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ARITHMETIC PROPERTIES OF FAMILIES OF PLANE POLYNOMIAL

AUTOMORPHISMS

YUGANG ZHANG

ABSTRACT. Given an algebraic family f ∶Λ×A2 → Λ×A2 of plane polynomial automorphisms
of Hénon type parameterized by a quasi-projective curve, defined over a number field K, we
investigate certain arithmetic properties of periodic points contained in a family of subvarieties
X ⊂Λ×A2↠Λ.

First, consider X as a curve. We prove that the set of parameters t ∈ Λ(Q), such that Xt is
periodic, has bounded height. This generalizes a result of Patrick Ingram. Moreover, if X is non-
periodic, then under some mild conditions — such as when the family is dissipative — we show
that there are, in fact, only finitely many periodic parameters. This extends a result of Charles Favre
and Romain Dujardin.

Second, let X be a family of curves. Assuming X is non-degenerate, we establish a uniform
bound on the number of periodic points in each curve Xt , t ∈ Λ(Q) and show that the set of these
periodic points have bounded height in Λ×A2 as well. We then examine in more detail the non-
degeneracy property in the case of dissipative families of quadratic Hénon maps.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Marked points and relative Manin-Mumford.

1.1.1. Background and motivation. Let ft ∶P
1→P1 be a complex algebraic family of rational maps

of degree d ≥ 2, parameterized by a smooth complex quasi-projective variety Λ. By a marked point,
we mean a morphism σ ∶Λ→ P1. If the pair ( ft ,σ) is non-isotrivial (i.e., ft and σ do not depend
on t, up to conjugating by a family of Möbius transformations and up to a base change), then by
Montel’s theorem, there are infinitely many t such that σ(t) is preperiodic for ft (see e.g., [19,
Lemma 2.3.]). In particular, for a non-isotrivial family of elliptic curves, the set of torsion points
on the image of a section is infinite (see e.g., [12, 42]).

In the case of higher relative dimension, Gao and Habegger [25] recently proved the so-called
relative Manin-Mumford conjecture, which can be stated as follows. Let π ∶A→Λ be a family of
abelian varieties of relative dimension g ≥ 1, defined over an algebraically closed field of charac-
teristic 0. Let X be an irreducible subvariety of A. Assume that ZX ∶= ⋃N∈Z[N]X is Zariski dense
in A. If the torsion points in X are Zariski dense, then dimX ≥ g. In particular, if A→Λ is a family
of simple abelian varieties and X has dimension 1, then, in contrast to the case of relative dimen-
sion 1, there exist only finitely many torsion points on X . Several earlier results on the relative
Manin-Mumford conjecture can be found in e.g., [11, 15, 30, 38, 43, 49]. The conjecture was
inspired by Zhang’s ICM talk [58] and was proposed by Pink [46] and Zannier [56].

1.1.2. Dynamical settings and main results. Our first goal in this work is to provide an analogue
of relative Manin-Mumford in the context of families of dynamical systems. Let f ∶Λ×A2→Λ×A2

be a family of plane polynomial automorphisms parameterized by a smooth quasi-projective curve
Λ, defined by f (t,z) = (t, ft(z)). Assume both f and Λ are defined over a number field K. A
marked point is a morphism σ ∶Λ→A2. Since we are interested in iterating the marked point by f ,
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it is convenient to extend the term “marked point” to also refer to the graph morphism Λ→Λ×A2.
When we say that a marked point has a periodic point, we mean that there exists t ∈ Λ such that
σ(t) is periodic for ft . A marked point is said to be (globally) periodic if there exists two distinct
positive integers n and m such that f n

t (σ(t)) = f m
t (σ(t)) for all t. In this work, we investigate the

number of periodic points associated with a marked point.
A plane polynomial automorphism is called a generalized Hénon map if it is a finite compo-

sition of maps of the form (x,y)↦ (y, p(y)−δx), where p is a non-invertible monic polynomial
and δ is a non-zero constant. Such a map is said to be of Hénon type if it is conjugate, via a
polynomial automorphism, to a generalized Hńon map. Friedland and Milnor [23] showed that
the only dynamically interesting plane polynomial automorphisms are of Hénon type, in the sense
that their first dynamical degree is grester than 1. Consequentely, we will focus on this class of
polynomial automorphisms. Furthermore, since our results are independent of the conjugacy class,
we may restrict our attention to regular plane polynomial automorphisms, that is, those that are
affine conjugate to generalized Hénon maps.

Recall that any polynomial automorphism has a constant Jacobian. Therefore, the Jacobian
function t ∈ Λ(C)→ Jac( ft) ∈ C is well-defined and regular. This function is either constant or
surjective onto C up to finitely many values. Our first result addresses the case where the Jacobian
function is constant.

Theorem 1.1. Let ft be an algebraic family of polynomial automorphisms of Hénon type of degree

d ≥ 2 parameterized by a smooth quasi-projective curve Λ, defined over a number field K. Let

σ ∶Λ→A2 be a non-globally periodic marked point defined over K. Fix an archimedean place v of

K. Suppose the Jacobian Jac( ft) is constant and ∣Jac( ft)∣v ≠ 1. Then there exist only finitely many

t ∈Λ(C) such that σ(t) is periodic for ft .

In Theorem 1.1, if ft = g for some fixed g, then the statement reduces to a result of Dujardin and
Favre (see [20, Theorem A’]). In this case, they showed more generally that the set of algebraic
points with small canonical heights is finite. On the other hand, if ∣Jac( ft)∣v = 1, a marked point
may have infinitely many periodic points. This phenomenon occurs when the polynomial auto-
morphisms are reversible, a situation first noted in [20, Proposition 7.1]. See also [31, Theorem
D].

Let t ∈Λ be a parameter such that σ(t) is ft -periodic of period k. Let u(t) and s(t) be the two
eigenvalues of the differential of f k

t at σ(t). Then we say that σ(t) (or just t) is

● saddle if ∣u(t)∣ > 1 > ∣s(t)∣;
● semi-repelling if ∣u(t)∣ > 1 and ∣s(t)∣ = 1;
● repelling if ∣u(t)∣ > 1 and ∣s(t)∣ > 1;
● neutral if ∣u(t)∣ = ∣s(t)∣ > 1.

Theorem 1.2. Let ft be an algebraic family of polynomial automorphisms of Hénon type of de-

gree d ≥ 2 parameterized by a smooth quasi-projective curve Λ, defined over a number field K. Let

σ ∶Λ→A2 be a non globally periodic marked point defined over K. Suppose Jac( ft) is not persis-

tently equal to a root of unity. If there exist infinitely many t ∈ Λ(C) such that σ(t) is periodic,

then all of them are neutral.

As mentioned above, a marked point σ may have infinitely many parameters t such that σ(t) is
periodic when ∣Jac( ft)∣ = 1. Nevertheless, we are able to show that the set of such parameters has
bounded height.

Theorem 1.3 (cf. Theorem 6.6). Let ft be an algebraic family of polynomial automorphisms of

Hénon type of degree d ≥ 2 parameterized by a smooth quasi-projective curve Λ, defined over a
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number field K. Let σ be a marked point. Then

{t ∈Λ(Q) ∣ σ(t) is periodic for ft}
is a set of bounded height.

The special case of Theorem 1.3 where ft is a Hénon map of the form (y,x+ ft(y)) (in particular
it has constant jacobian -1) and non-isotrivial, was proved by Ingram [33, Theorem 1.3].

Hsia and Kawaguchi [31, Theorem G] investigated, on the other hand, “unlikely intersection
problems” for families of Hénon maps with constant Jacobian ±1, parameterized by the affine line
A1. More precisely, given two marked points σ1,σ2∶A

1 → A2, each containing infinitely many
periodic points (a situation that does not occur when the Jacobian is not on the unit circle, as
shown by Theorem 1.1), they studied the case when the set of t such that σ1(t) and σ2(t) are both
periodic is infinite.

1.1.3. Transfer from the parameter space to the phase space and equidistribution. We will prove
two renormalization lemmas in Sect. 2 — one for saddle periodic points and another for semi-
repelling periodic points. These lemmas are analogues of Tan lei’s similarity theorem [51] for
repelling preperiodic points. Roughly speaking, they allows us to transfer information from the
parameter space Λ to the dynamical space A2, by rescaling with an appropriate factor and iterating.
This technique has become widely used in the study of holomorphic dynamical systems (see e.g.,
[7, 20, 21, 35]). Unlike the case for repelling preperiodic points of rational maps, a map typically
cannot be linearized at a saddle point, and the situation is even more intricate for semi-repelling
periodic points. Our renormalization lemmas work for these latter cases within families. It seems
natural to expect that Theorem 1.2 should reach the same conclusion as Theorem 1.1. However,
our approach does not apply to neutral periodic points, as there is less known about their behavior
in general.

Let us briefly outline the strategy for proving Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Fix an archimedean place
v of K and let G±f ∶Λ×A

2(C)→R≥0 be the fibered forward/backward Green functions (associated
with ft ), defined by

G±f (t,z) =G±ft(z) =G±t (z) ∶= lim
n→+∞

1

dn
log+∥ f ±n

t (z)∥,(1.1)

which are non-negative, continuous, and plurisubharmonic (see [4, 29, 32, 48]). Hence, to a
marked point σ ∶ Λ→ Λ×A2, we can associate the forward/backward Green measure (of ft) on
Λ(C), given by

µ±f ,σ ∶= σ∗ddc G±f .(1.2)

To prove Theorem 1.1, we assume, for the sake of contradiction, that there exist infinitely many t

such that σ(t) is periodic. This will imply, by the equidistribution Theorem 6.8 (see also Sect. 1.3
below), that the two Green measures σ+f ,σ and σ−f ,σ are proportional. Then, applying our renor-
malization Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, we will derive a contradiction. For Theorem 1.2, we additionally
rely on a recent result1 by Cantat and Dujardin concerning the rigidity of the Julia set of regular
plane polynomial automorphisms, see Lemma 7.1.

1.2. Families of curves and uniform dynamical Bogomolov. A marked point σ ∶ Λ→ Λ×A2

can be viewed as a horizontal subvariety (its image) in the total space Λ×A2 of relative dimension
zero. We now turn to the study of horizontal subvarieties of relative dimension one. We say that
a subvariety C ⊂Λ×A2 defined over a number field K is a family of curves parameterized by Λ if
the projection C→Λ is smooth and each geometric fiber Ct , t ∈Λ(Q), is a integral curve.

1I would like to thank Dujardin for informing me of this result, see [9, Proposition 2.2]
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Dujardin and Favre [20, Theorem A”] proved that, given a regular plane polynomial auto-
morphism defined over a number field K whose Jacobian does not lie on the unit cycle at some
archimedean place, the number of points of small canonical height on an algebraic curve depends
only on the degree of the curve. We extend this result by examining how this dependence varies
with the map itself.

1.2.1. From arithmetic properties to pluripotential theory. We first translate this arithmetic uni-
formity property into the non-vanishing property of some Green measure associated with the given
family of curves. Specifically, Fix an archimedean place v of K so that we have G±f (1.1), then
define

G f (t,z) =G ft(z) =Gt(z) ∶=max{G+f (t,z),G+f (t,z)}.(1.3)

In the same spirit of the work [28] of Gauthier and Vigny on families of endomorphisms of pro-
jective spaces, we define the Green measure associated with C as

µ f ,C ∶= (ddc G f )2∧ [C].(1.4)

Following Yuan and Zhang [55], we say that C is non-degenerate if µ f ,C is non-vanishing. We can
show the following.

Theorem 1.4. Let ft be an algebraic family of regular plane polynomial automorphisms of degree

d ≥ 2 parameterized by a smooth quasi-projective curve Λ defined over a number field K. Fix an

archimedean place v of K, so that we have an embedding K↪C. Let C be a non-degenerate family

of curves.

Then there exist a positive constant ε and a positive integer N such that for all but finitely many

t ∈ Λ(Q), the set {z ∈ Ct(Q) ∣ ĥ ft(z) ≤ ε} has at most N points. In particular, for all but finitely

many t ∈Λ(C), there are at most N periodic points on Ct(C).
Note that ε and N depend on the families f and C. We refer to Sect. 5 for the definition of the

canonical height function ĥ ft of a regular plan polynomial automorphism. To prove Theorem 1.4,
we again proceed by contradiction. We suppose the conclusion is not satisfied and then apply the
equidistribution Theorem 6.9 to contradict Proposition 4.2.

The set of periodic points contained in a non-degenerate surface C may still be infinite, but it is
a set of bounded height as well. This is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.5. Under the non-degeneracy assumption of Theorem 1.4,

{t ∈Λ(Q) ∣ ∃z ∈ Ct(Q),z is periodic for ft} and {z ∈ C(Q) ∣ z is periodic for f}
are sets of bounded height.

1.2.2. Dissipative families of quadratic Hénon maps. Let δ ∈K be such that ∣δ ∣ < 1. Consider the
following family of quadratic Hénon maps

f ∶(t,x,y) ∈K3↦ (t,y,y2 + t −δx) ∈K3
,(1.5)

Denote by

y±δ ,t ∶=
(1+δ)±√(1+δ)2 −4t

2
.(1.6)

Note that the two points (y+δ ,t ,y+δ ,t) and (y−δ ,t ,y−δ ,t) are the fixed points of ft . Let Σt be the set of the
following 8 points

Σt ∶= { (y+δ ,t ,y+δ ,t),(y+δ ,t −δ ,y+δ ,t),(y+δ ,t ,y+δ ,t −1),(y+δ ,t −δ ,y+δ ,t −1)(y−δ ,t ,y−δ ,t),(y−δ ,t −δ ,y−δ ,t),(y−δ ,t ,y−δ ,t −1),(y−δ ,t −δ ,y−δ ,t −1) }(1.7)
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Remark that all these points lie on the lines

y = x, y = x+1, y = x+δ and y = x+δ −1,(1.8)

Theorem 1.6. Let ft be the family (1.5). Let C ⊂ A×A2 be a family of curves parameterized

by the affine line A1. Suppose there exists some positive constant r > 0 such that for all ∣t∣ large

enough, the distance between Ct and the eight points Σt is larger than r. Then there exist a positive

constant ε > 0 and a positive integer N > 0 such that for all but finitely many t ∈ Λ(Q), the set{z ∈ Ct(Q) ∣ ĥ ft(z) ≤ ε} has at most N points.

In particular, for all but finitely many t ∈Λ(C), there are at most N periodic points on Ct(C).
The condition on the distance in Theorem 1.6 is rather mild. For example, if C is the constant

family of a line L ⊂K2, i.e. for any t, Ct = L, which is not one of the lines in (1.8), then it verifies
the assumption.

1.3. Equidistribution Theorems.

1.3.1. Other related works and Yuan-Zhang’s equidistribution theorem. In the one dimensional
case, consider a pair of two families of rational maps ( ft ,gt) parameterized by a quasi-projective
curve defined over a number field. Then Mavraki and Schmidt [44] showed that there exists
a positive integer B such that, for all but finitely many parameters t, the number of common
preperiodic points of ft is less than B. This result was further generalized by DeMarco and Mavraki
[16] to families parameterized by bases of higher dimensions (see also [13, 14]). Now consider
the diagonal ∆ ⊂ P1×P1 as the constant family of curves. In this case, all the common preperiodic
points are precisely the preperiodic points of the map ( ft ,gt) within the family of curves ∆.

Let Poly2
d denote the space of regular polynomial endomorphisms of degree d ≥ 2 on the com-

plex affine plane C2 (i.e., which can be extended to an endomorphism of the projective plane P2

of degree d). For any f ∈ Poly2
d, let C f be the closure in P2 of critical locus of f in C2. Then

Gauthier, Taflin and Vigny [27, Theorem D] established that there exist constants B ≥ 1, ε > 0 and
a non-empty Zariski open subset U ⊂ Poly2

d such that for any f ∈U(Q), the number of points of
canonical height less than ε in C f is bounded by B. A crucial step in their work is [27, Lemma 7.4],
where they assumed the existence of an open subset within the support of the bifurcation measure

(i.e., Green measure of the family of curves formed by the critical points). They subsequently
the existebce of such an open subset in [27, Lemma 7.6], which is a highly non-trivial result
and follows from one of their main theorems. However, for families of plane regular polynomial
automorphisms, we are able to bypass this assumption in Proposition 4.2.

These works can be viewed as analogues of various results in arithmetic geometry regarding
uniform numbers of torsion points in families of abelian varieties. For example, the uniform
Mordell-Lang conjecture for curves embedded into their Jacobians established by Dimitrov, Gao,
Habegger and Kühne ([17, 39]), and generalized to higher-dimensional subvarieties of abelian
varieties by Gao, Ge and Kühne [24].

A key component in the aforementioned works is the equidistribution theorem for non-degenerate
subvarieties. This approach traces back to the works of Szpiro, Ullmo and Zhang on Bogomolov’s
conjecture [50, 52, 57]. More recently, Yuan and Zhang [55] developed a theory of adelic line
bundles on quasi-projective varieties. As an application, they proved an equidistribution theorem
on quasi-projective varieties, extending Kühne’s equidistribution theorem on families of abelian
varieties [39]. Additionally, Yuan [54] utilized their theory of adelic line bundles to provide an
alternative proof of the uniform Mordell-Lang conjecture for curves and extended it to function
fields of any characteristic.
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1.3.2. Height inequalities “à la Call-Silverman” and equidistribution theorems for families of

regular plane polynomial automorphisms. We also rely on the general equidistribution theorem
of Yuan and Zhang [55], in a reformulated form given by Gauthier [26]. To utilize this theorem,
We first construct some geometric canonical height functions and interpret them as the mass of
certains Green measures. We then establish some height inequalities. The first (Lemma 5.1) —
which is analogous to Call-Silverman type height inequalities [8] — is for families of plane regular
polynomial automorphisms while the second (Lemma 5.2) holds specifically on non-degenerate
subvarieties. We verify that the conditions of the general equidistribution theorem are met in
our context, allowing us to prove two specific equidistribution theorems 6.8 (for marked points)
and 6.9 (for families of curves) for families of plane regular polynomial automorphisms.

1.4. Outline. In Section 2, we prove our renormalization lemmas in a local setting. Section 3
focuses on the study of periodic points for marked points with proportional forward and backward
Green measures, utilizing the renormalization results from Section 2. In Section 4, we construct
geometric canonical heights for families of curves, demonstrate an important positivity property
for non-degenerate curves, and estimate the degeneration of filled Julia sets for dissipative families
of quadratic Hénon maps. Section 5 is dedicated to establishing the height inequalities mentioned
earlier. In Section 6, after covering preliminaries on adelic line bundles, we prove Theorem 1.3
and our equidistribution theorems for both marked points and families of curves. Finally, Section 7
integrates all the previously obtained results and provides proofs of our main theorems.

Acknowledgement. I would like to thank my Ph.D. advisor Thomas Gauthier for introducing
me to this field and for his constant support. I am also grateful to Romain Dujardin and Thomas
Gauthier for advising me on this work. I would like to thank Charles Favre and Gabriel Vigny
for answering my questions. I would like to thank Junyi Xie for a useful remark concerning
Theorem 1.2.

2. RENORMALIZATION LEMMAS

In this section, we prove two renormalization lemmas: one for semi-repelling periodic points
(Lemma 2.1) and another for saddle periodic points (Lemma 2.2). The proofs are technical and will
subsequently be used to establish two renormalization results for the fibered forward/backward
Green functions G±t in Section 3 (Lemmas 3.1 and 3.5).

Let us first introduce some notation. Let D(r) denote the open disk of radius r centered at the
origin of the complex plane. Fix a small positive real number ε ≪ 1. Denote by π the projection
π ∶D(1)2 ×D(ε)→D(ε). Let a and b be two holomorphic functions on D(ε) defined by

a(t) ∶= tq+h.o.t. and b(t) ∶= t p+h.o.t.

with p,q ≥ 1. Let σ(t) = (a(t),b(t)). If γ(t) =∑+∞i=0 rit
i is a power series, then we define

mdeg(γ) ∶=min{i ∈N ∣ ri ≠ 0} .
2.1. Semi-repelling renormalization. Let u,s∶D(ε)→C be holomorphic functions such that we
have ∣s(0)∣ = 1,sup ∣s(t)∣ < inf ∣u(t)∣ and inf ∣u(t)∣ > 1. Define a holomorphic family of holomorphic
maps ft ∶D(1)2 →D(1)2 parameterized by t ∈D(ε) by

ft(x,y) ∶= (u(t)x+yũt (x,y),s(t)y+ys̃t (x,y)),(2.1)

where ũt(x,y) and s̃t(x,y) are power series in variables x,y with coefficients holomorphic functions
on t, such that ũt(0,0) = s̃t(0,0) = 0.
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Lemma 2.1 (Semi-repelling renormalization). There exists a positive integer D+ such that the

following is true. Let λu be a D+-th root of u(0). For all positive integers n ≥ 1, we define the

rescaling factor rn∶D(ε)→C by rn(t) ∶= t/λ n
u . For 0 ≤m ≤ n, let

f m
rn(t)
(σ(rn(t))) = (am(t),bm(t)) .

Then up to replacing ft by an iterate and up to shrinking ε , we have

lim
n→∞

an(t) = h(t), lim
n→∞

bn(t) = 0 and lim
n→+∞

f −n
rn(t)
(σ(rn(t))) = (0,0)

where h is a non constant holomorphic function on the disk D(ε) and the convergence is uniform.

We now describe what the integer D+ is. If x does not divide ũt(x,y), we can write

yũt(x,y) = ũ1
t (y)+ ũ2

t (x,y)
with

ũ1
t (y) = ∞∑

k=2
ck(t)yk

,(2.2)

and xy divides ũ2
t (x,y). Define du ∶=mink≥2 (mdeg(ck(t)t pk)) and

D+ ∶=
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

du, if q > du

q, otherwise.

2.2. Sadlle renormalization. In this subsection let u,s∶D(ε)→C be holomorphic functions such
that sup ∣s(t)∣ < 1 < inf ∣u(t)∣. Define a family of holomorphic maps ft ∶D(1)2 →D(1)2 parameter-
ized by t ∈D(ε) by

ft(x,y) = (u(t)x+xyũt (x,y),s(t)y+xys̃t (x,y)),(2.3)

where ũt(x,y) is a power series in variables x,y with coefficients holomorphic functions on t, the
same for s̃t(x,y).
Lemma 2.2 (Saddle renormalization). Denote by λu a q-th root of u(0) and λs a p−th root of s(0).
For all integers n ≥ 0, define rn∶D(ε)→C by rn(t) = t

λ n
u
. For 0 ≤m ≤ n, let

f m
rn(t)
(σ(rn(t))) = (am(t),bm(t)) .

Then up to shrinking ε , we have limn→+∞an(t) = tq and limn→+∞bn(t) = 0, and the convergence

is uniform.

Moreover, if ∣λu∣ > ∣λ−1
s ∣, then limn→+∞ f −n

rn(t)
(σ(rn(t)))→ (0,0), and the convergence is uni-

form.

The proof of Lemma 2.2 is much simpler than that of Lemma 2.1. This is essentially because of
the fact that ∣s(0)∣ < 1, indicating the presence of a stable manifold in the dynamical setting, which
simplifies the local form of ft . In essence, the saddle case can be viewed as a special case of the
semi-repelling scenario. Therefore, we will focus on proving Lemma 2.1 and omit the proof of
Lemma 2.2.
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2.3. Proof of Lemma 2.1. We prove the case where xy is not a common factor of yũt(x,y) and
q > du. The other cases follow similarly. Note that in this proof, as we shrink ε , the shrinking is
done in a manner independent of m and n, allowing us to consider only very large n.

Define û(t) and ŝ(t) to be

u(t) = u(0)+ û(t) and s(t) = s(0)+ ŝ(t).(2.4)

Shrinking ε , we can assume that

sup
t∈D(ε)

∣û(t)∣ ≤ 1 and sup
t∈D(ε)

∣ŝ(t)∣ ≤ 1.(2.5)

Let k1 ≤⋯ ≤ kl be all the integers such that du =mdeg(cki
(t)t pki). Let w be a complex variable, so

that the coefficient

cu(w)(2.6)

of tdu in ∑l
i=1 cki

(t)(wt)pki is a polynomial of w of degree pkl . Note that cu(w) is not identically
zero by our assumption that x does not divide ũt(x,y). For any n≫ 1, set

n(p,du) ∶= ⌊n(du − p)/du+1⌋+1.

It will be used for the equations (2.15) and (2.29). Denote by λs a p-th root of s(0).
2.3.1. Case A: Formulas of bm and am for small m.

If z ∈C is a complex number, then the notation O1(z) means that ∣O1(z)/z∣ ≤ 1. We will show
by induction that, if 0 ≤m ≤ n(p,du), then

bm(t) = s(0)mrp
n(t)+ 3(m+1)

λ n
u

O1(rp
n(t)) .(2.7)

Setting a0(t) ∶= a(rn(t)). If 1 ≤m ≤ n(p,du)+1, then we will show that

am(t) = m−1∑
i=0

cu(λ i
s)

λ idu
u

tdu

λ
ndu−(m−1)du
u

+O1( αm

λ
n(du+1)−(m−1)du
u

) ,(2.8)

where αm is defined by induction as follows. Define α1 ∶= 2+2λ−n
u . Now if αm is given and the

formula (2.7) is true for bm(t), then we define αm+1 as follows. By the definition (2.2) of ũ1
t , we

have

ũ1
rn(t)
(bm(t)) = l∑

i=1
cki
(rn(t))(bm(t))ki

+∑
k≠ki

ck(rn(t))(bm(t))k

.

By the definition of λs and (2.7), we have

(2.9) ũ1
rn(t)
(bm(t)) = l∑

i=1
cki
(rn(t))(λ m

s rn(t))pki (1+ 3(m+1)
s(0)mλ n

u

O1(1))
ki

+∑
k≠ki

ck(rn(t))(rp
n(t)O1(s(0)m + 3(m+1)

λ n
u

))k

=∶ I1(m,n)+ I2(m,n).
By the definition (2.6) of cu and the fact there are only finitely many ki, there exists a positive
constant c1 > 0, independent of m and n, such that

I1(m,n) = cu(λ m
s )rdu

n (t)+ c13(m+1)
λ n

u

O1(rdu
n (t)).
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Since tdu+1λ
−n(du+1)
u divides every term of I2(m,n), shrinking ε , there exists a positive constant

c2 > 0, independent of m and n, such that

I2(m,n) = c2

λ n
u

O1(rdu
n (t)).

Setting c3 ∶= c1+c2/(3(m+1)), We have

ũ1
rn(t)
(bm(t)) = cu(λ m

s )rdu
n (t)+ c33(m+1)

λ n
u

O1(rdu
n (t))

= cu(λ m
s )

λ mdu
u

tdu

λ ndu−mdu
u

+
c33(m+1)εdu

λ mdu
u

O1( 1

λ
n(du+1)−mdu
u

) .(2.10)

Since limm→∞(m+1)λ−mdu
u = 0, we can shrink ε so that, for all m and n large enough, we have

ε(n,m) ∶= εdu +
1

λ n
u

+
c33(m+1)

λ mdu
u

εdu +ε < ∣λu∣−1

2
.(2.11)

We define

αm+1 ∶= αm(1+ε(n,m)).(2.12)

Note that we have the following estimateRRRRRRRRRRRR
n(p,du)∏

i=1
αi

RRRRRRRRRRRR
= ∣α1∣( ∣λu∣+1

2
)n(p,du)

≤ ∣α1∣ ∣λu∣n(p,du) = ∣α1∣∣λu∣n−n(p,du)
∣λu∣n.(2.13)

2.3.2. Proof of Case A.

By the definition of b(t), there is a constant cb0 such that

b0(t) = b(rp
n (t)) = rp

n(t)+cb0

t

λ n
u

(rp
n (t)+h.o.t.),

shrinking ε , we can make sure that ∣cb0 ε(rp
n(t)+h.o.t.)/(3r

p
n (t))∣ ≤ 1, so that b0(t) has the wanted

form (2.7)

b0(t) = rp
n(t)+ 3

λ n
u

O1(rp
n(t)) .

Now we compute a1(t). By the definition (2.1) of ft , we have

a1(t) = u(rn(t))a(rn(t))+ ũ1
rn(t)
(b(rn(t)))+ ũ2

rn(t)
(a(rn(t)),b(rn(t))) .

The first term is

u(rn(t))a(rn(t)) = (λ du
u +O1( 1

λ n
u

))( tq

λ nq
u

(1+h.o.t)) .
We can reduce ε so that ∣λ du

u εq(1+h.o.t)∣ ≤ 1. Since moreover q > du, we obtain that

u(rn(t))a(rn(t)) =O1( 1

λ
n(du+1)
u

)+ 1

λ n
u

O1( 1

λ
n(du+1)
u

) .
By (2.10), shrinking ε , the second term is

ũ1
rn(t)
(a(rn(t)),b(rn(t))) = cu(1) tdu

λ ndu
u

+O1( 1

λ
n(du+1)
u

) .
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Since xy divides ũ2
t (x,y), shrinking ε , the third term is

ũ2
rn(t)
(a(rn(t)),b(rn(t))) =O1( 1

λ
n(q+p)
u

) = 1

λ n
u

O1( 1

λ
n(du+1)
u

) .
Adding the three terms, we obtain finally that

a1(t) = cu(1) tdu

λ ndu
u

+(2+ 2

λ n
u

)O1( 1

λ
n(du+1)
u

) .

Suppose am(t) and bm(t) have the form (2.8) and (2.7) respectively. Let us first compute
bm+1(t):

bm+1(t) = s(rn(t))bm(rn(t))+bm(t)s̃rn(t)(am(rn(t)),bm(rn(t)))
Since ∣rp

n(ε)∣+ ∣3nλ−n
u O1(rp

n(ε))∣ is uniformly bounded on n, and t divides ŝ(t) (recall (2.4)),
shrinking ε , we have

ŝ(rn(t))(rp
n(t)+ 3n

λ n
u

O1(rp
n(t))) = 1

λ n
u

O1(rp
n (t)).

Hence the first term s(rn(t))bm(t) is

(s(0)+ ŝ(rn(t)))(s(0)mrp
n(t)+ 3(m+1)

λ n
u

O1(rp
n(t))

= s(0)m+1rp
n(t)+ 3(m+1)

λ n
u

O1(rp
n (t))+ 1

λ n
u

O1(rp
n (t)).

(2.14)

Since np ≤ ndu−(m−1)du, if m ≥ 1, by the definition (2.8) of am(t) and the estimate (2.13),

∣am(t)∣ ≤ m−1∑
i=0
∣cu(λ i

s)
λ idu

u

∣ tdu

λ np
u

+
∣α1∣∣λu∣n−n(p,du)

O1( 1

λ np
u

) =O1(Eε ,n

λ np
u

)(2.15)

where Eε ,n→ 0 when ε → 0 and n→+∞. If m = 0, by our assumption q > du ≥ p, we have

a0(t) = a(rn(t)) =O1 (2rp
n (t)) .(2.16)

It is also clear by (2.7) that

bm(t) =O1 (2rp
n(t)) .(2.17)

Since s̃t(0,0) = 0, by (2.15), (2.16) and (2.17), we have (for n≫ 1 and ε ≪ 1)

s̃rn(t)(am(t),bm(t)) =O1( 1

λ np
u

) .
Hence

bm(t)s̃rn(t)(am(t),bm(t)) = 1

λ np
u

O1(rp
n(t)) = 1

λ n
u

O1(rp
n(t)).(2.18)

Adding (2.14) and (2.18), we obtain

bm+1(t) = s(0)m+1rp
n(t)+ 3(m+2)

λ n
u

O1(rp
n(t)).
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Let us compute now am+1(t):
am+1(t) = u(rn(t))am(t)+ ũ1

rn(t)
(bm(t))+ ũ2

rn(t)
(am(t)),bm(t))

By (2.5), û(rn(t)) =O1( 1
λ n

u
). Thus the first term u(rn(t))am(t) is equal to

(u(0)+ û(rn(t)))(m−1∑
i=0

cu(λ i
s)

λ idu
u

tdu

λ
ndu−(m−1)du
u

+O1( αm

λ
n(du+1)−(m−1)du
u

))
=

m−1∑
i=0

cu(λ i
s)

λ idu
u

tdu

λ ndu−mdu
u

+O1( αm

λ
n(du+1)−mdu
u

)
+εduO1( 1

λ
n(du+1)−(m−1)du
u

)+ αm

λ n
O1( 1

λ
n(du+1)−mdu
u

) .
(2.19)

Since xy divides ũ2
t (x,y), we can reduce ε so that

ũ2
rn(t)
(am(t),bm(t)) = εO1( 1

λ
n(du+1)−mdu
u

) .(2.20)

Summing up (2.19), (2.20) and (2.10), we have

am+1(t) = m∑
i=0

cu(λ i
s)

λ idu
u

tdu

λ ndu−mdu
u

+(αm+εdu +
αm

λ n
u

+
c33(m+1)εdu

λ mdu
u

+ε)O1( 1

λ
n(du+1)−mdu
u

)
By the definition (2.12) of αm+1, we obtain finally that

am+1 =
m∑

i=0

cu(λ i
s)

λ idu
u

tdu

λ ndu−mdu
u

+αm+1O1( 1

λ
n(du+1)−mdu
u

) .

2.3.3. Case B: Formulas of bm and am for large m.

The next step is to give formulas of am+1(t) and bm(t) for m > n(p,du).
For m ∈ N, set m′ ∶= n(p,du)+m. Define a sequence βm′ as follows. For m = 0, define β0′ =

3(n(p,du)+1)λ−n
u ; then for m ≥ 1, define

βm′ = β(m−1)′ +
3

λ n
u

+
λ
(m′−2)du
u

λ ndu
u

= 3(m+1)′
λ n

u

+
∑m

i=1 λ
(i′−2)du
u

λ ndu
u

.
(2.21)

Now we define αm′ for m ≥ 1. The same reason as for (2.10) implies that, up to shrinking ε , there
exists a positive constant c4 > 0, independent on m and n, such that

ũ1
rn(t)
(bm′(t)) = cu(λ m′

s ) tdu

λ ndu
u

+c4βm′O1(rdu
n (t))

= cu(λ m′

s )
λ m′du

u

tdu

λ ndu−m′du
u

+c4βm′λ
n−m′du
u εduO1( 1

λ
n(du+1)−m′du
u

) .
(2.22)

Since

βm′λ
n−m′du
u = 3(m+1)′

λ m′du
u

+
1

λ
n(du−1)
u ∑m

i=1 λ
(m−i+2)du
u
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is uniformly bounded on m and n, we can shrink ε so that

ε(n,m′) ∶= 2ε +λ−n
u +c4βm′λ

n−m′du
u εdu ≤ ∣λu∣−1

2
.(2.23)

For m ≥ 1, define

αm′+1 = αm′(1+ε(n,m′)).(2.24)

Then by (2.12) and (2.24), we have

∣αm′ ∣ ≤ α(n−n(p,du))′ = αn = α0

n∏
m=1
(1+ε(n,m)).

By (2.11) and (2.23), αn ≤ α0((∣λu∣+1)/2)n. Thus

∣αn

λ n
u

∣ ≤ α0(∣λu∣+1

2λu

)n

Ð→ 0, n→+∞(2.25)

Let us show by induction that if 0 ≤m ≤ n−n(p,du), then

bm′(t) = s(0)m′rp
n(t)+βm′O1(rp

n(t)) ;(2.26)

and if 1 ≤m ≤ n−n(p,du), then

am′(t) = m′−1∑
i=0

cu(λ i
s)

λ idu
u

λ
(m′−1)du
u

λ ndu
u

tdu +αm′O1
⎛
⎝

λ
(m′−1)du
u

λ
n(du+1)
u

⎞
⎠ .(2.27)

2.3.4. Proof of Case B.

For m = 0, (2.26) is exactly (2.7). Now if (2.26) is true for bm′ , for some 0 ≤m ≤ n−n(p,du)−1,
we will show (2.26) for b(m+1)′ :

bm′+1(t) = s(rn(t))bm′(t)+bm′(t)s̃rn(t)(am′(t),bm′(t)).
By construction (2.21), βm′ is bounded. Hence shrinking ε , we have

ŝ(rn(t))bm′(t) = 1
λ n

u

O1(rp
n (t)).

Hence

s(rn(t))bm′(t) = s(0)(s(0)m′rp
n(t)+βm′O1(rp

n(t)))+ s̃(rn(t))bm′(t)
= s(0)m′+1rp

n(t)+βm′O1(rp
n(t))+ 1

λ n
O1(rp

n(t)).(2.28)

Since

np−ndu +(m′−1)du ≥md > 1,(2.29)

By (2.25) and the fact that s̃t(0,0) = 0, we have (for n≫ 1 and ε ≪ 1),

s̃rn(t)(am′(t),bm′(t)) =O1
⎛
⎝

λ
(m′−1)du
u

λ ndu
u

⎞
⎠ .

Hence

bm′(t)s̃rn(t)(am′(t),bm′(t)) = λ
(m′−1)du
u

λ ndu
u

O1(rp
n(t)).(2.30)
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Summing up (2.28) and (2.30), we obtain

bm+1(t) = s(0)m′+1rp
n(t)+⎛⎝βm′ +

1

λ n
+

λ
(m′−1)du
u

λ ndu
u

⎞
⎠O1(rp

n(t))
= s(0)m′+1rp

n(t)+(βm′ +
⎛
⎝βm′ +

3

λ n
+

λ
(m′−1)du
u

λ ndu
u

⎞
⎠O1(rp

n(t)).
By the definition (2.21) of βm′+1, we get finally

bm′+1(t) = s(0)m′+1rp
n(t)+βm′+1O1(rp

n(t)) .

For m ≥ 1, suppose that am′(t) and bm′(t) have the forms (2.27) and (2.26), let us compute
a(m+1)′(t):

a(m+1)′(t) = u(rn(t))am′(t)+ ũ1
rn(t)
(bm′(t))+ ũ2

rn(t)
(am′(t),bm′(t)).

The first term u(rn(t))am′(t) is equal to

(u(0)+ û(rn(t)))⎛⎝
m′−1∑
i=0

cu(λ i
s)

λ idu
u

λ
(m′−1)du
u

λ ndu
u

tdu +αm′O1
⎛
⎝

λ
(m′−1)du
u

λ
n(du+1)
u

⎞
⎠
⎞
⎠

=
m′−1∑
i=0
(cu(λ i

s)
λ idu

u

λ m′du
u

λ ndu
u

)tdu +αm′O1( λ m′du
u

λ
n(du+1)
u

)+εO1
⎛
⎝

λ
(m′−1)du
u

λ
n(du+1)
u

⎞
⎠+

αm′

λ n
O1
⎛
⎝

λ
(m′−1)du
u

λ
n(du+1)
u

⎞
⎠ .

By (2.27), (2.26) and the fact that ũ2
t (0,0) = 0, we can reduce ε so that

ũ2
rn(t)
(am′(t),bm′(t)) = εO1( λ m′du

u

λ
n(du+1)
u

) ,
Thus adding the above two terms and (2.22), we obtain that

am′+1(t) = m′∑
i=0

cu(λ i
s)

λ−idu
u

λ m′du
u

λ ndu
u

tdu +(αm′ +2ε +
αm′

λ n
u

+c4βm′λ
n−m′du
u εdu)O1( λ m′du

u

λ
n(du+1)
u

) .
Since αm′ > 1, and by the definition (2.24) of α(m+1)′ , we have

αm′ +2ε +
αm′

λ n
u

+c3βm′λ
n−m′du
u εdu

= αm′ (1+2ε +
1

λ n
u

+c3βm′λ
n−m′du
u εdu)

= αm′(1+ε(n,m′))
= αm′+1,

Thus we get finally

am′+1(t) = m′∑
i=0

cu(λ i
s)

λ−idu
u

λ m′du
u

λ ndu
u

tdu +αm′+1O1( λ m′du
u

λ
n(du+1)
u

) .
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2.3.5. Convergence of am and bm. Let m = n−n(p,du), by (2.27), we obtain that

an(t) = am′(t) = n−1∑
i=0

cu(λ i
s)

λ
(i+1)du
u

tdu +
αn

λ n
u

O1( 1

λ du
u

) .
It implies that

lim
n→∞

an(t) = ∞∑
i=0

cu(λ i
s)

λ
(i+1)du
u

tdu
.(2.31)

It’s also straightforward to see that limn→∞bn(t) = 0. Finally we obtain that

lim
n→∞

f n
rn(t)
(σ(rn(t))) = ( lim

n→∞
an(t),0) .

2.3.6. limn an(t) is non constant.

Let us show that up to taking an iterate of ft , the function (2.31) is not constant. By (2.6), we
can write cu(w) =∑du

j=2 e jw
p j, where e j is a complex number. By the geometric sum formula,

∞∑
i=0

cu(λ i
s)

λ
(i+1)du
u

=
du∑
j=2

e j

∞∑
i=0

s(0) ji

λ
(i+1)d
u

=
du∑
j=2

e j

λ du
u − s(0) j

= (∑du

j=2 e j)(λ du
u )du−2+∑du

i=3 Li((e j) j)(λ du
u )du−i

∏du

j=2(λ du
u − s(0) j) ,(2.32)

where Li((e j) j) is a linear form on (e j) j with coefficients some powers of s(0). It suffices to
show that after taking a large iterate of ft , the numerator of (2.32) is non vanishing.

Setting

Ũ2
t (x,y) ∶= ũ2

t ( ft(x,y)) = ũ2
t (u(t)x+yũt (x,y),s(t)y+ys̃t (x,y)),

and

Ũ1
t (x,y) ∶= ũ1

t (s(t)y+ys̃t(x,y)) = ∞∑
k=2

ck(t)(s(t)y+ys̃t (x,y))k

=
l∑

i=1
cki
(t)s(0)ki yki +Ṽ 1

t (y)+Ṽ 2
t (x,y),

where mdeg(Ṽ 1
t (t p)) > du and x divides Ṽ 2

t (x,y). We have

u(t)yũt(x,y) = u(t)(ũ1
t (y)+ ũ2

t (x,y)) = ∞∑
k=2

u(0)ck(t)yk + û(t)ũ1
t (y)+u(t)ũ2

t (x,y).
Thus the first coordinate of f 2

t (x,y) is equal to

u(t)(u(t)x+yũt (x,y))+Ũ1
t (y)+Ũ2

t (x,y)
= u(t)2x+

l∑
i=1

cki
(t)(u(0)+ s(0)ki)yki +V

1,1
t (y)+V

2,1
t (x,y).
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Here mdeg(V 1,1
t (t p)) > du and x divides V

2,1
t (x,y) By induction, for any l ∈ Z≥1, the first coordi-

nate of f 2l

t (x,y) is equal to

u(t)2k

x+
l∑

i=1
cki
(t) l−1∏

i=0
(u(0)2i

+ s(0)2iki)yki +V
1,l

t (y)+V
2,l

t (x,y),
where mdeg(V 1,l

t (t p)) > du and x divides V
2,l

t (x,y).
We just showed that taking an iteration f 2l

t will change e j to ∏l−1
i=0 (u(0)2i

+ s(0)2iki)e j, λu to

λ 2l

u and s(0) to s(0)2l

, but the degree du stays invariant. Thus the numerator of the fraction (2.32)
becomes

l−1∏
i=0
(u(0)2i

+ s(0)2iki)⎛⎝(
du∑
j=2

e j)(λ 2l du
u )du−2+

du∑
i=3

Li((e j) j)(λ 2ldu
u )du−i⎞⎠

Thus for l large enough, it does not vanish.

2.3.7. Vanishing of limn→+∞ f −n
rn(t)
(σ(rn(t))).

Let us restate the question. Let u,s∶D(ε)→C be holomorphic functions such that,

∣s(0)∣ = 1, sup ∣u(t)∣ < 1, and sup ∣u(t)∣ < inf ∣s(t)∣.
Define a family of holomorphic maps ft ∶D(1)2→D(1)2 parameterized by t ∈D(ε) by

ft(x,y) = (u(t)x+yũt(x,y),s(t)y+ys̃t (x,y)),
where ũt(x,y) is a power series in variables x,y coefficients holomorphic function on t, such that
ũt(0,0) = 0, the same for s̃t(x,y). Let λ be a complex number such that ∣λ ∣ > 1. Define rn(t) ∶= λ nt.
Fix n≫ 1, as above, we define am(t) and bm(t) by

f m
rn(t)
(σ(rn(t))) = (am(t),bm(t)).

For 1 ≤m ≤ n, define

Sm ∶= ⎛⎝
∣λ ∣+1

2
+

m−1∑
j=1
(∣λ ∣+1

2
) j⎞
⎠/∣λ ∣n.

To show limn→+∞ f n
rn(t)
(σ(rn(t))), it suffices to show that

∣am(t)∣ ≤ Sm∣t∣,(2.33)

and

∣bm(t)∣ < ∣t∣∣ ∣λ ∣+1

2
∣m/∣λ ∣n.(2.34)

Shrinking ε , since ∣u(0)∣ < 1, we can let ∣u(t)a(t)∣+ ∣b(t)ũs(a(t),b(t))∣ < ∣t∣, so that (2.33) is true
for m = 1. There exists ε ′≪ 1 such that

sup
t∈D(ε ′)

∣s(t)∣+ sup
t,x,y∈D(ε ′)

∣s̃t(x,y)∣ < ∣ ∣λ ∣+1

2
∣ .

Let ε ≪ ε ′ Then for t,x,y ∈D(ε ′),
∣s(t)y+ys̃t(x,y)∣ < ∣ ∣λ ∣+1

2
y∣,(2.35)

so that (2.34) is true for m = 1
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Suppose (2.33) and (2.34) are true for m. Shrink ε ′ such that we have supx,y∈D(ε ′) ∣ũt(x,y)∣ < 1.
Shrink ε so that for all 1 ≤m ≤ n, we have Smε ≤ ε ′ and

∣t∣∣ ∣λ ∣+1

2
∣m/∣λ ∣n ≤ ε ′.

Then

∣u(rn(t))(am(t))+bm(t)ũrn(t)(am(t),bm(t))∣ ≤ am(t)+bm(t) = Sm+1∣t∣.
Hence (2.33) is true for m+1. By (2.35), it is clear that (2.34) is true for m+1.

3. MARKED POINTS WITH PROPORTIONAL FORWARD AND BACKWARD MEASURES

Let Λ be a Riemann surface and σ ∶Λ→C2 be a marked point. When no confusion can arise,
we use the same notation σ to denote its graph function id×σ ∶Λ→Λ×C2

. Let f ∶Λ×C2→Λ×C2

be a holomorphic (not necessarily algebraic) family of regular plane polynomial automorphisms
of degree d ≥ 2 parameterized by Λ, defined by f (t,z) = (t, ft(z)).

In this section, we assume that the two Green measures µ+f ,σ and µ−f ,σ (recall the definitions 1.2)
are non-vanishing and proportional. Thus, there exists a positive constant γ > 0 and a harmonic
function H on Λ such that

G+t ○σ(t) = γG−t ○σ(t)+H(t).(3.1)

Let t ∈Λ be a parameter such that σ(t) is ft -periodic of period k. Let u(t) and s(t) be the two
eigenvalues of the differential of f k

t at σ(t). We say that σ(t) (or just t) is

(1) saddle if ∣u(t)∣ > 1 > ∣s(t)∣;
(2) semi-repelling if ∣u(t)∣ > 1 and ∣s(t)∣ = 1;
(3) semi-attracting if ∣u(t)∣ = 1 and ∣s(t)∣ < 1;
(4) repelling if ∣u(t)∣ > 1 and ∣s(t)∣ > 1;
(5) attracting if ∣u(t)∣ < 1 and ∣s(t)∣ < 1;
(6) neutral otherwise.

We will study periodic parameters t based on the type of the multipliers, under the assump-
tion (3.1).

3.1. Saddle parameters.

Proposition 3.1. Let ft be a holomorphic family of regular plane polynomial automorphisms of

degree d ≥ 2 parameterized by a Riemann surface Λ and σ ∶Λ→C2 a marked point. Suppose that

µ+f ,σ ≠ 0 is proportional to µ−f ,σ ≠ 0. If σ(t0) is a saddle periodic point, then the Jacobian Jac( ft0)
is a root of unity.

There are two key ingredients in the proof. The first is the renormalization lemma 3.2 for Green
functions, which follows from Lemma 2.2. The second is the lower Hölder exponents of continu-
ity of Green functions, an idea borrowed from Dujardin and Favre [20]. In fact, their computations
in [20, Sect. 3] are local, except for [20, Lemma 3.3], which deals with algebraic curves. Never-
theless, we can replace [20, Lemma 3.3] with a local argument involving the construction of Pesin
box (see, e.g., [3, Sect. 4]), up to removing a subset of arbitrary small measure (see Lemma 3.3).
Another slight difference compared to [20, Sect. 3] is the possible higher-order tangency of the
marked point, namely it can be the case that p,q ≥ 2 in Lemma 3.2 and the equation (3.2).

Proof. Up to replacing f by an iterate, we can suppose σ(t0) is fixed by ft0 .
Step 0: A renormalization lemma for Green functions. Denote by D(r) the disk of radius 0

centered at the origin in the complex plane. Let σ0 be the local analytic continuation of the saddle
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point σ(t0) over an analytic open subset U ⊂Λ given by the implicit function theorem. Let V ⊂C2

be a small open neighborhood of σ(t0). Let Ψ be a biholomorphism such that, shrinking V and U

if necessary, the following diagram commutes.

D(ε)×D(1)2 U ×V

D(ε) U

ψ

φ

The two vertical morphisms are the structural projections and ε ≪ 1. Moreover, the following is
true. In the new coordinates, D(1)2 is the product of the local unstable manifold and the local
stable manifold above any parameter t ∈ D(ε). By abuse of notation, still denote by σ(t) its
conjugate ψ−1

t ○σ ○φ(t), by ft its conjugate ψ−1
t ○ ft ○ψt and by G±t its conjugate G±t ○ψt . Denote

by G±0 =G±t0 . We can write

σ(t) = (α(t),β(t))
ft(x,y) = (u(t)x+xyu′t (x,y),s(t)y+xys′t (x,y)),

where α(t) = tq +h.o.t., β(t) = t p +h.o.t. with p,q ∈ Z≥1 and u(t) (resp. s(t)) the unstable (resp.
stable) multiplier of ft at σ(t). By Lemma 2.2 we have

Lemma 3.2 (Renormalization of Green functions: saddle case). There exist a positive integer q≥ 1
and a parameterization ρu

0 ∶D(ε)→W u
loc(0) of the local unstable manifold of σ(t0) such that the

following is true. Let λu be a q-th root of u(0) and ru
n(t) ∶= t

λ n
u

. Then

G+0 ○ρu
0(tq) = lim

n→+∞
G+ru

n(t)
( f n

ru
n(t)
(σ(ru

n(t)))) = lim
n→+∞

dnG+ru
n(t)
(σ(ru

n(t))),
and the convergence is uniform.

There exist positive integer p ≥ 1 and a parameterization ρ s
0∶D(ε)→W s

loc(0) of the local stable

manifold of σ(0) such that the following is true. Let λs be a p−th root of s(0) and rs
n(t) ∶= λ n

s t.

Then

G−0 ○ρ s
0(t p) = lim

n→+∞
G−rs

n(t)
( f −n

rs
n(t)
(σ(rs

n(t)))) = lim
n→+∞

dnG−rs
n(t)
(σ(rs

n(t))),
and the convergence is uniform.

If moreover ∣λu∣ > ∣λ−1
s ∣, then limn→+∞G−

ru
n(t)
( f −n

ru
n(t)
(σ(ru

n(t)))) = 0, and the convergence is uni-

form.

Step 1: Show ∣λu∣ = ∣λ−1
s ∣. Suppose by contradiction that ∣λu∣ > ∣λ−1

s ∣. Then by Lemma 3.2 and
(3.1),

G+0 ○ρu
0 (tq) = lim

n→+∞
dnG+ru

n(t)
(σ(ru

n(t))) = lim
n→+∞

γdnG−ru
n(t)
(σ(ru

n(t)))+dnH(ru
n(t))

= lim
n→+∞

γG−ru
n(t)
( f −n

ru
n(t)
(σ(ru

n(t))))+dnH(ru
n(t) = lim

n→∞
dnH(ru

n(t)).
Hence G+0 ○ρu

0(tq) is harmonic, whence the contradiction. By symmetry, ∣λu∣ = ∣λ−1
s ∣, an thus there

exists θ ∈ [0,2) such that λu = eiθ πλ−1
s .

Step 2: Show that θ is rational. Suppose by contradiction that θ is irrational. Let ξ be a
complex number on the unit circle. There exists a subsequence n j of N such that eiθ πn j → ξ−1/p.
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Again by Lemma 3.2 and (3.1), we have

G+0 ○ρu
0 (tq) = lim

n j→+∞
γdn j G−ru

n j
(t)(σ(ru

n j
(t)))+dn j H(ru

n j
(t))

= lim
n j→+∞

γdn j G−
rs

n j
(e−iθπn j t)

(σ(rs
n j
(e−iθ πn j t)))+dn j H(ru

n j
(t))

= γG−0 ○ρ s
0(ξ t p)+ lim

n j→+∞
dn j H(ru

n j
(t)).

The measure ddc G+0 ○ρu
0 (tq) is thus rotation-invariant in a neighborhood of the origin, which is

impossible (see [20, p. 3450]).
Step 3: Applying [20, Proposition 3.1] of Dujardin and Favre. Write θ = k1/k2, where k1 ∈Z

and k2 ∈N∗. We have

G+0 ○ρu
0 (tq) = lim

n→+∞
γd2k2nG−ru

2k2n
(t)(σ(ru

2k2n(t)))+d2k2nH(ru
2k2n(t))

= lim
n→+∞

γd2k2nG−rs
2k2n
(t)(σ(rs

2k2n(t)))+d2k2nH(rs
2k2n(t)).

Setting H̃(t) ∶= limn→∞d2k2nH(rs
2k2n(t)), which is harmonic, we obtain

G+0 ○ρu
0(tq) = γG−0 ○ρ s

0(t p)+ H̃(t).(3.2)

Let φq∶t ↦ tq and φpt∶↦ t p. Set µ±0 ∶= ddcG±0 ○ρ
u/s
0 . Denote by χ

u/s
0 the Lyapunov exponents of ft0

relative to the measure µ ft0
of maximal entropy of ft0 , i.e.

χ
u/s
0 ∶= lim

n→+∞

±1

n
∫ log∥D f ±n

x ∥dµ ft0
(x).

Lemma 3.3. There exist subsets C± ⊂D(ε) with (φ∗
q/pµ±0 )(D(ε)∖C±)≪ 1, such that at any point

z± ∈C±, we have

liminf
r→0

1

logr
log
⎛
⎝ sup

d(z±,z)≤r,z∈D(ε)

G±0 ○ρ
u/s
0 (zq/p)⎞⎠ =

logd

±χ
u/s
0

.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. By symmetry, it suffices to the unstable case. Let E be the set of regular
points of µ ft0

given by Pesin’s theory (see, e.g., the beginning of [20, Section 3.2]). Let A ⊂ E be

of full µ f0 -measure. Shrinking ε , there exists A ⊂D(ε) such that µ+0 (D(ε)∖A)≪ 1 and for any
z ∈ A, there exists z ∈ A such that ρu

0(z) ∈W s
loc(z) and W s

loc(z) intersects W u
loc(σ0(t0)) transversely

at ρu
0(z) (see [3, Sect. 4]). Now applying [20, Proposition 3.1] by replacing [20, Lemma 3.3] by

the above property, we deduce the existence of B ⊂D(ε) with µ+0 (D(ε)∖B)≪ 1, such that at any
point z ∈ B, the lower Hölder exponent of continuity of G+0 ○ρu

0 at p are logd/χu
0 . The lemma is

then proved by remarking that φq∶↦ tq is a local isomorphism except at the origin. �

Step 4: Show that ∣Jac( f0)∣ = 1. It will imply ∣u(0)∣ = ∣s(0)∣−1. Since ∣λu∣ = ∣λ−1
s ∣, we have

p = q, and finally that Jac( f0) = λ p
u λ p

s = eiθ π p is a root of unity.

We follow [20, Sect. 3.1] Recall [5, Sect. 3]) that, we have ∣Jac( f0)∣ = exp(χu +χ s). If χ
u/s
0 =

± logd, then ∣Jac( f0)∣ = 1. Suppose χ s
0 < − logd. By (3.2), C+ ∩C− ≠ ∅. Choose any point z0 ∈

C+ ∩C−. Pick zn ∈ D(ε) such that ln ∶= ∣zn − z0∣→ 0 and log(G− ○ρ s
0(zp

n))/ log ln → logd/(−χ s
0).

Since H̃(z0) = 0 and H̃ is smooth, we have H̃(zn) = O(ln). Let ε ′ be small enough so that (1+
ε ′) logd/(−χ s

0) < 1. There exists a constant c > 0 such that

γG−0 ○ρ s
0(zp

n)+ H̃(zn) ≥ γ l
(1+ε ′) logd/(−χs

0
n )+O(ln) ≥ cl

(1+ε ′) log d/−χs
0

n .
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On the other hand, we have

liminf
n→+∞

logG+0 ○ρu
0(zq

n)
log ln

≥ liminf
n→+∞

1

log ln
log
⎛
⎝ sup
∣z0−z∣≤ln

G+0 ○ρu
0 (zq)⎞⎠ ≥ logd/χu

0 .

Thus using (3.2) to combine the above two chains of inequalities and letting ε ′ → 0, we obtain
logd/(−χ s

0) ≥ logd/χu
o . Now since logd

χu
0
< 1, the same argument in the stable direction gives the

opposite inequality and finally −χ s
0 = χu

0 , which implies that ∣Jac( f0)∣ = 1. �

3.2. Non-saddle parameters. In this subsection we show that except for the neural ones, other
types of multipliers are not possible.

3.2.1. Semi-repelling/semi-attracting parameters.

Proposition 3.4. Let ft be a holomorphic family of regular plane polynomial automorphisms

of degree d ≥ 2 parameterized by a Riemann surface Λ and σ ∶Λ→ C2 a marked point. Suppose

µ+f ,σ ≠ 0 is proportional to µ−f ,σ . Then there exists no parameter t0 such that σ(t0) is semi-repelling

or semi-attracting.

Proof. Suppose that σ(t0) is a semi-repelling fixed point. If the central multiplier is 1, the implicit
function theorem is no longer applicable for tracking this point. To address this, we can take an
irreducible component Λ′ (and normalize it) of {(t,z) ∈Λ×C2 ∣ ft(z) = z} which contains σ(t0).
We then pull back the family ft via the base change Λ′ →Λ. Note that the base change preserves
multipliers, allowing us to still assume that there is a local analytic continuation of the semi-
repelling fixed point σ(t0). The following lemma holds, similarly to the saddle parameter case
Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.5 (Renormalization of Green functions: semi-repelling case). There exist a positive

integer D ≥ 1, a complex number λ outside the closed unit disk and a parameterization ρu
0 ∶D(ε)→

W u
loc(σ(t0)), such that, up to taking an iterate of ft , the following is true. Define rn(t) ∶= t

λ n , there

exists a non constant holomorphic function h∶D(ε)→C such that

G+0 ○ρu
0(h(t)) = lim

n→+∞
G+rn(t)

( f n
rn(t)
(σ(rn(t)))) = lim

n→+∞
dnG+rn(t)

(σ(rn(t))).
and limn→+∞G−

rn(t)
( f −n

rn(t)
(σ(rn(t)))) = 0, and the convergence is uniform.

By Lemma 3.5 and (3.1),

G+0 ○ρu
0 (h(t)) = lim

n→∞
(γG−rn(t)

( f −n
rn(t)

σ(rn(t)))+dnH(rn(t))) = lim
n→∞

dnH(rn(t)).
is harmonic,which is a contradiction. By symmetry, the semi-attracting case is not possible either.

�

3.2.2. Repelling/attracting parameters.

Proposition 3.6. Let ft be a holomorphic family of regular plane polynomial automorphisms of

degree d ≥ 2 parameterized by a Riemann surface Λ and σ ∶Λ→ C2 a marked point. Suppose

µ+f ,σ ≠ 0 is proportional to µ−f ,σ . Then there exists no parameter t0 such that σ(t0) is repelling or

attracting.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction σ(t0) is a repelling fixed point. By symmetry, it suffices to
consider this case. We argue locally (see the proof of Lemma 3.2) and assume ft can be expressed
as:

ft(x,y) = (u(t)x, s̃t (x,y)).



20 YUGANG ZHANG

where u(t) is an eigenvalue of Dσ(t) ft . Since ∣u(0)∣ > 1, the family f n
t (σ(t)) can not be nor-

mal, implying that t0 lies in the support of the forward Green measure. However, t0 is an at-
tracting fixed parameter for f −1

t , thus locally uniformly f −n
t (σ(t)) converge to σ(t). Hence the

family f −n
t (σ(t)) is normal at t0, and t0 does not belong to the support of the backward Green

measure. Since these two measures are proportional, this leads to a contradiction. �

4. NON-DEGENERATE FAMILIES OF CURVES

4.1. Notations. Let Λ be a smooth quasi-projective curve with a smooth compactification B.

Let ft be an algebraic family of regular plane polynomial automorphisms of degree d ≥ 2 parame-
terized by Λ. Define Fn∶Λ×A

2→ Λ×A2×A2 by Fn(t,z) = (t, f n
t (z), f −n

t (z)). It can be extended
to a regular morphism Λ×P2 → Λ×P4 that will still be denoted by Fn , see [41, Lemma 6.1].
Let C ⊂ Λ×A2 be a family of curves parameterized by Λ. For any integer n ≥ 1, denote by Cn

the Zariski closure of Fn(C) in B×P4. Denote by π (resp. π ′) the projection B×P2→B (resp.
B×P4→B). The two projections Λ×A2×A2→Λ×A2 will be denote by p and q. The line bundle
L (resp. L′) is defined to be the pullback of OP2(1) (resp. OP4(1)) by the projection B×P4→ P2

(resp. B×P4→ P4).
Recall that we use the additive notation for the tensor product of line bundles. If we have a

morphism X → B and a subvariety Y ⊂ X , the subvariety Y [2] is defined to be the variety Y ×B Y . If
we have a line bundle L on X and we denote by q1,q2∶Y

[2] →Y the two projections, then the line
bundle L[2] is defined to be q∗1 L+q∗2L. If h∶Y →R is any function, then h[2] ∶= h○q1 +h○q2.

4.2. Geometric canonical height functions. Recall that G f ∶=max{G+f ,G−f } and the Green mea-

sure of C is µ f ,C ∶= (ddc G f )2∧[C]. We define the (geometric canonical) height h̃ f (C) of C (relative
to f ) to be the mass of the Green measure µ f ,C

h̃ f (C) ∶= ∫
Λ×C2

µ f ,C.(4.1)

We say that C is a non-degenerate if its height is non-vanishing. We can reinterpret the canonical
height as the limit of the following intersection numbers.

Proposition 4.1. We have h̃ f (C) = limn
1

d2nCn ⋅L
′2
.

Proof. Let ω ′ be the pull back by the projection B×P4
C→ P4

C of the Chern form of the canonical
line bundle OP4

C
(1) endowed with the standard continuous metric (Example 6.1). Define the

function Gn ∶ Λ×C
2
×C2 → R+ by Gn(t,x,y) ∶= 1

dn log+∥( f n
t (x,y), f −n

t (x,y))∥, where ∥⋅∥ is the
maximum of the modulus of the coordinates, so that ddc Gn = 1

dn (Fn)∗ω ′ on Λ×C2
. Choose a

very ample divisor such that we have a closed immersion ı∶B↪ PN
C for some integer N ≥ 1 and

Λ = ı−1(CN). Denote by Tf the trivial extension of ddc G f to Λ×P2
C. Let ϕn be the continuous

function of Λ×P2
C such that ϕn = Gn −G f on Λ×C2, so that 1

dn (Fn)∗ω ′ −Tf = ddcφn. We claim
that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

∣φn(t,z)∣ ≤ C

dn
(log+ ∣t∣+1)(4.2)

for all (t,z) ∈ Λ×P2
C. In fact, since B∖Λ is finite, we can argue locally by centering the local

coordinate around each point of B∖Λ and suppose our family is holomorphic on the punctured
disk. Then we apply [34, Proposition 3.2] (the result is stated for Hénon maps but the same proof
also works for generalized Hénon maps).

Following [28], we define Ψr(t) ∶= 1
r
(logmax(∣t∣,e2r)− logmax(∣t∣,er)). Observe that this func-

tion takes values in [0,1] and equals to 1 if ∣λ ∣ ≤ exp(r) and 0 if ∣λ ∣ ≥ exp(2r). The positive closed
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current Tr ∶= ddc(logmax(∣t∣,er))) has finite mass independent of the radius r > 0. This function
is in fact an example of DSH functions introduced by Dinh and Sibony (see e.g., [18]). Since we
have Cn ⋅L

′2 = ∫Λ×P2
C

1
d2n (Fn)∗ω ′2, it suffices to estimate the following

In,r ∶= ∣⟨( 1

d2n
(Fn)∗ω ′2−T 2

f )∧ [C],Ψr ○π⟩∣ = ∣⟨φn( 1

dn
(Fn)∗ω ′+Tf)∧ [C],ddc (Ψr ○π)⟩∣

By Bézout (see, e.g., [22]),

In,r ≤ C(2r+1)
rdn

(∥ 1

dn
(Fn)∗ω ′∥Λ×P2

C
+∥Tf ∥Λ×P2

C
)∥C∥Λ×P2

C
∫

Λ∩D(0,e2r)
T2r +Tr.

By (4.2) and that the mass of 1
dn (Fn)∗ω ′ is independent of n, there exists a constant C′ > 0 such

that In,r ≤C′/dn. Letting r→ +∞, ∣ 1
d2nCn ⋅L

′2
− h̃ f (C)∣ ≤C′/dn. Now let n→ +∞ to conclude. �

4.3. Positivity of non-degenerate families of curves. Let us denote by p,q be the two projec-
tions Λ× (C2)2 → Λ×C2

. If f ∶Λ×C2 → R is any function, then set f [2] ∶= f ○ p+ f ○ q. If C

is any family of curves, then denote by C[2] = C×Λ C. The aim of this subsection is to prove
Proposition 4.2, which plays a crucial role in establishing a contradiction to the equidistribution
theorem 6.9.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose C is a non-degenerate family of curves. Then there exists an integer n

such that

I f , f n(C) ∶= ∫
Λ×C4

G
[2]
f n (ddc G

[2]
f n )3
∧ [ f n(C)[2]] > 0.

Set G f ,C(t) ∶= ∫Ct
G ft ddc G ft .

Lemma 4.3. We have the equality of measures π∗µ f ,C = ddc G f ,C.

Proof. Recall that Tf is the trivial extension of ddc G f on Λ×P2
C. It has continuous potential by

construction and there exists a positive constant CTf
(namely, the mass of Tf ) such that, on Λ×P2

C,
we have ddc G f +CTf

[Λ×L∞] = Tf , where L∞ denotes the line at infinity. Let ϕ be a test function
on Λ. Then we have

⟨π∗µ f ,C,ϕ⟩ = ∫
Λ×C2

π∗ϕ µ f ,C = ∫
Λ×P2

π∗ϕ T 2
f ∧ [C]

= ∫
Λ×P2

π∗ϕ (ddc G f +CTf
[Λ×L∞])∧Tf ∧ [C].

Let Y ⊂Λ×L∞ be a horizontal curve lying at infinity. Since L∞ is contracted to the same point at
infinity by ft , we have Fn(Y) = F1(Y) for all n ≥ 1. Denote by Fn(Y) the Zariski closure of the
set Fn(Y) in B×P4

. Then limn→∞
1
dnFn(Y) ⋅L′ = 0. It implies Tf ∧ [Y] = 0. Thus

⟨π∗µ f ,C,ϕ⟩ = ∫
Λ×P2

π∗ϕ ddc G f ∧Tf ∧ [C] = ∫
Λ×P2

π∗ddc ϕ ∧(G f T ∧ [C])
= ∫

Λ
ddc ϕ G f ,C = ∫

Λ
ϕ ddc G f ,C

�

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Since G f (ddc G f )2∧ [C] =G f ddc G+f ∧ddc G−f ∧ [C] = 0, we have

G
[2]
f (ddc G

[2]
f )3
∧ [C[2]] = 3p∗µ f ,C ∧q∗ (G f ddc G f ∧ [C])+3q∗µ f ,C ∧ p∗ (G f ddc G f ∧ [C])
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Since

∫
Λ×(C2)2

p∗µC∧q∗(G f ddc G f ∧ [C]) = ∫
Λ×C2

G f ,C ○π µ f ,C.

Lemma 4.3 implies

I f ,C = 6∫
Λ

G f ,C ddc G f ,C.

Since C is non-degenerate, Lemma 4.3 implies once again that there exists t0 ∈ supp(ddc G f ,C).
By [4], up to taking an iterate of C, we may assume that Ct0 intersects with L∞ only at the point[0 ∶ 1 ∶ 0]. Let Kt0 be the zero locus of Gt0 and Ω a connected component of Ct0 ∖Kt0 . By the
maximum principle, Ω is unbounded and Ω∩ L∞ = [0 ∶ 1 ∶ 0]. This implies that there are only
finitely many connected components Ωi,1 ≤ i ≤ k, of Ct0 ∖Kt0 . Denote by αi∶Ωi → [0,+∞] the
continuous function G+t0/G−t0 .
Claim 4.4. There exists an αi such that infz∈Ωi

αi(z) = 0.

Suppose αi satisfies the claim. Denote by C ∶= supz∈Ωi
αi. Take N ∈ N large enough so that

d2NC≫ 1. Then the component f N(Ωi) intersects properly the hypersurface {G+t0 =G−t0 ≠ 0} which
is a subset of supp(ddc Gt0 ∣ f N(Ct0)). Hence G f , f N(C)(t0) > 0. By continuity of G f , f N(C), we know
that I f , f N(C) > 0. �

Proof of Claim 4.4. Since there are only finitely many components, if Claim 4.4 is false, we can
assume there exist constants 0 <C1 ≤C2 ≤+∞ such that the range of αi is contained in [C1,C2] for
all i. For any positive integer N, the range of αi○ f N is then contained in [d2NC1,d

2NC2]. Now, take
N large enough so that d2NC1≫ 1. Since G±f is continuous, there exists a small open neighborhood

U ⊂Λ of t0, such that inf(G+t /G−t )≫ 1 for all t ∈U , where the infimum is taken over f N(Ct)∖Kt .
In particular, G f , f N(C)(t) = 0 for all t ∈U , which implies ddc G f , f N(C) = 0 on U. On the other hand,
we have the following:

∫
U×C2
(ddc G f )2∧ [ f n(C)] = ∫

U×C2
f ∗(ddc G f )2∧ [C] = ∫

U×C2
(ddc G f )2∧ [C].

Thus, by Lemma 4.3, ddc G f ,C = 0 on U , implying that t0 ∉ supp(ddcG f ,C). �

4.4. Dissipative families of quadratic Hénon maps. In this subsection, we focus on families of
dissipative quadratic Hénon maps. Namely, we consider the family

f ∶(t,x,y) ∈C×C2↦ (t,y,y2
+ t −δx) ∈C×C2

,

where δ is a complex number in the open unit disk. We denote by

y±δ ,t ∶=
(1+δ)±√(1+δ)2 −4t

2

the two complex roots of the equation y2
+ t = (1+δ)y, so that (y+δ ,t ,y+δ ,t) and (y−δ ,t ,y−δ ,t) are the

two fixed points of ft , and ∣y±δ ,t ∣→∞ if ∣t∣→∞.

Recall that D(z,r) denotes the open disk of center z ∈C and radius r. If z = (z1,⋯,zn) ∈Cn
, then

D(z,r) denotes the polydisk ∏iD(zi,r).
Lemma 4.5. For ∣t∣≫ 1 big enough, Kt is contained in the four bidisks D((y±δ ,t ,y±δ ,t),2).

Benedetto [6, Lemma 5.1. and Lemma 6.1] provided estimates for the size of the filled Julia set
of one variable polynomial, while Ingram [33, Lemma 3.1] estimated the size of the filled Julia set
for non archimedean Hénon maps of Jacobian -1. The proof of Lemma 4.5 follows the approach
of Benedetto.
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Proof. Denote by K1,t (resp. K2,t ) the image of the filled Julia set Kt by the first (resp. second) pro-
jection of C2→C. By the invariance of the filled Julia set, we have K1,t =K2,t for all t. Let D(a,r)
be the smallest closed disk containing K1,t . Then D((a,a),r) is the smallest closed polydisk con-
taining Kt . Denote by b1 and b2 the two roots of the equation y2

+ t = (1+δ)a and s ∶= ∣b1+b2∣/2.
We first show that the filled Julia set Kt is contained in the four polydisks D((bi,b j),2), where

i, j = 1,2. It suffices by the above to prove that K1,t ⊂D(b1,1)∪D(b2,1). For any (x,y) ∈ Kt , by
the invariance of the filled Julia set, we have

r ≥ ∣y2
+ t −δx−a∣ = ∣y2

+ t −(1+δ)a−δ(x−a)∣ ≥ ∣y−b1∣∣y−b2∣− ∣δ ∣r.(4.3)

By the minimality of D(a,r), K1,t ∖D((b1+b2)/2,r)≠∅. Thus there exist y ∈K1,t and some i= 1 or
2, say i= 1, such that ∣y−b1∣≥ ∣y−(b1+b2)/2∣≥ r. By triangle inequality, ∣y−b2∣≥ ∣y−b1∣− ∣b1−b2∣≥
r− s. By (4.3), if we suppose r ≥ s, then r ≥ r(r− s)− ∣δ ∣r. We deduce s ≥ r− ∣δ ∣−1 > r−2, which
trivially remains true if s ≥ r.

Suppose by contradiction that there exists y ∈ K1,δ ∖ (D(b1,1)∪D(b2,1)). Since ∣t∣≫ 1, we
have r ≥ 2∣y±δ ,t ∣≫ 1 and s≫ 1. Thus the two disks D(b1,1) and D(b2,1) are disjoint and minz ∣z−
b1∣∣z−b2∣ ≥ 2s−1, where the minimum is taken from all z ∈ K1,δ ∖ (D(b1,1)∪D(b2,1)) . Still by
(4.3), we have r ≥ 2s−1− ∣δ ∣r ≥ 2(r−2)−1− ∣δ ∣r. Thus r ≤ 5/(1− ∣δ ∣) and r is bounded, which is a

contradiction. Recall that, up to reordering y+δ ,t and y−δ ,t , we have y
+/−
δ ,t
∈D(b1/2,1). Hence replac-

ing D(b1/2,1) by D(y+/−
δ ,t

,2), the filled Julia set Kt is contained in the 4 disks D((y±δ ,t ,y±δ ,t),2). �

Proposition 4.6. For ∣t∣≫ 1 large enough, Kt is contained in the eight bidisks of centers a point

of Σt (recall (1.7)) and of radius rt > 0 with lim∣t∣→+∞ rt = 0.

Proof. Fix ξ±x ,ξ
+

y ∈ C such that ∣ξ±x ∣, ∣ξ+y ∣ < 2. For all t with ∣t∣≫ 1, let x±t ∶= y±δ ,t + ξ±x and y±t ∶=
y+δ ,t +ξ±y .

Case 1: Analysis of Kt ∩D((y−δ ,t ,y+δ ,t),2). The distance between (y+t )2+ t −δx−t and the center
y+δ ,t is

∣(y+δ ,t +ξ+y )2+ t −δ (y−δ ,t +ξ−x )−y+δ ,t ∣ = ∣(2ξ+y +δ)y+δ ,t −δy−δ ,t +(ξ+y )2−δξ−x ∣
= ∣(ξ+y +δ)√(1+δ)2 −4t +O(1)∣.

The distance between (y+t )2+ t −δx−t and the center y−δ ,t is

∣(y+δ ,t +ξ+y )2+ t −δ (y−δ ,t +ξ−x )−y−δ ,t ∣ = ∣(1+δ)(y+δ ,t −y−δ ,t)+2ξ+y y+δ ,t +(ξ+y )2−δξ−x ∣
= ∣(1+δ +ξ+y )√(1+δ)2 −4t +O(1)∣

The distance between 1/δ((x−t )2+ t −y+t ) and y+δ ,t is

∣1/δ((x−t )2+ t −y+t )−y+δ ,t ∣ = ∣1/δ(1+δ +2ξ−x )y−δ ,t −1/δ(1+δ)y+δ ,t +1/δ(2ξ−x −ξ+y )∣
= ∣−1/δ(1+δ +ξ−x )√(1+δ)2 −4t +O(1)∣.

The distance between 1/δ((x−t )2+ t −y+t ) and y−δ ,t is

∣1/δ((x−t )2+ t −y+t )−y−δ ,t ∣ = ∣1/δ(1+2ξ−x )y−δ ,t −1/δy+δ ,t +1/δ((ξ−x )2−ξ+y )∣
= ∣−1/δ(1+ξ−x )√(1+δ)2 −4t +O(1)∣.
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By analysing the coefficient of
√(1+δ)2 −4t we observe that for any (small) radius r > 0 there

exists T (r)≫ 1 such that for any ∣t∣ ≥ T(r), if z is not contained in the union of the 4 polydisks of
radius r and of center (y−δ ,t +α ,y+δ ,t +β), where α ∈ {−1−δ ,−δ} and β ∈ {−1,−1−δ}, Then z ∉Kt .

To go further, We can iterate one more time f 2(x,y) = (p1(x,y), p2(x,y)) with p1(x,y) = y2
+

t −δx and p2(x,y) = (y2
+ t −δx)2 + t −δy. We have

p2(x−t ,y+t ) = ((y+δ ,t +ξ+y )2+ t −δ(y−δ ,t +ξ−x ))2
+ t −δ(y+δ ,t +ξ+y )

= ((1+δ +2ξ+y )y+δ ,t −δy−δ ,t +(ξ+y )2−δξ−x )2
+ t −δ(y+δ ,t +ξ+y )

= −((1+δ +2ξ+y )2+2δ(1+δ +2ξ+y )+δ 2
−1)t +o(t).

Recalling y+δ ,ty
−

δ ,t = t, we have

p2(x−t ,y+t ) = (1+δ +2ξ+y )2((1+δ)y+δ ,t − t)+δ 2((1+δ)y−δ ,t − t)−2δ(1+δ +2ξ+y )t + t +o(t)
= −((1+δ +2ξ+y )2+2δ(1+δ +2ξ+y )+δ 2

−1)t +o(t)
The coefficient of t vanishes if and only if 1+δ +2ξ+y = −1±

√
2−δ 2

, i.e.

ξ+y = −2±
√

2−δ 2 −δ

2
.

If ξ+y =−1 or ξ+y =−1−δ , then ∣δ ∣ = 1, which is not possible by our hypothesis of dissipativity. Let

r0 > 0 be the minimum of the distance between −2±
√

2−δ 2−δ
2 and −1 or −1−δ . For any ∣t∣ ≥ T(r0)

and any z in the union of the 4 polydisks of radius r and of center (y−δ ,t +α ,y+δ ,t + β), where
α ∈ {−1−δ ,−δ} and β ∈ {−1,−1−δ}, since the coefficient of t in p2(x−t ,y+t ) is non zero, possibly
enlarging t, we have z ∉Kt .

In conclusion, for t large enough,

Kt ∩D((y−δ ,t ,y+δ ,t),2) =∅.
Case 2: Analysis of Kt ∩D((y+δ ,t ,y+δ ,t),2). Now we Analyse Kt ∩D((y+δ ,t ,y+δ ,t),2). The distance

between (y+t )2+ t −δx+t and the center y+δ ,t is

∣(y+δ ,t +ξ+y )2+ t −δ (y+δ ,t +ξ+x )−y+δ ,t ∣ = ∣2ξ+y y+δ ,t +(ξ+y )2−δξ+x ∣.
The distance between (y+t )2+ t −δx+t and the center y−δ ,t is

∣(y+δ ,t +ξ+y )2+ t −δ (y+δ ,t +ξ+x )−y−δ ,t ∣ = ∣y+δ ,t −y−δ ,t +2ξ+y y+δ ,t +ξ 2
y −δξ+x ∣

= ∣(1+ξ+y )√(1+δ)2 −4t +(1+δ)ξ+y +ξ 2
y −δξ+x ∣

The distance between 1/δ((x+t )2+ t −y+t ) and y+δ ,t is

∣1/δ((x+t )2+ t −y+t )−y+δ ,t ∣ = ∣(2ξ+x /δ)y+δ ,t +1/δ((ξ−x )2−ξ+y )∣
= ∣ξ+x /δ√(1+δ)2 −4t +O(1)∣.



ARITHMETIC PROPERTIES OF FAMILIES OF PLANE POLYNOMIAL AUTOMORPHISMS 25

The distance between 1/δ((x+t )2+ t −y+t ) and y−δ ,t is

∣1/δ((x+t )2+ t −y+t )−y−δ ,t ∣ = ∣(2ξ+x /δ)y+δ ,t −1/δy−δ ,t +1/δ((ξ−x )2−ξ+y )∣
= ∣(ξ+x +δ)√(1+δ)2 −4t +O(1)∣.

By analysing the coefficient of
√(1+δ)2 −4t we observe that for any (small) radius r > 0 there

exists T (r)≫ 1 such that for any ∣t∣ ≥ T(r), if z is not contained in the union of the 4 polydisks of
radius r and of center (y+δ ,t +α ,y+δ ,t +β), where α ∈ {0,−δ} and β ∈ {0,−1}, then z ∉ Kt .

The second iteration will not give more restrictions in this case and we will not compute it here.

Other cases. By symmetry, the other two cases are similar. More precisely, we have

Kt ∩D((y+δ ,t ,y−δ ,t),2) =∅
for any (small) radius r > 0 there exists T(r)≫ 1 such that for any ∣t∣ ≥ T (r), if z is not contained
in the union of the 4 polydisks of radius r and of center (y−δ ,t +α ,y−δ ,t +β), where α ∈ {0,−δ} and
β ∈ {0,−1}, then z ∉ Kt. �

Proposition 4.7. Let C ⊂C×C2 be a family of curves parameterized by C. Suppose there exists

r > 1 such that

(1) for all t ∈C with ∣t∣ ≥ r, Ct ∩Kt =∅;
(2) there exists a sequence zn of points in C such that ∣zn∣ < r for all n and limn→+∞G f (zn) = 0.

Then C is non-degenerate.

Proof. Define Ω ∶= D(r)∩C, where D(r) ⊂ C3 is the polydisk of radius r centered at the origin.
Denote by ∂Ω the boundary of Ω with respect to the topology of C. Since Ct ∩Kt =∅ for all ∣t∣ ≥ r,
there exists ε > 0 such that G ≥ 2ε on ∂Ω. Applying the singular version of comparison principle
[2, Theorem 4.3] with X = Ω,u = G f and v = ε + ε∥z∥/2r. Note that by the second point (2), the
subset {G f < ε +ε∥z∥/2r} ≠∅. we obtain thus

∫{G f <ε+ε∥z∥/2r}
(ddc(G f ))2 ≥ ∫{G<ε+ε∥z∥/2r}

(ddc(ε +ε∥z∥/2r))2
> ∫{G<ε+ε∥z∥/2r}

(ddc(ε))2 = 0

�

On the other hand, for a conservative family of quadratic Hénon maps, we have examples of
degenerate families of curves.

Example 4.8. Let f ∶C×C2→C2 defined by ft(x,y) = (y,y2
+ t+x). Then its inverse is f −1

t (x,y) =(−x2
− t+y,x) and we have τ ○ f n

t ○τ = f −n
t . Consider the involution τ(x,y) = (−y,−x) and its curve

of fixed points C ∶= {x+ y = 0}. Since G+ft ○τ =G−ft , we have G f ,C×C(t) = 0. Hence by Lemma 4.3,
the constant family of curves C×C is degenerate.

5. GENERAL HEIGHT INEQUALITIES FOR FAMILIES OF REGULAR PLANE POLYNOMIAL

AUTOMORPHISMS

5.1. Call-Silverman type height inequalities. In this subsection only, the variety B can have
any dimension. Recall that we have an algebraic family f ∶ Λ×A2

K → Λ×A2
K of regular plane

polynomial automorphisms defined over a number field K, where Λ is a Zariski open subset of B.

The function ft is defined by f (t,z) = (t, ft(x)).
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In [8], Call and Silverman proved results on variation of canonical heights for families of po-
larized endomorphisms. We establish similar results (Lemma 5.1) for families of regular plane
polynomial automorphisms. A crucial part of the proof is the effectiveness of a divisor (5.3), as
shown by Kawaguchi in [36]. Denote by h (resp. h′) the standard Weil height function on P2

K

(resp. P4
K), see also Example 6.1. On each fiber A2

K over t ∈Λ(Q), the canonical height functions
are defined to be ĥ±ft(x) ∶= limn→+∞

1
dn h( f ±n

t (x)), and ĥ ft = ĥ+ft + ĥ−ft . These canonical height func-

tions are well-defined and non-negative. Moreover, a point z ∈A2(Q) is ft -periodic if and only if
ĥ±ft(x) = 0. We refer to [37] for more details.

Lemma 5.1. Let M be a very ample divisor on B. Up to shrinking Λ, there exist positive constants

C1,C2 > 0 such that for all (t,x) ∈Λ×A2(Q), we have

h(x) ≤ ĥ ft(x)+C1(hM(t)+1)(5.1)

and

ĥ ft(x) ≤ 2h(x)+C2(hM(t)+1).(5.2)

Proof. We first establish the height inequality (5.1). Viewing the family of maps as a single map
over the function field L ∶=Q(B), Kawaguchi [36, Theorem 2.1] showed that there exist a mor-
phism π2∶Y → P2

L, obtained by successive blow ups of points at infinity, along with two other
morphisms π1 and π3, such that the following diagram commutes:

Y

P2
L P2

L P2
L

π2
π3π1

f−1 f

Moreover, denoting by H∞ the line at infinity, the divisor

D ∶= π∗3H∞+π∗1 H∞−(d + 1

d
)π∗2 H∞(5.3)

is effective. Hence, up to shrinking Λ, there exists a smooth projective model πY∶Y→B of Y

(i.e. Y is smooth projective, πY is surjective, and the generic fiber of πY is isomorphic to Y ), with
three rational map Πi, regular over Λ, and extending πi. Let Y′ be the desingularization of the
image of the map (Π1,Π2,Π3)∶Y⇢B× (P2)3. Denote by Θi the i−th projection to B×P2 and
let πY′ ∶= π ○Θ2. Consider the divisor

D ∶=Θ∗3(B×H∞)+Θ∗1(B×H∞)−(d + 1

d
)Θ∗2(B×H∞).

Up to shrinking Λ and taking a large multiple of M, D+π∗Y′M is an effective divisor supported

outside Θ−1
2 (Λ×A2). Up to taking a finite field extension of K, we can assume all the varieties

and divisors above are defined over K. Since the Weil height associated to an effective divisor is
bounded below outside of the base locus of its linear system, there exists a positive constant C > 0
such that

(1+ 1

d2
)h(x) ≤ 1

d
h( ft(x))+ 1

d
h( f −1

t (x))+C

d
(hM(t)+1)

for all (t,x) ∈Λ×A2(Q). By induction, for all positive integers n ≥ 1,

(1+ 1

d2n )h(x) ≤ 1

d2n h( f 2n

t (x))+ 1

d2n h( f −2n

t (x))+anC(hM(t)+1),
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where a1 = 1/d and an+1 = (1+2/d2n−1
+1/d2n)an. Passing to the limit n→ +∞, we obtain finally

that h(x) ≤ ĥ+ft(x)+ ĥ−ft (x)+C1(hM(t)+1), where C1 =C limn→+∞an.

We now prove the other height inequality (5.2). Let X be the desingularization of the graph
of the rational map F1∶B×P

2 ⇢B×P4. We denote by Φ1 the projection X→B×P2 and by G1

the projection X→B×P4. Denote by L ∶=OB×P2(1) and L′ ∶=OB×P4(1). There exists a vertical
divisor V such that 1

d
G∗1L

′
−Φ∗1L =OX(V), so that

−mOX(π∗XM) ≤ 1

d
G
∗

1L
′
−Φ∗1L ≤mOX(π∗XM)

for some large integer m > 0. Up to shrinking Λ, We can assume that supp(M) ⊂B∖Λ, so that for
any t ∈Λ(Q) and z ∈Λ×A2(Q) with π(z) = t, we have, by Weil’s height machine,

∣1
d

hL′(F1(z))−hL(z)∣ ≤mhM(t)+O(1).
In particular, there exists a positive constant C > 0 such that for all (t,x) ∈Λ×A2(Q), we have

1

d
h( ft(x)) ≤ h(x)+mhM(t)+O(1).

By induction, for all n ∈N∗, we have

h( f n+1
t (x))
dn+1

≤ h( f n
t (x))
dn

+
mhM(t)

dn
+

O(1)
dn
≤ h(x)+m( n∑

i=0

1
di
)hM(t)+( n∑

i=0

1
di
)O(1).(5.4)

Passing to the limit n→ +∞, there exists a positive constant C+ > 0 such that

ĥ+ft(x) ≤ h(x)+C+(hM(t)+1).
Similarly, iterating backwards, there exists a positive constant C− > 0 such that

ĥ+ft(x) ≤ h(x)+C−(hM(t)+1).
Hence denoting by C ∶=C++C−, we get

ĥ ft(x) ≤ 2h(x)+2C(hM(t)+1)
for all (t,x) ∈Λ×A2(Q). �

5.2. Height inequalities on non-degenerate families of curves.

Lemma 5.2. Let C ⊂Λ×A2 be a non-degenerate family of curves defined over a number field K.

Let M be any ample Q-line bundle on B. Then there exist positive constants C3,C4 > 0, a non-

empty Zariski open subset C0 of C such that for all (t,x) ∈ C0(Q), we have

hM(t) ≤C3ĥ ft(x)+C4.

See [55, Theorem 6.2.2] (or [27, Theorem 5.4]) for the case of families of polarized endomor-
phisms.

Proof. Since µC ≠ 0, by Proposition 4.1, for a general parameter t′

lim
n→∞

d−2nCn ⋅L
′2

d−nCn ⋅L ⋅π∗M
= h̃(C)

degL′∣C
t′
(Ct′)degM

=∶C > 0.

Thus there exists a positive integer N ≥ 0 such that for all n ≥ N,

Cn ⋅L
′2

C ⋅L′ ⋅π∗M
> Cdn

2
.
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Set M ∶=CdN/4, we have

CN ⋅L
′2

2CN ⋅L′ ⋅Mπ∗M
> 1.

By Siu’s numerical criterion for bigness [40, Theorem 2.2.15], L′ −Mπ∗M is big on CN . Thus
there exists a non-empty Zariski open subset U of CN such that, for all (t,z) ∈U(Q),

h′(z)−MhM(t) ≥O(1).
Hence there exists a non-empty Zariski open subset C0 of C such that for all (t,x) ∈ C0(Q),

MhM(t) ≤ h′ (FN(x))+O(1) ≤ h( f N(x))+h( f −N(x)) .(5.5)

Now, the height inequality (5.1) implies

h( f N(x))+h( f −N(x)) ≤ (dN
+

1

dN
) ĥ ft(x)+C1 (hM(π(x))+1) .(5.6)

Combining (5.5) and (5.6), there exists a positive constant C′ > 0 such that

(C

2
−

C1

dN
)hM(π(x)) ≤ (1+ 1

d2N
) ĥ ft(x)+C′.

Choose N large enough so that C
2 > C1

dN , we have the desired inequality. �

6. EQUIDISTRIBUTION IN FAMILIES OF PLANE REGULAR POLYNOMIAL AUTOMORPHISMS

6.1. Adelic line bundles on projective varieties. In this section we give a quick review of the
theory of adelic line bundles on projective varieties of Zhang ([60, 59], see also [53, 10]). Other
references are given in the text.

6.1.1. Definitions. Let K be a number field. Let MK be the set of its places, i.e. the set of absolute
values on K whose restriction to Q are the usual absolute values on Q. For any v ∈MK, denote
by Kv the completion of K w.r.t. v and by Cv the completion of an algebraic closure of Kv. If v

extends p, i.e. for any x ∈Q, it holds ∣x∣v = ∣x∣p, then denote by nv ∶= [Kv ∶Qp]. For any x ∈K, we
have the product formula ∑v∈MK

nv log ∣x∣v = 0.
Let X be a smooth projective variety defined over K. Let X an

v be the Berkovich analytification
of X over Cv. Let L be a line bundle on X , and denote by Lan its analytification.

A continuous metric ∥⋅∥v on Lan
v is the data for any open subset U ⊂X an

v and any section σ on U

of a continuous function ∥σ∥v∶U →R+ such that

(1) ∥σ∥v vanishes only at the zeros of σ ;
(2) for any open subset V ⊂U, ∥σ∥v∣V = ∥σ ∣V ∥v;
(3) for any analytic function f on U, ∥ f σ∥v = ∣ f ∣v∥σ∥v.

An arithmetic model (X,L,e) is a triple where X is a proper flat scheme over the ring of integersOK of K such that XK ≃ X , e ∈ N∗ and Le
K ≃ L. It induces naturally the model metric (see [60,

(1.1)]) at each non-archimedean place. An adelic metric L ∶= (L,{∥⋅∥v}v∈MK
) on L is a collection

of continuous metric at each place v, satisfying some coherent conditions, that is, there exists an
arithmetic model X such that for all but finitely many non-archimedean places v ∈MK, the metric∥⋅∥v is the model metric induced by X.

To any adelic metric L, we can associate a height function as follows. Let x ∈ X(Q), denote by
Ov(x) its Galois orbit in X an

v , let σ be any rational section of L regular and non-vanishing at x,
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then

hL(x) ∶= −1
deg(x) ∑v∈MK

nv ∑
z∈Ov(x)

log∥σ(z)∥v.
6.1.2. Positivities of adelic line bundles. Let L be a Hermitian metric on an arithmetic model X,
we say that L is semipositive if L is relatively nef and the curvature form c1(LC) is semipositive.
An adelic metric L is said to be semipositive if it is an uniform limit of a sequence of semipositive
hermitian metrics, nef if moreover hL ≥ 0, and integrable if it is the difference of two nef adelic
line bundles.

Example 6.1. Let X = Pn
K with coordinates zi and L =O(1). Let σ ∈H0(X ,L) be a section, it can

be represented by a linear form ∑n
i=1 aizi, where ai ∈K. Then at each place v ∈MK, we can define

a metric by setting

∥σ(z0,⋯,zn)∥v = ∣∑n
i=1 aizi∣v

max{∣z0∣v,⋯, ∣zn∣v} .
The adelic metric L = (L,{∥⋅∥}v) is semipositive, and we call it the standard metric on the line
bundle L. In fact, it’s associated height function hL is the standard Weil height function, i.e. for
any z ∈ X(K),

hL(z) = 1
[K ∶Q] ∑v∈MK

nv logmax{∣z0∣v,⋯, ∣zn∣v}.
Denote by P̂ic(X)int the group of integrable adelic line bundles. For any positive integer d ≥ 0,

denote by Zd(X) the group of Chow cycles of dimension d. Then we have an intersection pairing
P̂ic(X)d+1

int ×Zd(X)→R. We write the product as L0⋯Ld ⋅Y . If Y = X , then we can simply denote
it by L0⋯Ld

Following ([59, 60]), we define the absolute minimum of L by eabs(L) ∶= inf
x∈X(Q)hL(x), and

the essential minimum of L by eess(L) ∶= supY /⊂X inf
x∈X∖Y(Q)hL(x), where the supremum is taken

over all closed proper subvarieties Y . The following fundamental inequalities are due to S.-W.
Zhang.

Theorem 6.2 ([60, Theorem (1.10)]). If L is semipositive and L is big and nef, then

eess(L) ≥ L
dim(X)+1

(dim(X)+1)Ddim(X) ≥
1

dim(X)+1
(eess(L)+dim(X)eabs(L)).

In particular, if eabs(L) ≥ 0, then L
dim(X)+1 ≥ 0.

Set Ĥ0(X ,L) ∶= {σ ∈H0(X ,L) ∣ ∥σ∥v ≤ 1, ∀v ∈MK} and ĥ0(X ,L) ∶= logCard(Ĥ0(X ,L)). The
arithmetic volume of L is

v̂ol(L) = limsup
n→+∞

ĥ0(X ,L)
ndim(X)+1/(dim(X)+1)! .

We say that L is big if v̂ol(L) > 0 and pseudo-effective if for any big adelically metrized line bundle
E, L+E is big.

The following theorem is proved by Ballaÿ ([1]) when L is big and L is semipositive (in fact he
proved the equivalence in this case), the general case is due to Qu and Yin ([47]).

Theorem 6.3. We have the implication eess(L) ≥ 0 Ô⇒ L is pseudo-effective.

The following positivity theorem is due to A. Moriwaki.
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Proposition 6.4 ([45, Proposition 4.5.4]). If L1, . . . ,Ldim(X) are nef and Ldim(X)+1 is pseudo-

effective, then L1⋯Ldim(X)+1 ≥ 0.

To finish these two preliminary subsections, we remark that the theory works also for Q-line
bundles and all the line bundles we consider in this text is rational unless explicitly stated to the
contrary.

6.2. Equidistribution on quasi-projective varieties. Let V be a smooth quasi-projective variety
over a number field K of dimension k. Fix an archimedean place v ∈MK. We define an v-adic

equidistribution model EQv(V,(Vn)n≥0,(Ψn)n≥1,(Ln)n≥1) (or EQ(V ) if it is clear from the context)
of V by the following data:

● Vn is a projective variety over K.
● There exists an open immersion ın∶V →Vn such that Ψn∶Vn→V0 is a birational morphism

which is an isomorphism on V.

● Ln is a big and nef line bundle on Vn, endowed with an semipositive adelic metric Ln.

We say that EQ(V ) is

● non-degenerate if we have limn→+∞vol(Ln) > 0, and the sequence of probability measures

vol(Ln)−1(Ψn)∗c1(Lk

n) converges weakly to some probability measure µv on V an
v .

● bounded if either k = 1, or k > 2 and for any ample line bundle E on V0 with a nef adelic
metrization E, there exists a positive constant C > 0 such that

(Ψ∗n(E)) j
⋅(Ln)k+1− j ≤C,

for any 2 ≤ j ≤ k and any n ≥ 1.

Given a sequence xm ∈V (Q), it is called generic if for any subvariety W of V , there exists some
integer N ≥ 1 such that, for all m ≥ N, xm ∉W(Q). For any generic sequence xm, we say that it is
EQ(V )-small if

lim
n→+∞

( limsup
m→+∞

(hLn
(Ψ−1

n (xm)))−hLn
(Vn)) = 0.

The following is a reformulation by Gauthier [26, Theorem 2] of the equidistribution theorem
of Yuan and Zhang [55, Theorem 5.4.3]:

Theorem 6.5. Let V be a smooth quasi-projective variety over a number field K. Let v ∈MK be

an archimedean place. Let EQ(V ) be a non-degenerate and bounded equidistribution model of V.

Let (xm)m≥1 be a generic and EQ(V )-small sequence in V (Q).
Then the sequence of probability measures µxm that are uniformly supported on the Galois orbit

Gal(Q/K)xm of xm converges weakly to µv, i.e. for any continuous and compactly supported

function ϕ on V an
v , we have

lim
m→+∞

1

Card(Gal(Q/K)xm) ∑
y∈Gal(Q/K)xm

ϕ(y) = ∫
V an

v

ϕµv.

6.3. Equidistribution for non-isotrivial marked points. Let ft be an algebraic family of plane
regular polynomial automorphisms of degree d ≥ 2 parameterized by a smooth complex quasi-
projective curve Λ. Let σ ∶Λ → A2 be a marked point. We say that the family ft is isotrivial

if there exist a finite morphism α ∶Λ′ → Λ and a family of affine polynomial automorphisms φt

parameterized by Λ′, then the conjugate family φt ○ fα(t) ○φ−1
t is constant, and the pair ( ft ,α) is

isotrivial if moreover σ ○α is constant.
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Theorem 6.6. Let ft be an algebraic family of polynomial automorphisms of Hénon type of degree

d ≥ 2 parameterized by a smooth quasi-projective curve Λ, defined over a number field K. Let σ
be a marked point. Then

{t ∈Λ(Q) ∣ σ(t) is periodic for ft}
is a set of bounded height.

Proof. Let L be the pull back of the canonical line bundleOP2(1)with the standard adelic metriza-
tion (see Example 6.1) by the projection πP2 ∶B×P2→ P2. For any positive integer n ≥ 1, define
an adelic metrization by D

+

n ∶= 1/dn( f n
○σ)∗L. We may assume that there exist infinitely many

periodic parameters tm. By the height inequality (5.1), there is an Zariski open subset U of Λ such
that, for all t ∈U(Q), we have h

D
+
n

(tm) ≤ C1
dn (hM(tm)+1), and

limsup
m→+∞

h
D
+
n
(tm) ≤ limsup

m→+∞

C1

dn
(hM(tm)+1).(6.1)

Let N be a positive integer such that NDn −M is ample for all n, there exists a constant c = c(n)
such that

hM(tm)
N

+
c

N
≤ h

D
+
n
(tm).(6.2)

If hM(tm) is not bounded, the inequalities (6.1) and (6.2) would imply N ≤C1/dn for all n, leading
to a contradiction. �

Remark 6.7. As mentioned in Introduction, this result generalizes Ingram’s work [33, Theorem
1.3]. In his case, Ingram established [33, Theorem 1.1] that ĥ ft is in fact a Weil height associated

with an ample line bundle. Since our primary interest lies in equidistribution results, we focused

on proving height inequalities, as presented in Lemma 5.1. This approach is, in some respects,

both more general and less general than [33, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 6.8. Let ft be an algebraic family of regular plane polynomial automorphisms of degree

d ≥ 2 parameterized by a smooth quasi-projective curve Λ defined over a number field K and

σ ∶Λ→ Λ×A2 a marked point defined over K. Fix an archimedean place v of K, so that we have

an embedding K↪C. Suppose the pair ( ft ,σ) is non-isotrivial and non-periodic.

Then the following is true. If there exists a non-eventually constant sequence of parameters

tm ∈ Λ(Q) such that limm→+∞ ĥ ftm
(σ(tm)) = 0, then the sequence of probability measures µtm —

that are uniformly supported on the Galois orbits Gal(Q/K)tm of tm — converges weakly to both

µ+f ,σ and µ−f ,σ on Λ(C), up to some possibly different positive multiplicative constants.

Proof. Let L be the pull back of the canonical line bundleOP2(1)with the standard adelic metriza-
tion (see Example 6.1) by the projection πP2 ∶B×P2 → P2, and ωL its curvature form. For any
positive integer n ≥ 1, define an adelic metrization by D

+

n ∶= 1/dn( f n
○σ)∗L and denote by ω+n its

curvature form. Our equidistribution model will be

EQ(Λ) ∶= EQv(Λ,B, idB,Dn).
Let us first show that EQ(Λ) is non-degenerate. If ft is non-isotrivial, then since σ is non-

periodic, limn→+∞vol(D+n ) ≠ 0 by [29]. By the construction of the Green function G+f , we have
limn→+∞ω+n = µ+f ,σ , and again this is non-zero by [29]. If ft is isotrivial, we can assume ft = g for

some fixed g for all t ∈Λ(Q). Since ( ft ,σ ) is not-isotrivial, we have limn→+∞vol(D+n ) = deg(σ) ≠
0. Let ωFS be the curvature form of OP2(1), then

lim
n→+∞

ω+n = σ∗π∗
P2 ( lim

n→+∞
gn∗ωFS/dn) = µ+f ,σ ≠ 0.
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To apply Theroem 6.5, it remains to show that the sequence tm is EQ(Λ)-small. Since Dn

is nef, Zhang’s inequality (Theorem 6.2) implies that h
D
+
m
(B) ≥ 0. Hence, by Theorem 6.6 and

inequality (6.1), there exists a positive constant c′ > 0 such that

limsup
m→+∞

h
D
+
n

(tm)−h
D
+
n

(B) ≤ c′

dn
,

which proves the smallness of tm and, by Theorem 6.5, the convergence of the measure µtm to some
positive multiple of µ+f ,σ .

We can now repeat the argument above for D
−

m ∶= 1/dm( f −m
○σ)∗L, obtaining the convergence

of µtm to a positive multiple of µ−f ,σ . �

6.4. Equidistribution for non-degenerate families of curves. Recall the good open subset C0

of C given by Theorem 5.2. Recall also the notations in subsection 4.1

Theorem 6.9. Let C ⊂ Λ×A2 be a non-degenerate family of curves defined over a number field

K. Fix an archimedean place v ∈MK, so that we have an inclusion of K↪C. Suppose we have a

generic sequence xm = (tm,zm) ∈ C0,[2](Q) ⊂Λ×A4(Q) such that limm→+∞ ĥ
[2]
ftm
(xm) = 0.

Then the sequence of probability measures µxm , which are uniformly supported on the Galois

orbit Gal(Q/K)xm of xm, converges weakly on C0,[2](C) to some positive multiple of

µ f [2],C0,[2] ∶= (ddc G
[2]
f
)3
∧ [C0,[2]]

Proof. Let us first construct an equidistribution model of the smooth irreducible variety C0,[2].
Let C̃0 be the Zariski closure of C0,[2] in B×P4. Let C̃n be the normalization of the graph of

the birational map F
[2]
n ∶ C̃0 ⇢ C

[2]
n . Let Ψ̃n∶ C̃n → C̃0 and G̃n∶ C̃n → C

[2]
n be the two projections and

π̃n ∶= π ′ ○Gn∶Ψ̃n→B the projection to the base B.

C̃n

C̃0 ⊂B×P4 C
[2]
n ⊂B×P4

×P4

B

Ψ̃n G̃n

π̃n
F
[2]
n

π′ π′[2]

Let M be a semipositive adelic metric on an ample divisor M such that h
M
(t) ≥ 0 for all t ∈B(Q).

Let L
′

be the pull back of the canonical line bundle OP4(1) with the standard adelic metrization

(Example 6.1) by the projection B×P4→P4. Let L
′

n ∶= 1
dn (G̃∗nL′[2]+ π̃∗n M). We thus have a model

EQ(C0,[2]) = EQv(C0,[2]
, C̃n,Ψ̃n,L

′

n).
We first show that the model EQ(C0,[2]) is non-degenerate. The volume of L′n is

vol(L′n) = 1

d3n
(G̃∗nL′[2]+ π̃∗n M)3

⋅C
[2]
n = 1

d3n
(L′[2])3

⋅C
[2]
n +

1

d3n
O(1),

where O(1) is independent of n. Since

(ddc G f [2])3∧ [C0,[2]] = p∗µ f ,C0 ∧q∗ (ddc G∧ [C0])
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and by assumption µ f ,C ≠ 0, we infer that the measure µ f [2],C0,[2] is non zero either.Therefore the
limit of volumes vol(L′n) is non zero. In fact, we have

lim
n→+∞

vol(L′n) = lim
n→+∞

1

d3n
(L′[2])3

⋅C
[2]
n ≥ ∫

Λ×A2×A2(C)
(ddc G f [2])3∧ [C0,[2]] > 0.

Let ω be the curvature form c1(L′) on Λ×A4(C) and ωb the curvature form c1(M) on Λ(C).
By the construction of the Green function G f , we have

lim
n→∞

1

dn
(F[2]n

∗(ω[2])+π ′
∗(ωb)) = ddcG

[2]
f
.

Thus the measure µv of the equidistribution model is µ f [2],C0,[2] .

We next show that the sequence xm is EQ(C0,[2])-small. By the inequality (5.6), for all positive
integers n ≥ 0 and for all x = (t,z) ∈ C0,[2](Q), we have

1

dn
(h[2](( f

[2]
t )n(z))+h[2](( f

[2]
t )−n(z))) ≤ (1+ 1

d2n
) ĥ

f
[2]
t

(z)+ 2C1

dn
(h

M
(t)+1).(6.3)

Since by construction h
C̃n,L

′
n
(x) ≥ 0 for any x ∈ C̃n(Q), Theorem 6.2 implies h

C̃n,L
′
n
(C̃n) ≥ 0. Thus

for all x = (t,z) ∈ C0,[2](Q), we have

εn(x) ∶= h
C̃n,L

′
n
(Ψ̃−1

n (x))−h
C̃n ,L

′
n
(C0) ≤ h

C̃n,L
′
n
(Ψ̃−1

n (x)) = 1

dn
((h′)[2](F[2]n,t (z))+h

M
(t))

≤ 1

dn
(h[2](( f

[2]
t )n(z))+h[2](( f

[2]
t )−n(z))+h

M
(t))

By (6.3) and Lemma 5.2, there exist constants c1,c2 > 0 such that εn(x) ≤ c1ĥ
f
[2]
t

(x)+ c2
dn . Since

limm→∞ ĥ
[2]
ftm
(xm) = 0 by our assumption, we have limsupm→+∞ εn(xm) ≤ c2

dn , which tends to zero
when n→ +∞.

Finally we need to verify that EQ(C0,[2]) is bounded. Let E be any ample line bundle on C̃0

with a nef adelic metrization E. By the height inequality (5.4), there exists a nef adelic metrization

M
′

of M and a positive integer CM > 0 such that eess(CMπ̃∗n M
′

+2Ψ̃∗nL
[2]
−L
′

n) ≥ 0. By Theorem
6.3, this metrized line bundle is pseudo-effective, and by Proposition 6.4,

(Ψ̃∗nE)2 ⋅L′n ≤ (Ψ̃∗nE)2 ⋅(CMπ̃∗n M
′

+2Ψ̃∗nL
[2]) = E2

⋅(CMπ[2]
∗

M
′

+2L
[2]).

All the conditions of Theorem 6.5 are satisfied, leading to equidistribution. �

7. PROOFS OF MAIN THEOREMS

7.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. We may assume that the pair ( ft ,σ) is non-isotrivial; otherwise we
reduces to a single regular plane polynomial automorphism and a non-periodic point, implying the
absence of any periodic parameters. Suppose there exist infinitely many periodic parameters t such
that σ(t) is periodic for ft . In particular, this means ĥ ft(σ(t)) = 0. Then, by the equidistribution
theorem 6.9, the two non-vanishing Green measures σ±f ,σ are proportional. Therefore, we can
apply the results of Sect. 3. The assumption that Jac( ft) lies on the unit circle implies that σ(t) can
not be neutral periodic and moreover, can not be saddle either, as established by Proposition 3.1.
Proposition 3.4 further shows that σ(t) is neither semi-repelling nor semi-attracting. Finally σ(t)
can not be repelling or attracting by Proposition 3.6. Thus, we reach a contradiction, as none of
the possible situations are viable.



34 YUGANG ZHANG

7.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. We can assume the pair ( ft ,σ) is non-isotrivial. Suppose there exist
infinitely many periodic parameters t ∈ Λ. By the proof of Theorem 1.1, no parameter can be
(semi-)repelling or (semi-)attracting. Now, suppose there are infinitely many saddle parameters.
Then by Proposition 3.1, we know that the Jacobians Jac( ft) must all be roots of unity. Denote by
C ⊂Λ the real analytic curve formed by the parameters t for which ft has Jacobian lying on the unit
circle. Applying the equidistribution theorem 6.9 to these parameters, we obtain supp(µ+f ,σ ) ⊂C.
Let t0 be a parameter such that σ(t0) is a saddle fixed point and C is smooth at t0. We now work in
the local coordinate as described in the step 0 of the proof of Proposition 3.1. Consider the support

Zn ∶= {t ∈D(ε) ∣ t

λ n
u

∈ supp(µ+f ,σ )}
of ddcG+

ru
n(t)(σ(ru

n(t))). Denote by Z+ the support of ddc(G+0 ○ρu
0 ). Let φq∶t ↦ tq, then φ−1

q Z+

is contained in the limit points of Zn, which is the set of points t ∈ D(ε) such that there exists
a sequence tn of points in Zn coverging to t. Write λu = ∣λu∣eiπθ and let ξ−1 be the limit of a
subsequence eiπθ n j of eiπθ n. Let L be the tangent line of C at the origin (in D(ε)). The limit points
of Zn j

is contained ξ L, hence Z+ ⊂ φq(ξ L). This implies that eiπθ n has only two limit points, ±1.
Therefore, eiπθ = ±1, meaning λu is real and Z+ ⊂ φq(L). We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1 ([9, Proposition 2.2]). Let f be a regular polynomial automorphism of complex affine

plane. Denote by G+f the forward Green function of f . Let p be a saddle periodic point. Let W u
loc(p)

be its unstable local manifold and ρp∶D→W u
loc(p) a local parametrization (thus ρp(0)= p), where

D ⊂C is the unit disk. If supp(ddcG+f ○ρp) is contained in a line passing though the origin, then

for any other saddle periodic point q, supp(ddcG+f ○ρq) is also contained in a line passing through

the origin.

In the local coordinate provided by a parametrization of a local unstable manifold, the action
of f on the Julia set corresponds to multiplication by the unstable multiplier. If the Julia set is
contained in a line, then the unstable multiplier has to be real. Let σ0 denote the local analytic
continuation of the saddle point σ(t0) over an analytic open subset U ⊂ Λ. Take any saddle pa-
rameter t close to t0 and repeat the above argument. This implies that the Julia set in the local
unstable manifold of σ(t) is contained in a line through the origin. By Lemma 7.1, the same
property holds at the saddle fixed point σ0(t). By symmetry, the Jacobian of ft must therefore
be real. Since Jac( ft) is a root of unity, it must be ±1. However, a holomorphic function of one
variable has discrete preimages, leading to a contradiction.

7.3. Proof of Theorem 1.4. Since C is non-degenerate, Proposition 4.2 implies the following.
Up to replacing f by an iterate, there exists an analytic open subset U ⊂ Λ×A4(C) such that,
G f [2] ∣U > 0 and µ f ,C0,[2] ∣U > 0. Let χ ∶U → R+ be a test function on U such that 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1. By

construction of the Green functions, for any (t,x,y) ∈Λ×(A2)2(Q), we have

ĥ
f
[2]
t

(x,y) = ĥ ft(x)+ ĥ ft (y) ≥G+ft(x)+G−ft(x)+G+ft (y)+G−ft(y)
≥ 1

2
(G ft(x)+G ft(y)) = 1

2
G

f
[2]
t

(x,y).(7.1)

Suppose by contradiction that for every n ∈ Z≥1, there exists a parameter λn ∈Λ(Q) such that the
set Wn ∶= {(λn,w) ∈ Ctn(Q) ∣ ĥ ftn

(w) ≤ 1/m} contains at least n points. Order the set of points of
the form (λm,w1,w2) with w1,w2 ∈Wm for some m ≥ 1, and denote this sequence by xn = (tn,zn) ∈
Λ×A4(Q). We claim that xn is a generic sequence in C[2], and thus in C0,[2]. In fact, otherwise
the Zariski closure Z of xn in C[2] would have relative dimension 1 with respect to the base Λ. The
projection Z→ C would then a finite morphism with degree d1. Since xn is symmetric (i.e., if we
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write xn = (tn,w1,w2), then there exists n′ such that xn′ = (tn,w2,w1)), there are at most d2
1 points

in Wn for all but finitely many n, which leads to a contradiction.
Applying the equidistribution Theorem 6.9 to the test function χG f [2], for all n large enough,

we have
1

Card(O(xn)) ∑
x′∈O(xn)

χ(x′)G f [2](x′) ≥ 1

2 ∫Λ×(A2)2(C)
χG f µ f [2],C0,[2] > 0,(7.2)

where O(xn) is the Galois orbit Gal(Q/K)xn of xn. Since height functions are invariant by the
action of the Galois group, combining (7.1) and (7.2), we have

ĥ
f
[2]
t

(xn) ≥ sup
x′∈O(xn)

1

2
G f [2](x′) ≥ 1

4 ∫Λ×(A2)2(C)
χG f µ f [2],C0,[2] > 0,

which is a contradiction.

7.4. Proof of Theorem 1.5. The assertion that {t ∈ Λ(Q) ∣ ∃z ∈ Ct(Q),z is periodic for ft} has
bounded height follows directly from Lemma 5.2. It remains to show that there exists a positive
constant C > 0 such that, for any f -periodic point z = (t,x), we have h(x) ≤ C. By the height
inequality (5.1) of Lemma 5.1, this is true on a Zariski open subset C0 of C. The subset Z ∶= C∖C0

is of dimension at most 1. Theorem 1.3, combined with height inequality (5.1), imply that the
periodic points contained in Z is of bounded height as well, completing the proof.

7.5. Proof of Theorem 1.6. By Proposition 4.6, there exists t0≫1 such that for all ∣t∣≥ t0, we have
rt < r and Ct ∩Kt =∅. Thus, condition (1) of Proposition 4.7 is satisfied. Now, suppose for the sake
of contradiction that for any n ∈Z≥1, there exists tn ∈Λ(Q) such that the set {z ∈Ctn ∣ ĥ ftn

(z) ≤ 1/m}
contains at least n points. this assumption, combined with the already verified condition (1),
implies the condition (2) of Proposition 4.7. Thus C is non-degenerate and we can apply Theorem
1.4, leading to a contradiction.
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