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RECURRENCE IN THE DYNAMICS OF MEROMORPHIC
CORRESPONDENCES AND HOLOMORPHIC SEMIGROUPS

MAYURESH LONDHE

ABSTRACT. This paper studies recurrence phenomena in iterative holomorphic dynamics of
certain multi-valued maps. In particular, we prove an analogue of the Poincaré recurrence
theorem for meromorphic correspondences with respect to certain dynamically interesting
measures associated with them. Meromorphic correspondences present a significant measure-
theoretic obstacle: the image of a Borel set under a meromorphic correspondence need not be
Borel. We manage this issue using the Measurable Projection Theorem, which is an aspect of
descriptive set theory. We also prove a result concerning invariance properties of the supports
of the measures mentioned.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

This paper is devoted to the study of recurrence phenomena in iterative holomorphic dy-
namics beyond the classical framework of maps. The best-known result on recurrence is the
Poincaré recurrence theorem, which says, in essence, that for certain self-maps of a probability
space, the orbit of a typical point of a measurable subset visits this subset infinitely often.
This paper explores how and when this phenomenon, suitably interpreted, arises for a large
class of correspondences.

We begin with a natural situation, in the holomorphic setting, in which the above phe-
nomenon might be explored. A rational semigroup is a semigroup consisting of non-constant
rational maps on C with function composition as the semigroup operation. Most finitely gen-
erated rational semigroups happen to admit a probability measure that is associated with the
semigroup action on C. The first such construction was by Boyd [3]. Given such a semigroup
and a generating set G = {f1,..., fn}, any word g of the form g = f;, o---o f; is said to
be of length n, denoted I(g) = n. Boyd showed [3|, Theorem 1] that for a finitely generated
semigroup S where deg(f) > 2 for every f € S, given any generating set G = {f1,..., fn},
there exists a Borel probability measure pg such that for each a € C \ E(S)

1

a7 Zg(z):aéz — g asmn — oo (1.1)
g l(g)=n

in the weak* topology. Here, dg := deg(f1) + --- + deg(fn) and E(S) is a set with at most

two points that is independent of G.

The measure constructed above generalizes the measure py constructed by Freire-Lopes—
Mané [7], Lyubich [9] for S = (f), deg(f) > 2. The latter measure is invariant in the classical
sense: i.e., ur(f71(B)) = ps(B) for every Borel subset B of C. However, in the case of
semigroups # (f), the measure ug does not, in general, possess this invariance. In particular,
an important ingredient in proving the Poincaré recurrence theorem is lost in the latter case.
This naturally raises the following

Question 1.1. Is there a form of the Poincaré recurrence theorem for a rational semigroup
having a set of generators G = {f1,..., fx}, where N > 27
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It turns out that the above question is a version of a broader question that makes sense for a
much larger class of holomorphic dynamical systems. This is because the measure pg is a special
case of a type of measure that is preserved, in an appropriate sense, by a class of dynamical
systems described by Result [[.4] below. We now proceed to describe these dynamical systems.
Let X7 and X5 be compact complex manifolds of dimension k. We shall always assume that
manifolds are connected unless stated otherwise. A holomorphic k-chain is a formal linear
combination of the form

1<i<N
where the m;’s are positive integers and I';’s are distinct irreducible complex subvarieties of
X1 x X3 of dimension k. Let 75 be the projection onto X, s = 1,2, and let |T'| := UY,T';. We
call I" a meromorphic correspondence of X1 onto X if mi|r, and ma|r, are surjective for each
1 < i< N. A meromorphic correspondence I' induces a map Fr : X; — 2%2 as follows:

Fr(z) = 772(771_1{:5} NITY).

If X1 = Xy = X then we call I' a meromorphic correspondence on X. If for each z € X
and 1 <i < N, (m; H{x} NT;) and (75 {x} NT;) are finite sets, then we call T a holomorphic
correspondence on X.

When there is no scope for confusion, we shall, for simplicity of notation, denote Fr by F.
This 2%-valued map will be the focus of our attention. Also, if no confusion arises, we shall
(as in much of the literature we cite) refer to the correspondence I' underlying F also as F'.

Two meromorphic correspondences on X can be composed with each other — see Section 211
for the definition. Keeping in mind the above notational comments, we shall write F™ to
denote the n-fold composition of a meromorphic correspondence F on X. Thus F' gives rise
to a dynamical system on X. Since, for x € X, F(x) is not necessarily a singleton, one must
worry about the “right” extension of the notion of recurrence. We define:

Definition 1.2. Let F' be a meromorphic correspondence on a compact complex manifold X
and A C X be a subset. We say that a point © € A returns to A if there exists n € Z4 such
that F(x) N A # 0. Also, we say that € A is infinitely recurrent in A if it returns to A
infinitely often, that is, there exists an increasing sequence {n;} of positive integers such that
Fri(z) N A # 0 for all 4.

The above definition, when specialized to the case of a map, yields the classical notion of
recurrence for maps. With this notion of recurrence, we are closer to formulating a Poincaré
recurrence theorem in our setting. In the setting of Definition [[.2] it is unclear if, in general, F’
admits any measure invariant in the classical sense (i.e., that the measure of the pre-image of
A under F'—the pre-image can be defined for a meromorphic correspondence F'—is equal to
the measure of A for each Borel A C X). Now, we can pull back a measure p by F, denoted
by F*pu: since the definition of F*u is a bit involved, we defer it to Section 2.1l This underlies a
notion of invariance for measures called F*-invariance: defined by (L3)) below. Dinh—Sibony [6]
have identified a rich class of meromorphic correspondences F' that admit “nice” F*-invariant
measures. It turns out that this notion of F*-invariant measures is just the ingredient needed
for the following Poincaré recurrence theorem for meromorphic correspondences:

Theorem 1.3. Let F' be a meromorphic correspondence of topological degree di on a compact
complex manifold X. Suppose there exists a Borel probability measure p on X such that p is
F*-invariant: i.e., it satisfies the condition

Fru = dy, (1.3)

and suppose | does not put any mass on pluripolar sets. Let B be a Borel subset of X such
that u(B) > 0. Then p-almost every point of B is infinitely recurrent in B.
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See Section [l for what is meant by a pluripolar subset of a compact complex manifold. Note
that Theorem implies the classical PAoincaEé recurrence theorem in the setting of the papers
[7, 9] with the measure pus (where f : C — C is rational). Beyond the 1-dimensional setting,
an immediate question arises: are the conditions of Theorem at all satisfied? The following
result —alluded to above—reveals that meromorphic correspondences admitting measures
that satisfy the conditions of Theorem [[.3] are abundant:

Result 1.4 (Dinh-Sibony, [6]). Let (X,w) be a compact Kdhler manifold of dimension k.
Let F' be a meromorphic correspondence of topological degree dy on (X,w). Suppose that the
dynamical degree of order k — 1, denoted dp_1, satisfies dp_1 < dy. Then, the sequence of
measures i, = d; " (F")*w* (w normalized so that [ w* = 1) converges to a Borel probability
measure pp. Moreover, up does not put any mass on pluripolar sets and ur is F*-invariant.

The dynamical degrees of a correspondence are defined in Section Bl We shall call the
measure pp given by Result [[4] the Dinh—Sibony measure of F. This gives us an immediate

Corollary 1.5. Let (X,w) be a compact Kdihler manifold of dimension k. Let F' be a mero-
morphic correspondence of topological degree d, on X. Suppose that d_1 < d;. Denote by up
the Dinh—Sibony measure of F'. Then, for any Borel subset B C X with up(B) > 0, pp-almost
every point of B is infinitely recurrent in B.

One may ask why, apart from its intrinsic interest, one might care for a Poincaré-type
recurrence theorem for correspondences. To this question, consider the work [5], in which
the authors revisit the problem in random matrix theory of the asymptotic behaviour of the
random products s, ---s1, n = 1,2,3,..., where s1, 2, 83,... are sampled i.i.d. from SLy(C)
relative to some probability measure v. Issues of recurrence are natural to this problem. At the
core of the analysis in [5] is the study of the dynamics of what the authors call a “generalized
correspondence” determined by v. These generalized correspondences are essential to the
results in [5], and questions of recurrence are approachable through the study of recurrence
phenomena for generalized correspondences. It turns out that for any v such that supp(v) is
a finite set, the latter object is a correspondence of the type studied in this work.

We must mention that the proof of Theorem [[3]is not a routine extension of the argument
proving the Poincaré recurrence theorem. Let us briefly look at the main obstacle. Let F' be a
meromorphic correspondence on a compact complex manifold X. Given a Borel subset B C X,
FY(B), where F' is the adjoint of F' (see Section 21l for a definition), need not necessarily be
a Borel subset of X. This is in sharp contrast to the situation when F' is a holomorphic map
(in which case F~! has the role of F'T)! In Section @] we give examples demonstrating this with
X = CP3. In short, the proof of Theorem [[3 requires additional tools. In our approach, these
tools come from descriptive set theory. Roughly speaking, descriptive set theory is the study
of those aspects of measurable sets in which they resemble zero-sets of certain “nice” functions.
The key result we shall need is the Measureable Projection Theorem (see Section [2.2)).

We now give an affirmative answer to Question [[.Jl For a rational semigroup S, the Fatou
set, F(S), is the largest open subset of C on which S is a normal family. The complement of
F(S) is called the Julia set of S, denoted by J(S). If S and G are as prior to (LI]), we have
the associated measure pg given by ([LI)). Boyd showed [3, Theorem 1] that supp(ug) = J(.5).
Thus, in the Poincaré recurrence theorem for this case, it suffices to consider Borel sets B C
J(S) (also see Remark [6.2). In Section [, we shall see how we can use Corollary [[L5] to prove
the following version of the Poincaré recurrence theorem for rational semigroups:

Theorem 1.6. Let S be a finitely generated rational semigroup such that deg(f) > 2 for every
fesS. LetG=A{fi,...,[n} be a set of generators and pg be the measure given by ([ILTl). Let
B be a Borel subset of J(S) such that ug(B) > 0. Then for ug-almost every x € B, there exists
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an increasing sequence {n;} of positive integers and words g1, g2, g3, ... composed of f1,..., fn
such that

1(g;) = ny, gi+1 = hjog; for some word h; with l(h;) = n;41 — ng,
and such that g;(x) € B for each i € Z..

We now turn to the subject of invariant sets. For motivation, we present the case of rational
semigroups. Consider a rational semigroup S with at least one element of degree at least 2. As
with the case of the Julia set of a rational map, the Julia set of S, J(5), is backward invariant.
This is established by the following

Result 1.7 (Hinkkanen—-Martin, [8]). Let S be a rational semigroup with at least one element of
degree> 2. Then J(S) is backward invariant, i.e., for each f € S, we have f~1(J(S)) C J(9).

If S is a finitely generated rational semigroup with each element of degree at least 2 and
G ={f1,..., fn} is a generating set of S then, for the associated measure ug, supp(ug) = J(5)
[3, Theorem 1]. Thus supp(ug) is backward invariant. The discussion in Section [ linking
Theorem to the formalism of correspondences suggests an extension of Result [L7] to those
meromorphic correspondences featured in Result [[4] with the support of the Dinh-Sibony
measure in the role of J(5). For a meromorphic correspondence F' on X, we say that a subset
A of X is backward invariant if FT(A) C A. In our next theorem, we prove that the support
of any measure in the larger class of measures associated with F', as featured in Theorem [[.3]
is backward invariant up to a meagre set of points. On the other hand, the support of any of
these measures is, in general, not forward invariant (see Example [L.4]). However, we also prove
that for each x in the support of a measure as in Theorem [[.3] F'(x) intersects the support. In
short: every point of the support returns (in the sense of Definition [[L2) to the support each
time: i.e., for all n € Z. Before stating our next theorem, we explain some terminology. Let
F' be a meromorphic correspondence induced by a holomorphic k-chain I'. We define the first
and second indeterminacy sets of F as

I,(F) := {z € X : dim(m; " {z} N|T]) > 0}, and
Ih(F) :={z € X : dim(my~{z} N |T|) > 0},
respectively. We are now ready to state

Theorem 1.8. Let F' be a meromorphic correspondence of topological degree di on a compact
complex manifold X. If i is a Borel probability measure on X such that p is F*-invariant and
u does not put any mass on pluripolar sets then the following hold:
(a) If x € supp(p) then F(z) N supp(p) # 0.
(b) If y € supp(p) \ Io(F) then F(y) C supp(u) and if y € supp(p) N 12(F) then Fi(y) N
supp(u) # 0
Furthermore, for every x,y € supp(p) and every n € Z, F™(x) Nsupp(p) # O and (F™)(y) N

supp(p) # 0.

As an application, we give an interesting characterization of the support of the Dinh—Sibony
measure. Given F, we say that a set A is nearly backward invariant if FT(A\ U Io(F™)) C A.

Corollary 1.9. Let (X,w) be a compact Kihler manifold. Let F' be a meromorphic correspon-
dence of topological degree d; satisfying dp_1 < d;. Denote by pr the Dinh=Sibony measure of
F. Then supp(ur) is the smallest closed non-pluripolar nearly backward invariant subset of
X, by which we mean the following: writing

& :={C C X : C is closed, non-pluripolar and nearly backward invariant },
we have that supp(ur) € % and supp(pur) C C for every C € 7.
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One reason the above is interesting is because it has the following immediate corollary
characterizing the support of the Dinh—Sibony measure of a holorilorphic correspondence.
As the support of the Dinh—Sibony measure of a rational map f on C with deg(f) > 2 (which
is just the measure p1y above) is its Julia set, this characterization is reminiscent of one of the
characterizations of the Julia set of a rational map (see [12, Theorem 3.1], for instance). The
corollary below is immediate because, for a holomorphic correspondence F, U Io(F™) = ().

Corollary 1.10. Let (X,w) be a compact Kdihler manifold. Let F be a holomorphic cor-
respondence of topological degree d; satisfying di_1 < dy, and let pp denote its Dinh—Sibony
measure. Then supp(ur) is the smallest closed non-pluripolar backward invariant subset of X .

Remark 1.11. Stronger versions of the above corollaries seem to be attainable in view of an
assertion (about the “exceptional set &) following Theorem 1.2 in [6] wherein the words “non-
pluripolar” in these corollaries are replaced by “not contained in a finite or countable union
of proper complex subvarieties of X”. It is not entirely clear how the latter assertion would
follow (except for correspondences of a special form) merely by adapting the techniques used in
references accompanying this claim. We plan to return to this matter in a forthcoming work.
For this reason, Corollaries and appear in the above form.

2. FUNDAMENTAL DEFINITIONS

In this section, we shall collect some definitions and concepts about meromorphic correspon-
dences that we had mentioned in passing in Section [l We shall also state certain classical
definitions and results from descriptive set theory.

2.1. Calculus of meromorphic correspondences. While the objects discussed in this sub-
section are of somewhat recent origin, the facts stated here are standard. We refer the reader
to [6] for a more detailed discussion.

Let X be a compact complex manifold, let I' be a meromorphic correspondence on X, and
let F' and I' be related as described in Section [II With the presentation of I' as in (L.2I),
the coefficient m; € Z, will be called the multiplicity of I';. We shall call I" the graph of F.
We define the support of the correspondence F' by |I'| := Uﬁ\ilfi. For T'; as above, we define

F}L ={(y,z) : (z,y) € I';}. Now we use this to define the adjoint
rt.= Z miF;'.
1<i<N

The meromorphic correspondence I' is called the adjoint of . If A is a subset of X then we
define the following set-valued maps

F(A) := mo(r; *(A) N D)) and FT(A) := (75 ' (A) N |T)).

For convenience, we have denoted F'({z}) and F'({z}) by F(z) and F'(x) respectively in
Section [ We shall adopt the notational convenience noted in Section [ and refer to the
correspondence I'f as F'f.

The topological degree of F' is the number of points in a generic fiber counted with multi-
plicities. It is well known that there exists a non-empty Zariski-open set €2 C X such that,
writing Y7 := 7, 1(Q) N Ty, the map ma|y: : Y — Q is a d;-sheeted holomorphic covering for
some &; € Z4,i=1,...,N. Then the topological degree d;(F') of F is

N N
di(F) := Zmi&- = Zml Hy: (y,x) €Ty}, x€Q, (2.1)
i=1 i=1

where # denotes the cardinality. We shall use d; instead of d;(F') whenever there is no confusion.
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Let F and F’ be two meromorphic correspondences on X induced by holomorphic k-chains

_ ° , r_ ° ’
I = ZlSiSM I; and T = ZlSjSM, I

respectively. In the above presentation of ' (resp., I'V), we do not assume that the I';’s (resp.,
F;-’s) are distinct varieties — varieties repeat according to multiplicities. The “decorated” sum-
mation above will denote the latter presentation. Then, by definition, F'oF’ is the meromorphic
correspondence induced by

[ ] [ ]
1<i<M 1<j<M’ J

where I'; o F;» is defined as in the following paragraph.

Let A(F) be the smallest complex subvariety of X such that m resticted to |T'|\ 7; *(A(F))
is a holomorphic covering over X \ A(F), | = 1,2. Let A(F’) be defined similarly. Let
Q2 C X\ A(F) be a Zariski-open subset of X. Choose a Zariski-open set ' C X \ A(F")
satisfying F'(Q') C Q. For example, we can take Q' = (X \ A(F")) \ (F)(X \ Q). Now
consider the closure Cj; in X x X of

{(#1,23) € Q' x X : 3z € X such that (z1,29) € T'; and (22, 23) € T';}. (2.2)

The composition I'; o F;- is the holomorphic k-chain whose support is C;; and the multiplicities
of whose irreducible components are as follows. Let Cj; s denote an arbitrary irreducible
component of Cj;. Then, its multiplicity in I'; o F;- is the distinct number of x5’s satisfying
the condition stated in ([Z2) for a generic (z1,x3) € Cj; ;. We would like to emphasize that
I';o F;- need not be irreducible. This is the reason why the data defining a meromorphic
correspondence must include multiplicities. Note, furthermore, that the above definition of
Tjo F;- is independent of the choice of Q and €. With the above definition of composition, in
general, F' o F'(z) need not be same as F(F'(x)). But we have

Remark 2.1. If F and F’ are two meromorphic correspondences on X then the following hold:

(a) For every x € X, we have
FoF'(x) C F(F'()).

(b) There exists a proper complex subvariety A of X such that for every = ¢ A, we have
FoF'(z) = F(F'(x)).

Let D be a current on X of bidegree (p,p), 0 < p < k. We can pull back D using the
following prescription:

F*(D) := (m1)«(m3D N [I]) (2.3)
whenever the intersection current (73 D A[I']) makes sense. Here, [I'] denotes the sum (weighted
by multiplicities) of the currents of integration on the varieties that constitute I'. In this paper,
we are mainly interested in the pull-back of a finite Borel measure— which can be viewed as
a current of bidegree (k,k). Let v be a finite Borel measure on X. We will work out F*v in
detail here. Let ¢ be a continuous function on X.

(F'v,¢) = (m3(0) AL],wie) = Y milw, (m2lr,)« (¢ 0 m)).
1<i<N

Let Q C X be a Zariski-open set and let (Y, Q, ma|y-+) be the holomorphic coverings introduced
prior to (1) for each ¢ = 1,..., N. Then for each x € Q, (m2|r,)«(¢ o m1)(x) is the sum of the
values of ¢ o7y on the fiber my '{z} NT;. Thus we get

(malr)(@om)(@) = D 6y

y:(y,x)el;
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Let us introduce the following notation:

N
T(¢)(x) =Y mi > oy, z€ (2.4)
=1

y:(y,z)€l’;

It is classical that T'(¢) extends continuously to X \ Iy(F') and we define
Fud) = [ T@)@dv(a)
X\I2(F)

In view of the Riesz representation theorem, F*vr is a measure, which acts on continuous
functions with the above rule. In particular, if v is a Borel probability measure that puts zero
mass on proper complex subvarieties then F*v is a positive measure of total mass equal to the
topological degree of F. In this case, we also have

(F*v,¢) = /Q T(6)(2)dv(z),

where ) is as above. We shall use this to obtain various inequalities in Section [l

We end this section with a discussion of the pull-back of a measure with respect to the
composition of two meromorphic correspondences. Let F' and F’ be two meromorphic corre-
spondences on X. For any bounded continuous function ¢ defined on a subset of X such that
X \ dom(¢p) is a (possibly empty) proper complex subvariety of X, let T'(¢), T'(p) and T"(y)
denote continuous functions (defined on the largest possible subsets of dom(y)) associated —
through the construction above —with F', F’ and F o F’, respectively. Let ¢ be a continuous
function on X. In analogy with Remark [21] we can see that there exists a complex subvariety
A of X such that 7”(¢) = T(T"(¢)) on X \ A. Thus, if the measure v puts zero mass on proper
complex subvarieties of X then it follows that

(FoF'Y'v = F*(F*v).

This fact will be crucial in our proof of Theorem [L.8

2.2. Some descriptive set theory. The field of descriptive set theory is the study of certain
classes of “well-behaved” subsets of a Polish space. The aspect of this theory that concerns us
goes back to Suslin’s discovery of an error in Lebesgue’s claim that the projection of a Borel
subset of R x R into one the factors is Borel. The result that we need belongs to the theory
concerning projections of Borel subsets of product spaces that arose from Suslin’s discovery.
Recall that a Polish space is a separable complete metrizable topological space. In particular,
every compact (connected) complex manifold is a Polish space. Before stating a vital result,
we need the following

Definition 2.2. Let (Z,F) be a measurable space. A subset A of Z is said to be universally
measurable if A belongs to the completion of the o-algebra F with respect to v for every
positive finite measure v on (Z, F).

We state a result that will be very useful in analysing the structure of the projections of
Borel subsets of X x X into either of its factors—for X as in the previous sections. We give
a version that is stated in the literature (see [4, Chapter 2], for instance) for Polish spaces.

Result 2.3 (MEASURABLE PROJECTION THEOREM). Let (Z,F) be a measurable space and Y
be a Polish space. Let A be the Borel o-algebra of Y. Then for every set A in the product
o-algebra F @ A, the projection of A into Z is universally measurable.
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3. COMPLEX ANALYTIC PRELIMINARIES

This section is devoted to discussing the Dinh—Sibony measure associated with certain mero-
morphic correspondences, which we had mentioned in Section [l We shall also mention a ver-
sion of the Open Mapping Theorem, which we use to prove Theorem [[.8 Most of the material
in this section is well known; the reader familiar with these concepts can safely move on to the
next section.

To discuss the existence of the Dinh—Sibony measure for a meromorphic correspondence, we
need to define the pull-back of a smooth (p,p)-form. Let F' be a meromorphic correspondence
on a compact complex manifold of dimension k. Consider a smooth (p,p)-form «, 0 < p < k.
Since « is also a current of bidegree (p, p), the prescription (2.3]) defines F**(«), since w5 A [I']
makes sense as a (p, p)-current on |I'|. Indeed, in the case I is a submanifold, for any (k—p, k—p)
form © on I', one has

(mia A [T, ©) = /F@/\ (7ol ) o

In the general case, we consider desingularizations of the irreducible components of |T'| to define
mya A [[]. It turns out that the pull-back operation is independent of the desingularizations
chosen.

Consider a compact Kahler manifold (X,w) of dimension k, and let [ wk = 1. Consider a
meromorphic correspondence F on X of topological degree d;. We define the dynamical degree
of order p, 0 < p <k,

1/n
dp(F) := lim < /X (F™)*wP /\wk_p> .
Note that di(F') is just the topological degree of F' and dy(F') is the topological degree of
F'. Thus a meromorphic correspondence F' is a dominant meromorphic map if and only if
do(F') = 1. We shall use d), instead of d,(F') whenever there is no confusion. We now define a
sequence fi,, := d; "(F™)*wF. Since w* is a volume form on X, it follows that u,, is a sequence of
probability measures. Under the hypothesis that di_; < d;, Dinh—Sibony proved [6], Section 5]
that p, converges in the weak* topology to a F*-invariant probability measure pp. In fact,
they showed that if u is a quasi-p.s.h. function (a function that is locally the sum of a smooth
function and a plurisubharmonic function) then u is pp-integrable and (u,,u) — (up,u) as
n — oo. This is the mode of convergence implicit in Result [[4l In particular, up puts zero
mass on pluripolar sets. They also showed that preimages of a generic point are equidistributed
according to the measure up, i.e., there exists a pluripolar subset F of X such that for every
a € X\ E, we have

dt_n(Fn)*(sa — UF
as n — o0o. See [0 Sections 1 and 5] for a detailed discussion.

To state the Open Mapping Theorem alluded to above, we need some terminology and
notations. We first introduce them: let X; and Xy be complex manifolds (not necessarily
compact) of dimensions kj and ks, respectively. Moreover, let A C X; be a complex subvariety
of pure dimension. Let f : X1 — X5 be a holomorphic mapping and f| 4 denote the restriction

of f to A. Note that, for z € A, (fl4) " fla(z) = f1(f(2)) N A is a complex subvariety of
X1. Before stating a result, we define the rank of f|4 at z € A as

rank,, f| 4 := dim, A — dim, (f|4) " f|a(2).
We are now ready to state

Result 3.1 (Remmert, [15]). Let X1, X2, A and f be as above. Then fla: A — Xa is an
open mapping if and only if rank, f| 4 = dim(X3) for all z € A.
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The above result follows from Satz 28 and 29 in [I5] — although Remmert requires A to be
irreducible, the same conclusion follows if we take A to be of pure dimension (see, for instance,
[13], Theorem 4.3.4).

4. EXAMPLES

Let X be a compact complex manifold and F' a meromorphic correspondence on X. We
had mentioned in Section [ that if B is a Borel subset of X then, in general, F(B) is not a
Borel subset of X. In this section, we present some examples of meromorphic correspondences
demonstrating that this is a genuine difficulty in proving the results in Section [Il Specifically,
we give examples of F' on CP? for which there exists a Borel subset B of CP? such that F(B)
is not a Borel subset of CP3. These constructions can easily be generalized to CP* for every
k > 3. We also give an example of a correspondence demonstrating the need for defining
recurrence as in Definition To present our first two examples, we need a result about
bimeasurable functions which we state first.

Let X and Y be topological spaces. Recall that a function f: X — Y is Borel measurable
if the preimage (under f) of every Borel subset of Y is a Borel subset of X. We say that a
Borel measurable function f is bimeasurable if the image (under f) of every Borel subset of X
is a Borel subset of Y.

Result 4.1 (Purves, [I4]). Let X and Y be complete separable metric spaces and E a Borel
subset of X. Consider a Borel measurable function f : E — Y. In order that f is bimeasurable
it is necessary and sufficient that the set {¢ € Y : f~1{(} is uncountable} is countable.

For an alternative proof of the above result, also see [10].

If X is as in Section ] and f : X — X is a dominant meromorphic map then, recall, its
graph I'y is a meromorphic correspondence on X as defined in Section [l For convenience of
notation, we shall denote the correspondence I'y simply by f.

Example 4.2. An example of a dominant meromorphic self-map g on CP3 such that there
exists a Borel subset B of CP? for which g'(B) is not Borel.

We begin with an auxiliary map. Consider the meromorphic self-map f on CP? given by
floy:z:it) =22 +y* +2t:a® +yt ot 17

Note that f is a bimeromorphic map; f|f(z.y:2:¢|¢20} is biholomorphic. Let I;(f) and Ia(f)
denote the first and the second indeterminacy sets of f respectively. It is easy to compute

L(f)={[0:0:1:0]} and Iy(f) = {[z : y: 0: 0]|(x,y) € C*\ {0}}.

Let f denote the restriction of f to the open set CP3 \ Iy(f). Since f : CP3 \ I;(f) — CP3
is holomorphic, f is Borel measurable. By definition of Io(f), ff(¢) is uncountable for every
¢ € I(f). Observe that f~1{¢} = f1(¢) \ I1(f) for every ¢ € CP3. Since I;(f) is a singleton,
for every ¢ € To(f) Nrange(f), f~1{¢} is an uncountable subset of CP3\ T;(f). It is easy to see
that Io(f) N range(f) is uncountable. Thus, {¢ € CP?: f~1{¢} is uncountable} is uncountable.
Thus, by Result ] f is not bimeasurable, i.e., there exists a Borel subset B’ of CP3 \ I;(f)
such that f(B’) is not Borel. It is easy to see that B’ is also a Borel subset of CP3. Since B’
is a subset of CP3 \ I;(f), we get f(B’) = f(B’). Thus we have a Borel subset B’ of CP? such
that f(B') is not Borel.

Now, consider the “bimeromorphic inverse” g of f (since f is bimeromorphic, g exists). As
seen above, there exists a Borel subset B’ of CP? such that f(B’) is not a Borel set. Since

f(B") = ¢'(B'), g"(B') is not a Borel set. Thus, we have an example of a meromorphic map g
and a Borel set B’ such that gf(B’) is not a Borel set.
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More generally, the above argument works for any bimeromorphic map f on CP* (k > 3)
for which Iy (f) and Iy(f) satisfy I;(f) N fT(I2(f)) is a finite set and dim(Iz(f)) > 0. <

With the above example of a meromorphic map at hand, it is now easy to construct an ex-
ample of a meromorphic correspondence that is not a meromorphic map and which maps some
Borel set to a non-Borel set. In fact, we construct a family of meromorphic correspondences
for which d; = s® and dg = r3, where r and s are arbitrary positive integers.

Example 4.3. An example of a family of meromorphic correspondences {Fys:r,s € Z; \{1}}
on CP3, that are not maps, such that each F,s admits a Borel subset B of CP? such that FJS(B)
1s not Borel.

Consider the family of holomorphic self-maps on CP? given by
hilw iy :z:t]=[2f cy? 0 27 1),

where j € Z,. Now, fix a j € Z,. If B is a Borel set then (h;)"(B) = hj_l(B) (since hj is
a holomorphic map) is Borel. Let A" be a non-Borel subset of CP?. Assume that (h;)T(N) is
Borel. Then, by Result @I} h;((h;)T(N)) = N is Borel, which contradicts A" being non-Borel.
Thus, if AV is not Borel then (h;)(N) is not Borel, and this is true for each j € Z.

Fix r,s € Z; \ {1}. Consider the meromorphic correspondence Fys := (h,.)" o g o hy, where
g is as in Example Let B’ be a Borel subset of CP3 such that g'(B’) is not Borel. Now,
consider the Borel set B” := (h,)!(B’). We claim that (F,.;)"(B") is not a Borel subset of CP.
Since h, and hg are holomorphic maps, it follows that

(Frs)'(B") = (hs)' (' (h(B"))).

As h,. is a surjective holomorphic map, we have h,(B"”) = B’. Recall that B’ is a Borel subset
of CP3 such that ¢f(B’) is not Borel. By taking A" = ¢(B’) in the above discussion, we get
that (hs)T(¢7(B’)) is not Borel. Thus, (F,,)T(B") is not a Borel subset of CP3. Observe that
di(EFys) = s and do(Fs) = 7. <

Our last example is concerned with the definition of recurrence, i.e., Definition Recall
that © € A is infinitely recurrent in A if there exists an increasing sequence {n;} of positive
integers such that F™(z) N A # ) for all 7. One’s first instinct would be to define infinite
recurrence as follows: z € A is infinitely recurrent in A if there exists an increasing sequence
{n;} of positive integers such that F"i(z) C A for all i. Here, we give an example which shows
that with the latter definition of recurrence, the Poincaré recurrence phenomenon would not
be true.

Example 4.4. An example of a holomorphic correspondence demonstrating the need for defin-
ing recurrence as in Definition [L2.

Consider a finitely generated rational semigroup S generated by G = {z2,2%2/2}. Let J(9)
denote the Julia set of S. Then (see [3, Example 1]),

JS)={z€C:1<|z| <2}

Let pug be the measure given by ([I). It turns out that ug is the Dinh—Sibony measure
associated with the holomorphic correspondence Fg induced by G-—see Section [l Since
supp(ug) = J(S) (see [3, Theorem 1]), we have supp(ug) = {z € C : 1 < |z| < 2}. Let
f1(z) == 2% and fa(2) := 22/2. Now, observe that for |z| > 1, we have (f1)"(z) — oo as
n — oo and for |z| < 2, we have (f2)"(z) — 0 as n — oco. Now, consider, for the Borel set B
in Theorem [[L3] B = J(S). For any = € J(S), we do not have an increasing sequence {n;} of
positive integers such that Fj*(x) C J(S) for all 4. <
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Also, observe in the above example that if z € supp(ug) and |z| # /2 then Fg(z) ¢

supp(ug). Thus, Example [£.4] also shows that if x € supp(u) then, in general, F(z) need not
be a subset of supp(u) (¢f. Theorem [L8]).

5. ESSENTIAL LEMMAS

This section is devoted to proving certain lemmas that are essential for the proof of The-
orems [[.3] and [[L8] Let X be a compact complex manifold. As discussed in Section [ and
demonstrated in Section [ if B is a Borel subset of X then F(B) need not be a Borel subset
of X. That being said, results from descriptive set theory — introduced in Section 22— can
be used to study the measure-theoretic structure of Ff(B). Before doing that let us introduce
some notations. Let v be a Borel probability measure on X and let % denote the Borel o-
algebra on X. We use the notation %, to denote the completion of the Borel o-algebra %
with respect to the measure v. We first prove an essential lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let F' be a meromorphic correspondence on a compact complex manifold X.
Then the following hold:

(a) If K is a compact subset of X then FT(K) and F(K) are compact subsets of X.

(b) If A is a proper complex subvariety of X then F1(A) and F(A) are proper complex
subvarieties of X.

(¢) Let v be a Borel probability measure on X and B € . Then F1(B), F(B) € %,.

Remark 5.2. The non-elementary part of Lemma 5.1 is part It is required for the reason
discussed at the beginning of this section, and will be used extensively in the following sections.
It is conceivable that the conclusion of part is attainable for a measure v having the
properties stated in Theorem without the use of Result 23l However, part makes a
much stronger assertion since its conclusion holds for any Borel measure v. We record this
stronger assertion here— which will also be used in forthcoming work.

Proof. We first prove the parts (a)—(c) above relating to FT(A), where A denotes subsets of
X of various kinds. As X is compact, m; and o are proper maps. Thus, by the definition of
Fi(A), AC X, @is immediate. Now assume that A is a proper complex subvariety of X. By
the proper mapping theorem of Grauert—Remmert, we get that F’ T(.A) is a complex subvariety
of X. We also deduce from it that the codimension of FT(A) in X is strictly positive, since
A ¢ X. Hence FT(A) is also a proper complex subvariety of X. We now prove part
For B € 4, since |T| is a closed subset of X x X, my '(B) N |T| is a Borel subset of X x X.
Since X is a manifold, Z ® 2 is the Borel o-algebra of X x X. Thus m, '(B)N|I'| € B ® A.
Finally, by Result 23] it follows that FT(B) is universally measurable in X. In particular, by
Definition 22, we have FT(B) € 4,,.

The proofs of (a)—(c) relating to F'(A) (where A denotes subsets of X of various kinds) are
analogous to those above. O

We also need a result by Vu. Firstly, however, we give a couple of definitions. Let X be
a compact complex manifold. A function ¢ : X — [—00,400) is said to be quasi-p.s.h. if
it can be written locally as the sum of a plurisubharmonic function and a smooth function.
A set A ¢ X is said to be pluripolar if A is contained in {z € X : p(x) = —oo} for some
quasi-p.s.h. function ¢ # —oo on X. This definition generalizes to compact complex manifolds
the definition of a pluripolar set due to Dinh—Sibony [6] in the K&hler setting. The following
result, which generalizes [6, Proposition A.1] to compact complex manifolds, will be used in
the proofs of both Theorem and Theorem

Result 5.3 (Lemma 2.8 of [I8]). Every proper complex subvariety A of a compact complex
manifold X is a pluripolar set in X.
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(The above result is further generalized in [I7] but the formulation in Result B3] suffices for
this paper.)

Let 1 be a measure as in Theorem [[L3] Then the above result implies that u puts zero
mass on complex subvarieties of X. Owing to part @ of the above lemma, K and F'(K) are
Borel subsets of X. We now prove a lemma comparing their measures for the measure as in
Theorem

Lemma 5.4. Let F' be a meromorphic correspondence on X and p be a measure as in Theo-
rem[.3 If K is a compact subset of X then

W) < p(F1(K)).

Proof. Let ¢ be a continuous function on X. Then F*u acts on ¢ as

(F 11, 6) = / T(6)(@)du(a),
X\I2(F)

where T'(¢) is the associated continuous function on X \ Io(F) as defined in (Z4]). Let 2 be
a Zariski-open set of the type introduced prior to (Z1]). Since p puts zero mass on pluripolar
sets, by Result B3] (X \ Q) = 0. Thus, owing to the definition of T'(¢), we get

N
(F* i, 6) = /Q (Xm S ow)dulx) voecx). (5.1)
i=1

y:(y,z)€l

Let K C X be compact and x pi (g be the characteristic function of ' T(K). Since this function
is upper semicontinuous, there exists a decreasing sequence {¢,} C C(X) with ¢, | x F(K)-
Recall that F*p = dyp, by hypothesis. Applying this to (B.J), with ¢ = ¢, therein, we have:

- /Q (ém S 6uy))du(a) = /X du(@)dp(z) Vn € Zy. (5.2)

y:(y,x)€ly

Recall that if z € Q then d; = SN mifi{y : (y,x) € T;}. From this, and the fact that
Fi(z) C F1(K) if x € K, we deduce that

N

1

T Zm Y daly) =1 Vo e KNQ, YneZy.
=1 y(ya)el;

As p(K \ Q) = 0, this implies that the left-hand side of (5.2) is > u(K) for all n € Z.
Now, applying the monotone convergence theorem to the right-hand side of (5.2) gives us
p(K) < p(F1(K)). O

Let F' be a meromorphic correspondence on X and p be a measure as in Theorem By
part of Lemma .1 we know that FT(B) € %, for every Borel subset B. We now use
Lemma [5.4] to say more about these sets. We shall use the same symbol p to denote the
extension of i to the o-algebra %,. We end this section with

Lemma 5.5. Let I' be a meromorphic correspondence on X and p be a measure as in Theo-
rem T3 If A is a subset of X such that A € B, and F1(A) € B, then we have

u(4) < p(F(A)).
Proof. Since X is a compact manifold, p is a regular measure. Thus we have
w(A) =sup{u(K): K C A, K is compact}.
If K is a compact subset of A then FT(K) is a compact subset of FT(A). Therefore
u(FT(A)) > sup{u(FT(K)) : K C A, K is compact}.
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By Lemma [5.4] the result follows. O
We shall now prove an analogous result for F'(A).
Lemma 5.6. Let F' be a meromorphic correspondence on X and p be a measure as in Theo-
rem[L3 If A is a subset of X such that A € %, and F(A) € %, then we have
1
3, M (A) < plA) < p(F(A)).

Proof. We first prove that d%ﬂ(F (A)) < p(A). Consider an open subset U of X. Note that
F(U) need not be open, but F(U) € %4, by Lemma Il Since the function xy is lower
semicontinuous, there exists an increasing sequence {1,} € C(X) with v, T xy. Since our
measure p satisfies F*u = diu, we get

(Zm, > n)du@) = [ @) VneZi  (53)

y:(y,@) €l

By monotone convergence theorem, the right-hand side of (5.3]) converges to u(U) as n — oc.
With the notation as in (2.4]) and 2 therein, it is easy to see that

T}EI;OT(wn)(x) >1 Vee F(U)NQ

X\I2(F)

and

Tim T(4,)(@) =0 Va ¢ F(U)
Since p(X \ Q) =0 and T (¢, )(x) < d; for all n € Z,, by dominated convergence theorem, the
limit of the left-hand side of (5.3]) is > d% uw(F(U)) as n — oo. Combining these observations, we
obtain d%,u(F(U)) < u(U). Now, if A is a subset of X as in the hypothesis then, by regularity
of the measure u, we have

w(A) =inf{u(U): AC U, U is open}
> inf{di,u(F(U)) :ACU, U is open}
t

1
> Tu(F(A).
t
Now, it remains to show the other inequality. We show that if K is a compact subset of X
then p(K) < u(F(K)). Note that the inequality for A (as in the hypothesis) follows as in the
proof of Lemma Here, consider a decreasing sequence {¢,} C C(X) such that ¢, | xx-.

Hereafter, the proof follows as in the proof of Lemma [5.41 O

6. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3] AND ITS COROLLARIES

The proof of Theorem [[.3. Let E denote the set of points in B that are infinitely recurrent in
B. That is, we have
E :={x € B : 3 an increasing sequence {n;} € Zy s.t. F"(z)N B # () Vi}.

Note that F need not belong to %. But if we prove that there exists £/ C E such that £/ € &
and pu(B) = pu(E’) then the proof of Theorem is complete. For n € N, we define

E, = |J(#F)(B).
j>n

Note that, in the above expression, we set (F°)7(B) := B. Recall that %, denotes the com-
pletion of the Borel o-algebra % with respect to the measure p and we use the same symbol p
to denote the extension of the measure y to the o-algebra %,,. By LemmalE1l (F7)(B) € 4,
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for all j € N. Therefore, I, € %, for all n € N. We now give an alternative description of the
set F in terms of the sets F,,. We shall prove that

E:Bﬂ(ﬂEn>. (6.1)

neN

To prove (6.10), first assume that z € E. By definition, € B and there exists an increasing
sequence {n;} of positive integers such that z € (F™)(B) for all i and consequently z € E,
for all n € N. Conversly, if z € B and x € E, for all n € N then there exists an increasing
sequence {n;} of positive integers such that x € B N (F™)1(B). This implies that z € B and
F"i(z)N B # ( for all i. Thus z € B is infinitely recurrent in B and we have (G.1]).

We shall use ([G.1]) to produce the desired Borel set E' C E such that u(B) = u(E’). But
this needs an intermediate step. Thus we divide the remainder of the proof into two steps.
Step 1. Proving, for E, as above, that

p(FY(E,)) = p(Eny1) VneN. (6.2)

Note that the above also entails establishing that FT(E,) € %, for all n € N. Since we use
the same symbol 4 to denote the extension of the measure p to %, (62]) makes sense. One
needs (6.2]) because, unlike in the case of compositions of maps, Ff(E,) need not be same as
E,+1 for n € N. Let us fix n € N and observe that

F(E,) = FH () (B) = | P B).
j>n jzn
We shall first prove that FI((F/)1(B)) € %, and p((FIT)1(B)) = p(FT((F)T(B))) for all
j >n. Fix j > n. By Remark 1], there exists a proper complex subvariety A; & X such that
if * ¢ A; then (F/+1)(2) = FT((F7)T(z)). An easy calculation shows
FH(F)(B) = FU(F) (B 4) U (BN A)

= FI((F) (B A7) U (F) (B 1 4)

= FI(F) (B\ A) U () (B 1 A7), (63
By the above-mentioned property of points not belonging to .A;, we have

FI(FENI(BNA)) = | FI(F) @)= [ (@) =EI(B\A).  (6.4)

z€B\A; z€B\A;
Since B\ A; is a Borel set, by Lemma B (F/T)1(B\ A;) € %,. Thus, by (©4), we get
FI((F)I(B\ A;)) € 8,. Again, by Lemma 5.1} (F/*1)T(A;) and FT((F7)T(A;)) are proper

complex Sl_lbvarieties of X. Since' 14 puts zero mass on pluripolar sets, it follows from Result [5.3]
that pu((FIT)1(A4;)) = p(FT((F)T(A;))) = 0 and consequently, we get

p(FHEOHNB N A))) = w(FH(F)(BNA;)) = 0. (6.5)
It is an easy consequence of (G3]) and (G5 that FT((F7)7(B)) € %,. Now observe that
(FHHIB) = (FHHIB\ Ay U (FIH) (B N Ay). (6.6)

Owing to 6.3), (©4), G.5) and (G.6), we see that u((F7THT(B)) = p(FT((F/)1(B))). Since
j > n was arbitary, the latter equality holds for all j > n. Now, as observed in Remark 2]
(FIHHT(B) C FT((F7)T(B)). By these two relations, it is easy to see that FT(E,) € %, and
w(F1(E,)) = pu(Epy1). Since n was arbitary, this finishes Step 1.
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Step 2. Construction of a set E' C E such that E' € B and u(B) = pu(E').
We have from the definition of FE,, that FE,, ;1 C E, for all n € N. Recall that £, € %, for all

n € N. Thus it now follows that
lim p(E,) = pu( m E,). (6.7)

n—ro0
neN

By Step 1 and since E,+1 C F, for all n € N, we get
u(FH(E) = p(Buy1) < p(By) Vn € N,

Combining Lemma [5.5] with the above expression yields the equality u(E,) = pu(Ep41) for all
n € N. Thus it is easy to see that
lim p(Ey) = p(Eo). (6.8)

n— o0

Observe that (G.I]) implies that B\ E = B \ NpenEy,. We can see that, by definition, B =
(FO)T(B) C Ey. Thus we get B\ E C Ey \ NpenEy. Note that, since E, € 8, for all n € N,
@1) gives us E € %,,. It is easy to see that

0 < u(B\E) < p(Bo\ () En) = n(Eo) = u( () En):
neN neN

Now, by [@.7) and [6.8), we get u(B\ E) = 0. Since E € %, it is classical that there exists
E’ C FE such that E' € # and p(E') = u(E) = p(B) and Step 2 is complete.

As discussed above, the existence of E’ given by Step 2 implies that p-almost every point
of B is infinitely recurrent in B. O

The tools introduced above to prove Theorem are sufficiently robust that using a similar
argument we can prove the following version related to the backward iterates.

Corollary 6.1. Let F' be a meromorphic correspondence of topological degree d; on a compact
complexr manifold X. Suppose there exists a Borel probability measure p on X such that p
is F*-invariant and p does not put any mass on pluripolar sets. Let B € A be such that
w(B) > 0. Then p-almost every point of B is infinitely backward recurrent in B, i.e., for
w-almost every x € B, there exists an increasing sequence {n;} of positive integers such that
(Fr)'(z)N B # 0 for all i.

We shall not provide a proof here because of the great similarities between it and the proof
of Theorem Instead, we just make the following remarks about the proof.

o We define sets F, E,’s analogous to that in the proof of Theorem [[3] by replacing (£ NI by
FJ and vice-versa. The proof of u(F(E,)) = u(En+1) Vn € N is routine with appropriate
changes to Step 1 in the proof of Theorem [I.3]

e The analogue of Step 2 in the proof of Theorem [[3] follows using Lemma [5.6] (as opposed
to Lemma [5.5)).

Now, we shall see how Corollary answers Question [[LJl This requires associating to
the data given in Theorem a holomorphic correspondence on C to which Corollary is
applicable. For G = {f1,..., fn} as in Theorem [[.6] this correspondence is as follows:

Tg:= ) graph(fi). (6.9)
1<i<N

The idea of studying the dynamics of a finitely generated rational semigroup through the
correspondence I'g was introduced by Bharali-Sridharan in [IJ.
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The proof of Theorem [[.4. By hypothesis, deg(f;) > 2 for each i. Consider the holomorphic
correspondence I'g and note that d; = deg(f1)+---+deg(fn) and dy = N. Thus the hypothesis
of Corollary [[5— taking w to be the (normalized) Fubini-Study form on C - is satisfied. We
shall denote Fr, simply as Fg and adopt the notational conveniences noted in Section [l
Since the hypothesis of Corollary is satisfied, we get the Dinh—Sibony measure associated
with Fg, which we denote by pg. This is same measure as constructed by Boyd (given by
(1)) for the semigroup (S,G = {fi,...,fn})—see Section Bl For any = € C we have
Fg"(z) = {g(x) : I(g) = n}. Let B be a Borel subset of J(S) such that pg(B) > 0. Then,
by Corollary [[L5, for almost every x € B, there exists an increasing sequence {n’} of positive
integers and a sequence of words {e;} (depending on x) composed of fi,..., fy, such that
ei(x) € B, where I(e;) = n. Note that there need not exist, for any i € Zy, a word h; such
that e;11 = h; o e;.

Now, choose f;, € {fi,..., fn} such that infinitely many terms in the sequence of words {e; }
start with f;,, i.e., e = ho f;, for some word h. Further, choose f;, € {f1,..., fn} such that
infinitely many words in {e;} start with f;, o f;;. Inductively, we similarly choose f;; having
chosen fi,,..., fi,_,. We are interested in the sequence of words {f;; o---o fi, };ez,. By the
choice of f;. for each j € Z, it follows that the sequences of words {e;} and {f;;o---o f;, } share
infinitely many terms. Let {g;} be a subsequence of both sequences {e;} and {f;,0---of; }. As
a subsequence of {e;}, we have, for each i € Z,, g;(x) € B and [(g;) = n; for some increasing
sequence {n;} of positive integers. As a subsequence of { fijo---o fiy }, we have g;41 = hjog;
for some word h; for each i € Z; obviously, [(h;) = n;+1 — n;. ]

Remark 6.2. We must note here that the focus on B C J(S) in Theorem is meant to
make the latter more informative, taking advantage of [3, Theorem 1]. In the proof of The-
orem [[L6] J(S) plays no key role. This suggests that the latter theorem is generalizable to
higher dimensions.

Given a set of non-constant holomorphic self-maps {f1,..., fx} =: G of CP*, we can define
the holomorphic correspondence I'g in analogy with (G.9]).

Theorem 6.3. Consider the semigroup generated by fi1,..., fn, non-constant holomorphic
self-maps of CP*, for some k € 7., with at least one map of (algebraic) degree at least 2.
Denote by ug the Dinh=Sibony measure associated with the holomorphic correspondence I'g,
where G = {f1,...,fn}. Let B be a Borel subset of CP* such that ug(B) > 0. Then for
ug-almost every x € B, there exists an increasing sequence {n;} of positive integers and words
91,92, 93, ... composed of f1,..., fn such that [(g;) = n;, giy1 = h;og; for some word h; with
I(h;) = nit1 — n;i, and such that g;(x) € B for each i € Z.

We do not know whether supp(ug) is a subset of the Julia set of the above semigroup
when k£ > 2. It is well known that the topological degree of each f; equals deg( fl)k (see,
for instance, [16, Section 4]), where deg(f;) denotes the algebraic degree. Thus, for I'g, d; =
deg(f1)* +---+deg(fn)*. It turns out that dp_; = deg(f1)* ' +---+deg(fn)*! < d; (see [2,
Section 4] for an easy computation). With this observation, and given Remark [6.2 the proof
of Theorem is same as the proof of Theorem

7. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [L.8]

In the proof of Theorem [L.8 we need continuity-like properties of the relation associated
with a correspondence. Thus, before beginning the proof, we recall some definitions and results
about relations. A relation on a set X is a subset of X x X. Let R be a relation on X and let
A C X. Then we define

R(A) :={y € X : 3z € A satisfying (x,y) € R}.
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It is easy to see that R(A) = ma(m; '(A) N R), where 7’s denote the projections on respective
coordinates. A relation R on a compact Hausdorff space X is called closed if R is a closed
subset of X x X. We are now ready to state a result related to the continuity-like properties
of a closed relation:

Result 7.1 (Theorem 2.3 of [I1]). Let R be a closed relation on a compact Hausdorff space
X. If K is a compact subset of X and if U is an open set containing R(K) then there exists
an open set V' containing K such that R(V) C U.

Let us now return to the case of our interest: let X be a compact manifold of dimension k
and I’ be the meromorphic correspondence induced by a holomorphic k-chain I" on X. Note
that |I'| is a closed subset of X x X. Thus, if K and U are as in the above result then there
is an open set V' containing K such that F(V) C U.

The proof of Theorem [.8. We begin with the proof of part @ Let = € supp(u). Assume for
a contradiction that F(z) Nsupp(p) = 0. By part[(a)| of LemmaGd] F(z) is a compact subset
of X. Since supp(p) is a closed set, there is an open set U containing F'(x) such that

U Nsupp(u) = 0.

Thus pu(U) = 0. Owing to Result [l we get an open set V' containing z satisfying F'(V') C U.
Thus we have pu(F(V)) = 0. By Lemma [5.6], it now follows that p(V) = 0. This contradicts
the assumption that « € supp(p). Thus F(z) Nsupp(u) # 0.

We now prove part [(b)] Let y € supp(u) \ Io(F). Assume that there exists z € FT(y) such
that @ ¢ supp(u). Thus there exists an open set V' containing x such that (V') = 0. Note that
711 (V) N|T| is an open subset of |T'| and (z,y) € 7, * (V) N|T|. Also note that since y ¢ To(F),
(z,y) ¢ 7 (I12(F)) N|T|. We shall now invoke Result B} take X := (X x X)\ 7, ' (Io(F)),
Xy := X, A= |T|\ 7, (Io(F)) and f := 1. By the definition of Iy(F), for every z € A,
dim. (f]4) "' fla(z) = 0. Since I is of pure dimension k, we have rank, f|4 = k = dim(X) for
every z € A. Thus 7T2||F|\7rg1 (I(F)) is an open mapping. It now follows easily that F(V) =

mo(m; (V) N|T|) contains y as an interior point. By Lemma [5.0]
1
TU(P(V) < (V).

Thus, since (V') = 0, u(F(V)) = 0. As y is an interior point of F'(V'), we get that y ¢ supp(u),

resulting in a contradiction. Thus Ff(y) C supp(r). What remains to be shown in part [(®)]
follows along the lines of the argument of part @, using Lemma instead of Lemma

From the previous paragraphs, we already have

F(F(F(x)))ﬂsupp(,u) # () and FT(...FT(FT(y))...)ﬂsupp(,u) # 0

n—times n—times

for all z,y € supp(u) and for all n € Z,. But this is not enough to conclude the proof of
Theorem [[.8]—see Remark 2.1 To remedy this, we first consider an iterate of F' and then
invoke the argument as in part @ and part @ above. Since p is an F*-invariant measure
and does not put any mass on pluripolar sets, owing to the discussion in the last paragraph
of Section B.I], (F"1)*u = F*(F™)*u for every n € Z,. Inductively, it follows that u is an
(F™)*-invariant measure for every n € Z, i.e.,

(F") = (d)"p Vn € Zy.

Consequently, we get analogous inequalities as in Lemma and Lemma Now the re-
mainder of the proof proceeds along the lines of the proof of part @ and part @ above. [

Recall that a set A is nearly backward invariant if FT(A\ U I5(F™)) C A. We now give
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The proof of Corollary[1.9 It follows from part @ of Theorem that supp(ur) satisfies
Fi(supp(ur) \ U 1o(F™)) C supp(ur). Recall that pup puts zero mass on pluripolar sets.
This implies that supp(ur) is a non-pluripolar set. Since supp(ur) is a closed set, we get
supp(ur) € .. Now, consider C' € .. Since C is a closed non-pluripolar set and U2 I (F™)
is pluripolar, there exists a € C'\ U321 I2(F™) (see Section B]) such that

dy " (F") 0 = pir

as n — o0o. From this it is easy to see, owing to C' being nearly backward invariant and closed,
that supp(up) € C. Since C € . is arbitrary, we conclude that supp(ur) is the smallest
closed non-pluripolar nearly backward invariant subset of X. O
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