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WILD RECURRENT CRITICAL POINTS.
JUAN RIVERA-LETELIER

ABSTRACT. It is conjectured that a rational map whose coeffi-
cients are algebraic over Q, has no wandering components of the
Fatou set. R. Benedetto has shown that any counter example to
this conjecture must have a wild recurrent critical point. We pro-
vide here the first examples of rational maps whose coefficients are
algebraic over ,, and that have a (wild) recurrent critical point. In
fact, we show that there is such a rational map in every one param-
eter family of rational maps that is defined over a finite extension
of Q, and that has a Misiurewicz bifurcation.

1. INTRODUCTION.

Fix a prime number p, let Q, be the field of p-adic numbers and
let C, be the completion of an algebraic closure of Q,. We consider
rational maps whose coefficients in C, are algebraic over Q,,, viewed as
a dynamical systems acting on the projective line P(C,).

1.1. No wandering domains conjecture. Fix a rational map R €
C,(z) whose coefficients are algebraic over Q,. Just as in the complex
case, the projective line P(C,) is partitioned into two sets: the Fatou
set where the dynamics is stable and the Julia set where the dynam-
ics is (topologically) expanding [Hs]. The Fatou set is open and dense
in P(C,) and it is in turn partitioned into three open sets, where the
dynamics of R is: contracting, (eventually) quasi-periodic and wander-
ing [R1].

The situation here is analogous to the complex case, but Sullivan has
shown that complex rational maps do not have wandering domains [Sul.
By analogy to the complex case, it is conjectured that the wandering
part of the Fatou set is empty [Bell, [RI]. In its simplest formulation
this conjecture is as follows.

Conjecture. Every wandering disk is attracted to an attracting cycle.
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1.2. Wild recurrent critical points. R. Benedetto has shown that
any counter example to the no wandering domains conjecture must
have a non-periodic wild recurrent critical point [Bell. A critical point
of a rational map R is a point in P(C,) where the local degree of R
is strictly bigger than 1. If moreover this local degree is a multiple of
p, then the critical point is called wild. A point of P(C,) is recurrent
under R if it is accumulated by its forward orbit under R.

We provide here the first examples of rational maps whose coefficients
are algebraic over Q,, having a (wild) recurrent critical point that is
not periodic. Such a critical point must belong to the Julia set, so
for such rational maps there is a delicate balance between the local
contraction of the critical point and the topological expansion of the
Julia set.

Theorem A. In every one parameter family of rational maps that
is defined over a finite extension of Q, and that has a Misiurewicz
bifurcation, there is a rational map whose coefficients are algebraic over
Q, and that has a non-periodic recurrent critical point.

A one parameter family of rational maps R has a Misiurewicz bifur-
cation at a parameter tq, if there is a critical point that is mapped to a
repelling periodic point by some iterate Rfo of Ry, but for t # t; near
to this does not happen. See Section Bl for precise definitions.

We give an algebraic condition that guarantee that the rational map
in the theorem has coefficients in a given finite extension of Q,, see
Corollary 2 in Section For a given d > 1, we show that the family,

P(z) = —piz(z — 1) +1t, fort € C,

has a Misiurewicz bifurcation at ¢t = 0 and that it satisfies this algebraic
condition. We conclude that there are arbitrarily small parameters t
in Q,, for which the critical point 1 of P, is recurrent but not periodic.
Note that the local degree of P, at 1 is equal to d, so when p divides d
this critical point is wild.

1.3. Comparison with the complex case. In the complex case
C. McMullen has shown that every non-trivial algebraic family of ra-
tional maps has bifurcations, except for some special families of Lattes
maps [McI]. Moreover Misiurewicz bifurcations are dense in the bi-
furcation locus [Mc2]. So Misiurewicz bifurcations occur in virtually
every algebraic family of complex rational maps.

This statement does not hold in the ultrametric setting considered
here. To begin with, the family of quadratic polynomials P.(z) = 22 +c,
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for ¢ € C,, is a non-trivial algebraic family of non-Lattes rational maps,
and yet it does not have Misiurewicz bifurcations. In fact, when |4¢| <1
all cycles are non-repelling and when |4¢| > 1 the (unique) finite critical
point escapes to infinity, so it cannot be mapped to a repelling periodic
point. Besides parabolic bifurcations, that have a small impact in the
overall dynamics, the quadratic family seems to be locally stable.

Problem 1. Characterize those algebraic families having a Misiurewicz
bifurcation.

A marked critical point of a one parameter family of rational maps
R, is a function ¢ : t — ¢, such that for every parameter ¢ the point
¢; is a critical point of R;. A marked critical point is active at a pa-
rameter to if on any neighborhood of ¢y the family {R"(c)},>1 is not
equicontinuous. A natural candidate for the bifurcation locus is the set
of those parameters for which there is a (locally) active critical point,
compare with Proposition 2.4 of [Mc2].

Problem 2. Consider a one parameter family of rational maps R
with a marked critical point that is active at some parameter ty. Is tg
accumulated by Misiurewicz bifurcations?

1.4. Remarks. AsP(C,) is totally disconnected (every connected com-
ponent is reduced to a point), is not natural to consider the decompo-
sition of the Fatou set into its connected components, as it is done in
the complex setting. Moreover the Fatou set is usually equal to P(C,)!
There is however a natural (dynamical) partition of the Fatou set, but
it is not easy to describe. This is done in detail in [R2], see also [Bed]
and [RI]. The situation is much more natural when one considers the
action of the rational map on the Berkovich analytic space of P(C,).

Recently Benedetto has shown examples of (polynomial) rational
maps whose coefficients are transcendental over Q,, having a wander-
ing domain [Be3|]. Using similar techniques, it can be shown that near
every Misiurewicz bifurcation of a wild critical point there are (tran-
scendental) parameters having a wandering domain.

Here we follow in part the axiomatic treatment of Misiurewicz bifur-
cations in [Mc2].

Acknowledgments. I'm grateful to J. Kiwi and R. Benedetto for
useful comments on a preliminary version of this article. This paper
was written during a visit of the author at IMPA and it was partially
supported by MECESUP UCN0202 and PROSUL.
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2. PRELIMINARIES.

Fix a prime number p, let @, be the field of p-adic numbers and let
C, be the completion of an algebraic closure of Q,. All finite extensions
of Q, that we will consider will be subfields of C,. We denote by | - |
the norm of C,,, by C; its multiplicative group and

Gl ={lzl [z C} ={p">0]reQ}.

We also denote O, = {z € C, | |2| < 1} the ring of integers of C, and
m, = {z € C, | |z| < 1} the maximal ideal of O,,.
For a € C, and r € |C}| we call

{lz—al| <r}or{|z—a| <r}

open or closed ball of C,, respectively. When r > 0 does not belong to
|C;| these sets coincide and they form what we call an irrational ball of
C,. By definition a ball of C, is irrational if and only if diam(B) & |C7|,
so the diameter of a open or closed ball of C, belongs to |C;|.

We identify the projective line P(C,) of C, with C, U {oco}. So, for
every subfield K of C, the corresponding projective line P(K) C P(C,)
is identified with K U {oo}. The chordal metric A on IP(C,), is defined
in homogeneous coordinates by

ro |$y/ —x’yI
A _ .
([Z’,y],[l’,y]) max{|1’|’|y|}'maX{|$,|a|y,|}

When z, 2" € C, we have

S
|z~ 7 <l|z—7|

N __
A = L Y ma( LT =

3. HOLOMORPHIC FUNCTIONS.

Let n be a positive integer. A closed or open polydisk in C} is a
product n of closed or open balls of C,, respectively. When n = 2,
polydisks are also called bidisks.

A holomorphic function defined on a polydisk D in C7, is a function
given by a convergent power series of the form

(Zla cey Zn) = Z Copynsirn * (Zl - Cl)u1 et (Zn - Cn)un' !

V1y..0,un >0

1Usually holomorphic functions are defined over more general domains. As our
results are of local nature, holomorphic functions defined over polydisks will be
enough for our purposes.
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Such a function has a power series expansion at each point ({1, ..., (,)
in D, that converges in all of D. The sum, the product and the com-
position of holomorphic functions are holomorphic functions.

For a finite extension K of Q,, we say that a holomorphic function
f defined on a polydisk D is defined over K, if the power series of f at
some point of D in K", has coefficients in K. In that case the power
series of f at each point of D in K™ has coefficients in K. Clearly a
holomorphic function f defined over K is also defined over every finite
extension L of K. So the image by f of an element of L belongs to L.

The sum, the product and composition of holomorphic functions
defined over K are also holomorphic functions defined over K.

3.1.  The following lemma states some basic properties of holomorphic
functions that we will use frequently. For the proof in the case of the
unit polydisk see Section 5.1 of [BGR]. The general case follows easily
from this case.

Lemma. Let Dy,...,D, be closed balls of C, of diameters rq,...,7p,
respectively. Then, for ((1,...,(,) € D = Dy X...xD,, a power series

Fernzm) = D e (1= Q) (20— G
V1yeo0sn >0
converges on D if and only if
levn | -7ty = 0 as max{yy, ..., v, — o0.

In that case

Splfl= S [en]
Q V17---7Vn20

3.2. Lemma. (Injective holomorphic functions).
Given r € |Cr| set D = {|z| <r} and let f(z) =co+ciz+... bea
power series converging on D. Then the following assertions hold.

1. f is injective on D if and only if for every k > 1 we have
lex|r®=t < |e1|. In that case

fD)={2€Cp ||z = co| <|ar|r}.

2. If f is injective, then its inverse function g : f(D) — D is
holomorphic.

3. If f s injective and defined over a finite extension K of Q,,
then the inverse of f is defined over K and f induces a bijection
between DN K and f(D) N K.
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Proof. Part 1 is an easy consequence of Schwarz’ Lemma, as stated

in [R1], Section 1.3.1. To prove part 2, we reduce to the case ¢p = 0 and

c1 = 1,s0 that f(D) = D. Since f converges on D we have |cg|rF~1 — 0

as k — oo. By part 1, the hypothesis that f is injective implies that for

k > 1 we have |c|r*~! < 1. Therefore v = sup{|cp|r*~! | k > 1} < 1.
Let us now define inductively b; € C,, in such a way that

Z b;(f(2))) =2z mod 2zt
1<5<i

Set by = 1, so that this is satisfied for 7 = 1. Suppose that this holds
for some positive integer 7 and let a € C, be defined by

Z b;(f(2)) =z + a2 mod 2.
1<5<i
Then b;,; = —a satisfies the inductive condition.

By definition b; is a linear combination, with coefficients in Z, of
terms of the form
bj . H Ckea

1<e<j
where j > 1 and k; + ... + k; = 4, with k, > 1. So it follows by
induction that b; € Z[cy, ..., ¢]. On the other hand,

bj . H Ck,

1<<j

k1—1

rt < |bs|r? - min{q?, eg, |7 ,...,|ckj|rkj_1}.

It follows by induction on 7 that |b;|r* < r, for i > 1 and that |b;|r* — 0
as i — 0o. Therefore the power series z + by2? + ... converges on D to
the inverse of f.

For part 3, just observe that b; € Z[cy, ..., ¢;], so the inverse of f is
defined over K whenever f is. The last assertion of part 3 follows from
the fact that holomorphic functions defined over K map points of K
to points of K. O

3.3. Inverse branches. Let f : D — C, be a holomorphic function.
If for a point zg € D we have f'(zy) # 0, then f is injective on a
small ball containing z, and therefore f has a local inverse g at zj
(Lemma B2). The function g is holomorphic and it is defined over a
finite extension K of QQ,, whenever f is defined over K and z, € K.

3.4. Lemma. Let f be an injective holomorphic function defined on a
closed ball D of C,, such that the ball f(D) contains 0. Then for every
holomorphic function g : D — C, satisfying

Sup 9| < diam(f(D)),
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there is zg € D such that f(z0) = g(20). Moreover, if f and g are
defined over a finite extension K of Q,, then zy € K.
Proof. After an affine coordinate change on the domain we assume
D = O,. Since f(z) = ¢y + c1z + ... is injective, for every i > 1 we
have |¢;| < |e1] and f(O,) = {|z — co| < |e1|} (Lemma BZ). So the
hypothesis 0 € f(O,) implies |co| < |e1].

If we set g(z) = ¢, + iz + ..., then

sup{|cj| | i > 0} = Sup 9| < diam(f(Op)) = |el.

So Lemma applied to f — ¢ implies that the holomorphic function
f — g is injective on O, and (f — ¢)(O0,) = {|2| < |a1|}. So there is
2o € O, such that (f —g)(z) = 0.

If f and g are defined over K, then f — g is defined over K and
zp € K (part 2 of Lemma B2). O

3.5. One parameter families of holomorphic functions. A one
parameter family of holomorphic functions, is a holomorphic function
defined on a bidisk. Such a function f : B x D — C, can be written
in the form

fi(2) = co(t) +a(t)(z — ) + () (z — )P+ ...,
for each ¢ € D, where each ¢; is a holomorphic function defined on B
and for each t € B the function f; is holomorphic.
When f is defined over a finite extension K of Q, and ¢ € K, the
functions ¢; are defined over K. In that case, for every ¢t € K the
function f; is defined over K.

3.6. Lemma. Let f be a one parameter family of holomorphic func-
tions defined on a bidisk containing (0,0), of the form

fi(z) =co(t) +ar(t)z+ ...
Given r,r" € |Cy| set B={t € C, | |[t| <r} and D ={2€C,||z| <
r'}. Assume that r > 0 and v’ > 0 are such that for every t € B, we
have
e (t)] = [er(0)] > 0, feo(t)] < |ex(0)]r
and fori>1 |c;(t)|(r')™* < |e1(0)].
Then for every t € B the holomorphic function f; maps D bijectively
onto
D'={z€Cp| |z < |ar(0)]r'}.
Moreover, the inverse functions (fi|p)~" form a one parameter family

of holomorphic functions g, defined on B x D’.
If f is defined over a finite extension K of Q,, then so is the family g.
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Proof. Replacing f by f— f(0) we assume c¢q = 0. The hypothesis that
for every t € B we have |c¢;(t)| = |co(0)| = 1, implies that the function
t + c1(t)7" is holomorphic, cf. [FvP] Lemme 1.2.5. So replacing f by
cy ' f we assume ¢; = 1.

Then the proof is similar to the proof of part 2 of Lemma B2 [

3.7.  The following lemma is an easy consequence of the previous one.

Lemma. Let f be a one parameter family of holomorphic functions
defined on a bidisk D and let (to, 20) € D be such that f] (z0) # 0. Then
for every small ball D containing zy there are balls B and D' of C,,
such that ty € B and such that for everyt € B the function f; induces a
bijection between D and D'. Moreover, the inverse functions (fi|p)~*
form a one parameter family of holomorphic functions g defined on
BxD.

If f s defined over a finite extension K of Q, and ty,zo € K, then
so is the family g.

3.8. Lemma. Let 6 € |C}| satisfying 0 < |p|* and consider a one
parameter family of holomorphic functions of the form

Fu(2) = ca(t)2 + canr ()24 + .. with cg(0) # 0,

defined fort and z close to 0. Then for every t and every & close to 0,
the function f; maps the ball

{z€Cp ||z =&l <l¢l}
bijectively onto the ball

{we Cy | Jw—ca(0)€] < 61de’] - [ca(0)]}.

Moreover, for a fixed & the corresponding inverse maps form a one
parameter family of holomorphic functions.

If f is defined over a finite extension K of Q, and if £ € K, then
this family of inverse maps is defined over K.
Proof. Let B be a ball containing 0 such that for every ¢t € B we have
|ca(t) — ca(0)] < d]d] - [ca(0)]. Then [cq(t)] = |ca(0)] and

{weC, | [w—ca(t)€] < 0de?] - |ca(0)[}
= {w € C, | Jw — ca(0)€] < 3]d€’] - [ca(0)[}.
So the function ¢ — ¢4(t)~! is holomorphic on B and, replacing f by
c;' f, we may assume that cy(t) = 1.

Let n € C, be of norm equal to ¢ and let 7" > 0 be small enough so
that for j > d we have supyg |c;(t)|(r')~¢ < §|pd|. Set D = {|z| < '}
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and fix ¢ € D. Consider the one parameter family of holomorphic
functions h, defined on B x O, by

hi(2) = E4f(E(14+mz2) — 1T =bo(t) + by (t)z + ...

Observe that, as |n| = § < |p|?, the coefficients of the polynomial
(14+nz)¢—1—ndz have norm at most §|pd|. Therefore, for every t € B
we have

b1(t) —nd| < d|pd| and for j #1 |b;(t)] < d|pd|.

So h satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma B.6l with ' = 1. The assertions
follow easily from the conclusions of this lemma. O

4. DYNAMICS OF RATIONAL MAPS.

We consider a rational map R with coefficients in C,, as a dynamical
system acting on P(C,). We refer the reader to [Hs| and [RI] for
background on dynamics of rational maps. For a positive integer n
we denote by R" the n-th iterate of R and R° will denote the identity
map.

Rational maps are locally holomorphic functions, in the sense that
they are given by a convergent power series on a neighborhood of each
point of P(C,), in suitable coordinates. This follows from the fact every
rational map has a power series expansion on a neighborhood of every
point of C, that is not a pole.

4.1. Periodic points. A point 2z, € P(C,) is fized by a rational map
R € Cy(z), if R(20) = 2. The point 2y is periodic by R if for some
integer n > 1 the point z; is fixed by R". When n is the least integer
with this property, we say that n is the period of z5. In that case the
derivative A = (R")'(zp), in a coordinate such that zy # oo, is invariant
under coordinate changes and its is called the multiplier of z,. We say
that zq is a repelling, indifferent or attracting periodic point, according
to |A| > 1, |A] = 1 or |A| < 1, respectively.

Lemma. Suppose that a € C, is a repelling fived point of a rational
map R and set A\ = R'(a). Denote by g the local inverse of R at a.
Then there is a ball D containing a, such that g(D) C D and such that
the sequence of functions {\'(g° — a)}i>1 converges uniformly on D to
a holomorphic function (. Moreover C is locally injective at a.

By definition the function ( satisfies the functional equation ( o g =
A~1¢, so that ¢ conjugates g to the map z + A~'z on a neighborhood
of a.
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Proof. After an affine coordinate change assume that a = 0 and that g
is defined on O,. Then g is of the form

g(2) = A 2(1 + ez + 2 + ..,

with lim;_, |¢;] = 0. Set C' = sup;~; |¢;| and note that for every z € O,

we have [A\g(z2) — z| < Clz[%. So if we set D = {|z| < C~1}, then for

every z € D we have |g(2)] = |A|7!z| < |z|. So ¢g(D) C D and it

follows by induction that for every i > 1 we have |¢°(2)| = |\ 7z|.
Set ¢; = Mg’ so that for every z € D we have |(;(2)] = |z| and

[Gir1(2) = G()] < CIA[g' (2)]* = (Cl2") A 7.0

4.2. Misiurewicz maps and homoclinic orbits. A rational map
with marked critical point is a pair (R, c) consisting of a rational map
R and a critical point ¢ of R. When R has coefficients in a finite
extension K of Q, and ¢ € K, we say that (R, c) is defined over K.

A rational map with marked critical point (R, c) is Misiurewicz, if
the critical point ¢ is mapped to a repelling periodic point of R under
iteration. In this case, replacing R by an iterate if necessary, we assume
that the critical point ¢ is mapped to a repelling fixed point of R under
iteration. Fix such (R, c) and let £ > 1 be the minimal integer for which
a = R%(c) is a repelling fixed point. A bi-infinite orbit is a sequence
{zi}iez such that for every i € Z we have R(z;) = zi11. A homoclinic
orbit is a bi-infinite orbit {z;};cz for which

lim z; = a.
As a is a repelling fixed point, this implies that for some m € Z we
have z,, = a. Moreover, if we denote by ¢ the local inverse of R at a,
then for some n € Z the point z, belongs to the domain of definition
of g and for j > 0 we have z,_; = ¢7(z,).

4.3. Ramification and critical homoclinic orbits. A point z is an
unramified preimage of a point w, if for some positive integer n > 1
we have R"(z) = w and if the local degree of R™ at z is equal to 1. A
point is unramified if it has infinitely many unramified preimages.

Let (R,c),a,?,... be as in L2 above. We say that a homoclinic
orbit {2;}iez is critical, if 2y = ¢ and if for every j < 0 the point z;
is an unramified preimage of c. In this case we have z; = a for every
j=>L

Proposition. Let (R,c) be a Misiurewicz rational map with marked
critical point, defined over a finite extension K of Q,. If the critical
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point ¢ is unramified, then there is a critical homoclinic orbit contained
n a finite extension of K.

Proof. Let £ > 1 be the least integer such that R‘(c) is a repelling
periodic point of R. Replacing R by an iterate if necessary we assume
that a = R‘(c) is a fixed point of R. Denote g a local inverse of R at a.

As ¢ is not periodic under R, the sets R™"(c) for n > 1 are pairwise
disjoint. It follows that for large n > 1 and every w’ € R™"(c), all
preimages of w’ are unramified. As c¢ is unramified, there is such w’
that is in addition an unramified preimage of c.

By the eventually onto property, there is a point w in the domain
of definition of g and an integer m such that R™(w) = w’ [Hs| (note
that w' is not an exceptional point, as R"(w’) = a is a repelling fixed
point.) By the choice of w’, the point w is an unramified preimage of
¢. So the backward orbit {g"(w)};>0 and the forward orbit of w form a
critical homoclinic orbit.

As (R, ¢) is defined over K and w € R~™*+")(c), it follows that w and
its forward orbit belong to a finite extension L of K. Asa = R*(c) € K
it follows that ¢ is defined over K, and hence over L. So the backward
orbit {g*(w)}i>o is contained L. O

4.4. One parameter families of rational maps. A one parameter
family of rational maps defined over a ball B of C,, is a function

R: B x P(C,) — P(C,)

such that for each parameter ¢ € B we obtain a rational map R; :
P(C,) — P(C,) whose degree is independent of t and whose coefficients
are holomorphic functions defined on B. We say that a one parameter
family of rational maps R is defined over a finite extension K of Q,, if
the coefficients of R; are defined over K, as holomorphic functions.

The following are natural operations to obtain new families from a
given one.

1. Coordinate change. Replace R, by ¢, o R, o ¢; ', where ¢ :
B x P(C,) — P(C,) is a one parameter family of Mdebious
transformations (rational maps of degree 1).

2. Iteration. For a given n > 1, replace R; by R}.

3. Base change. Replace R; by Ry, where ® : B — B is a
non-constant holomorphic function.

Note that these operations preserve families defined over a finite ex-
tension K of QQ,, when ¢ and ® are defined over K.
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Marked critical points. A one parameter family of rational maps
with marked critical point (R, c) is a one parameter family of rational
maps R : B x P(C,) — P(C,), together with a holomorphic function
¢: B — P(C,) such that ¢ is a critical point of R;, for every t € B. We
say that (R, c) is defined over a finite extension K of Q,, when both R
and c are defined over K.

4.5.  The following lemma shows that a one parameter family of ratio-
nal maps is locally a one parameter family of holomorphic functions.
So the considerations of Section Bl apply to families of rational maps.

Lemma. Let R be a one parameter family of rational maps defined
over a ball B. Then for every (to,z0) € B x C, such that zy is not a
pole of Ry,, the restriction of R to a sufficiently small bidisk containing
(to, 20) s a one parameter family of holomorphic functions.
Proof. After a coordinate change assume z; = Ry(z9) = 0. As by
assumption the degree of R; does not depend on ¢, we can write R,
as the quotient of polynomials R; = P,/Q;, in such a way that the
coefficients of P, and of @); are holomorphic functions of ¢ and such
that for each t € B the polynomials P, and @); do not have common
factors. Write Q;(2) = co(t)+c1(t)z+. . .+cq(t)z%. As by assumption Py
and @)y do not have common factors and Ry(0) = 0, we have Py(0) =0
and ¢9(0) # 0. Shrinking B if necessary, assume that the function
t + co(t)~! is well defined and holomorphic on B. Then, replacing P
by coP and Q by c;'Q if necessary, we assume co = 1.

Let A be the holomorphic function 1 — @) and let D be a sufficiently
small polydisk so that supp |h| < 1. Then, on D we have that R =
P(1+h+h?+...) is a holomorphic function. O

4.6. Holomorphic dependence. Let R be a one parameter family
of holomorphic functions defined over a ball B. Let t5 € B and a¢ €
C, be such that ag is a repelling fixed point of R;,. Then there is a
holomorphic function a, defined on a ball B’ containing t,, such that for
every t € B’ the point a; is a repelling fixed point of R;. The function
At = Rj(a;) is holomorphic.

Let g be a one parameter family of holomorphic functions defined
on a bidisk containing (tg, ag), such that for every ¢ the holomorphic
function g, is a local inverse of R, at a; (LemmaBT). Then we can show
in a similar way as in Lemma ET] that the sequence of holomorphic
functions {\*(g*—a) };>¢ converges uniformly to a one parameter family
of holomorphic functions (.
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When R is defined over a finite extension K of Q, and ty,a9 € K,
then a, A, g and ( are all defined over K.

5. MISIUREWICZ BIFURCATIONS.

Let (R, c) be a one parameter family of rational maps with marked
critical point. We say that (R, ¢) has a Misiurewicz bifurcation att = to,
if the following conditions are satisfied.

(M1) There is an integer ¢ > 1 such that Ry (c,) is a repelling fixed
point of Ry,.

(M2) ¢, is unramified for Ry,.

(M3) RY(c¢;) is not a fixed point of R;, for some parameter .

(M4) degpe(ci) = d for every ¢ close to to.

For t close to ty, denote by a; the fixed point of R; that is the
continuation of the repelling fixed point Rf (ct,) of Ry,. We say that
the Misiurewicz bifurcation of (R,c) at t = ty is transversal, if the
function ¢ + RY(c;) — a; has a non-zero derivative at t = tg, in a
coordinate such that a;, # oco.

5.1. Admissible homoclinic orbits. Let (R,c¢) be a one parame-
ter family of rational maps with marked critical point, having a Misi-
urewicz bifurcation at ¢ = 0. Denote by ¢ the least integer for which
ap = RS(co) is a repelling fixed point of Ry. Assume ag # oo and set
)\0 = Ré)(a,o)
For a homoclinic orbit {z;};ez the limit
¢ = lim \(z_; — ag)
71— 00

exists and it is non-zero, cf. Lemma I We call { the asymptotic
position of the homoclinic orbit {z;};cz. Note that a coordinate change

¢ affects ¢ by a factor of ¢ (ag).
Set d = degpe (co) and let p € C} be defined by

RS(2) = ag+ p(z —co)® + ...
For small ¢ denote by a; the fixed point of R; that is the continuation
of ap. As (R, c) has a Misiurewicz bifurcation at ¢t = 0, it follows that

the function ¢t — R{(c;) — a; vanishes at 0 and that it is non-constant.
So, there is a positive integer d’ > 1 and p' € C; such that

Rie)) —ay = p't? + ...

When (R, c) is defined over a finite extension K of Q,, then ag =
Ri(co), Mo, p and p all belong to K. If moreover the homoclinic orbit
{zi}iez is contained in K, then ¢ belongs to K*.
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Definition. Let (R,c), g, ... be as above and suppose that (R, c) is
defined over a finite extension K of Q,. A K-admissible homoclinic
orbit is a critical homoclinic orbit {z;};cz contained in K, for which
there is an integer mg such that

—\M¢/pe K4 and NoC/p € K7

Remark.

1. The K-admissibility condition is invariant under coordinate
changes and base changes defined over K. In fact, a coordi-
nate change ¢ affects the first element by a factor of (¢f(cp))?
and leaves the second invariant, while a base change ® leaves
the first invariant and affects the second by a factor of (®'(0))?".

2. Every critical homoclinic orbit can be made admissible by a
finite extension of the base field.

3. When the Misiurewicz bifurcation (R, c) is transversal, that is
when d' = 1, the second condition of K-admissibility is auto-
matically satisfied.

5.2. Misiurewicz cascades. In this section we reduce the proof of
Theorem A to the following proposition. The proof of this proposition
is deferred to the next section.

Proposition A. Let (R, c) be a one parameter family of rational maps
with marked critical point, having a Misiurewicz bifurcation at t = 0.
Suppose that (R, c) is defined over a finite extension K of Q, and that
there exists a K-admissible homoclinic orbit.

Then there is a sequence of parameters {t.} in K converging to 0,
such that for every r, (R,c) has a transversal Misiurewicz bifurcation
att = t, that admits a K-admissible homoclinic orbit. Moreover, if we
denote by £, > 1 the least integer such that R"(c;,) is a repelling fived
point of Ry, , then

lim min A(cy,, R: (c;,)) = 0.

r—oo 1<i<t, T
The following corollary is immediate consequence of the proposition.
Corollary 1. (Transversal Misiurewicz Bifurcations). Let (R,c) be a

one parameter family of rational maps defined over a finite extension K
of Q,. Among the parameters in K for which (R, c) has a Misiurewicz
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bifurcation admitting a K-admissible homoclinic orbit, those having a
transversal Misiurewicz bifurcation are dense.

Proof of Theorem A. Let (R,c¢) and K be as in the proposition.
Then there is a critical homoclinic orbit contained in a finite extension
L of K (Proposition E23)). Taking L larger if necessary, this critical
homoclinic orbit is L-admissible. Then Theorem A is an immediate
consequence of the following corollary of the proposition.

Corollary 2. Let (R,c) be a Misiurewicz bifurcation at t =0, defined
over K. If there exists a K-admissible homoclinic orbit, then there are
arbitrarily small parameters t in K for which the critical point ¢; of Ry
18 recurrent, but not periodic.
Proof. Let mg be the least positive integer such that ag = Ry (¢p) is a
repelling fixed point of Ry. For small ¢ denote by a; the repelling fixed
point of R; that is the continuation of ag.

Set s° = 0. From the proposition we can define by induction a
sequence of parameters {s,},>1 in K, converging to some parameter
to € K, such that for every n > 1 the following properties hold.

1. (R,c) has a Misiurewicz bifurcation at ¢t = s, that admits a
K-admissible homoclinic orbit.

2. If we denote m,, the least integer such that R}'"(c,,) = as,,
then

min  A(R! (cs,),cs,) <27

1<i<mp

3. s, is close enough to s,_1 so that for every 1 < ¢ < m,,_; we
have

A(Rin(csn)’ Rin,1(05n71)) S 2—71‘

Property 2 implies that for every n > 1 we have

lgr?girnlm A(R;O (Cto)> Cto) < 2_n’

so that the critical point ¢, of Ry, is recurrent. Property 3 implies that
for every n > 1 we have

A(ng(cto)a ato) S 2—n’

so that the forward orbit of ¢;, under R;, accumulates on a;,. As ay
is a repelling fixed point of Ry,, it follows that the critical point ¢, is
not periodic. O
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5.3. Recurrent critical points in Q,. Given a prime number p and
an integer d > 1, consider the one parameter family of polynomials

Pi(2) = —p~%2(z — 1)+ t.

As for every parameter ¢ the local degree of P; at 1 is equal to d > 1,
it follows that (P, 1) is a one parameter family of polynomials with
marked critical point, that is defined over Q,. We will verify that this
family has a Misiurewicz bifurcation at ¢ = 0 and that there is a Q-
admissible homoclinic orbit. Corollary 2 then implies that there are
arbitrarily small parameters ¢ in Q, for which the critical point 1 of P,
is recurrent, but not periodic.

Let us now verify that (P, 1) has a Misiurewicz bifurcation at t = 0.

(M1) Py(1) = 0is a fixed point of Py whose multiplier A\ = —(—1)¢p~¢
satisfies |\g| = [p|™@ > 1. So property (M1) is satisfied with
(=1.

(M2) Note that Fp is injective on m, = {|z| < 1} and Py(m,) = {|2| <
lp|~#}. So, if we denote by g the inverse of P, then {g"(1)};>1
is an infinite sequence of unramified preimages of 1. This proves
that 1 is unramified for .

(M3) As P,(0) =t, for t # 0 the point P;(1) = 0 is not fixed by P;.

(M4) As € =1, for every t we have degpe(1) = d.

Next observe that this Misiurewicz bifurcation is transversal. In fact,
for small ¢t denote by a; the repelling fixed point of P, that is the
continuation of ag = 0. From the equation a; = —p~%a;(a; — 1)% + ¢
we deduce that |a;| = |p?t| and that the derivative of t — P,(1) — a; at
t = 0 is different from zero.

We will show now that the homoclinic orbit formed by the backward
orbit {¢g*(1)};>1 and the forward orbit of 1 under Py is Q,-admissible.
As our Misiurewicz bifurcation is transversal, we only need to verify
the first condition of Q,-admissibility.

Since F and g are defined over Q,,, this homoclinic orbit is contained
in Q,. Denote by

¢ = lim Ayg'(1),
71— 00
its asymptotic position. As
Py(2) = —p Uz = 1) = p~U(z = 1),
we have p = —p~?. We will show that ¢ € (Q,)¢, which implies that
—(/p=p¥ € (Q,)? and that the first condition of Q,-admissibility is
satisfied with mg = 0. Set (o = 1 and for i > 1 set ¢; = N\jg*(1), so that
¢ = lim;_ o0 ¢;. From the identity Py(g(z)) = z we have A\gg(2)/z =

(1 —g(2))"* € (Q;)?, whenever z € Q, satisfies |z| € (0, |p|~). It
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follows that for i > 0 we have (;11/¢; € (Q,)? and that 41/ — 1 as

1 — 0o. Therefore
¢ = H (G1/G) € Q5.

i>0
6. PROOF OF PROPOSITION A.

Denote by ¢ > 1 the least integer for which ag = R§(cp) is a repelling
fixed point of Ry. For small ¢ denote by a; the repelling fixed point
of R; that is the continuation of ay. Since every non-constant rational
map has at least one non-repelling fixed point [Be2], after a coordinate
change we assume that oo is a non-repelling fixed point of Ry. So for
every small ¢ we have a; # oo and ¢; # oc.

Denote by )\, = (R!)'(a;) the multiplier of a; and denote by g; the

local inverse of R; at a;. We assume that the g, are all defined on a
ball of C, containing ag, that does not depend on ¢ (Section BT).
A. By hypothesis there is a K-admissible homoclinic orbit {z;};cz of
(Ro, cp); denote by ( its asymptotic position. Let p,p/ € K* d =
degpe(c;) > 1 and @’ > 1 be as in the admissibility condition. Then
there are mg € Z and &, & € K* such that

p&h = —\7¢ and p/(§)" = MjeC.
For a given integer r set m = rdd' — my,
B'={2€C,| |z =" < [p*d] - NI}
and for t € B,
By ={z€C, ||z = A\ ¢ —ai| < |PPd] - N[}

Lemma applied to § = [p?d| and to t — RY(c;) — a4, implies that
when r is large enough the function ¢ — R¥(c;) —a; maps B’ bijectively
onto

{w € Cy | = Ag™C| < |pdd| - 7™},
Moreover, Lemma applied to § = |p?°d’| and to the family z
RY(z+c;) — Ri(ct), implies that when r is large enough for every t € B’
the function R maps B; bijectively onto

{weCp| Jw— Ry(c) + "¢l < [p?dd'] - [\g™¢[}
={weCy||w—al<[p*dd]-[Ag"¢]}.
B. As the homoclinic orbit {z;};cz is critical, we have zy = ¢o and for
every j > 0 the point z_; is an unramified preimage of ¢y. Moreover,
for some n > 0 the point z_,, belongs to the domain of gy and for j > 0

we have z_(,1;) = g}(2-n). Since oo is a non-repelling fixed point of
Ry, the homoclinic orbit {z;};ez is contained in C,,.
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By Lemma B it follows that, for every 0 < i < n and every suffi-
ciently small ball D containing ¢y, there is a ball B containing ¢, and
a one parameter family of holomorphic functions h’ defined on B x D,
such that for every ¢ € B the holomorphic function A} is a local inverse
of R; such that hjy(co) = z_;. Reducing D if necessary, we assume that
for every 0 < i < n and t € B the set h{(D) is contained in the domain
of g;. Then for j > 0 the function h;™ = g} o h? is a holomorphic
function defined on B x D. So for every j > 1 the function A/ is a holo-
morphic function defined on D x B and for every ¢ € B the holomorphic
function A{ is a local inverse of R} such that h{(cy) = z_;.

It follows that for every small ¢ the critical point ¢; of R; is unram-
ified, as {hi(c;)}iso is an infinite sequence of unramified preimages of
Ct.

C. The proof is organized as follows. In part D we define for every
t € B' = B'(r), an orbit {z;(t)}i<i<s, ending at z,.(t) = a;. In part E
we show that when r is sufficiently large there is a parameter ¢, € B’
in K such that R} (¢, ) = z(t,), so that

Ry (er,) = 2, (L) = a

T

and so that (R,c) has a Misiurewicz bifurcation at ¢t = ¢,.. In part F
we show this Misiurewicz bifurcation is transversal. In part G we show
that the critical homoclinic orbit (for ¢ = t,.) determined by the infinite
backward orbit {h{ (c;,)}izo, is K-admissible. The last assertion of the
proposition is easy to verify, this is done in part E.

D. Let 7 > 7 be such that [\o| =9 < |pdd’| and set m = 7dd’ —my.
Given an positive integer k set £, = (k — 1)(m + £) + m + 2¢.

We assume r large enough so that for every small parameter ¢t we
have B, C D. For t € B’ define w}, ..., wF € B; inductively as follows.
Let w} be the unique inverse image of a;, by R' in B,. Let 1 < j < k be
given and assume that w! ' is already defined. When r is sufficiently
large we have

W (w] ™) — ap| = || T™I¢] < [P2Ad| - [No| T C]-

So h*(w]™") € RY(B,) has a unique preimage by R! in B,. We let w]
be this preimage.

Set z(t) = hi(wF) and for ¢ < i < £, set z(t) = R(2(t)). Then,
for 0 < j <k —1 we have

i
Zj(m+2)+m+2(t) = wy 7

and therefore z, (t) = a;.



WILD RECURRENT CRITICAL POINTS. 19

It follows from Lemma and from the fact that the functions h”
are holomorphic and defined over K, that the functions w’ and z; are
holomorphic functions defined over K.

E. Recall that m = rdd’ — mqy depends on r. Assume r large enough
so that for every w close to ¢; and every small ¢t we have

€= X5 (7" (w) — a,)| < [pdd'| - |]

(Section EEH). Since for every ¢t € B C {|z| < |Xo|7"|¢'|} we have
B, C {|z| < |Xo|7"¥|€]}, it follows that for large r the function

g(t) = A"¢ — (" (wr) — av),

satisfies |g| < |p3dd’| - | Ao|™™|¢] on B'.
On the other hand, by part A the function f(t) = Ri(c;) —a; — Ay ™¢
maps the ball B’ univalently onto the ball

{weCy [ Jw| < [pdd| - |Xo|~™[C]}-

So supp |g| < diam(f(B’)) and Lemma B2 implies then that there is
parameter t, € B such that f(t,) = g(t,), so that R} (c;,) = hi"(w} ) =
z(t,). Since (R, c) and the functions a and h™(w") are defined over K
and \;""( € K, it follows that f and g are defined over K and t, € K
(cf. Lemma B7).

Let us verify now that (R, ¢) has a Misiurewicz bifurcation at t = t,.
By definition of ¢, we have Rf: (cr,) = zo.(t,) = a;,. As remarked in
part B, for every t € B’ the critical point ¢; is unramified for R;. By
construction, for every ¢ € B’ none of the points z(t), for £ < i < ¢,
is a critical point of Ry, so degpe, (¢;) = degpe(ct) = d. It remains to
verify condition (M3). Suppose by contradiction that for every ¢t € B’
we have R{"(c;) = a;. This implies that the functions R¢(c,) and z(t),
and hence f and g, coincide on B’. But we saw above that g(B’) is
strictly smaller than f(B’).

To verify the last assertion of the proposition, observe that RZLM(QT) =
wy € By,, so that

A(CtmRZLH(Ctr)) < |>\o|_rd\f\ —0asr — oo.

F. We prove now that for large r the Misiurewicz bifurcation (R, c)
at t = t, is transversal. As oo is a non-repelling fixed point of Ry,
it follows that for small ¢ the forward orbit of ¢ under R;. does not
contain co. So 0;R; is well defined at each of these points.

After an affine change of coordinates we assume that a = a; and ¢ =
¢t do not depend on t. So for all ¢t we have R;(a) = a and 0;R;(a) = 0.
Moreover there is a constant C' > 0 such that for every point z close
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to a we have |0, R;(2)| < C|z — a|. Enlarging C' if necessary we assume
that for every w € D near ¢ and every positive integer ¢ we have
|0(Re) ez, (hy, (w))| < Col™ and |(Ry) (hy, (w))] > C7* Ao
efor0<j<k—1set Nj=m+/{+j(m+{),sothat £, = Ny_1 + L.
J

Moreover for every 0 < j < k — 1 we have Rﬁ Ney,) = wfr_ and for

1< j<k—1wehave Ry (¢;) = hi(wk).
For0<j<k-—1set D; =0 ( RN H( t)) li=¢,. Note that Dy_; =

dy(R" (¢;) — a), so we need to prove that Dj_; # 0.
For 0 < j <k —1 we have

D;=A; + B, +Cj,
where A; = (,R})| =+, (wfr_j ), and when j # 0,
Bj = (Rfr)/( tr ) - O(Ri= tr(h?:(wtr ),
Cy = (B (0wl ) - 0, (B () lomar
When j =0,
By = (Ry,)'(wf ) - 8:(R{") e, (B (i),
Co = (Ry™) (h(wy)) - 8; (Ry(cr)) limt,

We will show by induction in j that |D;| = |C;|. By induction in j
this implies that

1Dj] = |(R) (R (c0,)) - 00 (Ri(e0)) li=s, |

But this last quantity is non-zero, since the first factor is non-zero by
construction and |9, (R{(ct)) |i=t,| = |P'd'(t,)* '] # 0. So this claim
implies that Dy_; # 0, as wanted.
e Observe that for ¢ close to 0 and w close to ¢ we have
Ri(w) = ap(t) + ag(t)(w — )+ ...,

with ag(t) = a 4+ p't¥ + ... and a4(0) = p. Therefore, enlarging the
constant C' if necessary, we have

|0u(RE)li=t, (w)| < Cmax{|t, |77, |w — ¢|"}.

As [t,| = ch| Mo 7™ and |w; 7 —c| = co|Ao|T™/? for constants ¢y, ¢ > 0
independent of 7 and 7, it follows that when r is large enough we have

|AJ| < C«(d))d’—ll)\ol—m(l—l/d’)'
e For large r we have
(R ) (wi ) = [p(wi™ = )" = enf Ao 719,
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where ¢; = |p|cd™!.
Fix0<j<k—1landlet n=mif j#0and n =m if j =0. Then
Oy (RY) li=e, (B (wi ™)) = (R (hi (wi™))- 00 (Ra) =, (B, (w))).
1<i<n

The inequalities ([I) then imply
00 (B li=s, (07, ()| < C2no] ! < €2,

So |B]| < 0201|)\0|_m(1_1/d).
e We have

Co = (Rg)/(h::b(wk)) : (Rfr)/(wk) ) 3t(Rf(Ct))|t:tra

SO ‘CO| > C—1|>\0|m . Cl|>\0|_m(d_1)/d . \p/d/||tr\d/_1 — 02|>\0|_m(1_1/d_1/d/),
where ¢y = C~ley|p'd'|(ch)? L.

We assume r large enough so that
(2)
02|>\0|_m(1_1/d_1/dl) > maX{C(CE))d/_l‘AO‘_m(l_l/dl), 0201|>\0|_m(1_1/d)}.
This implies |Cy| > max{|Ao|, |Bo|} and |Dy| = |Cy|.

For 1 < j <k —1 we have

N, k=] k—j
Cj = (Ry) (h (wy 7)) - (R ) (we. ) - Dy,

so for large r we have |C;| > C7HXo| e Ao| YD |C;_y| > |C)|. Tt
follows by induction in j that |C;| > |Cy|. Then inequality () implies
that [C;] > max{[A;],[B;|} and |D;| = |Cj].

G. Now we will prove that, if £ = d and r is large enough, then the
critical homoclinic orbit, for ¢ = ¢,, determined by the infinite back-
ward orbit {h] (c,)}iso is K-admissible. Denote by ¢, the asymptotic
position of this homoclinic orbit.

By part F the Misiurewicz bifurcation (R, c) at t = t,. is transversal,
so we only need to verify the first condition of K-admissibility. We
fix the parameter ¢ = ¢, and omit all the indexes corresponding to
parameters. We will use several times that (K*)? is open in K*, so
that any element in K close to 1 belongs to K¢.

Define p,, p, € K* by

R (2) =a+ p(z—c)+... and R (2) = R'(c) + p.(z — o) + ...

We have p, = (R“)'(R(c)) - pr. As A=), — X, ¢ — Cand p, — p
as r — 00, it is enough to prove that

(R (R'(cr)) = pr/pr € K*.
By construction Rf(c) = h™(w"). Moreover, recall that
b—C0= (k=1 (m+0)+m+{ and m =7dd —mo=m~+ (T —r)dd.
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Therefore,
(R (R(c)) = (R"™9)'(h™(w"))
_ (Rk(r?b—l—f))/(hﬁ@(wk)) . ((R(?—r)dd’)/(hﬁ@(wk)))

-1

We will verify that each of the two factors of the last term belong to
K9, thus completing the proof of the proposition. Observe that, as
t, € K, we have that c,a, A\, w’, hi(w?), ... all belong to K.

e For the second factor, observe that when r, and hence m, is large
enough, for every m < i < im the point hi(w) is close enough to the
fixed point a, so that R'(h'(w*))/\ € K. Therefore

(R(?—r)dd’)/(hﬁm(wk)) _ )\(?—r)dd’ H (R/(hz(wk))/)\)

m<i<m

belongs to K%, as it is the product of elements in K¢.
e For the first factor, observe that

(REOOY (@) = [T (R (7 (w?)).

1<5<k

Since for every w € D we have hi(w) — a as i — oo, it follows that
if w € K is close enough to ¢, then for every positive integer s we have

R (h*(w))/R'(h*(c)) € K*.
So if r is sufficiently large then for every 1 < j < k we have
(R™)'(h™(w’))/(R™) (W™ (c)) € K*.
On the other hand, for 1 < j7 < k — 1 we have
[A™ (w?) — al /|R(c) — a| = ||~

Since RY(w') = a and for 1 < j < k — 1 we have R*(w’*!) = h™(w?),
it follows that, if 7 is large enough compared to r, the quotient

(R (w™)/(R") (w")
is close enough to 1, to belong to K% Setting n = (R™)(h™(c))
(RY)(w), we thus have (R™)(h™(w?))n~! € K% When k = d
follows that

[T @™y @) =o' T ((R™ 0" @)n™) € K40

1<j<k 1<5<d

it
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