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Centralizers of elements of infinite order in plane

Cremona groups
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Abstract

Let K be an algebraically closed field. The Cremona group Cr,(K) is the
group of birational transformations of the projective plane IP’%(. We carry out an
overall study of centralizers of elements of infinite order in Cr,(K) which leads
to a classification of embeddings of Z? into Cr,(K), as well as a classification of
maximal non-torsion abelian subgroups of Cr, (K) when char(K) = 0.
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1 Introduction

Let K be an algebraically closed field. The plane Cremona group Cr;,(K) is the group
of birational transformations of the projective plane ]P)%(. It is isomorphic to the group
of K-algebra automorphisms of K(X;,X5), the function field of }P’%{. Using a system
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of homogeneous coordinates [xp;x;;x2], a birational transformation f € Cr,(K) can be
written as

[X() L X1 :x2] F=2 [ O(anxlaxZ) :fl(XOaxlaxZ) :fZ(x07x17x2)]

where fy, f1, f> are homogeneous polynomials of the same degree without common
factor. This degree does not depend on the system of homogeneous coordinates. We
call it the degree of f and denote it by deg(f). Geometrically it is the degree of the
pull-back by f of a general projective line. Birational transformations of degree 1
are homographies and form Aut(IP’%() = PGL;3(K), the group of automorphisms of the
projective plane.

Four types of elements. Following the work of M. Gizatullin, S. Cantat, J. Diller and
C. Favre, we can classify an element f € Cr,(K) into exactly one of the four following
types according to the growth of the sequence (deg(f"))sen (See [DFOI] Theorems
0.2,0.3):

1. The sequence (deg(f™"))nen is bounded, f is birationally conjugate to an auto-
morphism f of a rational projective surface X and a positive iterate of f’ lies in
the connected component of the identity of the automorphism group Aut(X). We
call f an elliptic element.

2. The sequence (deg(f"))qen grows linearly, f preserves a unique pencil of ratio-
nal curves and f is not conjugate to an automorphism of any rational projective
surface. We call f a Jonquieéres twist.

3. The sequence (deg(f"))nen grows quadratically, f is conjugate to an automor-
phism of a rational projective surface preserving a unique elliptic fibration. We
call f a Halphen twist.

4. The sequence (deg(f"))nen grows exponentially and f is called loxodromic.

If every element of a subgroup G C Cr(K) is elliptic and if G is conjugate to a group
of automorphisms of a projective rational surface, then we call G an elliptic group.

The standard reference [DFO1] is written for K = C but the same proof works
over an algebraically closed field K of characteristic different from 2 and 3. The only
problem with characteristics 2 and 3 is that the important ingredient [Gi1z80] does not
deal with quasi-elliptic fibrations. This minor issue has been clarified in [CD12al] and
[[CGL] so that the above classification holds in arbitrary characteristic (cf. [CD12al
Section 4.1 and [[CGLI Sections 4.3, 4.4).

The Jonquiéres group Fix an affine chart of P? with coordinates (x,y). The Jon-
quieres group Jonq(K) is the subgroup of the Cremona group of all transformations of
the form

(x,y) F-» (“”b A(x)y-l—B(x))

cx+d’ C(x)y+ D(x) M

where
(Z Z) € PGL,(K), (2‘ g) € PGL, (K (x)).



In other words, Jonq(K) is the group of all birational transformations of P! x P! per-
muting the fibers of the projection onto the first factor; it is isomorphic to the semi-
direct product PGL,(K) x PGL,(K(x)). The Jonquiéres group is defined only if a
system of coordinates is chosen; a different choice of the affine chart yields a conju-
gation by an element of PGL3(K). We can directly check with Formula that the
sequence (deg(f"))nen grows at most linearly. Thus elements of Jonq(K) are either
elliptic or Jonquieres twists. We denote by Jong,(K) the normal subgroup of Jong(K)
that preserves fiberwise the rational fibration, i.e. the subgroup of those transformations

of the form (x,y) +-» (x, %); it is isomorphic to PGL,(K(x)). A Jonquiéres
twist of the Jonquieres group will be called a base-wandering Jonquieres twist if its
action on the base of the rational fibration has infinite order.

If K =F, is the algebraic closure of a finite field, then K,K* and PGL;(K) are all
torsion groups. Thus, if K = F,, then base-wandering Jonquicres twists do not exist.
When char(K) = 0, or when char(K) = p > 0 and K # F, there exist base-wandering
Jonquieres twists.

The group of automorphisms of a Hirzebruch surface will be systematically con-
sidered as a subgroup of the Jonquieres group in the following way:

Aut(IF ){(x y)'_ R <ax—|—b y+l‘0+t1x—|—..._|_tnxn)|<a b
n) = , _

1,(K KY.
ex+d’ (ex+d)" d) € GLy(K) 10, 1n € }
@)

Main results.

Theorem 1.1 Let T be a subgroup of Cry(K) which is isomorphic to Z?. Then there are
a projective rational surface X and a birational map ¢ : P> --» X such thatT' = ¢T'p !
has a pair of generators (f,g) that fits in one of the following (mutually exclusive)
situations:

1. f,g are elliptic elements, I" C Aut(X).

2. f,g are Halphen twists preserving a same elliptic fibration on X, and T" C
Aut(X).

3. one or both of the f,g are Jonquiéres twists, and there exist m,n € N* such that
the finite index subgroup of I' generated by " and g" is in an 1-dimensional
torus over K(x) in Jonq,(K) = PGL; (K(x));

4. fis a base-wandering Jonquieres twist and g is elliptic. In some affine chart, we
can write f,g in one of the following forms:

o gis (1,y) > (o0x, By) and f s (x,y) - (1(x), yR(¥)) where o, B € K*, o =
1,R € K(x),n € PGLy(K),n(0x) = an(x) and N has infinite order;

* (onlywhen char(K) =0) g is (x,y) — (ox,y+1) and f is (x,y) v-» (n(x),y+
R(x)) where o € K*,R € K(x),R(ax) = R(x),n € PGL,(K),n(ax) = an(x)
and M has infinite order.



Remark 1.2 When K is the algebraic closure of a finite field, the above list can be
shortened since there is no elliptic elements of infinite order nor base-wandering Jon-
quieres twists.

Remark 1.3 From Theorem[I.1lit is not difficult to see that (see Section@for a proof),
when I is isomorphic to Z2, the degree function deg : " — N is governed by the word
length function with respect to some generators in the following sense. In the first
case of the above theorem it is bounded. In the second case it is up to a bounded
term a positive definite quadratic form over Z?. In the third case the degree of f'o g/
is dominated by deg(f)i+ deg(g)j if i, j are positive. In the fourth case the degree
function is up to a bounded term f? o g/ + c|i| for some ¢ € Q.

Theorem [I.1]is based on several known results. The main new feature is the fol-
lowing result (see Theorem[3.2]for a more precise reformulation).

Corollary 1.4 Let G C Jonq(K) be a subgroup isomorphic to Z*. Suppose that the ac-
tion of G on the base of the rational fibration is faithful. Then G is an elliptic subgroup.

We state it as a corollary (in cases 2, 3, 4 of Theorem [I.I] the action on the base is not
faithful) but we will see that it is rather an intermediate step to prove Theorem[I 1

A maximal abelian subgroup is an abelian subgroup which is not strictly contained
in any other abelian subgroup. Over the field of complex numbers, finite abelian sub-
groups of Cr,(C) have been classified in [Bla07] and maximal uncountable abelian sub-
groups of Cr, (C) have been studied in [Dés06b] (Theorems 1.5, 1.6). When char(K) =
0 we will use Theorem[L.T]to classify maximal abelian subgroups of Cr, (K) which con-
tain at least one element of infinite order, see Theorem 4.1l Our classification is more
precise than the results in [DésQ6b].

Another theorem we obtain from Theorem[I_I]is the following:

Theorem 1.5 Assume char(K) = 0. Let f € Cry(K) be an element of infinite order. If
the centralizer of f is not virtually abelian, then f is an elliptic element and a power
of f is conjugate to an automorphism of A of the form (x,y) — (x,y+1) or (x,y)
(x, By) with B € K*.

Previously known results. Let us begin with the group of polynomial automorphism
of the affine plane Aut(A?). It can be seen as a subgroup of Cr,(K). It is the amal-
gamated product of the group of affine automorphisms with the so called elementary

group
EI(K) = {(x,y) = (ax+ B,y +Px))|a,B,ye K, aff #0,P € K[x]}.

Let K be the field of complex numbers. S. Friedland and J. Milnor showed in [FM89]
that an element of Aut(A%) is either conjugate to an element of EI(C) or to a genger-
alized Hénon map, i.e. a composition fj o ---o f, where the f; are Hénon maps of the
form (x,y) — (v, Bi(y) — 8ix) with §; € C*, P, € C[y], deg(P;) > 2. S. Lamy and C. Bisi
showed in [LamO1]] and [BisO4] that the centralizer in Aut(Cz) of a generalized Hénon
mayp is finite by cyclic, and that of an element of El(C) is uncountable (see also [Bis08§]]



for partial extensions to higher dimension). Note that, when viewed as elements of
Cr;(C), a generalized Hénon map is loxodromic and an element of El(C) is elliptic.

As regards the Cremona group, centralizers of loxodromic elements are known to
be finite by cyclic (S. Cantat [Canl1l] Theorem 5.1, J. Blanc-S. Cantat [BC16|] Corol-
lary 4.7). Centralizers of Halphen twists are virtually abelian of rank at most 8 (M.
Gizatullin [Gi1z80] Proposition 7, S. Cantat [Canl1] Proposition 5.2). When K is the
field of complex numbers, centralizers of elliptic elements of infinite order are com-
pletely described by J. Blanc-J. Déserti in [BD15] Lemmas 2.7, 2.8 and centralizers
of Jonquieres twists in Jonq, (K) are completely described by D. Cerveau-J. Déserti in
[[CD12b]. Centralizers of base-wandering Jonquieres twists are also studied in [CD12b]
but they were not fully understood, for example the results in loc. cit. are not sufficient
for classifying pairs of Jonquires twists generating a copy of Z?. Thus, in order to
obtain a classification of embeddings of Z? in Cr,(K), we need a detailed study of
centralizers of base-wandering Jonquieres twists, which is the main task of this article.
Regarding the elements of finite order and their centralizers in Cr;(K), the problem is
of a rather different flavour and we refer the readers to [Bla07], [DIO9], [Ser10], [Ure]
and the references therein.

Remark 1.6 There is a topology on Cr,(K), called Zariski toplogy, which is intro-
duced by M. Demazure and J-P. Serre in [Dem70] and [Ser10]. Note that the Zariski
topology does not make Cr,(K) an infinite dimensional algebraic group (cf. [BF13]).
With respect to the Zariski topology, the centralizer of any element of Cr, (K) is closed
(J-P. Serre [Ser10]]). When K is a local field, J. Blanc and J-P. Furter constructin [BE13]]
an Euclidean topology on Cr,(K) which when restricted to PGL3(K) coincides with
the Euclidean topology of PGL3(K); centralizers are also closed with respect to the Eu-
clidean toplogy. In particular the intersection of the centralizer of an element in Cr, (K)
with an algebraic subgroup G of Cr,(K) is a closed subgroup of G, with respect to the
Zariski topology of G (and with respect to the Euclidean topology when the later is
present).

Comparison with other results. S. Smale asked in the *60s if, in the group of dif-
feomorphisms of a compact manifold, the centralizer of a generic diffeomorphism con-
sists only of its iterates. There has been a lot of work on this question, see for example
[BCW09] for an affirmative answer in the C! case. Similar phenomenons also appear
in the group of germs of 1-dimensional holomorphic diffeomorphisms at 0 € C ([ES1]).
See the introduction of [CD12b]] for more references in this direction. With regard to
Cr(K), it is known that loxodromic elements form a Zariski dense subset of Cr;(K)
(cf. [Xiel3], [BDOS]) and that their centralizers coincide with the cyclic group formed
by their iterates up to finite index (cf. [BC16]). Centralizers of general Jonquieres
twists are also finite by cyclic (Remark[3.3).

One may compare our classification of Z? in Cr,(K) to the following two theorems
where the situations are more rigid. The first can be seen as a continuous counterpart
and is proved by F. Enriques [Enr93] and M. Demazure [Dem?70], the second can be
seen as a torsion counterpart and is proved by A. Beauville [BeaO7]:

1. If K*" embeds as an algebraic subgroup into Cry(K), then r <2; if r = 2 then



the embedding is conjugate to an embedding into the group of diagonal matrices
A in PGL3(K).

2. If p > 5 is a prime number different from the characteristic of K and if (Z/ pZ)"
embeds into Cry(K), then r <2; if r = 2 then the embedding is conjugate to an
embedding into the group of diagonal matrices A in PGL3 (K).

The classification of Z? in Cr,(K) is a very natural special case of the study of
finitely generated subgroups of Cr(K); and information on centralizers can be use-
ful for studying homomorphisms from other groups into Cry(K), see for example
[DésO6al]. We refer the reader to the surveys [Fav10],[Canl8|] for representations of
finitely generated groups into Cr;(K) and [[CX18] for general results in higher dimen-
sion.
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Serge Cantat for initiating me into Cremona groups, for numerous discussions, for his
constant support and for encouraging me to write this paper. I would also like to thank
JunYi Xie for helpful discussions on related topics ranging from proof details to general
background. Many thanks to the anonymous referee for her/his careful reading and for
her/his comments that improve largely the exposition of the paper.

2 Elements which are not base-wandering Jonquieres
twists

This section contains a quick review of some scattered results about centralizers from
[Canl1],[BD15],[CD12b],[BC16]. Some of the proofs are reproduced, because the
original proofs were written over C on the one hand, and because we will need some
by-products of the proofs on the other hand.

2.1 Loxodromic elements

Theorem 2.1 ([BC16] Corollary 4.7) Ler f € Cry(K) be a loxodromic element. The
infinite cyclic group generated by f is a finite index subgroup of the centralizer of f in

CI‘2 (K)

Proof We provide a proof which is simpler than [BC16]. See [Canll] and [Canl§]|
for the technical tools used in this proof. The Cremona group Cr,(K) acts faithfully
by isometries on an infinite dimensional hyperbolic space H and the action of a loxo-
dromic element is loxodromic in the sense of hyperbolic geometry. In particular there
is a unique f-invariant geodesic Ax(f) on which f acts by translation and the transla-
tion length is log(lim,, ... deg(f")'/"). The centralizer Cent(f) preserves Ax(f) and by
considering translation lengths we get a morphism ¢ : Cent(f) — R. We claim that the
image of ¢ is discrete thus cyclic. Let us see first how the conclusion follows from the
claim. Let x € H be a point which corresponds to an ample class and let y be an arbitrary
point on Ax(f). An element of the kernel Ker(¢) fixes a point in Ax(f) and thus fixes



Ax(f) pointwise because it commutes with f. Therefore for any element g of Ker(¢)
the distance d(x, g(x)) is bounded by 2d(x,y). This implies that Ker(¢) is a subgroup
of Cry(K) of bounded degree. If Ker(¢) were infinite then its Zariski closure G in
Cr,(K) would be an algebraic subgroup of strictly positive dimension contained, after
conjugation, in the automorphism group of a rational surface. As Cent(f) is Zariski
closed, the elements of G commute with f. The orbits of a one-parameter subgroup
of G would form an f-invariant pencil of curves. This contradicts the fact that f is
loxodromic. Consequently Ker(¢) is finite and hence Cent(f) is finite by cyclic.

Now let us prove the claim that the image of ¢ is discrete. This follows directly
from a spectral gap property for translation lengths of loxodromic elements proved in
[BC16]]. We give here an easier direct proof found with S. Cantat. Suppose by contra-
diction that there is a sequence (g, ), of distinct elements of Cent(f) whose translation
lengths on Ax(f) tend to 0 when n goes to infinity. Without loss of generality, we
can suppose the existence of a point y on Ax(f) and a real number € > 0 such that
Vn,d(y,g,(y)) < €. Let x € H be an element which corresponds to an ample class.
Then it follows that

Vn,d(x,gn(x)) <d(x,y) +d(y,8.(y)) +d(gn(y),8n(x)) < 2d(x,y) +€=:d,

i.e. the sequence (g,), has bounded degree d. Up to extracting a subsequence, we can
assume that all the g, has the same degree k with 1 < k < d. Elements of degree k of the
Cremona group form a quasi-projective variety Cré(K). JunYi Xie proved in [Xield]|
that for any 0 < A < log(k), the loxodromic elements of Cr4(K) whose translation
lengths are greater than A form a Zariski open dense subset of Cr’ﬁ(K). Thus the g,
give rise to a strictly ascending chain of Zariski open subsets of Cr’é(K), contradicting
the noetherian property of Zariski topology. This finishes the proof. Note that [Xiel5]|]
is also used to prove the spectral gap property in [BC16]. O

2.2 Halphen twists
We only recall here the final arguments of the proofs.

Theorem 2.2 ([Giz80] and [Can11] Proposition 4.7) Ler f € Cr,(K) be a Halphen
twist. The centralizer Cent(f) of f in Cry(K) contains a finite index abelian subgroup
of rank less than or equal to 8.

Proof Being a Halphen twist, the birational transformation f is up to conjugation an
automorphism of a projective rational surface and preserves a relatively minimal ellip-
tic fibration. An iterate of f preserves any fiber of this elliptic fibration (cf. [Giz80]
Proposition 7). Thus the f-invariant fibration is unique. As a consequence Cent(f)
acts by automorphisms preserving this fibration. It is proved in [Giz80] (see [CGL]
Sections 4.3, 4.4 for a clarification in characteristics 2 and 3) that the automorphism
group of a rational minimal elliptic surface has a finite index abelian subgroup of rank
less than 8. (]



2.3 Elliptic elements of infinite order

In this section we reproduce a part of [BDI15]; we follow the original proofs (for
char(K) = 0) in loc. cit. and some extra details are added in case char(K) > 0.

The proof of the following proposition in [BD15] translates word by word to the
case of postive characteristic. It is based on a G-Mori-program for rational surfaces
due to J. Manin [Man67] and V. Iskovskih [Isk79].

Proposition 2.3 ([BD15] Proposition 2.1) Let S be a smooth rational surface over K.
Let f € Aut(S) be an automorphism of infinite order whose action on Pic(S) is of finite
order. Then there exists a birational morphism S — X where X is a Hirzebruch surface
F,, (n # 1) or the projective plane P2, which conjugates f to an automorphism of X.

Proposition 2.4 ([BD15] Proposition 2.3) Let f € Cry(K) be an elliptic element of
infinite order. Then f is conjugate to an automorphism of P2. Furthermore there exists
an dffine chart with affine coordinates (x,y) on which f acts by automorphism of the
following form:

1. (x,y) — (ox,By) where o, B € K* are such that the kernel of the group homo-
morphism Z?> — K*, (i, j) v o B/ is generated by (k,0) for some k € Z;

2. (x,y) = (ax,y+ 1) where a € K* and a is of infinite order if char(K) > 0.
Remark 2.5 If K = F_,, then every elliptic element is of finite order.

Proof (of Proposition[2.4) By Proposition 2.3 we can suppose that f is an automor-
phism of P? or of a Hirzebruch surface.

Let’s consider first the case when f € Aut(P?) = PGL3(K). By putting the corre-
sponding matrix in Jordan normal form, we can find an affine chart on which f has, up
to conjugation, one of the following forms: 1) (x,y) — (ox, By); 2) (x,y) — (ax,y+1);
3) (x,y) = (x+yy+1). If char(K) > 0 then f can not have the third form since
it would have finite order; if char(K) = O then in the third case f is conjugate by
(x,y) =+ (x — %y(y —1),y) to (x,y) — (x,y+1). We now show that in the first case
o, can be chosen to verify the conditon in the proposition. Let ¢ : (x,y) — (ax, By)
be a diagonal automorphism, we denote by A(¢) the kernel of the group morphism

7’ — K*,(i,j) = «'B/. For M = (Z 2) € GLy(Z), we denote by M(¢) the diag-

onal automorphism (x,y) — (a“B%x, a°B4y), i.e. the conjugate of ¢ by the monomial
map (x,y) -+ (x%y?,x°y¢). We have the relation A(M(¢)) = (MT)~!(A(¢)). Using the
Smith normal form of a matrix with integer entries, up to conjugation by a monomial
map we can suppose that our elliptic element f satisfies A(f) =< (k1,0), (0,k1kz) >
where k1,k, € Z. Since f is of infinite order, k1 k, must be 0.

If f € Aut(Fy) = Aut(P' x P!), then we reduce to the case of P? by blowing up a
fixed point and contracting the strict transforms of the two rulings passing through the
point. If f € Aut(F,,) forn > 2 and if f has a fixed point which is not on the exceptional
section, then we can reduce to F,_; by making an elementary transformation at the
fixed point.



Suppose now that f € Aut(F,),n > 2 and its fixed points are all on the exceptional
section. By removing the exceptional section and an invariant fiber of the rational
fibration, we get an open subset isomorphic to A2 on which f can be written as: (x,y) —
(ax,By+Q(x)) or (x,y) — (x+ 1,By+ Q(x)) where o, € K* and Q is a polynomial
of degree < n.

In the first case, the fact that there is no extra fixed point on the fiber x = 0 implies
B =1and Q(0) # 0. The action on the fiber at infinity can be obtained by a change of
variables (x',y') = (1/x,y/x"), so the fact that there is no extra fixed point on it implies
B = a" and deg(Q) = n. This forces o to be a primitive r-th root of unity for some
r € N. Conjugating f by (x,y) + (x,y+7x?), we replace Q(x) with Q(x) +y(a? —1)x%.
This allows us to eliminate the term x¢ of Q unless o = 1. So we can assume that f has
the form (x,y) — (ax,y+ Q(x")) where a” = 1 and O € K[x]. Then f is conjugate to
(x,y) = (ax,y+1) by (x,y) -+ (x,y/Q(x")). Remark that this case does not happen in
positive characteristic because an automorphism of this form would have finite order.
Note that in this paragraph we did not use the fact that f is of infinite order, so that
Proposition[2.6]is proved.

Suppose now we are in the second case. There is no extra fixed point if and only if
B =1 and deg(Q) = n. If char(K) > 0 and if 8 = 1, then f would be of finite order.
Therefore we can assume char(K) = 0. In that case, we can decrease the degree of
O by conjugating f by a well chosen birational transformation of the form (x,y) +-+
(x,y + yx"*1) with y € K*. By induction we get (x,y) — (x+ 1,y) at last. O

Applying the proof of Proposition[2.4]to an automorphism preserving the fibration
fiber by fiber, we get the following:

Proposition 2.6 Let [ be an automorphism of a Hirzebruch surface which preserves
the rational fibration fiber by fiber (we do not assume that f is of infinite order). Then
there exists an affine chart on which f acts as an automorphism of the following form:

1. (x,y) = (x,By) where f € K*;
2. (x,y) = (x,y+1).
Here x is the coordinate on the base of the rational fibration.
Once we have the above normal forms, explicit calculations can be done:

Theorem 2.7 ([BD15] Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8) Let f € Cry(K) be an elliptic element of

infinite order.

1. If f is of the form (x,y) — (ax,By) where o, € K* are such that the kernel
of the group homomorphism 7> — K*, (i, j) — a'B/ is generated by (k,0) for
some k € Z, then the centralizer of f in Cry(K) is

Cent(f) = {(x,y) > (N(x),yR(x"))IR € K(x),n € PGL2(K), 0 (ax) = an (x) }.

2. Ifchar(K) =0 and if f is of the form (x,y) — (ax,y+ 1), then the centralizer of
finCry(K) is

Cent(f) = {(x,y) r-» (N (x),y+R(x))|n € PGL2(K), n(ax) = an (x), R € K(x), R(0tx) = R(x) }



If a is not a root of unity then R must be constant and 1M (x) = Bx for some
B e K"

3. Ifchar(K) = p > 0 and if f is of the form (x,y) — (ox,y+ 1) (where a must be
of infinite order), then the centralizer of f in Crp(K) is

Cent(f) ={(x,y) r-» (RO)x,y+1)[t €K, R(y) =S(y)S(y—1)---S(y—p+1),S€K(y)}.

Remark 2.8 Note that the elements 7 in the above statement can be explicitly de-
scribed:

PGL,(K) if a=1
{n € PGLy(K)|n(ax) = an(x)} = { {x—> pHye K} if o=—1
{x—mlye K} if a#=+l
Proof First case. We treat first the case where f is of the form (x,y) — (ax, By). Let
(x,y) +-» (g‘l(();yy% 7522((?;)) be an element of Cent(f); here P, P>, 01,0> € K[x,y]. The
commutation relation gives us

Pi(ox,By) _ aPi(xvy)  P(ox,By) _ BP(xy)

Ql(axvﬁy) Ql(X,y) ’ Qz(OCX,ﬁy) B QZ(xvy)

which imply that Py, P>, O, are eigenvectors of the K-linear automorphism K|[x, y] —
K|[x,y],g(x,y) — g(ox, By). Therefore each one of the P, P, Q1,05 is a product of a

monomial in x,y with a polynomial in K[x*]. Then we must have % = xRy (x*) and
% = yRy(x*) for some Ry, R, € K(x). The first factor g‘l(&i >) only depends on x, so

for f to be birational it must be an element of PGL,(K). The conclusion in this case
follows.
Second case. We now treat the case where char(K) = 0 and where f is of the form

(x,) — (ax,y+1). Let (x,y) -+ (g‘l(&?) , 522(&?)) be an element of Cent(f). We have

Ploxy+1) _aPilxy) Plaxy+1)  Pxy)
Ql(axuy+1) Ql(xuy) QZ(ax7y+1) QZ('xvy)

The first equation implies that Py, Q| are eigenvectors of the K-linear automorphism
Kx,y] — Klx,y],g(x,y) — g(ox,y+1). We view an element of K[x, y] as a polynomial
in x with coefficients in K[y|. Since the only eigenvector of the K-linear automorphism
K[y] = K[y],g(y) — g(y+1) is 1 (this is not true if char(K) > 0), we deduce that Py, Q;

1 (x.y)

depend only on x. Thus, % is an element 1 of PGL;(K).

We derive y = % and get

3

y _dy dy _ 19y
a—y(ax,erl)—a—y(x,y), E(Oﬂx,yﬂ)—a g(x,y)-

As before, this means that %—;’, %—‘i’ only depend on x (not true if char(K) > 0). Hence,
we can write ¥ as ay + B(x) with a € K* and B € K(x). Then equation () implies
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B(ax) = B(x) 4+ 1 — a, which implies further x% (x) is invariant under x — ax. If o
is of infinite order, then g—g(x) = ¢ for some constant ¢ € K. This is only possible if
¢ =0. So B is constant and a = 1 in this case. If & is a primitive k-th root of unity,
then (1 (x),ay + B(x)) commutes with f* : (x,y) — (x,y+ k). This yields a = 1 and
B(ox) = B(x).

Third case. We finally treat the case where char(K) = p > 0 and where f has the
form (x,y) — (ox,y+ 1) with « of infinite order. Let g € Cent(f). Then g commutes
with f7 : (x,y) — (e”x,y) which is in the form of case 1 (the roles of x,y are ex-
changed). Thus, we know that g can be written as (A(y)x,n(y)) where 1 € PGL,(K)
and A € K(x). Then fog = go f implies that 1 is y — y+ R for some R € K and
that A(y+ 1) = A(y). The last equation implies A(y) = S(y)S(y—1)---S(y— p+1) for
some S € K(x). O

2.4 Jonquieres twists with trivial action on the base
We follow [[CD12b] in this section.

Lemma 2.9 Let f € Jonq(K) be a Jonquiéres twist. Let Cent(f) be the centralizer of
f in Cry(K). Then Cent(f) C Jonq(K).

Proof The rational fibration preserved by a Jonquieres twist f is unique (cf. [DFOI]
Lemma 4.5), thus is also preserved by Cent(f). O

Let us consider centralizers of Jonquieres twists in Jonqy(K) = PGL, (K(x)) which
is a linear algebraic group over the function field K(x). Let f € Jonqy(K) and M =

<é g) € GL,(K(x)) be a matrix representing f where A, B,C,D € K|x]. We intro-
T

duce the function A := 3 which is well defined in PGL and is invariant by conjugation.
This invariant A indicates the degree growth:

Lemma 2.10 (JCD12b] Theorem 3.3 [XielS] Proposition 6.6) The rational function
A(f) is constant if and only if f is an elliptic element.

Proof Let 1, be the two eigenvalues of the matrix M which are elements of the
algebraic closure of K(x). The invariant A(f) equals to #; /, + 1, /t; + 2. Since K is
algebraically closed, A(f) € K if and only if #; /#, € K. If f; = t5, then by conjugating
M to a triangular matrix we can write f in the form (x,y) -+ (x,y+a(x)) with a € K(x)
and it follows that f is an elliptic element.

Suppose now that #; # ;. Let { : C — P! be the curve corresponding to the finite
field extension K(x) — K(x)(t1), here ¢ is the identity map on P! if 7,2, € K(x). The
birational transformation f induces a birational transformation fc on C x P! by base
change. The induced map f¢ is of the form (x, (¢;/t;)y) where #; /1, is viewed as a
function on C. The degree growth of fc which is the same as f is linear if and only if
11/t is not a constant, i.e. if and only if A(f) is not a constant. O

From now on we suppose that f is a Jonquieres twist so that A(f) ¢ K. We still
denote by #,#, the two eigenvalues of M as in the above proof, we know that #; # 1,.
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We first study the centralizer Centy(f) of f in Jongy(K) = PGL,(K(x)). Let L
be the finite extension of K(x) over which M is diagonalisable; it is K(x) itself or
a quadratic extension of K(x), depending on whether or not 1,7, are in K(x). The
centralizer Cent§(f) of f in PGL;(L) is isomorphic to the multiplicative group L*. So
Centy(f), being contained in Cent}(f) and containing all the iterates of f, must be a
1-dimensional torus over K(x). It is split if L = K(x), i.e. if t;,7 € K(x).

If L = K(x), then up to conjugation f can be written as (x,y) ~-» (x,b(x)y) with
b€ K(x)* and Centy(£) = {(x.y) > (x, y(0)y)|y € K(x)° }.

If L is a quadratic extension of K(x) and if char(K) # 2, we can put f in a simpler
form and write Centy(f) explicitly as follows. We may assume that the matrix M =

(2 g) has entry C = 1, after conjugation by (g (1)) Once we have C =1, a

conjugation by (g b ;A> allows us to put M in the form (? g) with A, B € K[x].
Therefore Centy(f) is {Id, (x,y) -+ (x, MHC € K(x)} as the (K(x)-points of

y+C)
the) later algebraic group is easily seen to commute with f. Note that B is not a square
in K(x) because M is not diagonalisable over K(x) and that the transformation f :
(x,y) =+ (x, %) fixes pointwise the hyperelliptic curve defined by y> = B(x).

Now we look at the whole centralizer of f. For n € PGL,(K) and f € Jonq,(K)

(n(x)) C()E) (l)))(X)
A(n(x B(n(x
represented by (C(n(x)) D(n(x))

g: (x,y) r-> (n(x), Z((;‘)); is((g) be an element of Jonq(K). Writing down the commu-

tation equation , we see that ¢ commutes with f if and only if f is conjugate to f;
~1

a(x)  b(x)

c(x) dx) . We have thus

A(f)(x) = A(fn)(x) = A(f)(n(x)). Recall that A(f) € K(x) is not in K. As a conse-

quence the group

represented by a matrix (A(x) B(x)) , we denote by f; the element of Jonq,(K)

). Let f € Jonq,y(K) be a Jonquieres twist and

in PGL,(K(x)) by the transformation represented by <

{n € PGLy(K),A(f)(x) = A(f)(n(x))}
is a finite subgroup of PGL;(K). We then obtain:

Theorem 2.11 ([CD12b]) Let f € Jonqy(K) be a Jonquiéres twist preserving the ra-
tional fibration fiber by fiber. Let Cent(f) be the centralizer of f in Cry(K). Then
Cent(f) C Jonq(K) and Centy(f) = Cent(f) NJonqy(K) is a finite index normal sub-
group of Cent(f). The group Centy(f) has a structure of a 1-dimensional torus over
K(x). In particular Cent(f) is virtually abelian.

Remark 2.12 In [CD12b], the authors give explicit description of the quotient Cent(f)/ Centy(f)
when K = C.

Finite action on the base. If f € Jonq(K) is a Jonquieres twist which has a finite
action on the base, then f* € Jonq,(K) for some k € N. As Cent(f) C Cent(f*), we
can use Theorem2.TT]to describe Cent(f):

12



Corollary 2.13 If f € Jonq(K) is a Jonquiéres twist which has a finite action on the
base, then Cent(f) is virtually contained in a 1-dimensional torus over K(x). In par-
ticular Cent(f) is virtually abelian.

We are contented with this coarse description of Cent(f) because this causes only a
finite index problem as regards the embeddings of Z? to Cr,(K). We give an example
to show how we expect Cent(f) to look like:

Example 2.14 If f is (x,y) ~-» (a(x),R(x)y) where R € K(x) and a € PGL;(K) has
order k < 4oo. Then all maps of the form (x,y) r-» (x,S(x)S(a(x))---S(a""1(x))y)
with S € K(x) commute with f.

3 Base-wandering Jonquieres twists

We introduce some notations. For a Hirzebruch surface X, let us denote by 7 the pro-
jection of X onto P!, i.e. the rational fibration. When X = P! x P!, 7 is the projection
onto the first factor. For x € P!, we denote by F, the fiber 77! (x). If f is a birational
transformation of a Hirzebruch surface X which preserves the rational fibration, we
denote by f € PGL,(K) the induced action of f on the base P! and we will consider f
as an element of Jong(K).

Assume now that f is a Jonquieres twist such that f € PGL, (K) if of infinite order,
we will call it a base-wandering Jonquieres twist. We have an exact sequence:

{1} — Centy(f) — Cent(f) — Cent,(f) — {1} (€]

where Centy(f) = Cent(f) NJongy(K) and Cent,(f) C Cent(f) C PGLy(K). The
action f on the base is conjugate to x — ax with o € K* of infinite order or to
x + x+ 1. The later case is only possible if char(K) = 0. Thus Cent,(f) is a sub-
group of {x— yx,y € K*} or of {x+— x+ 7,y € K}. In both cases Cent,(f) is abelian.
We first remark:

Lemma 3.1 All elements of Centy(f) are elliptic.

Proof By Theorem[2.11] a Jonquieres twist in Jonq,(K) cannot have a base-wandering
Jonquieres twist in its centralizer. ]

The rest of the article will essentially be occupied by the proof of the following theo-
rem.

Theorem 3.2 Let f € Jonq(K) be a base-wandering Jonquiéres twist. The exact se-
quence
{1} — Centy(f) — Cent(f) — Cent,(f) — {1}

satisfies

¢ Centy(f) = Cent(f)NJonqy(K), ifnot trivial, is {(x,y) — (x,ty),t e K*}, {(x,y) —
(x,y+1),t € K} or a torsion group which has order two when char(K) = 0;
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* Cent,(f) C PGLy(K) is isomorphic to the product of a finite cyclic group with
Z. The infinite cyclic subgroup generated by f has finite index in Centy(f).

Proof (of Theorem[3.2) The theorem is a consequence of Proposition[3.18] Corollary
and Proposition 3.33] O

Corollary 3.3 When char(K) = 0, the centralizer of a base-wandering Jonquiéres
twist is virtually abelian.

Proof Theorem[3.2implies that Cent,(f) is virtually the cyclic group generated by f
and that Centy(f) is abelian when char(K) = 0. The result follows. O

Remark 3.4 Theorem[3.2]is nearly optimal in the sense that Cent,(f) can be Z (Re-
mark [3.3) or a product of Z with a non trivial finite cyclic group (Example and
Centy(f) can be trivial, isomorphic to K, K* or Z/2Z (Section[3.3).

Remark 3.5 If a base-wandering Jonquieres twist f commutes with an elliptic element
of the form (x,y) + (x,ty) or (x,y) — (x,y-+1) then f can be written as (1 (x),yR(x*))
or (n(x),y+R(x)) by Theorem 277l A general base-wandering Jonquieres twist can
not be written as (1(x),yR(x*)) or (n(x),y +R(x)). So the centralizer of a general
Jonquiéres twist f differs from the infinite cyclic group (f) only by some finite groups.
For example, for a generic choice of o, 8 € K*, the centralizer of fo g : (x,y) -

(oux, li):lx) is (fup)- this is showed by J. Déserti in [Dés08].

3.1 Algebraically stable maps

If f is a birational transformation of a smooth algebraic surface X over K, we denote by
Ind(f) the set of indeterminacy points of f. We say that f is algebraically stable if there
is no curve V on X such that the strict transform f*(V) C Ind(f) for some integer k > 0.
There always exists a birational morphism X — X which lifts f to an algebraically
stable birational transformation of X ([DFO1] Theorem 0.1). The following theorem
says that for f € Jonq(K), we can get a more precise algebraically stable model:

Theorem 3.6 Let f be a birational transformation of a ruled surface X that preserves
the rational fibration. Then there is a ruled surface X and a birational map @ : X +-» X
such that

* the only singular fibers of X are of the form Do+ Dy where Dy,D; are (—1)-
curves, i.e. X is a conic bundle;

s fp=¢@ofo ¢~ is an algebraically stable birational transformation of X and it
preserves the rational fibration of X which is induced by that of X ;

* fy sends singular fibers isomorphically to singular fibers and all indeterminacy
points of fy and its iterates are located on regular fibers.

* ¢ is a sequence of elementary transformations and blow-ups.
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Let z € X be an indeterminacy point of f. Let X <~ ¥ - X be a minimal resolution
of the indeterminacy point z, i.e. u,v are birational maps which are regular locally
outside the fiber over 7(z), u~! is a series of n blow-ups at z or at its infinitely near
points and » is minimal among possible integers.

Lemma 3.7 The total transform by u™" in Y of F(;), the fiber containing z, is a chain
of (n+ 1) rational curves Co+ Cy + -+ Cy: Cy is the strict transform of Fy,), C(Z) =
Cﬁz -1, Cl»2=—2f0r0<i<nandC[-Ci+1 =1for0<i<n.

Proof Letuswriteu:Y X asY =Y, Ly Yo1--- N Y A, Yy = X where each u;
is a single contraction of a (—1)-curve. Denote by C; the (—1)-curve contracted by u;.
By an abuse of notation, we will also use C; to denote all strict transforms of C;. The
connectedness of the fibers and the preservation of the fibration imply that for each
i, the map foujo---ou; has at most one indeterminacy point on a fiber. To prove
the lemma, it suffices to show that the indeterminacy point of fou; o---ou; which by
construction lies in C; is not the intersection point of C; with C;_;.

Suppose by contradiction that C;y is obtained by blowing up the intersection point
of C; with C;_;. Then for j > i, the auto-intersection of C; on X is less than or equal
to —2. Letuswritev:Y X asY =Y, i)Y,,,l--- £>Y1 V—1>Y0:X where each v;
is a single contraction of a (—1)-curve. Since C; is contracted by v, there must exist
an integer k such that vg 1 0---ov,(C;) is the (—1)-curve on ¥; contracted by v;. By
looking at the auto-intersection number, we see that it is possible only if the C;,j > i
are all contracted by v; o --- ov,. But by the minimality of the integer n, C,, can not be
contracted by v. O

Proof (of Theorem[3.6) Our proof is inspired by the proof of Theorem 0.1 of [DFOT]].
Let py,---, px € X be the indeterminacy points of f. By Lemma[3.7] for 1 <i < k the
minimal resolution of f at p; writes as

X = Xig €5 Xig €2 - & Ko, = Yigy 5+ 2 ¥y 5 Y = X
where u;1,- -+, uin;, Vi1, , Vi, are single contractions of (—1)-curves and Xin; has one
singular fiber which is a chain of rational curves Cjp 4 - - - + Cjy,,. Let us write the global
minimal resolution of indeterminacy of f by keeping in mind the rational fibration:

( fn* n fﬂ* fVL
X =Xy —J‘O—» Xi "[1”> SRR & S 222 X 2L X0, =
ook iy I [
p! fo p! fi 1 pl fu Jan—z p! Fan-1 p!
where n =ny+---+n; and
* fo, -+, fn—1 are blow-ups which correspond to the inverses of uyy, -« Uiy, Ukt 5 Uk s
* fu,'*» fan—1 are blow-downs which correspond tO vy, -+, Vipys *+ 5 Vil " 5 Vi s

* X, has k singular fibers which are chains of rational curves Cip + - -- + Gy, 1 <
i<k
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* the abusive notation 7 is self-explaining; we will also denote by Cj; a strict trans-
form of C;; (if it remains a curve) on the surfaces X;. On Xy = X»,, it is possible
that Cyo = Cip, for 1 <i,i’ <k.

For any j € N, we denote j mod 2n by j and we let X; = X;, fj = f;. If fj blows up
a point r; € X, then we denote by V;; the exceptional curve on X; . If f; contracts
a curve W; C X; then we denote by s; the point f;(W;) € X;;. For each V; (resp.
W;), there is an i such that V; (resp. W;) is among Cjo, - - - ,Ci;. Suppose that f is not
algebraically stable on H. Then there exist integers 1 <M < N such that fjs contracts
Wy and

fN*l O--- OfM(WM) =7rIN E Ind(fN)

Since fy is a blow-up and fys is a blow-down, we have 0 < N<n—1landn <M <
2n— 1. We can assume that the length (N — M) is minimal. Observe first that the
minimality of the length implies for all j such that M < j <N — 1, the point ¢, :=
fio--ofu(Wy) = fjo---o fusi(sm+1) is neither an indeterminacy point nor a point
on a curve contracted by fj 1.

The second observation is that for any j such that M < j <N —1,¢;11isnoton a
singular fiber of X 1. The reason is as follows. Denote by M’, N’ the two numbers that
satisfty M < M' <N <N,M'=N' =0, M —M <nand N-N <n. IfM < j<M
and #j;1 was on a singular fiber, then #;,; would be on a component contracted by
some f; with j+ 1 < k < M’. This contradicts the minimality of N — M by our first
observation. Similarly If N/ < j < N and tj+1 was on a singular fiber, then # would be
an indeterminacy point of some f; with N’ < k < j, again contradicting the minimality
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of N—M. If M' < j < N and t;;, was on a singular fiber, then there would exist L
suchthat M’ <L < j < L+2n < N’ and at least one of the 7, -+ ,#; 12,1 is not a point
where the corresponding map is locally isomorphic, still contradicting the minimality
of N — M by our first observation.

The second observation further implies that for j suchthat M < j < j+2n<N—1,
tj+1,tj+2n+1 are not on the same fiber of X; 1 = X;,2,,1. Suppose to the contrary that
this is not true for some j. Then there exists ;' such that j < j' < j+2nand j/ =M. t;
would also be on the same fiber as ;. However it is the singular fiber containing Wy,
contradiction to our second observation that ¢ cannot be on a singular fiber.

Since fy—1 maps isomorphically the fiber of Xy_ containing #y_; (which is regular
by the above observation) to the fiber of Xjy containing ry, the fiber containing ry is just
one rational curve. As fy is a blow-up, the fiber of Xy containing V4 is the union
of two (—1)-curves, let us say, Cyo and Cy; = Viy41. Then the fiber of Xy containing
ry 18 just Cyo. Similarly the singular fiber of Xjs containing Wy is Cyn,, + Gy (y,,—1) for
some 1 <m <k and Wy = Gy, —1)-

First case. Suppose that m = k and n; = 1. Let a € N be the minimal integer such
that M +2an > N. Then for N < j < M + 2an, the surface X; has a singular fiber
Cio + Cr1 and the maps fy,- -, far+2an—1 are all regular on Cyg + Cy;. Now we blow-
up fyi1, 0 yIn—1,rn. For ji = jo, we showed that #;,,7;, are not on the same fiber of
X;, = Xj,. This means that these blow-ups only give rise to singular fibers which are
unions of two (—1)-curves. We denote by X j the modified surfaces, and fj the induced
maps. Then every X ; has singular fibers of the form Cyg + G and every f ; is regular
around these singular fibers. Let f = on,l 0---0 fo. The number of indeterminacy
points of f (it was k for f) has decreased by one. Note that f exchanges the two
components Cyg and Cy;. This fact will be used in the proof of Proposition[3.13

Second case. Suppose that m = k and n; > 1 or simply m # k. We blow-up ry and
contract the strict transform of the initial fiber containing rn which is Cyg, obtaining
a new surface Xy whose corresponding fiber is now the single rational curve Cy;. We
perform elementary transformations at fy_1, -+ ,fy+1, i.6. we blow-up X; at ¢; and
contract the strict transform of the initial fiber, replacing X; with X;. This process has
no ambiguity: if j; = jo, we showed that ¢;,,7;, are not on the same fiber of X;, = X},
so the corresponding elementary transformations do not interfere with each other. Let
us denote by fu,--, fv the maps induced by fyr,---, fa.

We now analyse the effects of fu, -+, fv. First look at fy, it lifts to a regular
isomorphism after blowing up ry. Thus fy is the blow-up at the point ey of Xy to
which Cyg is contracted. After this step, the map going from Xy_; to Xy induced
by fy—1 is as following: it contracts the fiber containing ty_; to ey and blows up
tny—1. Then we make elementary transformations at ty_p,--- ,#y+1 in turn. The maps
fv_1,-+, furs1 are all regular on the modified fibers, thus they are still single blow-ups
or single blow-downs. The behaviour of fy; differs from the previous ones: it does not
contract Cy,(,, 1) any more, but contracts Cy,, .

The hypothesis m # k (or m = k, n; > 1) forbids Cyy C Xy to go back into the
fiber of Xpr42na = Xy containing Wy, without being contracted. More precisely this
implies the existence of N’ > N such that

* Xn+1,---, Xy all contain Gy and Gy ;
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* fn+1,---,far—1 are regular on Cyg and fr contracts Cyo;
e if a € N is the minimal integer such that M + 2na > N, then N’ < M + 2na.

On the surfaces Xy1, -+, Xy, Cro is always a (—1)-curve, we contract all these Cy
and obtain new surfaces Xy 1,--- ,Xy. The second and the third property listed above
mean that the new induced maps fy,- - - , fyr are all single blow-ups, single blow-downs
or simply isomorphisms.

In summary we get a commutative diagram:

ORI S L BNUURE L I S SRR N AL N
Xo LN X, AN ,f'iil,> X, L ,f,zi’i§> Xon_1 ,{21’:5 X, = Xo

where the vertical arrows are composition of elementary transformations and blow-ups.
Let us remark that:

* the first vertical arrow X, - -+ Xo is a composition of elementary transformations.

« the blow-ups or the contractions of the f ;7 only concern the k singular fibers and
the exceptional curves are always among Cio, -+ ,Clny, -, Choy 5 Crny s

* there is no more Cy. We then do a renumbering: Cyp, -+« , Gy, become Co, -+ + , G —1)-

Let f = f2n71 0--+0 fo. We repeat the above process. Either we are in the first case

and k decreases, or we are in the second case and the total number of Cyg,- -+ ,C1py 5+ ,Cro, -+ ,Ciny,
decreases. As a consequence, after a finite number of times, either we get an alge-
braically stable map f, or we will get rid of all the Cyo,- ,Ciny, -+ ,Cho, "+ s Chny- In

the later case f is a regular automorphism, thus automatically algebraically stable. [

3.2 Elliptic elements in the Jonquiéres group

Some materials in this section are taken from [Blall]]. We assume char(K) = 0 in this
section.

Lemma 3.8 Assume char(K) =0. Let f: (x,y) v-» (n(x),yR(x)),n € PGLy(K),R €
K(x) be an elliptic element. Then

1. either R € K,

2. orR(x) = sff;(&))) withr € K* and S € K(x)\K.

Proof If 1 is the identity, then we see easily, by looking at the degree growth, that f is
elliptic if and only if R is constant. From now on assume that 7] is not the identity.

We first consider the case where f has infinite order. Then by Proposition 2.4]
f is conjugate to an automorphism of a Hirzebruch surface. By Theorem 3.6, the
conjugation which turns f into an automorphism of a Hirzebruch surface is a sequence
of elementary transformations. After conjugation it preserves the two strict transforms
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of the two sections {y = 0} and {y = «}. Therefore there exists g € Jonq,(K) of the

form (x,y) r-» (x,yS(x)),S € K(x) such that go fog™!is (x,y) =-+ (n(x),ry) with
r € K*. Hence f is (x,y) +-» (n(x),ys(rfl—(&))).
Now assume that f has finite order. Then 1) has also finite order. Denote by d the

order of 1 and dk the order of f. The expression of £ is (x,y) +-» (x,T(x)y) where

T(x) =RxR(M(X))---RM* ' (x)).

As @ =1d, we have T (x)* = 1. Therefore T (x) = & is a root of unity. Take a § € K*
such that B¢ = a. Then R'(x) = R(x)/ satisfies

RR (m(x) R (1" () = 1.

In other words R’ represents a cocycle of Z/dZ with values in K*(X). By Hilbert’s
Theorem 90, the cohomology group H'(Z/dZ,K* (X)) is trivial. Thus the existence of

S € K*(X) such that R'(x) = 551(8)). The conclusion follows. O

Remark 3.9 If char(K) > 0 then we cannot apply Hilbert’s Theorem 90 in the above
situation because the corresponding field extension may not be seperable.

Remark 3.10 In the above lemma S may not be unique. If 1 has finite order and

T € K(x) is such that 7 (x) = T(n(x)), then 5(6;1(3)) =7 nT()(c))ng)fCl)(x))'

A direct corollary of Lemmal[3.§]is:

Corollary 3.11 [f char(K) = 0 then a diagonalisable elliptic element of Jonqy(K) =
PGL,(K(X)) is always conjugate to an automorphism of a Hirzebruch surface.

Lemma 3.12 Let f: (x,y) =-» (n(x),y+R(x)),n € PGLy(K),R € K(x) be an elliptic
element. Then one of the following holds:

1. M has finite order;

2. there exists a coordinate x' such that 1 is X' — vx' with v € K*, and R(x') =
Ri(X') + Ry() where Ry, R, are polynomials in x'.

3. there exists a coordinate X' such that 1 is X' — X' + 1, and R is a polynomial in

x.

Proof Assume that ) has infinite order, then for some coordinate x’, 1 can be writ-
ten as N(x') =x' — ¥ + 1 or X — vx’ with v € K*. In coordinates (x',y), write the

transformation f as (x',y) +-+ (n(¥),y +C(x') + g(&;;) where C, P,Q € K[x'] are such
that either P = 0 or degP < deg(Q. There is nothing to prove if P = 0. Suppose by

contradiction that deg P < deg Q. For n € N*, the iterate f" is

(Wy) s (n"<x’>,y+z<x'> o
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Where X(x') is a polynomial of degree at most the degree of C. If n(x’') = vx’ and
Q(x') = gx’¥ for some ¢ € K and d € N, then replacing the coordinate ¥’ with x* = 1/x/
we can write f as (x*,y) +-» (%,y—i—C(xi*) +q ' P(1/x*)). Asd = degQ > degP,
the coordinate x* satisfies the required properties.

In the remaining cases, either 17(x’) = x+ 1 or Q has a factor x — a with @ # 0. In
both cases some factor of Q gives rise to an infinite number of distinct factors in the

polynomials Q(n™(x’)),n € N. Then if we write

P(x P(n™ (¥
(), P
o) o(m"=1(x))
as a single fraction, then the degree of its denominator tends to infinity as n tends to

infinity. This contradicts the hypothesis that the degrees of the f"s are bounded. This
means P = 0 in these situations. (]

We refer to [Blalll] Section 3 (especially Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 3.9) for re-
sults that are stronger than the following proposition.

Proposition 3.13 Assume that char(K) = 0. Let f € Jonq(K) be an elliptic element
that is not conjugate to an automorphism of a Hirzebruch surface. Then f has even
finite order 2k and is conjugate to an automorphism f' of a conic bundle. Moreover f*
is in Jonqy(K) and f’k exchanges the two components of at least one singular fiber of
the conic bundle.

Proof We see by Proposition that an elliptic element of infinite order is always
conjugate to an automorphism of Hirzebruch surface. Hence our hypothesis implies
immediately that f is of finite order. We can assume that f’ is an algebraically stable
map on a conic bundle X which satisfies the conclusions of Theorem We claim
that f” is an automorphism of X. Suppose by contradiction that py is an indeterminacy
point of f’. It must lie on a regular fiber F of X. Let d be the order of f'. As f’ is
algebraicaly stable, py is not an indeterminacy point of f~" for any n and there exists
p1,--- , pa belonging to the fibers f'~'(F),--- f'~(F) such that f" is well defined at
each p;and f'(p;) = p;_1. However f =Id implies ps = po, contradicting that py is
an indeterminacy point.

Since by hypothesis X is not a Hirzebruch surface, it must have some singular
fibers. As f has finite order, there exists a minimal k > 0 such that f’ k preserves the
rational fibration fiber by fiber, i.e. f* € Jonq,(K).

é((;)) gg%) be a matrix of GL, (K(X)) that represents f* € Jonq,(K) =

LetM =
PGL, (K(X)).

We claim that M is not diagonalisable. It is proved when K= C in [Blal1]][page 479
parts (i), (ii) of the proof of Proposition 3.3] that this would imply that f is conjugate
to an automorphism of a Hirzebruch surface; the proof works word by word when
char(K) = 0. A consequence is that f’ k exchanges the two components of at least one
singular fiber of X because otherwise f’ ¥ would be conjugate to an automorphism of a
Hirzebruch surface and would be diagonalisable (see the formula @)). Thus the order
of f¥is even.
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Let 2 be the order of f*. Then there exists A € K(x)* such that M*/ = A1d is a
scalar matrix. Taking determinants of both side we get detM?/ = A2. Thus there exists
k € K(X) such that k/ = A. Let Pyy € K(X)[T] be the minimal polynomial of M. Then
Py is a factor of T2/ — A = T?/ — k. Since M is not diagonalisable the polynomial Py
is irreducible in K(X)[T]. Any irreducible factor of 7%/ — k/ has the form T2 — pk for
some j-th root of unity u. Therefore M is a scalar matrix. In other words j = 1 and
£* is an involution. O

Corollary 3.14 Assume that char(K) = 0. Let f € Jonqy(K) be an elliptic element
which is not conjugate to an automorphism of a Hirzebruch surface. Then f is an invo-
lution and is conjugate to an automorphism f' of a conic bundle X. The automorphism
£ fixes pointwise a hyperelliptic curve whose projection onto the base P! is a ramified

double cover. In some affine chart f can be written as (x,y) --» (x, @) with a € K[x].

The hyperelliptic curve is given by the equation y* = a(x).

Such involutions are well known and are called Jonquiéres involutions, see [BBOO].

3.3 The group Centy(f)

Now we turn back to the study of centralizers. Let f be a base-wandering Jonquieres
twist. In [CD12b]], it is proved by explicit calculations, in the case where K = C, that
Centy(f) is isomorphic to C*, C* x Z/2Z, C or a finite group (this is not optimal).
Their arguments do not work directly when char(K) > 0. With a more precise descrip-
tion of elements of Jonq,(K), we simplify their arguments and improve their results.

Let g € Centy(f) be non trivial. By Lemma[3.1] g is elliptic. If g is conjugate to an
automorphism of a Hirzebruch surface, then by proposition 2.6] by choosing suitable
coordinates we can write g as (x,y) — (x, By) or (x,y) — (x,y+1).

Lemma 3.15 Suppose that there exists a non trivial g € Centy(f) that can be written as
(x,) = (x, By) with B € K*. Either f has the form (a(x),R(x)y~!) with a € PGL,(K)
and Centy(f) is an order two group generated by the involution (x,y) — (x,—y), or f
has the form (a(x),R(x)y) and Centy(f) is {(x,y) — (x,7yy),y € K*}.

Proof The map g preserves {y = 0} and {y = =} and these two curves are the only
g-invariant sections. Thus f permutes these two sections and has necessarily the form
(x,) F-» (a(x),R(x)y*") where R € K(x) and a € PGL;(K) has infinite order. If f is
(a(x),R(x)y~"), then B = —1. Since Cent(f) C Cent(f?) we replace f by f? in what
follows so that we can assume f is (a(x),R(x)y).

The only f-invariant sections are {y = 0} and {y = e}. Indeed an invariant section
s satisfies

s(a"(x)) =R(x)---R(a" ' (x))s(x) VneN.

If s was not {y = 0} nor {y = oo}, then the two sides of the equations would be non-zero
rational fractions and the degree of the right side would go to infinity with n because f is

a Jonquieres twist. Thus, an element of Centy(f) permutes the two f-invariant sections
and has the form (x,A(x)y) or (x, @) with A € K(x). In the first case the commutation
relation implies A (a(x)) = A(x) which further implies that A is a constant. In the second
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case the commutation relation gives A(a(x))~'R(x)?A(x) = 1 which further implies
that (a(x),R(x)%y) is conjugate by (x,A(x)y) to an elliptic element (a(x),y). This is not
possible because the map f” : (x,y) ~-+ (a(x),R(x)?y) is a Jonquieres twist. Indeed the
iterates f", f' are respectively

(" (x),R(x)--R(@""'(x))y) and  (a"(x),(R(x)- R(a""'(x)))%y)

and they have the same degree growth.

Reciprocally all elements of the form (x,y) — (x, By) with § € K* commute with
[ (x,y) ==+ (a(x),R(x)y) and we have already observed that (x,y) — (x,—y) is the
only non trivial element of Jonq(K) which commutes with (a(x),R(x)y™"). O

Lemma 3.16 Suppose that there exists a non trivial g € Centy(f) that can be written
as (x,y) — (x,y+1). Then f has the form (a(x),y+S(x)) with S € K(x) and Centy(f)
is {(x,y+7),y€ K}

Proof The section {y = o} is the only g-invariant section. Thus f preserves this
section and has the form (x,y) ~-» (a(x),R(x)y + S(x)) where R,S € K(x) and a €
PGL,(K) is of infinite order. Writing down the relation fog = go f, we see that
R=1. Thus f is (a(x),y+ S(x)) where S belongs to K(x) but not to K[x] since f is a
Jonquieres twist. The only f-invariant section is {y = co}. Indeed an invariant section
s satisfies

s(@"(x)) = s(x) +Sx) +---+ 8@ (x)) VneN.

If s was not {y = oo}, then the two sides of the equations are rational fractions. The
degree of the right-hand side grows linearly in n while the degree of the left-hand side
does not depend on n, contradiction. Thus, an element of Centy(f) fixes {y = oo}
and has the form (x,A(x)y+ B(x)) with A, B € K(x). Writing down the commutation
relation, we get

A(x)y+B(x)+S(x) = A(a(x))y+A(a(x))S(x) + B(a(x)).

The fact that a has infinite order implies that A is a constant. Then the equation is
reduced to
B(x)+ (1 —A)S(x) —B(a(x))=0.

IfA#1, then f: (x,y) ~-» (a(x),y 4+ S(x)) would be conjugate by (x,y+ l(x)) to the
elliptic elment (a(x),y). Therefore A = 1 and B is a constant. Reciprocally we see that
all elements of the form (x,y) — (x,y+ ) with B € K commute with f : (x,y) -+

(a(x),y+S(x)). |

Lemma 3.17 Assume that no non-trivial element of Centy(f) is conjugate to an auto-
morphism of a Hirzebruch surface and that Centy(f) has a non-trivial element g. Then
Centy(f) is a torsion group. If moreover char(K) = 0 then g has order two and is the
only non-trivial element of Centy(f).

Proof By Lemma[3.1] g is an elliptic element. Since an elliptic element of infinite
order is conjugate to an automorphism of a Hirzebruch surface by Proposition g
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has finite order. If char(K) = 0 then g is a Jonquigres involution of a conic bundle X
by Corollary[3.14

Assume now that char(K) = 0. Then by Corollary[3.14] g fixes pointwise a hyper-
elliptic curve C. The map f induces an action on C, equivariant with respect to the
ramified double cover. The action of f on C is infinite, this is possible only if the ac-
tion of f on the base is up to conjugation x — o and if C is a rational curve whose
projection on the base P! is ramified over x = 0, x = co. Then the only singular fibers of
X are over x = 0,x = oo. Note that f can have at most one indeterminacy point on each
of these two fibers. If f had an indeterminacy point on these two fibers, then it would
be a fixed point of g because g commutes with f and g preserves each fiber. But the
only fixed point of g on a singular fiber is the intersection point of the two components,
which can not be an indeterminacy point by Lemma[3.7} Therefore the Jonquigres twist
f must have an indeterminacy point over a point whose orbit in the base is infinite. This
implies that the indeterminacy points of all the iterates of f form an infinite set. As g
commutes with all the iterates of f, it fixes an infinite number of these indeterminacy
points. Thus, the hyperelliptic curve C associated to g is the Zariski closure of these
indeterminacy points and is uniquely determined by f. However C determines g too.
(cf. [BBOO] Proposition 2.7). Therefore g is uniquely determined by f and is the only
non trivial element of Centy(f). O

Putting together the three previous lemmas, we obtain the following improvement
of [CD12b]:

Proposition 3.18 Let f be a base-wandering Jonquieres twist. If Centy(f) is not triv-
ial, then it is {(x,y) — (x,2y),t € K*}, {(x,y) = (x,y+1),t € K}, ((x,y) — (x,—y))
or a torsion group. If char(K) = 0 and Centy(f) is a non-trivial torsion group, then it
is a group of order two generated by a Jonquiéres involution.

3.4 Persistent indeterminacy points
3.4.1 general facts

Let f be a birational transformation of a surface X. An indeterminacy point x € X
of f will be called persistent if 1) for every i > 0, £~/ is regular at x; and 2) there
are infinitely many curves contracted onto x by the iterates f~", n € N. This notion of
persistence and the following idea appeared first in a non published version of [Canl1]],
and it is also applied to some particular examples in [DésO8]. Note that it is different
from the definition of persistent base points given in [BD15]].

Proposition 3.19 Let f be an algebraically stable birational transformation of a sur-
face X. Suppose that there exists at least one persistent indeterminacy point with an
infinite backward orbit. Let n denote the number of such indeterminacy points. Then
the centralizer Cent(f) of f admits a morphism @ : Cent(f) — %, to the symmetric
group of order n satisfying the following property: for any g € Ker(@), there exists
1 € Z such that g o f! preserves fiber by fiber a pencil of rational curves.

Proof The algebraic stability of f will be used throughout the proof, we will not recall
it each time. Denote by p1,-- -, p, the persistent indeterminacy points of f. Let g be
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a birational transformation of X which commutes with f. Fix an index 1 < ny < n.
Since {f/(pn,),i > 0} is infinite, there exists ko > 0 such that g is regular at f*(py,)
for all k > ko. For infinitely many j > 0, f~/ contracts a curve onto pj,, denote these
curves by C,’,O. There exists k; > 0 such that g does not contract C’,jo forall k > ky. We
deduce, from the above observations and the fact that f and g commute, that for k > kg
the point g(f¥(px,)) is an indeterminacy point of some f™ with 0 < m < k+k;. Then
there exists 0 < mg < m such that

o for 0 < i< my, fis regular at g(f *(pn,));
o ™ (g(f*(pny))) = g(f™*(py,)) is an indeterminacy point of f.

By looking at g(f*(py,)) and Cﬁ; for infinitely many k,k’, we see that the above
indeterminacy point does not depend on k and is persistent with an infinite backward
orbit. So it is pg,(ny) for some I < 0,(no) < n. This gives us a well defined map
o, {l,---,n}—={1,--- ,n}.

Now let g,h be two elements of Cent(f). Then by considering a sufficiently large
k for which g is regular at f*(p,,) and h is regular at g(f~*(py,)), we see that o o
Oy = Ojog. By taking h = g~ ! we see that O, is bijective. We have then a group
homomorphism ¢ from Cent(f) to the symmetric group .}, which sends g to o.

Assume that ny is a fixed point of o, this holds in particular when g € Ker(¢). We
keep the previous notations. Since g(f~*(pn,)) is an indeterminacy point of /™ whose
forward orbit meets p,,, for an appropriate choice of / < k we have

gof](fik(Pno)) :fik(Pno)

for all k > ko. This implies further

gof'(Chy) =Gy
for all sufficiently large k’. We conclude by Lemma[3.20 below. O

The proof of the following lemma in [[Canl0] is written over C for rational self-
maps. The same proof works in all characteristics for birational self-maps but not for
general rational self-maps (this is also observed and used in [XielJ].).

Lemma 3.20 If a birational transformation f of a smooth algebraic surface preserves
infinitely many curves then these curves are members of a pencil of curves and f pre-
serves each member of this pencil of curves.

Note that Lemma [3.20]is not needed in the proof of Proposition if f € Jonq(K),
and this is the only case in this paper where we apply Proposition (see Corollary
3.23).

Remark 3.21 Using the tools introduced in [LU18] and the same idea of Proposition
Lonjou-Urech generalized Proposition and Corollary below to higher
dimension, see [LU18|] Theorem 1.6.
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3.4.2 persistent indeterminacy points for Jonquiéeres twists

We examine the notion of persistence in the Jonquieres group and give a complement
to Theorem

Proposition 3.22 Let f be a Jonquiéres twist acting algebraically stably on a conic
bundle X as in the statement of Theorem Then an indeterminacy point p of f is
persistent if and only if the orbit of ©(p) € P! under f is infinite. And in that case,
every f~',i € N* contracts a curve onto p.

Proof If 7(p) has a finite orbit then p certainly cannot be persistent. Let us assume
that the orbit of 77(p) is infinite. Then f is conjugate to x —+ aX with o € K* of infinite
order or to x — x + 1 (only when char(K) = 0). By the algebraic stability of f, £~/ is
regular at p for all i > 0 and all the points f~#(p),i > 0 are on distinct fibers. Denote
by xo,x; the points 7(p), f(w(p)). By Theorem[3.6] we know that the fibers Fy,, Fy,
are not singular. Thus f is regular on Fy,\{p} and contracts it onto a point g € Fy,;
f~!is regular on Fy, \{g} and contracts it onto p. Now pick a point x, in the forward
orbit of xy by £ and consider the fiber F,,. The fiber F,, cannot be contracted onto g
by f~("=1 because of the algebraic stability of f. As a consequence it is contracted by
7" onto p. O

Corollary 3.23 Let f be a Jonquiéres twist acting algebraically stably on a conic bun-
dle X as in the statement of Theorem Suppose that the base action f € PGL,(K)
has infinite order and there is an indeterminacy point of f located on a fiber F, C X

such that f(x) # x.
1. If f has the form x — x + 1 then Centy,(f) is isomorphic to Z;

2. if f has the form x — ax then Centy,(f) is isomorphic to the product of Z with a
finite cyclic group.

Note that the first case does not occur when char(K) # 0.

Proof Proposition[3.22]shows that the birational transformation f satisfies the hypoth-
esis of Proposition Let n denote the number of persistent indeterminacy points
of f with infinite backward orbits. Let g € Cent(f). It is in Jonq(K) by Lemma
Proposition says that g" o f! preserves every member of a pencil of ratio-
nal curves for some [ € Z. The proof of Proposition 3.19] shows that infinitely many
members of this pencil of rational curves are fibers of the initial rational fibration on
X. Therefore this pencil of rational curves is the initial rational fibration. This means
2" of =1d € PGLy(K).

When char(K) = 0 and £ is x — x + 1, its centralizer in PGL;(K) is isomorphic to
the additive group K and this group is torsion free. Thus, Cent,(f) is contained in an
infinite cyclic group in which < f > has index < n!. The conclusion follows in this
case.

When f is x — ox with o of infinite order, its centralizer in PGL, (K) is isomorphic
to the multiplicative group K*. The difference is that, in this case it is possible that g has
finite order < n!. Thus, we may have an additional finite cyclic factor in Cent,(f). O
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3.5 Local analysis around a fiber

Now we need to study the case where there is no persistent indeterminacy points. In
this section we will work in the following setting:

e Let f be a base-wandering Jonquigres twist. We can suppose that f is x — otx or
x—x+1.

* Up to taking an algebraically stable model as in Theorem [3.6] we can suppose
that f is a birational transformation of a conic bundle X which satisfies the prop-
erties in Theorem We can assume that X is minimal in the sense that f
switches the two components of every singular fiber of X.

* We assume that the only indeterminacy points of f are on the fibers Fp, Fe.. This
is because these two fibers are the only possible invariant fibers and if f has
an indeterminacy point elsewhere then the situation is treated in the previous
section.

Without loss of generality, let us suppose that f has an indeterminacy point p on the
fiber F... By algebraic stability f~! has an indeterminacy point ¢ # p on F.. If x € P!
is not 0 nor o, then the orbit of x under f is infinite and the fiber Fy is regular. As f has
an indeterminacy point on F., the fiber F.. is also regular. Assume that Fj is singular,
then it is the union of two (—1)-curves and f exchanges the two components. Since
Cent(f) C Cent(f?) and the aim of this section is to prove that Centy,(f) is finite by
cyclic, it is not harmful to replace f with f2 so that the two components of F are no
more exchanged and we can assume that Fj is regular. Thus, we can suppose that

* the surface X is a Hirzebruch surface.

If f is x — ax, then Centy(f) is contained in {(x — ¥x),y € K*} and all elements
of Cent,(f) fix 0 and . Similarly if £ is x — x+ 1 then all elements of Cent(f)
fix co. Thus Fp or F. is Cent(f)-invariant (under total transforms), we will study the
(semi-)local behaviour of the elements in Cent(f) around such an invariant fiber.

3.5.1 An infinite chain

We blow up X at p,q the indeterminacy points of f, !, obtaining a new surface X;.
The fiber of X; over O is a chain of three rational curves C_; + Cy + C| where C (resp.
C_) is the exceptional curve corresponding to p (resp. g) and Cy is the strict transform
of F.o C X. Now f induces a birational transformation f; of X;. As in Lemma[3.7] we
know that f (resp. f| 1) has an indeterminacy point p, (resp. g2) on Cy (resp. C_1)
which is disjoint from Cy. We then blow up p», > and repeat the process. We have:

* for every n € N, a surface X,, on which f induces a birational transformation f,;
« the fiber of X, over 0 is a chain of rational curves C_,,,--- ,Cy,--- ,Cy;

o fu (resp. f, 1) has an indeterminacy point py,41 (resp. gn+1) on C, (resp. C_,)
disjoint from C,—; (resp. C_,_1))-
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Let g be a birational transformation of X which commutes with f. We already
observed that F.. is an invariant fiber of g. If g is regular on F.., then the commutativity
implies that g preserves the set {p,q}. Suppose that g is not regular on F... Then g
(resp. g~ ') has an indeterminacy point p’ (resp. ¢’) on F... Replacing g by g~ ! or f
by f~!, we can suppose that p’ # ¢g. Then for every point x € F., such that x # p, p/,
we have that g(¢q) = g(f(x)) = f(g(x)) is a point, thus equals g. This further implies
g = ¢. Then we apply the same argument to g, !, obtaining p = p. In summary, g is
either regular on F., and preserves {p,q}, or the set of indeterminacy points of g, g~
on F is exactly {p,q}.

We lift g to a birational transformation on X,,. By repeating the above arguments, we
deduce that for all n € N the two indeterminacy points of f;, f, ' on the fiber F.. C X,
coincide with that of g,,, g, ! if the later exist. This means that for a C; given, and for
sufficiently large n, the rational curve C; is a component of the fiber of X,, and g, maps
it to another component C; of the fiber. In other words g acts on the infinite chain of
rational curves ),z C,. The dual graph of this infinite chain of rational curves is a
chain of vertices indexed by Z. The action of f on the dual graph is just a non trivial
translation. The isomorphism group of the dual graph is isomorphic to Z x Z/2Z.
Those isomorphisms which commute with a non trivial translation coincide with the
subgroup of translations Z. The above considerations can be summarized as follows:

Lemma 3.24 There is a group homomorphism ® : Cent(f) — Z such that g(C,) =
Co(g)+n for g € Cent(f). An element g € Cent(f) is in the kernel of ® if and only if
g(Cy) = C, for every n € Z. In other words an element g of the kernel of ® is regular
on the fiber F., and fixes the indeterminacy points of f, f~' on this fiber.

Lemma 3.25 Let g be an element of Cent(f). Let x € P! be a point not fixed by f.
Then g can not have any indeterminacy points on the fiber Fy over x.

Proof By our hypothesis f is regular on all fibers Fy, where {xn,n € Z} denote the
orbit of x under f. If g had an indeterminacy point p on Fy, then f(p), f>(p),--- would
give us an infinite number of indeterminacy points of g. (]

Corollary 3.26 Suppose that f is conjugate to x — x + 1 (in particular char(K) = 0).
Let g € Cent(f) be in the kernel of @ : Cent(f) — Z. Then g is an automorphism of X.
Furthermore g preserves the rational fibration fiber by fiber.

Proof Lemma [3.24] says that g does not have any indeterminacy point on the fiber
F... Lemma[3.23]says that g does not have any indeterminacy point elsewhere neither.
Thus, g is an automorphism. Since g commutes with f: x> x+ 1, g is x — x+v
for some v € K. Suppose by contradiction that v # 0. Then g is an elliptic element
of infinite order and f € Cent(g). We can apply Theorem2.7to g, f and put them in
normal form. As f is a Jonquieres twist, the rational fibration preserved simultaneously
by f and g is unique and it must be the rational fibration appeared in the normal form.
Hence, Theorem 2.7l forbids f,z to be both non-trivial and of the form x — x +w with
weK. O

When 7 is of the form x — ax, there are two special fibers Fy, F.. and the above
easy argument does not work.
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3.5.2 Formal considerations along a fiber

In the rest of this section we will assume that f is x — ox. There are two invariant
fibers F., and Fj in this case. We assume that f has an indeterminacy point g on Fy.
The idea of what we do in the sequel is as follows. Let us look at the case where
K = C. The indeterminacy point ¢ € Fy of f~! is a fixed point of f, at which the
differential of f has two eigenvalues 0 and «; the fiber directon is superattracting and
in the transverse direction f is justx — ax. Therefore there is a local invariant manifold
at g for f, which is a local holomorphic section of the rational fibration. Likewise, there
is a local invariant manifold at p € Fp, the indeterminacy point of f. These two local
holomorphic sections allow us to conjugate locally holomorphically f to (ax,a(x)y)
where a is a germ of holomorphic function. The structure of Jonquieres maps is nice
enough to allow us to apply this geometric idea over any field in an elementary way.

We need just to work with formal series instead of polynomials.

From now on we fix f : (x,y) ~-» (o, %) where oo € K* has infinite order
and A,B,C,D € K[x]. Without loss of generality, we suppose that 1) the point (0,0)
(resp. (0,o0)) is an indeterminacy point of f (resp. f~'); 2) one of the A, B,C, D is not
a multiple of x. This implies

B(0) = C(0) = D(0) =0, A(0) 0. (5)

We will consider A,B,C,D as elements of the ring of formal series K[x]. We will
also view f as an element of the formal Jonquieres group PGL,(K((x))) x K* whose

fggﬁgg;) where 1 € K* and a,b, c,d

elements are formal expressions of the form (px,
belong to K((x)), the fraction field of K[x].

Normal form. We want to conjugate f to a formal expression of the form (oux, B (x)y), B €

K((x)) by some formal expression (x, %) with E, F,G,H € K[x]. This amounts

to say that we are looking for E, F,G,H € K[x] such that EF — GH # 0 and

(e men) (&) 50) (0 )

is a diagonal matrix. By writing out the explicit expressions of the up-right entry and
the down-left entry of this matrix product, we obtain two equations to solve:

F(x)H(ax)A(x) + H(x)H(ax)B(x) — F (x)F (ax)C(x) — H(x)F (ox)D(x) =0 (6)
—E(x)G(ax)A(x) — G(x)G(ax)B(x) + E(x)E(ox)C(x) + G(x)E(ax)D(x) =0 (7)

We will use minuscules to denote the coefficients of the formal series, e.g. E(x) =
Yicneix'. Let us first look at the constant terms of equations (6D, (@), they give

—e0g0ao — ggbo + €§co + eogodo = 0 = fohoao + hgbo — fofoco — fohodo.

Since by = ¢y = dy = 0 and ag # 0 (see Equation (3)), we must have eggo = foho = 0.
We can choose fy = go = 0 and ey = hy = 1, this guarantees in particular that our
solution will satisfy EH — FG # 0.
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Remark that the equations (6) and involve respectively only E,G and F,H,
and they have exactly the same form. So it suffices to show the existence of E,G
which satisfy equation (6). The constant term is done, let us look at the x term. This
leads to a linear equation in e1,g; with coefficients involving ag, by, co,do, €g, go and .
Therefore there exists at least one solution for e, g;. Then we turn to the next term and
get a linear equation in e;, g7, and so on. Hence, we can find E, F, G, H which satisfy
the desired properties. To sum up, we have:

Lemma 3.27 There exists E,F,G,H € K[x] such that:
. . E F
* E(0)=H(0)=1and F(0)=G(0) =0, in particular (G H) € PGL, (K((x)));

o (x, %) conjugates f to (ax,B(x)y) for some B € K((x));

Projective line over K((x)). We call an element of P! (K((x))) = K((x)){e} a for-
mal section. We say a formal section 0(x) passes through the origin if 6(0) = 0. An

element u = (ux, - éx)); isgxg ) of the formal Jonquiéres group PGL, (K((x))) x K* acts on

P! (K((x))) in the following way:

oo ifc(ux)8(u""x)+d(u"'x) =0
G(X)Hue(x): { (,LL 1X> (,LL 1 >+b(ﬂ lx) ) :
c(u10)0(u"1x)+d(u=1x) otherwise

jgz,lg ifc#0

{oo ifc=0
oo -1

Geometrically this is saying that a formal section of the rational fibration is sent to
another by a formal Jonquieres transformation. Remark that this action on ]P)%(((x)) is

not an automorphism of K((x))-algebraic variety. In scheme theoretic language, we
have a commutative diagram:

1 0—u-0 1
PRy —  Prw)

|

Spec(K((x))) =5 Spec(K((x))).

Thus, we have a group homomorphism from PGL, (K((x))) x K* to the group of such
twisted automorphisms of ]P’Il(((x)).

Now let g € Cent(f) be an element in the kernel of ®. Recall (see Lemma [3.24)
that g is regular on the fiber F and fixes (0,0), (0,0c). We showed that f is conjugate

by (g 2) to a formal expression f of the form (awx,B(x)y). We conjugate g by

<€ II;) too to get a formal expression g. Then § commutes with f .
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Recall that, by Lemma[3.27] we get <(1) (1)) when we evaluate the formal expres-

sion (g [I; at x = 0. Together with the fact that g € Ker(®), this implies that we

get y — &gy for some &y € K* when we evaluate g at x = 0.
Let us consider the actions of f,§ on ]P’Il(((x» as described above. Since f is in

diagonal form, it fixes the points 0 and o of ]P’Il(((x)).

Lemma 3.28 If 0 € P} satisfies 6(0) =0 and f - 6(x) = 0(x), then 6 = 0.

(€)
Proof The equation f- 6 (x) = 6(x) can be written as (¢ 'x)0 (o 'x) = 8(x), i.e.
6(ax)~'B(x)0(x) = 1. Suppose by contradiction that 6 is not 0. Then we can write
0(x) as x"0(x) where r > 0 and 6(0) # 0. Hence we have 6(ox)"'B(x)8(x) =
. This implies that f is conjugate by (x,8(x)y) to (ax,a’y). Since 6(0) # 0 and
E(0) F(0)) _ (10 this implies that the initial Jonquieres twist f i 1
Go) H0)) = \o 1) p quieres twist f is regular
on the fiber Fy, contradiction. O

Since g is y — &y at x = 0, it sends the formal section 0 € P!(K((x))) to another
former section passing through the origin. The fact that f and § commute and the fact
that 0 is the only fixed formal section of f which passes through the origin imply that
g fixes 0 € ]P’i(((x)). Likewise g fixes oo too. Therefore ¢ can be written as (x, d(x)y)

where v € K* and 6 € K((x)) satisfies §(0) = & # 0.

Normal forms for a pair. Let us assume for the moment that 7y is not a root of unity;
we are going to prove that this is impossible. We want to, under this hypothesis, conju-
gate § = (yx,0(x)y) to (yx,8(0)y) by h = (x,&(x)y) for some & € K[x]. Remark that

N

the conjugate of f by A will still be in diagonal form.

We write § = 2 where ®, ¢ € K[x] satisfies 0(0) # 0,5(0) # 0 and % =6(0).

We will write & as ¥;cn &X', and likewise for &, .
After conjugation by & = (x, & (x)y), § becomes

e sl (1) ()
g=hogoh ' = (yx, 20 Wy).

Therefore the equation we want to solve is
o
Emol) = &), ®

The constant terms of the two sides are automatically equal, let us just choose &y = 1.
Comparing the other terms, we obtain

Sowy + Y& @ = % (&oo1+&100)
0

& + Y& 01 + PEmn = G@O(ﬁoaﬁilm +&00)
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which are equivalent to
Wo
(Y= Dwé = ?05001 — &

(72 — s = 6@0(50024-5101) — &0y, — Y&

For the i-th term, we have a linear equation whose coefficient before &; is (¥ — 1)ay.
Since m # 0 and we have supposed that y is not a root of unity, The above equations
always have solutions. In summary, we have the following intermediate lemma (we
will get from this lemma a contradiction so its hypothesis is in fact absurd):

Lemma 3.29 Suppose that g € Ker(®) and the action of g on the base is of infinite
order. Then we can conjugate f and g, simultaneously by an element in PGL,(K((x)))
whose evaluationatx =0isId:y —y, to

g=(yx,8y), f= (ax,B(x)y)
where &, y,0 € K*, B € K((x))* and o,y are of infinite order:
Writing down the equation fog = go f, we get B(x) = 5B (yx). As § # 0, we get

num

B(x) = B(yx). We write B = %‘W with g7 Bden ¢ K[[x] such that at least one of the

Byem, Bder is not 0. The equation becomes

B (x)Be" () = B (x) B ().

By comparing the coeffcients of two sides, we get

Yk € N, Z ﬁ;’mm jz.lenyj _ Z [)»iden j;.'mm}/j'
i+j=k i+j=k
Then by induction on k we get from these equations:
1. if B§*" = 0 then B = 0, this is impossible;
2. if BJe" = 0 then 9" = 0), this is again impossible;
3. if BdenBnum £ O then B = kB9e" for some x € K*. Thenf = (ax, k), this
contradicts the fact that the original birational transformation f has an indeter-

minacy point on the fiber K, because to get f we only did conjugations whose
evaluation at x = 0 are the identity y — y.

Thus, we get

Proposition 3.30 Suppose that g € Ker(®). Then g has finite order and g is an elliptic
element of Cry(K).

Proof The previous discussion showed that g cannot have infinite order. Then an iter-
ate g* is in Jonqy(K) and f € Cent(g*). By Theorem2.11l an element which commutes
with a Jonquigres twist in Jonq,(K) cannot have an infinite action on the base. As f
has infinite order, g must be elliptic. So g must be elliptic. O
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3.5.3 Another fiber

The base action f € PGLy(K) is x — ax, it has two fixed points 0 and . Recall that
we are always under the hypothesis that the indeterminacy points of f are on the fibers
Fy,F... We have done analysis around the fiber Fy on which f has an indeterminacy
point. We will denote by &y the homomorphism & we considered before. In case f
has also an indeterminacy point on F.., we denote the corresponding homomorphism
by ®...

Lemma 3.31 The image of Aut(X)(Ker(®Py) C Cent(f) in Centy(f) C PGLy(K) is
a finite cyclic group.

Proof We recall first that the automorphism group of a Hirzebruch surface is an al-
gebraic group (see [Mar71]]). An element of Cent(f) which is regular everywhere on
H must be in Ker(®g). Thus, Aut(X)(Ker(Py) = Aut(X)(Cent(f) is an algebraic
subgroup of Aut(H). An automorphism of a Hirzebruch surface always preserves the
rational fibration and there is a morphism of algebraic groups from Aut(X) to PGL,(K)
(see [Mar71])). The image of Aut(X) (" Ker(®g) C Cent(f) in Cent,(f) C PGLy(K) is
an algebraic subgroup A of PGL,(K). By Proposition the elements of A are all
multiplication by roots of unity. If A was infinite then it would equal to its Zariski
closure in PGL;(K) and would be isomorphic to the multiplicative group K*. But the
existence of a base-wandering Jonquieres twist means that K* contains elements of
infinite order, for example o. This contradicts the fact that A = K* is torsion. The
conclusion follows. (]

We first look at the case where we have two homomorphisms @, P.:

Proposition 3.32 If f has an indeterminacy point on F, then Ker(®y) = Ker(®) is
a subgroup of Aut(X). The image of Ker(®o) in Cent,(f) C PGL,(K) is a finite cyclic
group.

Proof Let g be an element of Ker(®y). By Proposition 330 g is an elliptic element
of Cry(K). If ®.(g) were not trivial, then g would act by a non trivial translation on
the corresponding infinite chain of rational curves and could not be conjugate to any
automorphism. This means g must belong to Ker(®..) and consequently g must be an
automorphism of H. The second part of the statement follows from Lemma3.311 O

When f is regular on F.,, we may need to do a little bit more, but we get more
precise information as well:

Proposition 3.33 If f has no indeterminacy points on F., then Ker(®g) is a finite
cyclic group whose elements are automorphisms of P! x P! of the form (x,y) — (yx,y)
with 'y a root of unity.

Proof Assume that f is regular on Fi.. Let g € Ker(®() be a non trivial element, it is
regular on Fy. By Lemma[3.23] an indeterminacy point of g can only be located on F..

Suppose that g has an indeterminacy point p on F... Then g~! also has an indeter-
minacy point g on F.. If p # g, then g would act by translation on the corresponding
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infinite chain of rational curves. This means that g would never be conjugate to an
automorphism of some surface and contradicts Proposition[3.30| which asserts that g is
elliptic. Thus, we have p = ¢g. The facts that f commutes with g and that f is regular
on F, imply f(p) = p. We blow up the Hirzebruch surface X at p to get a new surface
X’ and induced actions f,g’. The induced action f’ is still regular on the fiber F, and
preserves both of the two irreducible components. If g’ has an indeterminacy point on
F., then as before it coincides with the indeterminacy point of ¢’~! and must be fixed
by f’. Then we can keep blowing up indeterminacy points of maps induced from g, or
contracting g-invariant (—1)-curves in the fiber, without loosing the regularity of the
map induced by f. As g is elliptic, we will get at last a surface X with induced actions
f.8 which are both regular on the fiber over 0. We can suppose that X is minimal
among the surfaces with this property. In particular § is an automorphism of X. More-
over, the proof of Theorem [3.6] shows that X is a conic bundle and the only possible
singular fiber is £... We claim that F.. is in fact regular. Suppose by contradiction that
F., is singular. Then it is a chain of two (—1)-curves and g exchanges the two compo-
nents. However the conic bundle X is obtained from a Hirzebruch surface by a single
blow-up, it has a unique section of negative self-intersection which passes through only
one of the two components of the singular fiber. As a consequence, the automorphism
& cannot exchange the two components, contradiction. Thus, replacing X by X, we can
suppose from the beginning that g is an automorphism of the Hirzebruch surface X.

Suppose by contradiction that g preserves only finitely many sections of the rational
fibration. Since f commutes with g, we can assume, after perhaps replacing f by some
of its iterates, that f and g preserve simultaneously a section of the rational fibration.
Removing this section and the fiber Fy from H, we get an open set isomorphic to A2
restricted to which f can be written as (x,y) — (a~'x/,A(x)y’ +B(x')) where A, B €
K(x'). The rational function A must be a constant because f acts as an automorphism
on this affine open set. Likewise the rational function B must be a polynomial. But
then (deg(f™))nen would be a bounded sequence. This contradicts the fact that f is a
Jonquieres twist.

Hence, if g € Ker(®) is non-trivial then it preserves necessarily infinitely many
sections. This forces g to preserve each member of a pencil of rational curves on
X whose general members are sections (see Lemma [3.20). This is only possible if
X =P! x P! and g acts as (x,y) — (yx,y) with ¥ € K*; here the projection of P! x P!
onto the first factor is the original rational fibration we were looking at. This allows us
to conclude by Lemma[3.31] O

(125 )y 4ok )g:

Example 3.34 Let u be a k-th root of unity, the pair f : (x,y) — (0w, Ay

(x,y) — (ux,y) satisfy the conditions in Proposition[3.33

Now let f be a base-wandering Jonquiéres twist which satisfies the hypothesis made
at the beginning of Section in particular f is regular outside Fy()Fw and f is
x+— ax or x — x+ 1. The image ®«(Cent(f)) is an infinite cyclic subgroup of Z
and is isomorphic to Z, it is generated by ®(g) for some g € Cent(f). Then for any
h € Cent(f), there exists k € Z such that g %o/ € Ker(®<). Thus, g ¥ o/ belongs to the
image of Ker(®.,) in Cent,(f). By Corollary Proposition [3.32] and Proposition
[3.33] the image of Ker(®..) in Cent,(f) is at worst finite cyclic. Note that Centy(f)
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is always abelian. Therefore we obtain the last piece of information to prove Theorem

Proposition 3.35 Let f be a base-wandering Jonquiéres twist which satisfies the hy-
pothesis made at the beginning of Section3.3 Let g be an element of Cent(f) such that
Dy (g) generates the image of ®. Then Cent,(f) is the product of a finite cyclic group
with the infinite cyclic group generated by g.

4 Proofs of the main results

Proof (of Theorem[I.1I) The proof is a direct combination of Theorems 2.1} 2.2
and O

Proof (of Theorem[1.5) Centralizers of loxodromic elements are virtually cyclic by
Theorem 2.1] of Blanc-Cantat. It is proved in [Giz80],[Canl1] that centralizers of
Halphen twists are virtually abelian (see Theorem 2.2). Centralizers of Jonquigres
twists whose actions on the base are of finite order are contained in tori over the
function field K(x), thus are abelian ([CD12b|] see Theorem 2Z.11). Corollary B3]
says that centralizers of base-wandering Jonquieres twists are virtually abelian when
char(K) = 0. Centralizers of infinite order elliptic elements (due to [BDI5]) are de-
scribed in Theorem[2.7] we use the notations therein. In the first two cases of Theorem
by using Remark 2.8 we see that Cent f is abelian if o # 1, contains an abelian

subgroup of index 2 if @ = —1 and is not virtually abelian if o = 1. In the third case of
Theorem[2.7] the kernel of the projection onto the y-coordinate is an abelian subgroup
of finite index of Cent f. O

Proof (of Remark [1.3) In the first case the degree function is bounded on I'. Indeed
there exists j,k € N* such that f/, g have degree 1 because f, g are elliptic. Then f/, g*
generates a subgroup of finite index of I" all of whose non-trivial elements have degree
one.

In the second case, the two Halphen twists f and g are automorphisms of a rational
surface X preserving an elliptic fibration X — P!, The elliptic fibration is induced by
the linear system corresponding to mKy for some m € N*. For n € N, the actions of f"
and g" on Pic(X) are respectively

D+ D—mn(D-Kx)A; + (—%Z(D-KX) - (nA)* +m(D- (nA,))) Kx, i=1,2

where (-) denotes the intersection form and A; € Pic(X) satisfies A; - Kx = 0 (cf. [Giz80],
[BD15] Section 5). Therefore the action of f o g/ on Pic(X) is

D~ D—mi(D-Kx)A —mj(D~Kx)A2+7LinX where
2
Aij = —T(D-KX) . (zZA%—i—JZA%) +mD- (A + jAy) — szZ(D~KX)(A1 ‘Ay).
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Let A be an ample class on X. Then the degree of f o g/ is up to a bounded term (cf.
[BD15]] Section 5)

2
A-(flog/)' A=A - T(A'KX)Z (PAT + JA3) — ijm* (A~ Kx)* (A1 - Ag).

Note that A% and A% are negative.

The third case is [BC16|]] Lemma 5.7.

In the fourth case the description of the degree function follows directly from the
explicit expressions. ]

Theorem 4.1 Suppose that char(K) = 0. Let G C Cry(K) be a maximal abelian sub-
group which has at least one element of infinite order. Then up to conjugation one of
the following possibilities holds:

1. G is {(x,y) — (ax,By)|o, B € K*}, {(x,y) = (ox,y +v)|a € K*,v € K} or
{(x,y) = (x+u,y+v)|u,v€ K};

2. G is the product of {(x,y) — (x,By)|B € K*} with an infinite torsion group Gj.
Each element of G| has the form

(x,y) F-» (nx,y%) 1 is a root of unity, S € K(x)

All elements of G are elliptic but G is not conjugate to a group of automorphisms
of any rational surface.

3. G is the product of {(x,y) — (x,y +v)|v € K} with an infinite torsion group G.
Each element of G| has the form

(x,y) F=» (Mx,y+S(x) —S(nx)) 7 is a root of unity,S € K(x)

All elements of G are elliptic but G is not conjugate to a group of automorphisms
of any rational surface.

4. G has a finite index subgroup contained in Jonqy(K) = PGL, (K(x)).

5. A finite index subgroup G' of G is a cyclic group generated by a base-wandering
Jonquiéres twist.

6. A finite index subgroup G' of G is isomorphic to K* x Z (resp. K x Z) where the

first factor is {(x,y) — (x,By)|B € K*} (resp. {(x,y) — (x,y+V)|v € K}) and
the second factor is generated by a base-wandering Jonquiéres twist, as in the

Sourth case of Theorem[L I}

7. A finite index subgroup G' of G is isomorphic to Z* with s < 8 and G' preserves
fiberwise an elliptic fibration;

8. A finite index subgroup G' of G is a cyclic group generated by a loxodromic
element.
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The existences of type two and type three maximal abelian groups are less obvious than
the others. We give here two examples.

Example 4.2 Let g € N*. Let (§,), be a sequence of elements of K* such that &, is a
primitive ¢"-th root of unity and &7 = &, | . Let (R,), be a sequence of non-constant
rational fractions. For i € N, put

i—1

R(x) R ) R
Ri(Eix?) Riy(Exd™")  Ri(&ix)

We have ffH = f; for all i € N* so that the group G generated by all the f; is an infi-
nite torsion abelian group. Let T;(x) = R;(x? ) --- Ry (x?). The conjugation by (x,y) -+
(x,yT;(x)) sends the group generated by f,---,f; into the cyclic group {(x,y) —
(&/x,y)|j = 0,1,---,¢' — 1} whose elements are elliptic. The product of G; with
{(x,y) — (x,By)|B € K*} is an abelian subgroup of Cr, (K).

Suppose by contradiction that up to conjugation G is a group of automorphisms of
a projective rational surface X. Since the degree of f; tends to infinity when i tends to
infinity, the f;s are not contained in the identity component Aut’(X) for i sufficiently
large. Note that the quotient group Aut(X)/Aut’(X) acts on the Néron-Severi group
NS(X,Z) with finite kernel (cf. [Har87], [CD12a] 1.1) and preserves the intersection
form which has signature (1,dimNS(X,Z) — 1) by Hodge Index Theorem. Therefore
infinitely many f; acts non trivially by isometry on NS(X,Z). Note that Aut®(X) is
a finite group because Aut(X)/Aut’(X) is infinite (cf. [Har87]). Since the order of
the torsion element f; tends to infinity, this implies that the order of the action of f; on
NS(X,Z) tends to infinity. Contradiction because an isometry of NS(X,Z) cannot have
arbitrary high torsion order (the quadratic form is positive definite on the orthogonal of
an eigenvector).

firr 0 () F=2 (G126, 81 (x)) with Siy (x) =

Example 4.3 We can give an additive version of Example Let (&), be as in
Example Let (R,), be a sequence of rational fractions whose degrees tend to
infinity. For i € N, put

fir1 o (6,y) m=» (Gip1x,y +Sip1(x))

with

i—1

i i i—1
Siv1(x) = Ri(x") = Ri(§1x") + Rica (x* ) = Rica (§2xT ) + -+ Ri(x) — Ry (i)
Let G, be the group generated by all the f;. The product of G with {(x,y) — (x,y+
v)|v € K} is an abelian subgroup of Cry(K). Again G; can not be conjugate to an
automorphism group.

Proof (of Theorem[d.1) Let G be a maximal abelian subgroup of Cr;(K). Note that if
f is a non-trivial element of G, then G is the maximal abelian subgroup of Cent(f).

If G contains a loxodromic element f, then G is included in Cent(f) and is virtually
the cyclic group generated by f by Theorem 2.1} this corresponds to the last case of
the above statement. If G contains a Halphen twist, then by Theorem[2.2] it is virtually
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a free abelian group of rank < 8 which preserves fiberwise an elliptic fibration; this
corresponds to the seventh case.

Assume that G contains a base-wandering Jonquieres twist f. Theorem says
that Cent(f) is virtually isomorphic to K* x Z, K x Z or Z. Thus the same is true for
G. This correponds to the fifth and the sixth case.

Assume that G contains a non-base-wandering Jonquiéres twist f. Theorem 2.11]
says that Cent(f) is virtually isomorphic to an abelian subgroup of PGL, (K(x)), so the
same is true for G. This is the fourth case.

In the rest of the proof we assume that G contains only elliptic elements. Note that
G is not necessarily conjugate to a group of automorphisms.

Assume that G contains an element f : (x,y) — (ax,y+ 1) with o € K*. By Theo-
rem[2.7] we have

Cent(f) = {(x,y) =-» (n(x),y+R(x))|n € PGL,(K), n(ax) = an (x), R € K(x), R(ox) = R(x).}

In @ has infinite order, then G = Cent(f) = {(x,y) v-» (yx,y +v)|y € K*,v € K} and
we are in the first case. Therefore we can and will assume that o has finite order d so
that f? is (x,y) ~— (x,y+d). Assume in this paragraph that G has an element g with an
infinite action on the base of the rational fibration (x,y) — x. If the action of g on the
base is conjugate to x — Bx with § € K*, then up to conjugation in Jonq(K) we can
suppose that g is just our initial element f : (x,y) -+ (otx,y+ 1) (see Proposition2.4),
so that G is isomorphic to K* x K. Now consider the case where the action of g on the
base is conjugate to x' — x’ + 1. The parabolic element x’ — x’ + 1 does not commute
with x — otx (note that x,x’ are different coordinates) unless @ = 1. Thus o = 1 under
the existence of such a g and by choosing an appropriate coordinate x’, the two elements
g and f are respectively (x',y) — (X' +1,y+R(x')) and (x',y) — («',y+d) where R is
a polynomial by Lemma[3.12] We can conjugate g and f, simultaneously by (x',y) +-»
(x',y+ S(x')) for some § € K[X], to (x',y) — (x'+1,y) and (x',y) — (x',y+d). Then
we have

G= Cent(fd)ﬂCent(g) ={(,y)— (X +u,y+v)u,veK}.

We are still under the hypothesis that G contains an element f : (x,y) — (ax,y+1)
with o € K*. Assume now that no element of G has an infinite action on the base of
the rational fibration (x,y) + x. Then the description of Cent(f) implies that G is a
subgroup of

{(x,y) r=» (8x,y+R(x))|6 € K", R e K(x)}.

Consider the projection 7 : G — PGL; (K) which records the action on the base. Denote
by Gy the kernel of 7 and by G, the image of w. We identify G}, as a subgroup of
the multiplicative group of roots of unity of K. We want to prove that Gy, is finite
so that G is virtually contained in Jonq,(K) = PGL,(K(x)). Assume that Gj, is an
infinite subgroup of the group of roots of unity. We first claim that Gy is isomorphic
to K. Let 4 : (x,y) -+ (x,y + R(x)),R € K(x) be an element of Gy and g : (x,y) ~-»
(Bx,y+ S(x)),S € K(x) be an element of G. The commutation relation fog = go f
implies R(x) = R(Bx). Here B can be any element of the infinite group Gp,. This
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implies that R is constant, which proves the claim. Let g : (x,y) ~-» (yx,y + R(x)) be
an element of G. Let d be the order of . The transformation g¢ is

(x,3) F=> (x,y + R(x) + R(yx) + -+ R(¥' " 'x))

As Gy is K, there exists C € K such that R(x) +--- +R(y¥*~'x) = C. Define R* =
R—C/d. Then we have R*(x) +---+ R*(y?*~'x) = 0. By additive Hilbert’s Theorem
90, there exists 7 € K(x) such that R*(x) = S(yx) — S(x). Therefore R(x) = S(yx) —
S(x)+C/d. Note that g* : (x,y) -+ (yx,y+ R*(x)) commutes with every element of G
once (x,y) +-» (yx,y+ R*(x)) is so. By maximality g* is also in G. Remark that g* has
the same order as Y. Therefore such g*s form a subgroup of G isomorphic to G,. Thus
G is isomorphic to the product Gy X G, and we are in the third case.

Assume that G contains an element f : (x,y) — (ax,By) where «, f € K* and f3
has infinite order. If ¢ also has infinite order, then Theorem 2.7l implies immediately
that G = Cent(f) is isomorphic to K* x K* and we are in the first case. Assume that o
has finite order but G contains an element fj : (x,y) ~-» (ax,yR(x)) where R € K(x)
and o € K* has infinite order. We can suppose that o = 1 because Cent(f) C Cent( f*)
for any k. We apply Theorem[3.6]to f; to get a surface X on which the conjugate of
f1 acts by automorphism. By Corollary B.111 X is a Hirzebruch surface. In the proof
of Theorem [3.6] to go from P! x P! to X, we perform elementary transformations
at the iterates of the indeterminacy points of fi. Since f commutes with f; and f
preserves every fiber, any iterate of an indeterminacy point of fj is fixed by f. Hence
f remains an automorphism on X. In other words we can simultaneously conjugate
fif1to (x,y) = (x,By) and (x,y) — (oyx,ry) with r € K*. Thus, Theorem2.7] when
applied respectively to f and fi, shows that G = Cent(f) () Cent(f;) is isomorphic to
the diagonal group K* x K*. Hence we are in the first case.

According to the classification of normal forms of elliptic elements of infinite order
(see Proposition 2.4), the only remaining case is the following: G contains an element
f:(x,y) — (ax,By) where oo € K* has finite order and § € K* has infinite order
but G contains no elements (x,y) ~-+ (ox,yR(x)) with o of infinite order. In this
case Cent(f) is a subgroup of the Jonquieres group by Theorem Denote by &
the projection of G into PGL,(K). If #(G) is finite then we are in the fourth case
of Theorem[4.Jl So we assume that 7£(G) is infinite. Then 7(G) is isomorphic to an
infinite subgroup of the group of roots of unity. We want to show that we are in the
second case of Theorem[.Tl By Lemma[3.8] each element of G has the form (x,y) -+

(1(x),y57a205) with 1 € PGLo(K), € K*, € K(x). If (x,) - -> (n(x), y57ortss ) is an
S(x)

element of G for some r, then (x,y) --» (1 (x),ym) is also an element of G because
it commutes with every other element. However the later has the same order in G as
N in PGL,(K). This means that G has a subgroup isomorphic to 7(G), so that G is
isomorphic to the product of this subgroup with the kernel of 7. To finish the proof,
it suffices to show that the kernel of 7 is {(x,y) — (x, By)|B € K*}. This is because

(x,y) — (x, By) are the only possible elliptic elements by Lemma[3.8] O
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