""(Z) is a saddle hyperbolic set.

Their saddle nature allows us to easily find examples of trapping regions U containing
such open set Z. Then the point (1) insures that Z is in the interior of A := Ny>of"(U).
The rest of the proof of Theorem [1.6.9]is technical but elementary. As a last observation,
note that the point (1) is stable by small perturbations so all the endomorphisms in a
neighborhood of f have a proper attracting set with non-empty interior.






Chapter 2

Bifurcations in complex dynamics

The study of bifurcation phenomena for holomorphic families of rational mappings of P!
is a well-established and rich subject. It started with the seminal papers of Mané-Sad-
Sullivan [MSS83] and Lyubich [Lyu83b] (see Section [2.1). A nice counterpart in higher
dimension to this theory has been recently obtained by Berteloot-Bianchi-Dupont [BBD18]
(see Section . My main contributions in this topic have been to exhibit phenomena
appearing only in dimension larger than or equal to 2. In [BT17], I studied with Bianchi
a very specific family of endomorphisms of P? with two interesting properties regarding
bifurcations (see Section [2.3)):

e the Julia set moves continuously on open sets of parameters containing bifurcations,
e the bifurcation locus of this family has non-empty interior.

This answers two questions from [BBDI§|. At about the same time, Dujardin gave in
[Dujl7] two general mechanisms which lead to open sets of bifurcations in the spaces
H(PF) of all degree d endomorphisms of P¥, k > 2. The first one is based on a topological
argument while the second relies on a construction coming from smooth dynamics called
blender, originally introduced by Bonatti-Diaz in [BD96]. It turns out that, with Bonatti,
we were also working on this question using blenders. This leads to a quick answer in
[Tafl7] to a conjecture of Dujardin [Duj17] (see Section [2.4).

Another direction, which will not be mentioned here and which still need to be de-
veloped, is the bifurcations of attracting sets. Some very partial results can be deduced
from the results of Section (see [Tafl8, Section 5.2]). In particular, the sum of the
Lyapunov exponents of the equilibrium measure supported on an attracting set depends
in a plurisubharmonic way on the parameters. It is then very natural to wonder which
dynamical interpretation can have the current obtained as the dd¢ of this function.

2.1 Stability and bifurcations on P!

In general, there exists many different ways to detect the lacks of structural stability.
Among them, there are

e a change in the type (attracting, repelling, saddle etc.) of a periodic point,
e a change in the structure of attracting sets,

e a change in other kinds of invariant sets (non-wandering set, supports of measures
of maximal entropy etc.),
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e a change in the critical dynamics (if any).

A remarkable feature of one variable complex dynamics is that (almost) all these types
of bifurcations coincide for all holomorphic families of rational mappings of P'. More
precisely, the study of bifurcations in such families is based on the following result.

Theorem 2.1.1 ([MSS83], [Lyu83b|). Let (fx)xem be a holomorphic family of rational
mappings of degree d > 2 of P*. Let Q) be a connected open subset of M. The following are
equivalent:

1) for all \ € Q, the periodic points of fx can be followed holomorphically in Q and do
not change type,

2) the number and/or the period of attracting cycles are constant in €,

3) the map X\ — Jg, is continuous on Q with respect to the Hausdorff topology on
compact subsets of P!,

4) there is no Misiurewicz parameter in €2,

5) for all \, N € Q, (f,\)|JfA 1s topologically conjugated to (f/\l)‘*]f/\/'

Definition 2.1.2. Let (f\)aem be as in Theorem . The union of all the open subsets
of M where the points 1)-5) of this theorem hold is called the stability locus of the family
(f\)rem and is denoted by Stab. Its complementary Bif := M \ Stab is the bifurcation
locus of the family.

Here, a parameter \ € € is called Misiurewicz if f) possesses a repelling point r which
is in the orbit of a critical point in a non-persistent way, i.e. there exists A’ € Q close to A
such that the holomorphic continuation of r for fy/ is not in the postcritical set of fy,. This
definition corresponds to the one given in [BBDI8] for P* (see Definition [2.2.2)). It doesn’t
coincide with the homonymous notion usually used in one variable complex dynamics.

Remark 2.1.3. Misiurewicz parameters correspond to one type of bifurcations in the
dynamics of critical points. There exists other types of bifurcations in the critical dynamics
which can belong to the stability locus. For instance, in the family (f))xec defined by
fr(2) = 22 + A, the unique critical point is fized for X = 0 and has an infinite orbit for
A # 0 close to 0.

Remark 2.1.4. The points 8) and 5) in the theorem are consequences of the fact that
the Julia set moves under a holomorphic motion in ). In one complex variable it is easy
to extend a holomorphic motion of a set to its closure and thus this holomorphic motion
of the Julia set can be obtained as the extension of the motion of the repelling points. In
higher dimension, this extension result is no longer available and, as we will see in the
next section, the counterpart to 5) is not known.

The following important result can be deduced form Theorem [2.1.] and the fact that
f has at most 2d — 2 critical points.

Theorem 2.1.5 ([MSS83], [Lyu83b]). For every holomorphic family (fx)xem of holomor-
phic mappings of P', the stability locus is dense in M.

As we already mentioned, this result has been improved by McMullen-Sullivan [MS9§].
They showed that the only obstructions to extend the conjugation given in Theorem
5) to the whole space P! are bifurcations in the critical dynamics.
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Theorem 2.1.6 ([MS98]). Let (fx)xem be as in Theorem |2.1.1 There exists a dense
open subset X*°P of M such that for every \, X in the same connected component of X P
i is topologically conjugated to fy.

If f is a rational mapping of P! of degree d > 2 then Lyubich [Lyu83a] and Maifié
[Man83|] have independently proved that the equilibrium measure of f is the unique mea-
sure of maximal entropy log d. Since the entropy of a measure is invariant by conjugation,
any conjugation between (fy), s and (fy), Jr, has to map the equilibrium measure of f
to the one of fy/, i.e. the equilibrium measure is a natural object to consider in the study
of bifurcations. Hence, one can wonder whether there exists an ergodic counterpart to the
points 1)-5) in Theorem[2.1.1] It turns out that DeMarco obtained such a characterization
of the stability locus using the Lyapunov exponent of the equilibrium measure.

Theorem 2.1.7 (DeMarco [DeMO03]). Let (fx)xem be a holomorphic family of rational
mappings of degree d > 2 of P'. Let L()\) denote the Lyapunov exponent of the equilibrium
measure wy of fr. An open subset Q0 C M is contained in the stability locus if and only if
A= L(X) is pluriharmonic on Q.

Actually, using the equidistribution of the repelling periodic points of fy towards p)
it is easy to see that L(\) is a plurisubharmonic function on M. Hence, the (1, 1)-current
Tgir := ddL is positive and an equivalent formulation of Theorem is that supp(Tpir)
coincides exactly with the bifurcation locus of the family (f\)aeas. Moreover, this result
allows to study bifurcations using pluripotential methods which look like those used in
higher dimension complex dynamics. This gives rise to a very active and rich field of
research (see e.g. [BB07], [BB0O9], [DF08], [GOV19]). As we will see in the next section,
Theorem also gives a indication on a good way to generalize Theorem in higher
dimension.

2.2 Theory in higher dimension

On P, k > 2, the dynamics of a single endomorphism is not well understood thus it
seems unrealistic to attempt a global bifurcation theory. Nevertheless, the properties of
the equilibrium measure are essentially the same in all dimensions. Hence, its support,
the small Julia set ¢, could be a good candidate to replace the Julia set in dimension
one.

For the rest of the section, (f\)xear is @ holomorphic family of endomorphisms of P*
of degree d > 2. The equilibrium measure of f) is denoted by py and we set #i(\) :=
supp(p). Briend-Duval had proved [BD99| that the Lyapunov exponents x1(A), ..., xx(\)
of py are all positive and bounded from below by 2~ !logd. By a result of Dinh-Sibony
[DS03] on polynomial-like maps the sum of these exponents

k
L) =) _xi(N)
i=1

defined a plurisubharmonic function on M and thus it is natural to wonder what is the
dynamical interpretation of the positive closed (1, 1)-current dd°L on M. This study started
with the work [BBOT7] of Bassanelli-Berteloot where they proved that dd°L = 0 when the
repelling cycles move holomorphically. They also obtained formulae expressing L and dd®L
in terms of currents in M x P¥. Actually, Pham proved independently in [Pha05)] that if £
is a positive closed (k, k)-current in M X P* whose slices over each A € M is uy then

dd°L = 7. (€ N [CY)), (2.1)
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where Cy is the critical set of the map (A, z) — (A, fa(2)) and 7 is to canonical projection
from M x P¥ to M. The formula of Bassanelli-Berteloot corresponds to with a
particular choice of £.

Amount other things, clearly links the current dd®L with interplays between the
critical set and the equilibrium measure. This formula is the key ingredient in the following
theorem of Berteloot-Bianchi-Dupont which can be considered as the founding result in
the theory of bifurcations in P*.

Theorem 2.2.1 ([BBDIS]). Let (f\)aear be a holomorphic family of endomorphisms of P*
of degree d > 2 parametrized by a simply connected complex manifold M. Assume moreover
that

(*) (f\)xem forms an open subset of the space J;(P*) of all degree d endomorphisms
of P¥,

or
(**) k= 2.
Then, the following are equivalent:

1) for all X € M, the repelling periodic points of fx in Zi(\) can be followed holomor-
phically in M and do not change type,

2) the function L is pluriharmonic on M (i.e. dd°L =0 on M ),
3) there is no Misiurewicz parameter in M,
4) there exists an equilibrium lamination over M.
The precise definition of a Misiurewicz parameter in this context is the following.

Definition 2.2.2. Let (fy)aen be a holomorphic family of endomorphisms of PX of degree
d > 2. We denote by f the self-map of M x P* defined by f(\, z) := (\, fr(2)) and by Cy
its critical set. A parameter \g in M is called Misiurewicz if there exist an integer ng > 0,
a neighborhood N C M of \g and a holomorphic map v: N — P* such that:

1. for all X € N, () is a repelling periodic point of fy belonging to _Z1(N),
2. (Xo,7(Xo)) belongs to an irreducible component X of f°(Cy),

3. the graph of v is not contained in X.

The bifurcation locus in the sense of Theorem of the family (f\)xen can then be
defined as the closure of the Misiurewicz parameters.

We will not give an explicit definition of an equilibrium lamination but in particular
4) implies that for all \, \" € M there exists a continuous conjugation between f\ and fy/
on subsets of full measure for py and py respectively (see [BD17] for a similar result for
polynomial automorphisms of C2). Here are some additional remarks on this theorem.

e The assumptions (*) and (**) are technical and could probably be removed. Some
progresses in that direction have been obtained by Bianchi [Bial9].

e Although the equilibrium lamination gives a conjugation between full measure sub-
sets with respect to the equilibrium measures, it is not known whether or not
(/2] #.(n) 1s topologically conjugated to (fx)| 7, (v) (A, N € M), even in (a priori)
simpler cases like polynomial skew products of C2.
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e Actually, because of the non-injectivity and of the large critical set, it is not easy
to obtain conjugacies in our context. For example, as shown by Jonsson [Jon9§|,
a saddle hyperbolic set might not be structurally stable. And it is an open prob-
lem, probably feasible, to exhibit a structurally stable endomorphism in the family
H(PF) of all degree d endomorphisms of P¥, when k > 2.

e Beyond conjugacies, it is natural to wonder whether other one-dimensional results
given in the previous section can still be valid in this context. In particular, the
continuity of A — _#Zi()) in a stable family is obtained in [BBD18] but the converse
is left open. Similarly, it was not known at that time whether the stability locus is
dense in all families. The purpose of [BT17] (see Section is to give an explicit
and simple counter-example to both these questions.

e Another natural question is whether stability in the sense of Theorem is com-
patible with other kinds of bifurcations like Newhouse phenomenon. Dujardin an-
swers this question in [Duj17] by giving a stable open subset of .7(P?) (with d very
large) with such phenomenon. In particular, bifurcations of repelling periodic points
outside _#j, can happen in a stable region in the sense of Theorem

2.3 The elementary Desboves family

As we already said, the purpose of this section is to give a counter-example to the two
following questions:

o If the small Julia set _¢; depends continuously of the parameter in a family, is this
family stable (i.e. satisfies 1)-4) in Theorem [2.2.1])7

e Is the stability locus dense in every holomorphic family of endomorphisms of P*?

Actually, the counter-example given in [BTI17] is a family already studied in [BD02b]
and [BDMO7]| and these authors referred to it as the elementary Desboves family. They
considered these maps because each of them preserves the Fermat curve

Fo={a"+4°+2° =0}

and some of them possess statistical attractors with intermingled basins (see [BDMOT,
Section 6]).

Theorem 2.3.1 ([BTI7]). The family of endomorphisms of P? defined by
Pl iy 2] = [—a(@® +25%) s y(=* — o+ M@ + 9P+ 29) 5 2207 + 2]
with A € C* satisfies the following properties:
o the small Julia set of fy depends continuously on X\, for the Hausdorff topology,
e the bifurcation locus coincides with C* (i.e. the stability locus is empty).

The proof of this result is simple and we now give the main arguments. The first step
is the following result which collects information on the maps in the elementary Desboves
family obtained in [BD0O2b].

Theorem 2.3.2 ([BD02b]). Let A € C*. The map fy in the elementary Desboves family
satisfies the following properties:
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1. fx preserves the line Y := {y = 0} and (f\)y is a Lattes map,

2. fx preserves the pencil of lines passing through the point pg := 1[0 :1: 0] and acts on
it as (fa)|y (in particular, transitively),

8. po is an attracting fived point and the Fatou set of fy is reduced to the basin of po,
4. the Julia set and the small Julia set of f\ coincide, i.e. Z1(fx) = _Z2(fr)-

Proof. The two first points are simple verifications. The third one is a consequence of the
second, i.e. f) acts in a chaotic way on a pencil of lines so an open subset whose images
by fy\ stay away from the center of the pencil cannot belong to the Fatou set.

The last point is based on the fact that in such fibered situation in P2, the small Julia
set is equal to the closure of the set of repelling points. One inclusion (_#5(f)) is contained
in this closure) is a direct consequence of the equidistribution of repelling periodic points
towards the equilibrium measure obtained in [BD99]. The other inclusion is not true in
general but it has been obtained by Jonsson for polynomial skew products of C2 in [Jon99)
and for the other endomorphisms preserving a pencil of lines in P? in [Dab00]. A simple
proof of this fact can be deduced from [DT18b] (see Corollary in Chapter (3)). From
this, the rest of the proof goes as follow. If r is one of the three intersection points between
Y and the Fermat curve F := {23 + y3 + 23 = 0} (for example, r = [1: 0: —1]) then it is
easy to check that r is a repelling fixed point. In particular, r € _#(fy). Since (fi)y is a
Lattes map, the preimages of r are dense in Y and thus the totally invariance of _#5(fy)
and its closeness imply that Y C _#(fy). Finally, Y is not totally invariant so by the
equidistribution of hypersurfaces towards the Green current [DS08],

J1(fx) CUn>1 [y (YY) C Fa(fr) C A1),

which gives the desired result. O

Proof of Theorem [2.3.1] A classical fact about the small Julia set is that it depends lower
semi-continuously of the parameter. This is due to the fact that A — p) is continuous for
the weak topology of measures and that the support function is lower semi-continuous.
On the other hand, it is a general fact in continuous dynamics that a repeller (i.e. the
complementary of the basin of an attracting set) varies upper semi-continuously with the
parameter. And, by Theorem [2.3.2] in the Desboves family the small Julia set is a repeller
(the complementary of the basin of pg). Hence, #3()\) depends continuously on A in the
Desboves family.

The proof of the second point is also simple. By Theorem [2.2.1] it is sufficient to prove
that Misiurewicz parameters are dense in C*. The first observation is that, since each map
f) in the elementary Desboves family preserves the same pencil of lines, the critical set
Cy, of fy is not irreducible. It admits a decomposition

O, = C(N U Co(N),

where C(\) is fibered by lines of the pencil and C,(\) is generically transverse to the
pencil. Since the action of fy on the pencil is independent of A, the sets Cyo (M) and
[ (Cx (X)) are also independent of X. Hence, the bifurcations in the family cannot come
from this fibered part of the critical set. On the other hand, the points of intersection
of Cy(A) with Y := {y = 0} depend on A and the preimages of the repelling fixed point
r=[1:0:—1] by (f\)|y are dense in Y and independent of A. Hence, for each \g € C*
there exists A1 arbitrarily close to A9 and n; > 1 such that r € ff\Lll(Cg()\l)). To prove
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that A; is a Misiurewicz parameter, it remains to show that 7 is not in f}'"* (Cy(\)) for all
A € C*. In general, such question can be very difficult without an ad-hoc argument. In
[BT17], we use the degenerescence of the maps fy when A goes to 0 to prove that such an
intersection cannot be persistent. ]

We conclude this section with some additional interesting properties of the elementary
Desboves maps.

Remark 2.3.3. 1) [tis easy to check that the point [0 : 0 : 1] is fixed by f for every \ €
C*. It has one repelling eigenvalue and the other one is equal to 1+ \. Hence, if 1+ A
s of modulus 1 and satisfies the Brjuno arithmetic condition then there exists a one-
dimensional Siegel disk passing through [0 : 0 : 1]. By Theorem this disk has
to be contained in _Zo(X). This was our original motivation to consider this family
of maps since by a result in [BBD1§], if the small Julia set moves continuously in a
family with bifurcations it must exist parameters where the small Julia set contains
a Siegel disk.

2) The elliptic curve F = {x3 + y3 + 23 = 0} is invariant by f\ and (/)7 is an
expanding map. Moreover, the Lebesgue measure v on F is ergodic so it must admit
a positive Lyapunov exponent. If the second Lyapunov exponent is negative (and
numerical computations in [BDMOY] suggest this is the case for A € C* close enough
to 0) then the union of the stable manifolds of v has positive Lebesgue measure in
P2. These stable manifolds are contained in _#2(\) by Theorem and thus, for

these parameters A, the small Julia set _#2(\) has positive Lebesgue measure.

3) With this parametrization, f\ degenerates to a rational self-map of P? when \ goes
to 0 (see [BDMO7, Remark 6.9] for more properties of fo). If we use a different
parametrization Fy := (¢) "1 o frs o ¢y where [z :y : 2] = [z : y : \z| then the
family (F\)xec+ extends at 0 and Fy is an endomorphism of P? with some special
properties. For instance, Fy still satisfies Theorem|[2.5.9 and every non-fized periodic
point in the invariant line Y = {y = 0} has one repelling eigenvalue and the other
one is equal to 1, i.e. _#o(Fpy) contains infinitely many parabolic-repelling periodic
points (and their basins).

4) In the opposite direction, when \ converges to infinity then Favre proved in [Favl6)]
that the sum L(X) of the Lyapunov exponents of the equilibrium measure of f\ sat-
isfies

L(A) = Lualog|A| + o(log [A]),

where Lyn, can be interpreted as the sum of the Lyapunov exponents of a non-
Archimedean dynamical system. For the elementary Desboves family, one can prove
that Ly, = 1/4.

2.4 Blenders

The purpose of a blender is to “blend” in a robust way different parts of the dynamics.
For instance, it is often used to obtain robust intersections between the stable set W3,
and the unstable set W of two hyperbolic sets A1, Aa, while the sum of the dimension of
the stable bundle of Ay with the one of the unstable bundle of Aj is strictly smaller than
the dimension of the ambiant space. There exist several mechanisms giving such results
but blenders have the advantage to be simple and flexible. On feature of this is the result
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of Bonatti-Diaz [BDO08|] which shows that blenders always appear in the Cl-unfolding of a
heterodimensional cycle and make this cycle robust (under some mild assumptions).

In a holomorphic setting, it seems difficult to obtain such a universal result. However,
my main result in this subject is that blenders always appear near bifurcations of product
maps of C? and give rise to open sets of bifurcations in %(P?) (see [Taf17]). Notice that,
since bifurcations in the sense of [BBD18§] are consequences of interplays between the small
Julia set and the postcritical set, blenders will be used in what follows to obtained robust
intersection between these two sets.

Blenders have also been used by Biebler in [Biel6] in order to obtain persistent ho-
moclinic tangencies for polynomial automorphisms of C3 of small degree. And, in his
work on bifurcations of Lattés maps [Biel9], he uses a construction which has the flavor
of “para-blenders” introduced by Berger [Berl6].

2.4.1 Constructions of blenders and a toy model

Unlike the Newhouse phenomenon, the construction of blenders relies on elementary ar-
guments (mainly a covering property combined with the contraction of a cone field) and,
as we will see, simple toy models exist.

Originally, the notion of blenders was introduced (see [BD96]) for diffeomorphisms on
smooth manifolds of dimension larger than or equal to 3 since it needs at least 3 distinct
directions: one strong stable direction, one strong unstable direction and one weak stable
or unstable direction. In our non-invertible setting, the construction can be started in
dimension 2 since the non-injectivity can be considered as an additional stable direction
which is especially strong: the preimages of a point x converge in finite time to x. For
simplicity, in what follows we only consider the 2-dimensional case. Hence, we will obtain
two types of blenders. If the center direction is unstable then the blender will be of
repelling type and if the center direction is stable then it will be of saddle type.

All the maps that we will use are perturbations of product maps of the form

(z,w) = (p(2), q(w)).

Hence, there are two natural directions. The horizontal direction is the one parallel to
{w = ¢} and the wvertical direction is the one parallel to {z = ¢}. The vertical direction
will always be close to our strong unstable direction.

Roughly speaking, the idea behind blenders of repelling type for a skew product
f(z,w) = (p(z,w),q(w)) of C? is the following. Let Hi,...,Hy and Vi,...,Vy be 2N
open sets in C and define H := UN | H,, V := UY |V and Z := UY_ | H, x V;. The set Z
contains a blender of repelling type if for each 1 < s < N

e ¢ is (strongly) expanding on Vs and V C ¢(V5),
e p is (weakly) expanding in the horizontal direction on H x Vi and p(Hs x V) C H.

Even if f is repelling on Z, its geometric behavior and its action on the tangent space
(one direction is much more expanded that the other) both mimic those of a saddle set.
And actually, the “local stable set” (given by A := N,>¢f "(Z) and which we refer to as
the blender) of the maximal invariant set of f in Z behaves as a one dimensional stable
manifold: any vertical graph passing through Z has to intersect it (see Example
below for the arguments in a simple setting). Moreover, these properties are stable under
small perturbations. These are the main two properties of a blender of repelling type:
intersection with a family of graphs and robustness.
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Example 2.4.1. Here is an example of a repelling blender coming from [BCDWI16]. In
that paper, which focus on diffeomorphisms, it is called a proto-blender since the map is
not injective. By replacing this non-injectivity by a standard strong stable direction, one
obtains a blender for a diffeomorphism in dimension 3.

S —1

Figure 2.1 — A repelling blender in R2.

Consider the square S = [0,1]? in R? and two rectangles Ry, Ry C S place as in Figure
. Let f be the map defined on Ry U Ry such that, for s € {1,2}, fig, is affine, preserves
the vertical and horizontal directions and satisfies f(Rs) = S. The important point about
the position of the two rectangles Ry and Ry is that they admit sub-rectangles R} and Rf
such that

e the image by [ of the leftmost side Eq of R} is a vertical segment Ly which intersects
1

e the image by f of the rightmost side Ea of RY is a vertical segment Lo which intersects
/
29

e the other preimage E3 by f of Ly is to the left of the other preimage E4 of Lo.

(a) (b)

Figure 2.2 — (a) The image of a vertical graph op in R, must intersect R} or R/ in a
vertical graph o1. (b) What could happen without the cone field condition.
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From this, it is easy to check that, if we define Hy, Ha, V1, Vo such that Ry = Hy x V1 and
R, = Hy x V4 then the map f has a blender of repelling type in Z := R} U R} as defined
above.

The set A == Np>of~"(S) is a Cantor set in R? whose projection on the first coordinates
has non-empty interior. Actually, a must stronger property holds: if og is a vertical path
(i.e. whose tangent vectors are sufficiently vertical) passing through RS (or RY) then its
image must intersect R} or Rl in a vertical graph o1 (see Figure . The same holds
for the image of o1 and by induction, this gives a vertical graph oy, contained in f™(og).
Hence, the point Np>of " (op) is in the intersection of oo with A, i.e. every vertical graph
passing through R} or Rl has to intersect A. This is the blender property in the repelling
case. Moreover, this property also holds for small C' perturbations of f.

Roughly speaking, a blender of saddle type is a blender of repelling type for “f~1”
by taking into account that the non-injectivity can be seen as a strong stable direction.
Notice that, since the contraction in this direction is particularly strong, no cone field
condition is required and a saddle blender is simply a hyperbolic saddle set A whose local
unstable set W}\LJOC has non-empty interior.

Here is a simple way to obtain blenders (of repelling type or of saddle type) near maps
of the form (z,w) — (z,w*) with I > 1 large. For these examples, the integer N above is
equal to 3.

Example 2.4.2 (Toy models of blenders in complex dynamics). Let € > 0 be small and
let o« > 0 be much smaller than €. Let H be the (open) triangle in C with vertices 1, j and
§2 where j = e*7/3_ For s € {1,2,3}, let denote by Hy the image of H by the homothety
of center j° and ratio 1 — €. It is easy to check, since € > 0 is small, that H = U3_, H,.
Moreover, the affine maps

ps(2) =1+ a)(z—€%) and ¢s(z) = (1 - a)(z +€f°)

satisfy
os(Hs) C H and H C U_j3ps(Hsy).

(see Figure and Figure . These inclusions persist under small perturbations.
Hence, if for each s € {1,2,3} Vi is a very small neighborhood of j° and if | > 1 is
large enough in order to have

VIUVQU‘/S C Q(‘/S)a

where q(w) := w*, then the maps
f(z,w) = ((1 + Ot)(Z - 6w)7w4l) and g(sz) = ((1 - Oé)(Z + 6w>7w4l)
have a blender of repelling type and a blender of saddle type respectively contained in

Z :=U_ H, x V.
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7 \H " P5(H3)

Figure 2.3 — The horizontal dynamics in a repelling blender (translation then small ex-
pansion).

KA KA

H
H 3 W3(Hs3)

Figure 2.4 — The horizontal dynamics in a saddle blender (translation then small contrac-
tion).

2.4.2 Existence near product bifurcations and consequences

The main result of [Tafl7] is to show that constructions similar to Example can be
achieved near (z,w) — (p(z),q(w)), where p, q are two degree d polynomials and p is in
the bifurcation locus.

Theorem 2.4.3. Let d > 2 and let Py be the family of all one variable degree d polyno-
mials. If p and q are two elements of Py such that p is in the bifurcation locus of Py
then the map (p,q) € H#4(P?) can be approzimated both by polynomial skew products of
the form (z,w) — (p(z,w), q(w)) having an iterate with a blender of repelling type and by
others having an iterate with a blender of saddle type.

It turns out to be quite easy to replace w* in Example by a sufficiently large
iterate of ¢. The role of 1,7, 5% will then be fulfilled by any triplet of distinct repelling
periodic points of ¢ (see [Tafl7, Lemma 3.1]). On the other hand, since p is in the
bifurcation locus of &4, it can be approximated by a polynomial p with a parabolic periodic
point which can be assume, after a change of coordinates, to be at 0. Hence, some iterate
of p satisfies (p™)’(0) = 1, i.e. in small neighborhoods of 0 p™ looks like z + z. Therefore,
it seems reasonable to expect that small perturbations of (z,w) — (p"™(2), ¢™ (w)) possess
blenders. All the difficulty in Theorem is to obtain these perturbations as the (ml)-th
iterate of perturbations of (z,w) — (p(2), ¢(w)) (see [Tafl7, Theorem 4.1]).

Observe that blenders by themselves do not create bifurcations as they are hyperbolic
sets. Their existence has important consequences when they “blend” together different
parts of the dynamics. To insure that this happens, we need additional information on
the dynamics. The construction above is explicit and as a corollary (in the repelling case),
we obtain a positive answer to a conjecture of Dujardin [Duj17, Theorem 5.6].
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Corollary 2.4.4. The bifurcation locus of the family Pg x P is contained in the closure
of the interior of the bifurcation locus in #;(P?).

On the other hand, the unstable set of a blender of saddle type has non-empty interior.
Hence, we can use it to obtain large attracting sets.

Corollary 2.4.5. The bifurcation locus of the family &3 x P4 is contained in the closure
of the interior of the set of maps in ;(P?) possessing a proper attracting set with non-
empty interior.

To the best of my knowledge, no previous example of proper attracting sets with non-
empty interior was known. The result above says that they are abundant. However, as
these attracting sets come from polynomial skew products of C? they possess an attracting
cycle near the line at infinity and thus they cannot be attractors. Nevertheless, using
blenders of saddle type, it is quite easy to obtain attractors with non-empty interior in P?
(see Theorem and [Tafl7, Theorem 1.5]).

Blenders have been introduced in [BD96] in order to obtain robustly transitive diffeo-
morphisms which are isotopic to the identity on some 3-manifolds M. A key point (already
use in previous examples) is to create a periodic saddle point p whose stable manifold and
unstable manifold are both dense in M, in a robust way. In dimension 3, one of the in-
variant manifolds (say W)J) is 2-dimensional and the other one (W) is 1-dimensional. In
this situation, the condition W; = M is much easier to satisfy than W;‘ = M. The idea
in [BD96] is to consider two saddle points, p and g, with different indices (dim (W) = 2,
dim(W;) = 1), which satisfy (in a robust way)

Wi = M =W§,
and such that

e ¢ is homoclinically related to a blender A of stable index 1,

e the unstable manifold of p intersects robustly the stable manifolds of A, thanks to
the blender property.

All this ensure that qu = WPS, i.e. both the stable and unstable manifolds of ¢ are dense
in M.

It is natural to wonder whether such construction can be archived in complex dynamics.
Notice that for endomorphisms of P¥, every repelling periodic point r in the small Julia
set satisfies

Wy = P*.

T

Hence, using the same idea as above, on can hope to construct a saddle point p in P? such
that
Wy =P,

in a robust way. Actually, this is the case for the examples given in the theorem below.
This could be a first step in order to obtain robustly transitive endomorphisms of P2.
However, it seems difficult to construct a saddle point p such that W = P2

Theorem 2.4.6. There exist d > 2 and an open set Q C H#;(P?) which contains skew
products such that Q C Bif (24;(P?)) and each f in Q possesses a hyperbolic set of saddle
type A with positive entropy whose unstable set W{ is a Zariski open set of P? and

e for each T in the natural extension of A, the unstable manifold W2 is dense in P2,
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o for each x € A, the stable manifold W3 is contained in the small Julia set Za(f).
In particular, we have A C _#5(f) and the postcritical set of f is dense in P2.

The particularity of this family is to possess two blenders. The first one (of saddle
type) is the hyperbolic set A in the statement. The second, A,, is of repelling type and is
contained in the small Julia set. Moreover, these two blenders form a “heterodimensional
cycle”. In this situation, this simply means that the unstable manifolds of A intersect A,.
Observe that all the properties in Theorem [2.4.6] are all consequences of this intersection.

Notice also that the small Julia set is by definition the support of the equilibrium
measure of f which is of repelling nature (all its Lyapunov exponents are positive [BD99]).
The above statement in the case of repelling hyperbolic sets is classical but this result is
the first example, to the best of my knowledge, of a saddle hyperbolic set which is robustly
contained in the small Julia set. It also provides the first example of an endomorphism of
P2 with a saddle point whose unstable manifold is dense (and moreover in a robust way

in ;(P?)).






Chapter 3

Dynamics of fibered
endomorphisms

These last years, many new interesting dynamical phenomena in P? have been exhibited
using polynomial skew products (see e.g. [Duji6], [ABD™ 16|, [Duj17], [Tafi7]). Before
these works, a lot of information has been obtained on this type of maps by Jonsson
in [Jon99|, helping the future developments. Skew products are particular examples of
endomorphisms of P? preserving a fibration and, as we have seen in Section (see also
[BT17]), other families of endomorphisms with this property can have interesting features.
Hence, it is natural to extend the results of [Jon99] to a broader framework. This is
precisely the motivation of [DT18b] with Dupont. Most of the proofs in this paper are
elementary but its results may be seen as a toolbox which can be useful to study specific
examples.

3.1 Fibered endomorphisms of P*

An endomorphism f of P¥ of degree d > 2 preserves a fibration if there exist a compact
analytic space X of dimension 7 (1 < r < k—1), a meromorphic dominant map 7: P*¥ — X
and a meromorphic self-map 6 of X such that

mof=~0om.

When k = 2, the work [FP11] of Favre-Pereira implies that X has to be equal to P! and
the map 6 is holomorphic. In higher dimension, very little is known on the fibrations
preserved by endomorphisms. In particular, are there interesting examples where

e X is singular or,
e ( is not holomorphic or,

e the dimension of the indeterminacy set I(7) of 7 is larger than the dimension of the
generic fiber (i.e. k —dim(X)) ?

By “interesting”, we want to exclude triplets (T, X, 5) obtained from a standard example
(say X = P2, 7: P¥ — P? is the linear fibration) by

F=¢om, O=¢ofog '

where ¢p: X — Xisa bimeromorphic map. Getting a better understanding on the possible
fibrations preserved by endomorphisms of P¥ seems to be an interesting algebraic problem,



66 CHAPTER 3. DYNAMICS OF FIBERED ENDOMORPHISMS

which is out of my scope of competence. In [DTI18b], we work in the following setting,
which cover the few known examples:

o X =P withl1<r <k,
e 0 is holomorphic,

e the indeterminacy set I(m) of 7 is disjoint from the Julia set #,(f) of order ¢ := k—r
of f.
This last assumption implies in particular that dim(I(w)) < ¢ — 1. Observe that the
assumption X = P* is not restrictive as long as X in smooth and dim(I(7)) < q — 1.
Actually, in this situation the restriction of m to a generic linear subspace of dimension
r in PF gives a surjective holomorphic map from P" to X. Then by results in [DHPOS,
Section 2 & 3], X is projective and then by [Laz84], X is isomorphic to P".

As we assume that 6 is holomorphic, both f and 6 possess Green currents, T} and T; g
respectively for i € {1,...k} and j € {1,...,r}. The equilibrium measures of f and 6 are
pf = Tf and pg := Tj. Since f and @ are semi-conjugated by 7, a natural question is
whether there exists a relation between T} and the pull back of Ty by 7. The main result

in [DT18Db] gives such a relationship if i > q. More precisely, if we define
g . TI':TQ
|7+ Ty||

then we have the following result.

Theorem 3.1.1. Let f: P¥ — P* and 6: P — P" be two endomorphisms of degree d > 2.
Assume there exists a dominant rational map m: P¥ —s P" whose indeterminacy set I1(r)
is disjoint from _Z,(f) and such that @ om = wo f. Then for j € {1,...,r}, the current
S7 is well-defined, satisfies S7 # TJZ and T}Hj =TF A SJ. In particular, py = T¢{AS" and
Taflf = f1g-

The proof is simple, it only relies on the properties of the currents Ty and Ty and is
coordinate free. Here is a brief sketch of it.

Sketch of proof. Since I(m)N _#,(f) = @, there exists a neighborhood U of I(m) such that
UN _#,(f) = @. If wpr and wps are the Fubini-Study forms on P” and P* respectively then
R := 7*(wpr) is smooth on P¥ \ U and there exists C' > 0 such that R < Cwpr on PF\ U.
Hence, it follows from U N _Z,(f) = @ that for j € {1,...,7}

T{ AR < CU(TF Awiy).
By applying d—"(4+9)(f™)* on both sides this gives
1 n\* nJj j 1 n\* J
Tf A (dnj(f ) RJ) <7 (T}I/\ <dnj(f ) wfp,k)) (3.1)

Standard equidistribution results imply that the right-hand side converges to C/T }Hj . We
also deduce from the relation 7o f = 6 o that =" (f")*R/ = 7*(d~"(6™)*w},) which
converges to m*(T3), i.e. a constant times S7. All this implies that there exists a constant
C > 0 such that o '

TiNST <CTH.
Moreover, both these currents are totally invariant and T }H‘j is an extremal elements in
the cone of such currents (see [DS09, Theorem 5.4.1]). Therefore, T}] A S7 is proportional

to T]‘ZH and thus they must be equal as they have the same mass. O
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Using the classifications obtained in [DJ08] and [FP11], one can check easily that the
assumption Z,(f) NI(m) = @ is always satisfied when k = 2, in which case ¢ = 1. This
is also the case when 7 is the standard linear fibration defined by n[y : z] = [y] with
y = (Yo,...,yr) € C"™t and z := (z0,...,2~1) € CI In general, I know no example
where this assumption does not hold.

Remark 3.1.2. Using others results of Dabija-Jonsson [D.J10] and Favre-Pereira [FP15],
one can see that the proof above also applies to endomorphisms of P? preserving an alge-
braic web. But in some examples, the counterpart of S is equal to T¥.

The main point in Theorem [3.1.1]is the formula p F= T}] A S” which can be seen as a
generalization of the decomposition of yf obtained by Jonsson [Jon99] for polynomial skew

products of C2. Indeed, for ug-almost every a € P” the fiber L, := m—1(a) has dimension
q and we can define the probability measure

TF A [Lq]

_f
Ho = YTyl

Corollary 3.1.3. Let ¢: P* — R be a continuous function. Under the assumptions of
Theorem [3. 11 we have

/}Pk P(x)dps(x) = /ﬂw < . gb(x)dua(q;)) dpg(a).

In particular, the small Julia set Z(f) satisfies

Ai(f) = UYae g, (0)SupP(tha)-

In particular, if £ = 2 then the small Julia set is exactly equal to the closure of the set
of repelling periodic points (see [Dab00] for another proof of this fact).

The formula py = T]‘Z A S™ has other consequences. For instance, if pg is absolutely
continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure (i.e. 6 is a Lattés mapping of P, see [BDO05])
then py is absolutely continuous with respect to the trace measure org = T}I N Wy, -

Corollary 3.1.4. Under the assumptions of Th,eorem if o << wpr then py << org-

That applies to the elementary Desboves mappings of P? considered in Section
since they induce a Lattés mapping on a pencil of lines. Let us note that when k& = 2, the
property uy << or, implies that the smallest exponent of yy is minimal, equal to %log d,
see [Dujl2, Theorem 3.6]. In particular the Lyapunov exponents of Desboves mappings
are Ay > g = %log d, with d = 4. The following Theorem generalizes that semi-extremal
property to fibered endomorphisms satisfying (19 << wp-. It is a consequence of m,pp = g
and holds for more general smooth dynamical systems.

Theorem 3.1.5. Let f, m and 0 be as in Theorem|3.1.1. If A is a Lyapunov exponent of
multiplicity m for pg then A is a Lyapunov exponent of multiplicity at least m of py.

In particular, the sum Ay (resp. Ag) of all the Lyapunov exponents of f (resp. 6)
satisfies
Ay =Ag+ Ag,

where A, is the sum of Lyapunov exponents in the direction of the fibers of 7. If (f))xens
is a family of endomorphisms of P* which all preserve the same fibration (i.e. mo fy =
0y o m where (6))xen is a family of endomorphisms of P") then the bifurcation current
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Tgif(f) := dd°As has a decomposition into the sum of two currents Tgi¢(6) := ddAg and
Tif,s := dd°A,. A natural question is whether the current Tyt  is positive, i.e. A = Ay ()
is plurisubharmonic. Moreover, one can expect that this current can be expressed in terms
of currents in the product M x P¥. This seems difficult to archive in full generality (one
difficulty is that the pull back of the critical set of 6§ by m may not be include in the critical
set of f) but we obtain such results in [DT18b] when 7 is the linear fibration (see [DT18b),
Theorem 1.7]). Notice that in [AB18] Astorg-Bianchi study the bifurcations in families of
polynomial skew products of C? in a much deeper way.
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