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PROPAGATION OF EQUILIBRIUM STATES IN STABLE FAMILIES OF
ENDOMORPHISMS OF P*(C).

MAXENCE BREVARD AND KARIM RAKHIMOV

ABSTRACT. We prove that, within any holomorphic family of endomorphisms of P*(C) in any
dimension k£ > 1 and algebraic degree d > 2, the measurable holomorphic motion associated to
dynamical stability in the sense of Berteloot-Bianchi-Dupont preserves the class of equilibrium
states associated with weight functions 1 satisfying sup ¢ — inf ¢ < logd.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let f: X — X be a continuous map on a compact metric space X. Given a Borel bounded
function ¥ : X — R, an equilibrium state with respect to the weight ¢ is an f-invariant prob-
ability measure v on X maximizing the pressure functional P,(¢) := h,(f) + [¢v, where
h : v +— h,(f) is the measure-theoretic entropy. The existence of equilibrium states follows
from a compactness argument, whereas their uniqueness is a strong statistical property. In this
paper, we are interested in the persistence of equilibrium states and their uniqueness in stable
families of endomorphisms of P* = P*(C), which we now define.

Given a (connected) complex manifold M, a holomorphic family {fy : P¥ — P¥}\cas of endo-
morphisms of P¥ parametrized by M is a holomorphic map F : M x P¥ — M x P* of the form
F(\,z) = (A fa(2)) such that all the maps f\ are holomorphic endomorphisms of P* of the
same algebraic degree d > 2. In dimension k = 1, the notion of stability within such families
was introduced by Mané-Sad-Sullivan [33] and Lyubich [31]. A very fruitful characterization
based on potential theory was later introduced by DeMarco [21], see also [35 B7]. The family
{fx : P! — P!} cpy is said to be stable if there exists a holomorphic motion of the Julia sets (i.e.,
the supports of the measures of maximal entropy of fy [32]) near every Ao € M, namely there
exists a neighbourhood U of A\g and, for every A € U, an injective map ®, » : Jy, — J) depend-
ing holomorphically on A. By Hurwitz theorem, these maps are automatically continuous in
z € Jy,, hence they define a topological conjugacy between the systems (Jy,, fi,) and (Jx, fx)-
In this context, the action of the holomorphic motion over equilibrium states is straightforward.
If v is a f),-invariant measure with support in Jy,, the measure vy := (®,, 1)« inherits all the
statistical properties from v. In particular, if v is an equilibrium state with respect to a Holder
continuous weight, since the map @), » itself is a Holder continuous conjugacy (see for instance
[24]), the measure v is still an equilibrium state with respect to a Holder continuous weight.
We refer to [36] as a general reference for the thermodynamical formalism in dimension 1.

The definition and characterization of stability for families in any dimension k£ > 1 are due
to Berteloot-Bianchi-Dupont [6 9], see also [5] and [3, 14, [7, 34] for further characterizations.
As Hurwitz Theorem does not hold in higher dimension, the approach relies on ergodic and
pluripotential techniques. In particular, the holomorphic motion as above is replaced by a more
adapted measure-theoretic notion. Consider the space J of all holomorphic maps v : M — P¥
such that y(\) € Jy := Supppu, for any parameter A € M, where uy is the unique ergodic
measure of maximal entropy of fy, see [I7, 23, 28]. Define the dynamical system F : J — J
induced on J by F(7)(A) := fa(y(N)), for all v € J and A € M. For each parameter A € M,
we also consider the evaluation map p) : J — Jy defined by px(7y) := v(\), where v € J.
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Definition 1.1. Fix A\g € M. Let v be an f),-invariant probability measure supported on Jy,.
A (Ao, v)-web (or v-web for brevity) is an F-invariant compactly supported Borel probability
measure M on J such that (py,)«M = v.

Dynamical stability in the sense of Berteloot-Bianchi-Dupont is equivalent to the existence of
a special (acritical, see Remark 2.4]) equilibrium web, namely a probability measure M which is
a (A, uy)-web for every parameter A € M. Such a probability measure is also called a measurable
holomorphic motion. The construction was generalized by Bianchi and the second author [13]
to a larger class of measures including, among others, all measures whose measure-theoretic
entropy is larger than (k — 1)log d. This class includes, for instance, all equilibrium states with
respect to any Holder continuous function v with maxy — miny < logd, whose existence,
uniqueness, and properties were recently proved in [10, [T}, 38| 40], see also [27].

In this context, it is a natural question whether the class of equilibrium states is preserved by
the measurable holomorphic motions, i.e., if, given an equilibrium state v for f),, the measures
\ = (pr)«M also satisfy the same property, where M is a (Ao, v)-web. Observe that, if f, is
hyperbolic (i.e., uniformly expanding on Jy,), the measurable holomorphic motion is indeed a
holomorphic motion in a neighborhood of Ay, hence gives a topological conjugacy on the Julia
sets (see for instance [29]). On the other hand, unlike in dimension 1 or in specific families
[1], we do not know whether the presence of a hyperbolic parameter in a stable family implies
that all parameter are hyperbolic, hence the propagation of the equilibrium states in a stable
family is not clear even in the presence of hyperbolic parameters. More generally, the theory of
stability in higher dimensions is known to have a number of different features with respect to
the one-dimensional counterpart, see for instance [2, 14} 151 25 [39].

In this note, we give the following answer to the above problem.

Main Theorem. Let {fy : P¥ — PF}ycps be a stable family of endomorphisms of P* of algebraic
degree d > 2. Consider a parameter \g € M and a Borel function v : P¥ — R satisfying
sup ) —inf 1) < logd. Assume there exists an (respectively a unique) equilibrium state v for the
system (Jx,, fr,) with respect to ¢ and let M be a (Ao, v)-web. Then
(1) the (Mo, v)-web M is unique;
(ii) for every parameter N\ € M, there exists a Borel function vy : P¥ — R such that
vy = (pr)«M is a (resp. the unique) equilibrium state for the system (Jy, fn) with
respect to .

The condition sup ¥ — inf ¢ < log d implies that the measure-theoretic entropy of v satisfies
hy(fx,) > (k—1)logd (hence, in particular, it has strictly positive Lyapunov exponents [20, 26],
and falls within the scope of [13]). The existence of a (Ao, v)-web then follows from [13] Corollary
1.5]. The proof of the above result relies on the existence of a M-full-measure subset of J of
elements whose graphs do not intersect and is given in Section 2l In Section Bl we also give an
interpretation of M as an equilibrum state for the dynamical system (J,F), see Proposition
Bl Following this interpretation, it is also natural to study the distribution of repelling graphs
with respect to M, which corresponds to the distribution of repelling points for the systems
(J,F). This is done in [12].

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank Fabrizio Bianchi for helpful discussions
during the preparation of this paper, and Yusuke Okuyama and Gabriel Vigny for their very
useful comments.

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Given a holomorphic family {fy : P¥ — P¥} ¢ of endomorphisms of P*, observe that for
every parameter A € M, the evaluation map py : J — J) is continuous, and that pyoF = fyopa.
The map py may turn out not to be injective. This is due to the possible existence of some
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crossings between graphs in 7. The notion of lamination, introduced in [6], will be central in
our approach.

Definition 2.1. A lamination is a Borel subset £ C J such that for any maps v1,v2 € L, we
have

LNy, #0 = 71 =7,

where I';, C M x P* denotes the graph of an element v € J. If M is a Borel probability measure
on J, we say that £ is an M-lamination if, furthermore, M(L) = 1.

Given an F-invariant lamination £ C J, one can consider the restriction py|z: £L — Ly of
the application py, where £y := px(£). The map p,|. is automatically 1-to-1. Yet, observe that
p,\]21 may not be continuous.

Lemma 2.2. Let L C J be a lamination, and fix a parameter X € M. Then, for any Borel
subset A C J, we have

LNA=LNp, (pA(LNA)).

In particular, for any probability measure v on P*, there exists at most one (A, v)-web M such

that M(L) = 1.

Proof. Let A C J be a Borel set. The direct inclusion is immediate. For the converse one,
take v € L such that v(\) € px(L N A). Take v/ € LN A such that y(\) = +/(A). Since L is
a lamination, we have v = +/. In particular, we have v € £LN.A, which proves the desired equality.

Let now M be as in the statement. We have
(2.1) M(A) = M(LNA) = M(L NP3 (pA(L N A))) = v(pa(£ N A)).

The last expression does not depend on the choice of the (A, v)-web M. The proof is complete.
O

From now on, we will assume that the family {fy : P¥ — P¥}ycyy is stable. Our goal is to prop-
agate the class of equilibrium states. To do this, we will make use of the M-laminations. Given
a lamination £, for every Ag, A € M we can consider the bijection <I>§07)\ = DPAOD), ]21: Ly, =+ L.

Proposition 2.3. Let {f\ : P¥ — PFl e be a stable family of holomorphic endomorphisms

of P¥ of algebraic degree d > 2. Let \g € M and v be an ergodic fy,-invariant measure with
hy(fx,) > (k—1)logd. Then

(i) there exists a unique (Ag,v)-web M. Moreover, M is ergodic and for any parameter
A€ M, we have hp(F) = hy, (fr), where vy := (py)«M;

(ii) if £ is an F-invariant M-lamination and ¢ : Jy, — R is a Borel measurable function,
then for any parameter X € M, we have P, (1x) = P,(¢), where 1y := zpo(fbfo’)\)*l-]lgk.

Remark 2.4. The web M in Proposition 23] is actually acritical (see [13, Definition 1.3] and
[13, Theorem 1.4]). We do not stress the acriticality in this paper, since the existence of an
M-lamination guarantees this condition, and we only work with such laminations.

Remark 2.5. If we are allowed to shrink M to some neighbourhood of Ay (depending on v), the
assumption on v can be weakened as in [I3], namely it is enough that v is a measure on the
Julia set with strictly positive Lyapunov exponents and not giving mass to the post-critical set

of fx,, see [13} Theorem 1.4]. The fact that any v satisfies these conditions is a consequence of
[20 26] and [19], 22].

Proof of Proposition [Z.3. We first prove (i). By [I3, Corollary 1.5] there exists an ergodic

(Ao, v)-web M and an F-invariant M-lamination £. To show the uniqueness property, con-

sider another (Ao, v)-web M’. We have M'(L) = v(Ly,) = M(L) = 1. Lemma [2.2] then yields

M = M. Take A € M. The application py|z: L — L) is continuous, hence Borel measurable.
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The space J being Polish, as a closed subspace of the space O(M,P*) of all holomorphic func-
tions from M to P*, since £ C J is a Borel subset, the inverse application p >\|Z1 is automatically
Borel measurable (see for example [30, Theorem 3 §39.V]). Since vy = (py)«M, the two measur-
able systems (£, F, M) and (L), fx,v)) are then conjugated by py. The conclusion follows from
the fact that the measure-theoretic entropy is invariant under measurable conjugacy between
subsets of full measure.

We now prove (ii). Fix A € M. The above shows that the measurable isomorphism ‘1>§0 N
conjugates the two systems (Ly,, fr,, ) and (L, f,vy), and that h, (fx,) = hy, (fr). It remains
to show that [¢v = [vy. Since (‘Pfo)\)*l/)\ = v and (‘bfo,x)*wk =1 on L),, we have

/T,Z)AVAZ/ vy :/ PAVA
L <I>£07)\(£>\0)

A

— / (@€, ) s (5 )= [ b= / o,

L

The proof is complete. O

Remark 2.6. Since the mapping ‘1>§0, y is a measurable conjugacy, the proof of Proposition 2.3]
shows that the measure vy inherits the statistical properties that v may have, such as (expo-
nential) mixing, Central Limit Theorem, Almost Sure Invariant Principle or Large Deviation
Principle (see [10, 111 27, 38, [40] for large classes of examples of measures satisfying these prop-
erties). On the other hand, as the space of Holder functions is in general not preserved by the
measurable conjugacy, the space of observables associated with each vy will in general depend
on \.

Proof of the Main Theorem. Recall that u) denotes the measure of maximal entropy of the
endomorphism fy). Up to adding to ¢ a constant, for simplicity, we will assume that inf ¢ = 0.
Then, by the definition of the equilibrium state v, we have

(2.2) ho(fro) + / v = B,() > Py, () = klogd + / Wiy > klogd.

By assumption, we have [¢v < logd. Hence, ([2.2)) yields h,(f),) > (k — 1)logd. Proposition
2.3 then yields a unique (Ao, v)-web M, which proves assertion (i).

Denote vy = (py)«M. Observe that Proposition 23] also gives that h,, (fi) > (k—1)logd for
any parameter A € M. For every parameter A € M, consider the Borel function v : P¥ — R
as defined in Proposition 2.3l To prove assertion (ii), consider a parameter A € M and assume
that there exists an ergodic f)-invariant measure wy such that

(2.3) P, (¥2) = Py, (¥2).

Up to replacing wy by py if Py, (x) < Py, (1), we can also assume that hy,, (1) > (k—1)logd.
Proposition 23] then yields a (A, w)y)-web M’ and we have

(2'4) Pw(w) = wa(wk) > PV,\ (1/0\) = PV(TZJ%

where w := (py,)«M’. As v is an equilibrium state with respect to v, the inequality in ([24) is
actually an equality. Thus, vy is an equilibrium state with respect to y.

Assume now that v is unique. Then, (24]) shows that w as above is an equilibrium state with
respect to 1 as well. By the uniqueness assumption, we have w = v and both M satisfying M’
are (Ao, v)-webs and M'(L) = ./\/l’(p)_\ol(ﬁAO) =w(Ly,) =v(Ly,) = M(L) = 1. Lemma 22| then
yields M = M’. In particular, one has wy = v,, which ends the proof. O
Remark 2.7. As we have seen above, the condition sup ¢ —inf ¥ < log d guarantees that we have

hy(fr,) > (k—1)log d. This, thanks to Proposition[2:3] is one of the main ingredients in the proof
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of the Main Theorem. Let us assume that we are just given an equilibrium state v with respect
to some bounded Borel function ¢ (with no further conditions) satisfying h, (fy,) > (k—1)logd.
Then, with the notations as in the proof of the Main Theorem, Proposition 2.3 still implies that
P, (¢x) = P,(). On the other hand, in this case, a priori v, may not be an equilibrium state
of . Indeed, following the proof of the Main Theorem, let wy be an f)-invariant measure
satisfying (2.3). Even if P, (¢») > klogd, since we do not have any condition on 1, the
integral [ 1wy can be large enough so that hy, (fn) < (k — 1)logd. Hence, in this case, we
cannot apply Proposition 23] to obtain (24]).

3. THE WEB M IS AN EQUILIBRIUM STATE

In this section, we observe that the system (7, F) itself is well-suited for the thermodynam-
ical formalism. To this purpose, an additional compactness assumption is necessary. Define an
equilibrium state for the system (7, F) with respect to a Borel bounded function ¥ : 7 — R
as an ergodic JF-invariant compactly supported probability measure M on J maximizing the
functional Pap(¥) = ha(F) + [ WM. We have to ensure that the set of ergodic F-invariant
compactly supported measures on J is not empty. In general, one may need to shrink M so
that J becomes compact. Assuming stability, that is simply guaranteed by the existence of an
equilibrium web as in [6].

In this framework, given an equilibrium state v with respect to a weight function v at
a parameter )\g, we construct a naturally defined weight function ¥ on J, compatible with
the measurable holomorphic motion, with respect to which the (Ao, v)-web M from the Main
Theorem is an equilibrium state. We show as well that the uniqueness property holds. In
particular, the equilibrium web of Berteloot-Bianchi-Dupont is the unique measure of maximal
entropy for the dynamical system (7, F).

Proposition 3.1. Under the hypothesis of the Main Theorem, there exists a Borel bounded
function ¥ : J — R such that ¥ = 1 o py, M-a.e. and Pp(¥) = P,(v)). Moreover, the
(Ao, v)-web M is an (resp. the unique) equilibrium state for the system (J,F) with respect to
v,

Proof. As in the proof of the Main Theorem, up to adding to v a constant, for simplicity, we will
assume that inf¢ = 0. As in the proof of Proposition 23] let £ be a M-lamination (provided
by [13]) and define ¥ := ) o py,|z-L1z. We first prove the equality Py(¥) = P,(vy,). By
Proposition 2.3 we have ha((F) = hy,(f),). So, it is enough to prove that [ M = [¢v. Since
M(L) =1, we have

/ WM = /ﬁ o pagM = /L ()" or) M) = [ = )

which gives the desired equality.

We now prove the last assertion. Assume there exists another ergodic F-invariant Borel
probability measure M’ with compact support on J such that

Pre (W) = P (9).
Define w := (py,)«M’, so that the measure M’ is a (\g,w)-web. Observe that Proposition 23]
yields
(3.1) Py(1) = Py (V) > Ppm(¥) = P ().

As v is an equilibrium state with respect to v, we have that P,(¢)) > B, (¢). Hence (31 yields

Ppry(¥) = Ppg(W). This shows that M is an equilibrium state for W. Moreover, if v is the

unique equilibrium state, then w = v. Then Proposition 23 (i) implies that M’ = M. The

proof is complete. O
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