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On the Degree Growth of Birational Mappings
in Higher Dimension
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§0. Introduction

Let f : C? — C9 be a birational map. The problem of determining the behavior of the
iterates f® = fo---o f is very interesting but not well understood. A basic property of
a rational map is its degree (see §1 for the definition). Another quantity is the dynamical
degree

6(f) = lim (deg(f™))*
n—oo
which is invariant under birational self-maps of C? (see [BV]). It has been called “com-
plexity” by some physicists (see [BM] and [AABM)]), and its logarithm has been called
“algebraic entropy” in [BV].

One aspect of a birational map is that its birational conjugacy class does not have a
well-defined “domain.” Namely, if f : X — X is a (birational) dynamical system, then
any birational equivalence i : X — X will convert f to a (birational) dynamical system
on f=hofoh !:X — X. This may serve as a significant change of the presentation
of f, since the cohomology groups of X and X may have different dimensions. There
is a well-defined pull-back map on cohomology f* : HY'(X) — H%'(X). Thus we can
define 6( f) more generally as lim,, o ||(f™)*||*/™, which is the exponential rate of growth
of the action of f™ on H*!. Dinh and Sibony [DS] showed that this more general §(f) is
birationally invariant.

The passage to cohomology may or may not be compatible with the dynamical system,
depending on whether (f*)™ = (f™)* holds on H''!. In case this holds, we say that f is
H'V'-regular, or simply I-reqular. And if f is 1-regular, then it follows that § is the
spectral radius of f*. We will pursue the study of § using what might be called a method
of regularization. The first step of this method is to replace the pair (f, X') by a regular pair
(f, X ). This is done by finding a new complex manifold X which is birationally equivalent
to X. The second step, then, is to determine f* and its spectral radius.

In this paper, we show how the method of regularization may be carried out on certain
sub-classes of the family of maps which have the form f = L o J, where L is an invertible
linear map, and J(zy,...,2q) = (27°,.. .,xgl). Generally speaking, a birational map
has subvarieties that are mapped to lower dimensional sets, and it has lower dimensional
subvarieties that are blown up to sets of higher dimension. In the case of f = Lo J, the
coordinate hypersurfaces {z; = 0} are blown down to points, and the points e, = [0 :

:1:...:0] are blown back up to hypersurfaces. This interplay between the blowing
down and the blowing up serves as the key for degree growth. The essential objects are
those orbits of the following form: {z; = 0} — * — --- — x — e;. That is, they start
at a hypersurface which is blown down to a point, and the orbit of this point lands on
a point of indeterminacy which is blown back up to a hypersurface. We say that such
orbits are singular. In §4 we define the class of elementary maps, which are characterized
by the property that they are locally biholomorphic at the intermediate points of singular
orbits. The 1-regularization of an elementary map is obtained by blowing up the points
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of the singular orbits. The singular orbits of an elementary map can be organized into
an orbit list structure £¢, £?, which consists of two sets of lists of positive integers. It is
then shown how § = 0(L, £°) is determined by this list structure: an expression for f* is
given in §4, and the characteristic polynomial is given in the Appendix. In §7 we illustrate
this method by carrying out the procedure of finding orbit lists for some maps that have
appeared in the mathematical physics literature.

In general we have & < deg(f), and the existence of a singular orbit causes the
inequality to be strict (Theorem 4.2). It is often desirable to have some way of estimating
6 without actually computing it. To this end, we give a way of comparing ¢ for two maps
f and f with list structures £¢, L£° and Le, Lo, respectively. In §5 we give a number of
comparison results; here are two examples. Theorem 5.1 shows that if f and f have the
same list structures, except that the orbits of f are longer, then 8(f) < 6(f). In Theorem
5.3, we show that adding a complete orbit list decreases 0. If we simply add a new singular
orbit of length M to one of the orbit lists, then whether ¢ is increased or decreased depends
on the size of M.

In §6 we introduce linear maps L,, which are determined by a permutation p. The
rest of §6 will be devoted to a consideration of the case where p = [ is the identity
permmutation. The maps f = L; o J are the Noetherian maps which were defined in the
work [BHM]. Our primary motivation in this section is to show how the work of §4 applies
to give deg(f™), n > 0 for these maps. These same numbers were conjectured in [BHM].

For more general permutations p, the map f, = L, o J can lead to some complicated
examples of orbit collision. The expression orbit collision refers to the fact that a singular
orbit {z; =0} = * = ... = 0 — ... — e, can contain a point o, € {z; = 0} —Z where f
is smooth but not locally invertible. Thus the singular orbit starting at {z; = 0} contains
the singular orbit starting at {x; = 0} (and possibly others). In §8 we define singular
chains. The singular chain structure is used both to construct the 1-regularization (fx, X)
of (fp,P) and to write down f%. As before, §(f,) is given by the spectral radius of f%.

In this paper we follow up on ideas of Diller and Favre [DF], Guedj [G] and Boukraa,
Hassani and Maillard [BHM]. The paper [DF] shows that 1-regularization is possible for all
birational maps in dimension two, and this forms the basis for their penetrating analysis.
The possibility of extending this approach to the case of higher dimension was discussed in
[BHM]. Birational maps are more complicated in higher dimension, however, and [BHM]
proposed a family of birational maps as a model family of mappings to analyze. In their
study of these mappings, they identify the integrable cases and give a numerical description
of §(f) in many cases. This family was chosen in part because it resembles maps that arise
in mathematical physics (see [AABHM], [BTR], and [RGMR]). Our analysis of elementary
maps evolved from an effort to understand questions posed in [BHM].

The contents of this paper are as follows. In §1 we assemble some basic concepts
concerning rational maps, and we formulate the property (1.1) which we use in constructing
1-regularizations. In §2 we recall the basic relationship between (f*)” on cohomology and
the degree of f™. In §3 we show how to 1-regularize the basic mapping J. Then in §4
we apply this to elementary maps and show how to compute the induced mapping f* on
H'1. At this stage, we may compute the characteristic polynomial x ¢ of f*. The actual
computation is deferred to Appendix A so that our discussion of § is not interrupted.
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§5 shows how to use to formula for x; to obtain comparison theorems for 6. In §6 we
introduce the family of linear transformations L,,, which depend on a permutation p, and
we give the degree growth for Noetherian maps. In §7 we analyze some mappings that
have appeared in the mathematical physics literature. In §8 we give the general method
for 1-regularization of permutation mappings.

§1. Polynomial and Rational Maps

We will review some of the basic properties of the dynamical degree of birational maps.
We refer the reader to [RS] and [S] for further details for birational maps of P¢ and to
[DS] for the case of more general manifolds.

A polynomial is a finite sum p(z) = 3¢, 4,28 -2, We define the degree of a
monomial as deg(zi' ---z’#) = iy + -+ +i4, and we define deg(p) to be the maximum

of i1 + -+ + iy for all nonzero coefficients ¢;,. ;,. A mapping p = (p1,...,paq) is said to
be a polynomial mapping if each coordinate function is polynomial. Similarly, a mapping
f = (f1,---, fa) is said to be rational if each coordinate function is rational, i.e., each

fi =pj/q; is a quotient of polynomials.
We will use complex projective space P?% as a compactification of C?. Recall that

PY={[zg:---:x4]: x; € C, and the x; are not all 0},

where the notation [xg : - - : x4] denotes homogeneous coordinates, i.e., [zg : -+ : 24| =
[Cxo : -+ : (xyq] for all nonzero ¢ € C.

A rational map f = (p1/qu, ..., pa/qq) of C? induces a (partially defined) holomorphic
map f = [fo HEREE fd] of projective space. Let us describe how to obtain f from f. We
add the variable xy and convert f to a homogeneous function

F ol e pi(x1/mo, ..., Ta/20) ._”‘pd(:z:l/a:o,...,xd/a:o)
filwo i ad o {1' o (z1/zo, - xa/20) qd(ajl/xo,...,xd/xo)}
[, pi(=o,. .., 2q) ‘”..pﬁd(ajo,...,xd)
_[1'(11(360,...,3361)' 'cjd(a:o,...,xd)}'

Note that the first line is homogeneous of degree zero, and thus p; and ¢; are homogeneous
polynomials with deg(p;) = deg(g;). We passed from the first equation to the second by
multiplying the numerators and denominators by powers of zg. Let Q@ = ¢1 -+ - ¢q. On the
dense set where Q # 0, we do not change f if we multiply by Q. Thus f is also given by

the map = — [Q(z) : Q(x)p1(x)/G1(x) : -+ : pa(x)/Ga(x)]. Thus we have represented f
by a polynomial mapping to projective space. To obtain f = fo Deee fd], we divide out
the greatest (polynomial) factor. After this is done, there is no polynomial that divides
all the fj, and we define deg(f) := deg(fo) = - - - = deg(f4). We may also take the n-fold

composition f* = fo---o f, and perform the same passage to a map f™ on projective
space. Since we may divide out a (possibly larger) common factor at the end, it is evident
that

deg(f™) < (deg(f))"
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The indeterminacy locus is the set
I(f) = {z € P: fo(w) = -+ = fa(z) = 0}.

It is evident that f defines a holomorphic mapping of P¢ — Z(f) to P%. We denote this

simply by f; we reserve the notation f for the multiple-valued mapping which will be
defined below. In fact, P? — T is the maximal domain on which f can be extended to

be analytic. For if a € Z(f), there is no neighborhood w of & such that f(w — Z) is
relatively compact in any of the affine coordinate charts U; = {x; # 0}. For in this case,
at least one of the coordinate functions, say fl, has no common factor with fj. Thus
(w— {fj =0} 3z fi (x)/fj(x) will take on all complex values. For a € P?, let us
define the cluster set Cls(a) to be the set of all limits of f(a’) for ’ € P* —Z, a’ — a.
The cluster set is connected and compact. By the arguments above, it follows that Cl¢(a)
contains more than one point exactly when a € Z.
Let us consider the graph of the restriction of f to P¢ — I:

Ly ={(a,y):2 € P!~ T,y = f(a)}.

Thus I'y is a subvariety of (PY —1T) x P%, and by f‘f we denote the closure of I'y inside
P? x P?. Thus T 7 is an algebraic variety. Let m; (resp. m2) denote the projections of r ¥
to the first (resp. second) coordinate. Now we may define the multiple-valued mapping
f(z) := myony}(x), and thus f(z) is a subvariety of X for each . We have f(z) = Cl;(x),
and the dimension of f (z) is greater than zero exactly when x € 7.

A projective manifold X is said to be rational if it is birationally equivalent to P?.
The discussion above applies to rational manifolds. Let 7 (X) denote the set of positive,
closed currents on X of bidegree (1,1). One of the well-known properties of a positive,
closed (1,1)-current T is that it has a local potential p and can be written locally as
T = dd°p. Following Guedj [G] we use local potentials to define the induced pull-back
map ®; : T(X) — T(X). Namely, if T € T(X), and if o € X —Z, then T has a local
potential p in a neighborhood for f(zg), and we define the pullback f*T := dd°(po f) in
a neighborhood of zy. This yields a well-defined, positive, closed (1,1)-current on the set
X —Z. Now by [HP], the set Z, being a subvariety of codimension at least 2, is a “removable
singularity” for a positive, closed (1,1) current. This means two things. First, the current
f*T has finite total mass, so it may be considered to be a (1,1)-form whose coefficients are

(complex, signed) measures with finite total mass. This allows us to define ®;(T") := fﬁ”
as the current obtained by extending these measures “by zero” to X, i.e. by assigning zero
mass to the set Z. Second, the current ®;(T) is closed. Thus ®;(T") € T(X).

The currents we will use are currents of integration. Specifically, if V' is a subvariety
of pure codimension 1, then we define the current of integration [V] as an element of the
dual space to the space of smooth (d — 1,d — 1)-forms: ¢ — ([V],¢) := [, ¢. By a classic
theorem of Lelong, [V] is well-defined and is a positive, closed (1,1)-current. If V' is defined
locally as {h = 0} for some holomorphic function h, then 5= log |h| is a local potential for
[V'], which means that locally, [V] = %ddC log |h|. The pull-back of the current in this case
is simply the preimage: ®¢([V]) = [(f|x—-z)"'V].
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An irreducible subvariety V' will be said to be exceptional if V. — Z(f) # 0, and if
dim(f(V —Z(f))) < dim(V'). The exceptional locus for f, written £(f) is the union of all
irreducible exceptional varieties.

We will use the following condition:

For every exceptional hypersurface V' and every n > 1,

(1.1)

the image f”(V — 7) has codimension strictly greater than one.

A

Note that if V' is exceptional, then f(V —Z) = f(V — Z) will be contained in a subvariety
of codimension at least 2. The only possibility that the codimension could jump to 1 for
n = 2 would come from the action of f on Z N (f(V —Z)). Thus (1.1) depends on the
behavior of f at certain points of Z. A related condition, called algebraic stability, was
introduced in [FS] for maps of P? and is equivalent to deg(f™) = (deg(f))" for all n > 0.

Proposition 1.1. If (1.1) holds, then (®)" = ®¢n.

Proof. Let us fix T € T(X). Since f and f? are both holomorphic on X —Z(f)Uf~YZ(f)),
we see that (f2)*T = (f*)?T on this set. Now Z(f?) C Z(f) U f~Y(Z(f)), and let us write
V = (Z(f)u f7HZ(f))) — Z(f?). It suffices to show that (f*)*T = 0 on V. Since T
has codimension 1, it puts zero mass on any subvariety of codimension two. Thus we
may suppose that W is an irreducible component of V' of codimension 1. Now by the
construction of V', we have f(W —Z(f)) C Z(f). Thus W is an exceptional hypersurface.
Thus f(f(W —Z(f))) is a subvariety of codimension at least 2. It follows that T puts no
mass on this subvariety, and thus (f2)*T puts no mass on W. We conclude, then that
(f%)*T puts no mass on V. Since ® is obtained by extending by zero, we conclude that
® 2T = ®FT. The proof for n > 2 is similar. QED

Let us recall the cohomology group H''!'(X) which is given as the set of smooth,
d-closed (1, 1)-forms modulo d-exact 1-forms. If w is a smooth (1,1)-form, then it acts
ona (d—1,d—1)-form & as £ = (w,§) = [, w A& Thus w defines a (1,1)-current. For
T € T(X) there is a smooth (1,1)-form wp such that the current 7' — wy is d-exact. The
cohomology class wr € H11(X) is uniquely defined, so we have a map 7 (X) — H1(X).
If V is a codimension 1 subvariety of X, we let {V'} € H11(X) denote the cohomology class
wpy] corresponding to the current of integration [V]. The map ®; is consistent with this
passage to cohomology: {®;T'} = f*{T'}. We will say that f is I-regularif (f*)" = (f™)*
holds on H''!(X). The following is a consequence of Proposition 1.1:

Proposition 1.2. If (1.1) holds, then f is 1-regular.

§2. Degrees of the Iterates

A (complex) hyperplane H C P?, defined by a linear equation H = {{(x) = 0}, gives a
generator H := {H} of HL1(P?). If V = {h(z) = 0} C P9 is a hypersurface of degree m,
then h/¢™ is well-defined as a function on P?, so we have [V] — [H] = 2=dd®log|h/t™|.
Thus {V} = mH, so the cohomology class of {V} corresponds to the degree of V. By
definition, deg(f) is the degree of the homogeneous polynomials defining f , and we have
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f*H = deg(f)H. We will make use of the action on cohomology as a way of computing
deg(f).

The manifolds we will work with are obtained from P¢ by blowing up points (the
“blowing up” construction will be given in §3). This means that there is a sequence of
spaces X1, Xo,...,X,, such that X; = P¢ and X,, = X, and for each j we have the
following: there is a projection 7; : X; — X;_; and a finite set S;_1 C X;_; such that
mi X — 7rj_15j_1 — X;_1 — S;—1 is biholomorphic, and for each s € S, the exceptional
fiber is 7rj__113 ~ pd-1,

For such X, we may describe H*1(X) by the following inductive procedure. We start
with H as a basis of the (1,1)-cohomology of X; = P%. Now suppose we have a basis
Bj_1 for HY'(X;_1). We define a basis B; for H"'(X;) by taking the elements 7}b for
b € Bj_1, together with the classes of the exceptional fibers: {7?}13} for all s € S;_1.

In particular, let us take Hx := m*{H} as the first element of our basis B of H%!(X).
The rest of the basis elements can be taken to be exceptional fibers. Let us suppose that
the degree of f is m. Thus fx Hx = mHx + E, where E denotes a sum over multiples of
other basis elements from B. The reason for the m on the right hand side is as follows. A
generic line L C P? does not intersect any of the centers of blow-up, so 7! is well defined
in a neighborhood of L. Thus 7L intersects f% Hx with multiplicity m, since that is
the multiplicity of intersection between L and f*H.

Now let M be the matrix which represents f% with respect to the basis B = {Hx,...}.
If fx is 1-regular, then M™ is the matrix representation for (f%)* with respect to B. Since
Hx is the first element of B, we have d,, = (M"); 1.

There are various ways of representing d,,. Let \q,..., Ay denote the eigenvalues of
the matrix M, and let

N
x(@) = [ = M) =™ +x-1a™ 40
J=1

be the characteristic polynomial of M. Let us first suppose that the A\; are nonzero and
have multiplicity one. If we diagonalize M, we find constants c1, ..., cy such that

dp=(M")11=c1\] + - +en Ay (2.1)
Thus {d, } satisfies the recursion formula

dpsn = an_1dpin—1+ -+ apdy, (2.2)
where the coefficients a; are determined by the characteristic polynomial since we have
aj=—x;for0<j< N -1

Another way of producing the sequence {d,,} is to find polynomials p(x) and ¢(x) such
that

P@) N~y
q() nz_%d” '
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If we write ¢(x) = [[(x — r;) and if deg(p) < deg(q), then we may expand p(z)/q(x) into
partial fractions we obtain

oo

=T 5 () &

q( n=o \ j 'J
Comparing (2.1) and (2.3), we see that after renumbering the r; if necessary, we must have

rj_l = Aj. Thus x and q essentially determine each other:

q(z)x(0) = 2™ x(1/=). (2.4)

Now let us suppose that the eigenvalues are nonzero (and not necessarily simple). Then
we may approximate M by a matrix M’ with simple eigenvalues. Equations (2.2) and
(2.4) will hold for every such M’. Since the characteristic polynomial and the coefficients
((M")™)1,1 depend continuously on M’, equations (2.2) and (2.4) will continue to hold for
M. Tt is not hard to adapt (2.4) to the case of zero eigenvalues.

Theorem 2.1. If § > 0, then ¢ is the largest real zero of the characteristic polynomial
X(x).

Proof. Let S denote the cyclic subspace spanned by {M"e; : n > 0}, and let Mg be
the restriction of M to S. For convenience, let us assume first that Mg is diagonalizable,
and let A\1,..., Ax be the eigenvalues with corresponding eigenvectors vy, ...,vy. We may
write e; = > c¢jv; and M"e; = ch)\?vj. Since ey is cyclic on S, there are nonzero
numbers a; such that

N
dn = €71 - M”61 = ZCLJ)\;L (25)
7j=1

Now at least one of the A\; must have modulus § (the spectral radius of Mg). We claim
that since d,, > 0, it follows that ¢ itself must be an eigenvalue.

Let us suppose, by way of contradiction, that § # ); is not an eigenvalue. It is easy
to reduce to the case where all the eigenvalues in (2.5) have modulus §. Let us write
Aj = §e2™% with 0 < 8; < 1. We consider two cases separately. The first case is that
all §; are rational. Thus all the A\; are Mth roots of unity for some M. It follows that

Zﬁil A7 =0, and d, > 0, so we must have d, =0 for all n. However, since the vectors
{(A7,...,A%),1 < n < N} are a basis for CV, the condition d,, = 0 for 1 <n < M implies
that the a; all vanish, which is a contradiction.

The other case is where the 6; are not all rational. We consider the closed (Lie)
subgroup G of RN /ZY generated by {n(61,...0x) : n € Z}. Let us define h(&1,...,EN) =
S aje*™%i for (&,...,6y) € RY/ZN. By continuity, we have h(£) > 0 for £ € G. Since
G is a closed subgroup, it contains a point (¢1,...,¢n) with rational coordinates. Thus
h(n&) > 0 for all n > 0. Arguing as before, we reach the same contradiction that the a,
all vanish.

Finally, if Mg is not diagonalizable, we may decompose it into cyclic subspaces corre-
sponding to the different eigenvalues, and the a; in the formula above become polynomials
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of n. Now we may replace the polynomials by the highest degree coefficients and proceed
as before.

§3. 1-Regularization of J
A basic map we work with is defined by

J[asole:---:xd]:[aso_l:xl_l:---:xd_l]:[xﬁ:xiz---:x(i

where we write z; = [[,,; z;. This is an involution because

)d—l

J?xg - rxg) =[(20...24q xo:-:(zo.. .24 xgq] =[xt xy]

for zo...x4 # 0. In order to discuss the behavior of J, we introduce some notation. For a
subset I C {0,1,...,d}, we write the complement as I = {0,...,d} — I. Let us set

Sr={zxePliz;=0,Vicl}, Sj={xeX;:a;#0, Vjel}

Thus X5 is closed, and X7 is a dense, open subset of X;. We see that the indeterminacy
locus is given by Z(J) = U|1|>2 Y.r. In fact, we have a stratification given by

d
) =JE -2 = U =1
§=0

112

The action of J corresponds to the involution I «» I of the set of subsets of {0,...,d}: for
|I| > 2, J acts as ) A
J:X72p—Jp) =%;.

The points of P4 — Z(J) where J is not a local diffeomorphism is U;’l:o 3% We use
the notation
ej i =%;={[0:---:0:1:0:---:0]},

so J(X7) = e;, and the exceptional locus is & =Yg U... U 3.
J is not l-regular, since we have J ¥ — e; — X;. We show here how a 1-

regularization of J may be obtained by blowing up. Let 7 : X — C? denote the space C?
blown up at the origin. We represent the blow-up as

X = {((217"'7203)7 [51 S Sd]) € C?x P! :Zigj = ngial <1,j< d}7

and 7(z,€) = 2. Thus X is a smooth d-dimensional submanifold of C?¢ x P4~1, Let
E := 771(0) denote the fiber over the origin. Thus £ =~ P91 and 7: X — E — C¢ — {0}
is biholomorphic; the inverse map is given by (21, ...,2q4) — ((21,--.,24), [21 : -+ : 24]), for
z#(0,...,0). If V is a complex subvariety of C?, we identify it as a subvariety Vx C X
as follows: by Vx, we mean the closure of 771(V — {0}) inside X. Thus if 0 € V, this is a

8



proper subset of 771V = Vx U E. When there is no danger of confusion, we will write V
for Vx.

Let us see how the operation of blow-up modifies the map J. We may identify a
neighborhood of eg = [1:0: ---: 0] = J(XF) inside P? with C? via the map [1: 21 : -+ :
zq] < (21,...,24). Performing the blow-up 7 : X — C% at eg in the range of J induces a
(partially defined) map Jx : C? — X, given by

Jx =n toJ:{zePl:ixy,. . . xs#0} = X.

For zy # 0, we have

_ _ _ ZTo Zo
JX:[xolez---:xd]H[xol:xll:---:xdl]:[l:—:---:—
x1 Zd
Zo o _
H(Z:[:_,.,Zd:—)'—)’ﬂ' 1(21,,,’Zd>€X
X1 Id

Thus, letting zo — 0, we obtain the map Jx : ¥ — E = P4~1 given by
IJx(0:zy:--xq) =& :xl_lz---:fd:asgl].

We see that Jx is a local diffeomorphism at points of .

The process of blowing up a point is in fact local and can be performed at any point
of a complex manifold. Let 7 : X — P? denote the complex manifold obtained by blowing
up at the centers {eo, ..., eq}, and let E; = 7~ 'e; denote the exceptional fiber over e;.

Let us describe the induced birational map Jx : X — X. Since

d
W:X—UE}—)Pd—{eo,...,ed}

J=0

is a biholomorphism, it follows that Z(Jx )N (X = Ej) = U752 Z1N(X = Ej). Further,
the calculation above showed that Jx |E;‘ is essentially J, and thus Jx |E; is essentially J on
P!, Thus we conclude that Z(Jx) = U\I\Z2 Y7, where ¥y C X is interpreted as above.
In particular, ZN E; has codimension 2 in E;. Now the restriction of Jx to X —|JX; may
be identified with the restriction of J to P4 — | J ¥;, which is a diffeomorphism. We have
also seen that Jy is a local diffeomorphism on [ J 2%, Thus Jyx is a local diffeomorphism
at all points of X — Z(Jx). This means that the exceptional locus is empty, and thus Jx
is 1-regular.

If d = 2, then Jx is in fact holomorphic, i.e., Z(Jx) = 0. If 2 < |I| < d, then
YN (P4 —{eg,...,eq}) # 0, so I intersects the exceptional fibers E; for all j such that
j#1.

Let us remark that a linear map L also induces a birational map Lx =7 to Lo :
X — X. Tt is evident that Z(Lx) C {eo,...,eq} and E(Lx) C EgU...UE,. If L™ e; =¢;
for some ¢ and j, then Lx is biholomorphic in a neighborhood of E; and maps E; to E;.
If L~ e; is not one of these points e;, then L~'e; € Z(Lx), and L(L™'e;) = E;. And
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if Le; is not one of the e;, then Lx FE; is a point, so E; C £(Lx). We see that Lx fails
to be 1-regular exactly when there is a point e; such that Le; is not one of the e;’s, but
L"e; = e; for some n > 2 and some j.

From the discussion of the previous paragraph, we can deduce the action of L% on
HY1(X). Namely, let Hy denote the cohomology class of a hyperplane. Since neither H
and LH will contain any of the e;’s for generic H, we see that L3, Hx = Hx. Further, we
have L E; = E; for the pairs (i, j) such that Le; = e;. Let M be the (d+ 1) x (d+ 1)
matrix such that m;; = 1 if Le; = e; and 0 otherwise. Then, with respect to the basis
B={Hx,FEy,...,Eq} of H'1(X), we have

N 1 0

Next we discuss the action induced by Jx on H*'(X). Let H € H"!(P?) denote the
class of a hyperplane, and let Hx = 7* H denote the induced class in H%1(X). When there
is no danger of confusion, we will also denote Hy simply by H. Let E; € HY!(X) denote
the cohomology class induced by E;. Thus {Hx, Ey,..., E4} is a basis for H»!(X), and
we will represent Jy as a matrix with respect to this basis.

Let {30} € HYY(X) denote the class induced by 3. We wish to represent {¥g}
in terms of our basis. Let us start by observing that ¥y is a hyperplane in P?, and
so Y9 = H € HYY(P?). Thus we have Hy = 7*H = ©*Y,. By our formula for the
pullback of a current, we have that n*} will correspond to the current of integration
over 1%y = ¥gUE; U...UEy. (Since eg ¢ X, the divisor Ey will not be involved.)
It remains to determine the multiplicities of the different components. Now on the set
x; # 0, the current {3g} is represented by the potential log|zo/x;|. Let us choose i = d
for convenience, and use affine coordinates zy = zo/xg,...,24-1 = Tq—1/x4. In these
coordinates, the potential for {¥y} is given by h := log |2¢|. Let us work in a neighborhood
of the exceptional fiber Ej for some 1 < k < d — 1. On the dense open subset &, # 0,

we may write a point of the fiber as [1 : & : ... : ;_1]. With this, we define an affine
coordinate system
(20,&15- -+, 8a—1) = ((20,8120, - - +» 1 + &k20, §kt1205 - -5 §a—120), [1 1 &1t oo 2 &a1])

In this coordinate system, we see that Fj is given by zy = 0. The potential for the current
7*{¥0} is then given by 7*h = h o 7. It follows that the multiplicities are one, so

W*EO = {20} + Z El
i#0
Combining this with the previous equation, we obtain
(S} =Hx - > Ei
i#]
We have seen that Jx is a diffeomorphism from X7 to its image in Ej;. Since Jx

induces a diffeomorphism outside a subvariety of codimension 2, and we are pulling back
cohomology classes of codimension one, it follows that

JxE;={%} = Hx =) E;.
i#£]
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Next we need to determine Jy Hx. A generic hyperplane #H in P¢ does not meet any
of the e; and may be considered to be a subset of X. Thus it generates Hx. Thus we
consider the restriction J|x_7 and determine the class {(J'H)—Z} = JyHx € HY1(X).
Let us start with the observation which connects H, Hx, and the preimage of H.:

d-Hx =7n*(d-H) =n*(J*H) = n*{J'H}.

A hyperplane has the form H = {h = 0} for some h =" a;x;. Thus J7'H = {> a;z; =
0}, and log h o J o7 will be a potential for 7*{J~'H}. The element 7*{J~'H} € H*1(X)
will be {J~'H} and a linear combination of the E;. We need only determine the multiplic-
ities of the F;. Let us consider E,4. Since x4 # 0, we work in an affine coordinate system
(20, ..24-1). We write points in the fiber as [y : ... : £€4—1]. On a dense open subset of
the fiber we have &y # 0, and so with the same coordinate system as above we have

hoJom=A(€)z3' + B(¢)2d

For generic £, A(€) # 0, so this vanishes to order d — 1 in 2(, and thus the multiplicity of
E; (and all Ej) is d — 1. This gives

oI MY = {1} + ) (d- 1E;.

Finally, we use the fact that Jx Hx = {J*H — Z} to conclude that

JxHx =d-Hx + Y (1-d)E;.

J

Thus we may write the action on H! with respect to our basis in matrix form:

d 11 .01
1-d 0 -1 ... -1
1-d -1 0 ... -1 (3.1)
l1-d -1 -1 ... O

The fact that this matrix is an involution corresponds to the fact that Jx is 1-regular.

84. Elementary Mappings

This Section is devoted to a discussion of mappings of the form f = L o J, where L is a
linear map of P%, and .J is as in the previous section. For p € X, we define the orbit O(p)
as follows. If p € £ UZ, then O(p) = {p}. If there is an N > 1 such that fip ¢ EUT
for 0 <j < N—1and fNp e EUZ, then O(p) = {p, fp,..., f¥p}. Otherwise, we have
fip ¢ EUT for all j > 0, and we set O(p) = {p, fp, f?p,...}. In the first two cases (when
the orbit is finite), we say that the orbit is singular. Otherwise, we say that the orbit is
nonsingular.
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The orbits starting at the image points of the exceptional hypersurfaces ¥;, for 0 <
J < d have special importance. We will use the notation a;; = fX% = Le; for the image of
the jth exceptional hypersurface, which is identified with jth column of the matrix L; and
we let O; := O(f¥7%) = O(a;) denote its orbit. We say that the mapping f is elementary
if for each 0 < j < d, the orbit O; is either nonsingular or, if it is singular, it ends at one
of the points {eg, ..., eq}.

Now suppose that f is elementary. We define an orbit list to be a list of singular orbits
of exceptional components O; = O(«;) with sequential indices:

L= {ch Oa—l—ly Oa+2a ) Oa—l—u}

such that if 0 < j < p, then the endpoint of Oqy; is €q4j+1. In other words, if j < p, then
the orbit O,4; must be singular, and the ending index k of the endpoint e;, of this orbit is
the beginning index of the next orbit in the list. Let us suppose that the last orbit in the
list, Og+,, ends at the point e;. We say that the list £ is open if the orbit O = O(ay) is
nonsingular. We say that £ is closed if k = a.

Renumbering the variables, if necessary, we may group the orbits into maximal orbit
lists £41,...,L,. It follows from the maximality that each £, is either open or closed. Let
us define A to be the set of indices i such that O; is a singular orbit and is the first orbit in
an open orbit list. Let € consist of the indices j such that e; is the endpoint of a singular
orbit.

Now we construct the l-regularization of f. Let S = {i : O; is singular}, and let
Os := U;eg Oi- Let m: X — P be the space obtained by blowing up each of the points
of Og. For p € Og, we let F, denote the exceptional fiber 7~!p in X over p, and we also
let F, denote the induced cohomology class in H'!(X). Repeating the reasoning of the
previous section, we see that the hypersurfaces >; C X, j € S, are not exceptional for the
induced birational map fx : X — X. Thus fx is 1-regular.

Let us determine the induced mapping f% on H%(X). The class Hx, together with
the classes F(p) for p € Og, form a basis for H1}(X). For i € S, we have

22' — fZ;k = — s —> fnj_lOéj = f”lEf =é€s;.

At each of the points fia;, 0 < j < n; — 2, f is locally biholomorphic, so fx induces a
biholomorphic map of a neighborhood of the fiber fx : Frio, — Frit14,- We conclude
that

fxFpivra, = Fpia, for0<j<mni—1 (4.1)

and
f;(foti = {El}

where {3;} denotes the class induced by ¥; in H%!(X). As in the previous section, we
have

{Si}=Hx - Y _Fp

12



where the sum is taken over all blow-up centers which belong to >; NZ. The set of blow-up
centers which belong to Z is €2, and the only question is whether ¢ € 2. In fact, we have
i€ Qifi¢ A Thus we have

fxFa, =Hx — Fao + Fe, i¢ A,

fxFa, =Hx — Fa 1€ A,

where we have adopted the notation Fq := Y, o Fe,. Finally, to pull back the class of a

hyperplane, we use the fact that L is biholomorphic, and for a generic hyperplane H, the

preimage L~'H is again a generic hyperplane. Thus we may use f)}l =.J )_(1 o L~! and
argue as in the previous section to find:

FxHx = {fx'H} = {Jx"H} = dHx + (1 - d) Fa. (4.3)

Let £° = {{Oay,---s0a1441}:{Oass > Obstps}s- - {Oas - - s Oapot, denote a
listing of the set of closed orbit lists, and let £° be a listing of the set of those open orbit
lists which contain singular orbits. For an orbit O, we let |O| denote its length, and by
#L¢ we denote the set of lists of lists of orbit lengths

#EC = {{|Oa1 |v T |Oa1+u1 |}v T {‘Oam|v T ‘Oam—kum |}}
We see that the mapping f% is determined by #L£¢ and #.L°. Thus we have the following:

(4.2)

Theorem 4.1. If f = Lo J is elementary, then the dynamic degree 6(f) is determined by
#L and #L°.

Henceforth, we will abuse notation and simply write £¢ and L° for the orbit list struc-
ture #L°, #.L°, since only the lengths of the orbits (and not the specific points) are used in
computing f* and §. Thus we may consider §(L¢, £L°) to be a number which is determined
by two sets of lists of positive integers. In addition, the characteristic polynomial may be
explicitly computed in terms of £¢ and L£°. This is done in the Appendix. By Theorem 2.1,
J is the largest real zero of x(z), and by Theorem A.1 x(d) > 0, so we have the following:

Theorem 4.2. If f is an elementary mapping of P? with at least one singular orbit, then
0 <d.

§5. Comparison Results

We saw in the previous section that for an elementary mapping, ¢ is determined by the
orbit list structure £¢ L°. Here we develop some results which may be interpreted as
giving monotonicity properties of this dependence, or equally well, as giving a method of
comparing 6 whenever the orbit lists may be compared. Let us describe how to compare
orbit lists and lists of lists. Our first comparison theorem involves lists with the same
structure pattern but different orbit lengths. Let £ = {Ny,..., Ny} and L= {]\71, e Ng}

be the structures of two orbit lists. We say that £ has longer orbits than L if ¢ = ¢
and |N;| > |N;| for all 1 < i < ¢. If these are closed orbit lists, we may also allow
circular permutations of the orbits in our comparison. Now if £ = {£4,...,£,} and
L= {ﬁl, cee ﬁu} are lists of lists, we say that £ has longer orbits than L if they are both
of the same type (either open or closed) and if ji = p, and after a possible permutation of
the index set {1,...,u}, the list ﬁj has longer orbits than £; for each 1 < j < p.
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Theorem 5.1. Let f and f be two elementary maps of P?. Let L£° L® (respectively,
L°,L¢) be the orbit list structure of f (respectively, f). If L, L° has longer orbits than

~

L, L then 6(f) > d(f). If 6(f) > 1, then the inequality is strict.

Proof. Proceeding by induction, we may assume that all the orbit lengths except one are
the same. We will suppose that the orbit length changes inside one of the closed orbit
lists. (The proof of the case if the orbit list is open is similar.) Without loss of generality,
we may suppose that the orbit which is changed is the first orbit inside £{, and its length
is N1, and that the orbit length is Nl,l = N1 + 1 inside ﬁf Let x (respectively x)
denote the characteristic polynomial corresponding to L£°, L° (respectively ﬁc, ﬁo) Now
recall from (A.3) that the characteristic polynomial has the general form

@)= @=dT][[T+@-DS[[T+@ -1 S S 1) (5.1)

Since the orbit lists agree except at the first orbit of the first list, we have T; = T; and
S; = S; except for i = 1. For = > 1, we have

A~ vc c

Te(x) alli,a™o—1 r—1

I N T A C B
1 HJ:l xr o= 1 H]:l xr v = ]'

=

Similarly, we find that for z > 1, we have

S¢(z) L (x — 1) - (positive terms) .

P Se(a) CRE)

It follows that p < . Substituting p and v into (5.1), we find that if 1 < z < d, then

L) =@ —DO[T+p@ - DS [[ T+ -1 S S[[ T

and thus y(x) < vx(z), since T3, S; > 0, and p < 7.
Finally, if we set = §, then by Theorem 2.1, we have x(d) = 0, which gives x(d) < 0.
Thus the largest root of x will be greater than §. This gives us the desired result. QED

Next we discuss the limiting behavior as the length of one (or several) of the orbits
becomes unbounded.

Theorem 5.2. Let f be an elementary map of P? with orbit structure £¢, £L° and with
d(f) > 1. Let L={Ny,..., Ny} be one of the orbit lists in this structure, and let

5; == lim 4(f).

NZ‘—>OO

Then 9; is the dynamical degree corresponding to the orbit list structure Le, £° which is
obtained as follows:

Closed case: If L is a closed orbit list, then £¢ is obtained by deleting £ from L£¢ and
adding the open list {N;y1,...,Ng, N1,...,N;_1} to L°.
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Open case: If L is an open orbit list, then we set L£¢ = £¢ and replace L in L°
according to the following cases:
If i = 1, replace L by the open list {Na, ..., Ny}.
If 1 <i < ¢, replace L by the pair of open lists {Ny,...,N;_1} and {N;11,..., Ng}.
If i = ¢, replace L by the open list {N1,..., Ny_1}.

Proof. There are four cases to consider. The proofs of all these cases are similar, so we
consider only the first case. Since L is closed, we may perform a circular permutation so
that we have i = . Let x(z) denote the characteristic polynomial as given by the formula
(A.3), and let x denote the characteristic polynomial for the orbit structure obtained from
L, L° by replacing the list {Ny,..., Ny} by {Ny,..., Ny_1}. Inspecting the formula (A.3),
we may write

v~ Nex(2) = X(x) + O(a™) (5.2)

for > 1. For each value of Ny, we let oy, denote the corresponding dynamical degree,
which is also the largest real zero of x. By Theorem 5.1, d, is monotone increasing. Thus
(5;,?[“ — 0. We conclude that the O term in (5.2) vanishes as Ny — 0o, and so the limiting
value, 9; is the largest real zero of x. QED

Theorem 5.3. Let L, L be the orbit list structure of an elementary map of Pe. If we
let £ L° be the orbit list structure obtained by adding an orbit list to L or L, then
d(Le, L) < 6(LC, LO).

Proof. For the new orbit list, let T'(z) and S(x) denote the polynomials corresponding to
the definitions in (A.1-2). Let x denote the characteristic polynomial corresponding to the
old orbit list structure, and let y denote the characteristic polynomial corresponding to
the new one. Thus we have

@) = @ —)T@[[T+ @ - )S@[[ T+ @ - )T@) S S[[ T
= T(@)x(z) + (z — )S@) ][ T.

where the notation []' means we are taking the product over all of the polynomials T}
and T7, except the new T'(z). If we let © = § be the largest zero of x, then we have

~

0=T@)(8) + (6 - DSE- -]

Since § > 1, it follows that all the terms except X(S) on the right hand side of the equation

A

are positive, so x(d) < 0. Thus the largest zero of x is greater than or equal to 6. QED

Theorem 5.4. Let £¢, L° denote the orbit list structure of an elementary map of P¢,
and let L = {Ny,..., Ny} denote the structure of one of the lists. For 1 < j < { there
is a number M* = M*(j, L, L, L°) with the following property: Given M, we let L(j) =
{N1,...,N;,M,Nj41,...,N¢} denote the list obtained by adding an orbit of length M at
the (j +1)st place in the list £. Let £¢, £° denote the new orbit list structure obtained by
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replacing £ with L(j). Then if M < M*, we have 8(Le, L) < 6(L°,L0); if M > M*, we
have 0(L¢, L°) > §(LC, L°).

Remark. In the open case, if j = 0 or j = ¢, then by Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 we can only
reduce 6 by adding an orbit in the jth position; this means that M™* = oco.

Proof. Let us assume that £ is an open orbit list. (The proof for the case of a closed orbit

list is similar.) Without loss of generality we may suppose that the orbit list £ is the orbit
list inside L£°. Let us define

i L L

o(z, M) ::z:M[l—f—Z HxNk][1+ Z Ha:N’“]

=1 k=1 1=7+2 k=1

For the new orbit list structure we have

A

Si(x) = 2M S (z) — p(x, M).

We have A
_Ti(z) M
T T
and .
8@ _ g )
Si(x) Si(z)

It is clear that for fixed x, @(x, M) is strictly increasing in M, and thus there is a
unique M* = M*(z) such that ¢(x, M*(x)) = 0. Now let § = (L, L°). If M > M*(9),
then ¢(0, M*) > 0, which implies that p(d) < «(d). This implies that x (&) < v(d)x(d) = 0.
This implies that 5> 4.

By inspection, M*(x) is monotone increasing in z, for 1 < z < d. Thus for x > §
we have M*(x) > M*(6). This implies that 0 = p(z, M*(x)) > ¢(z, M*(6)). This means
that if M < M* and x > 4, then ¢(z, M) < 0, which in turn implies that p > 7 and so
%(z) > y(z)x(z) > 0. From this we conclude that § < §. QED

Theorem 5.5. Let L L° be an orbit list structure, and let ﬁc,ﬁo be the orbit list
structure obtained by removing an orbit list £ from L° and adding L to L€, i.e., we move
an orbit list from L° to L. Then §(L¢, L) < §(L¢, L), and the inequality is strict unless
5(Le, L0) =1.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that £ = £, is the first list in £°, and
we move L to the first list of £¢. Let T, Tt, ST, ST be defined as in (A.1). Let x (resp.
X) be the characteristic polynomial corresponding to £¢, £L° (resp. £, L°). Then we have

@) = @—dT[[ T+ @ - )S[[ T+ @ -1 s][ T
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Since the only difference between y and x arises from the change of £, we have

Te(z) xlfl—1

= = 1
7 T? (x) S
and
_ Sf(x)  S?(x) + positive
St (x) St (x)

for z > 0. Tt follows that x(z) > x(z) for 1 < z < d and thus § < 4. QED

Theorem 5.6. Let L€, L° be an orbit list structure. Suppose that £ ={1,...,1} is one of
the lists inside £¢. Let L€, £° be the orbit list structure obtained by setting L£° = L° and
replacing the list {1, ...,1} in £¢ by n closed lists {1}, ..., {1}. Then 6(L¢, £°) > §(L¢, L°).
If n > 4, then the inequality is strict.

Proof. To fix notation, let us write £ = £; = {1,...,1} be the first list of £ and
we change L to the first n lists £, = {1}, ..., £, = {1} in £° Let x and x be the
corresponding characteristic polynomials. Then

@)= @—-dT][T+@-DS[[T+ @ -1 s 1)

and

2@ =@ — ]+ -1 s T+

i=1 i=1 i

CEIY | E0) DUl | s

Thus we have A
mr (z—1)" (x —1)" !

7= T (zm —1) I BN

and

_ > S T) n(z — 1)1 (z — 1)1

Si n+ Z?:_ll w14 Z;:ll (?) %xﬂ' '

p

Hence if 1 <z < d we have p < v and therefore x(z) < x(z). Thus 5>9. QED
Theorem 5.7. Let f be an elementary mapping of P¢ with k singular orbits. Then
5(f) > d(Lc, L°), where LC={{1,...,1}}, |[L¢| =k, and L° = (.

Proof. Let L%, LS be the orbit list structure of f. By Theorem 5.1, § will decrease if we
make all the orbits have length equal to 1. By Theorem 5.5, § will be also be decreased
if we change all open orbit lists to closed orbit lists. Finally, by Theorem 5.6, 6 will be
decreased if we join all the orbit lists to one orbit list {1,...,1}. QED
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§6. Permutation mappings: I
Next we define the family of permutation maps. In this section we will direct our attention
to the case of the identity permutation: this is the family of mappings introduced in [BHM].
We will see that our discussion of elementary mappings applies in this case; in particular,
these mappings have orbit list structure given by £¢ = {{N1},...,{Ny}} and L£° = .
Using this, we will give proofs of some conjectures from [BHM].
Let us define

Dj = {[330 Tt l’d] € Pd X = Ty, for all 11,12 7&]}

By n;(c) = (xo,...,24) € D; we denote the point such that z; = ¢ — 1, and x; = ¢ for
all indices 7 # j. With this notation we have 7;(0) = e;. Let ao,...,aqs € C be constants
satisfying

a0+a1—|—-~-—|—ad:2. (61)

Let p be a permutation of the set {0,1,...,d}, and let P = (P; j)o<i,j<a be the associated
Let us define the (d + 1) x (d + 1) matrix

permutation matrix, i.e., P;j = d; p(j)-
ap aiy ... Qaq
L = [npo)(ao), - mp@y(aa)] = |+ N B
ap ap ... Qg
We set f = L oJ and define
a; = Mp)(as), B = 1pi) (1 —ag), aj=n;(1). (6.2)

It follows that f(3; ND;) = o;. If (6.1) and (6.2) hold, we will refer to f = Lo J as a
permutation mapping. In this case we see by the following Lemma that f permutes the
diagonals D; according to the permutation p.

Lemma 6.1. If (6.1) and (6.2) hold, then for each j and each c € C, we have f(D; —e;) C

Dy (), and in fact:

h(n;(c)) = np(j)(c +a; —1). (6.3)

We are especially interested in the orbits O(a;) and O(f;). Since a; and §; both
belong to D;, we see that these orbits can be singular (i.e., they can enter Z U £) only if
they end in e; or ;. By the Lemma, O(c;) is singular exactly when one of two things
happens: either

aj + Qpj) + ..+ ApN-1(5) — (N — 1) =0, (6.4)

in which case the orbit of a; = m,(;)(a;) ends in f¥ "o = e, (), or
aj +apgy+ .. Fapn-1y) — (N —1) =1, (6.5)
in which case it ends in o~ ;). Similarly, the orbit O(f;) is singular exactly when either
L—aj+apgy + ... +an-) — (N—=1)=0, (6.6)
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or

1—aj—|—ap(j) —l—...—l—CLprl(j) — (N— 1) =1. (6.7)

For the rest of this section we suppose that p is the identity. In this case, the only
way we can have a singular orbit is in case (6.4), which becomes
N -1

a; = T (68)

It follows that all singular orbit lists consists of single orbits and are closed. Thus the orbit
list structure of our map is L¢ = {{No},{N1},...{Nx}}, L2 = 0. By Theorem A.1, the
characteristic polynomial is given as

k

k
x(z f[ N+ (@ -1 [N -1). (6.9)

=0 ij

We note from the formula for y(x) that f* has a zero eigenvalue exactly when x(0) =
k+1—d = 0. The case £k = d — 1 may be considered to be as close as possible to
the integrable case and is of particular interest. It was conjectured in [BHM] that the
denominator of the generating function in this case should be

k+1
i=1
where S;(N1, ..., Nkt1) = D5 o <4, aNiu TN - This is a consequence of formula (2.4)

applied to the characteristic polynomial x(x) as given in (6.9).

Without loss of generality, we will assume that Ny < N7 < ... < Ng. If some of the
N; are equal to 1, we define 1 < ¢ < k+ 1 by the condition that Ny = ... = N,_; =1 and
Ny > 1. In this case we have

k ko ok
x(@)=(x—-1° |(z—d H Ni— 1)+ (-1 Z H (Vi = 1), (6.10)

j=t =0 i=0,i#]

where we set d = d — £. There are cases which turn out to be particularly simple:

(a) k=d—2and Ng=...= N, =1, or
(b) k=d—1, and Ng=...= N1 =1, or (6.11)
(C) k:d—l, N():...:Nk_gzl, ande_lsz:Z

In connection with conditions (6.10) and (6.11), we note that the eigenspace of M corre-
sponding to eigenvalue 1 is given by

{(T500, ..., 0550, ...,0p) : (d—1)T+ap+ ...+ ap =0}.
The codimension of this space is 1 + Z?:o(Nj —1).
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Theorem 6.2. If (6.11) holds, then d,, grows at most linearly.

Proof. Let M be the matrix representing f%. In case (6.11a), M is a d x d version of the
matrix in (3.1), and thus d,, = (d — 1)n + 1.

In case (6.11b) we have £ = k and x = (x — 1)®z™N*. The matrix M is expanded from
0

the previous case; the lower right hand 0 is replaced by the N, x Ni block | 1

1 0
Thus M has size (1 + ¢+ Ni) x (1 + ¢+ Ni) and rank ¢ + Ni. The null space of M is
0
one-dimensional, and there is a N X Ni block |1 -, in its Jordan canonical form.

1 0
The matrix M —I is seen to have rank Ny, so the rest of the Jordan canonical form consists

of an identity matrix. It follows that M™ = M™Nx for n > Nj,.

In case (6.11c) we have f =k —1=d —2,d =2, and x(7) = z(x + 1)(z — 1)4*!. The
rank of M — I is seen to be 3. This means that the space of eigenvectors with eigenvalue
1 has dimension d. Thus the Jordan canonical from has a diagonal portion and a 2 x 2
block with eigenvalue 1. The diagonal portion consists of d — 1 ones, a zero and a minus
one. Thus dg,, and da,41 are each a linear function of n. This completes the proof.

Theorem 6.3. If (6.8) holds for at least one j, and if (6.11) does not hold, then 1 < 6 < d
andd—1<¢ <d.

Proof. We saw at the end of §4 that if (6.8) holds for at least one j, then § < d. Now we
show that 1 < §. By Theorem 2.1, ¢ is the largest real zero of x(x). Thus we will show

that if (6.11) does not hold, then x has a zero in the interval (1,d). Let us expand x in a
Taylor series about the point z = 1. We find x(z) = C(x — 1)**1 + O((z — 1)**2), with

C=(1—d)No---Ne+ > [V

=0 i

We will show that if (6.11) does not hold, then x < 0 on some interval (1,1 + ¢) and thus
x will have a zero in (1 + €, d).
First suppose that k < d—2. Then 1 —d < —(k + 1) and H#i N; < Ni---Ng, so

C<—(k=1)No-- Ny + (k+1)Np - N,

This gives C' < 0 unless Ng--- Ni = H#j N;, in which case Ny = N1 = ... = N, = 1.
This is case (6.11a).

Now suppose k = d — 1, let £ be as above, and factor x = (z — 1)‘q(z) as in (6.10).
Expanding ¢(x) about = 1, we obtain ¢(z) = C(z — 1)*~*1 + O((z — 1)*=%+2), where



where [’ means that the product is taken over i # j. Since Ny > 2, we have
C<20+1—d)Ngppy N+ (kl—0+1)Npyy - Ny = (L +2—d)Npyy - - - Ny

Now we may assume ¢ < k — 1, for otherwise we are in case (6.11b). Thus C' < 0 unless
¢ =d — 2, and thus d — 1 = k. We have already handled the case { =k = d — 1. Thus we
have C' < 0 unless / = k — 1 = d — 2. By our formula, then,

C=(d—-24+1—-d)Ny—1Np+ Ni—1 + Ny = —Ni_2Ni, + Np—1 + Ny,

which is strictly negative unless Ny_1 = ny = 2, which is case (6.11c). This completes the
proof.

Theorem 6.4. If (6.11) does not hold, then § is a simple eigenvalue for f*. If, in addition,
d > 3, then § is the unique root of x in the interval [2,d].

Proof. By (6.10) we may assume that d = d, which is to say that N; > 2 for all j. We will
suppose that x > 1 is a zero of x, and we will show that for such a zero we have x/(x) > 0.
If we divide x by (V9 — 1), the condition that y(z) = 0 is equivalent to

@@ -1 =TI v -@- DS [[ -.

i#] i#] i#]

where []” indicates a product over all £ distinct from i and j. In order to compute x'(x)
we first use the product rule and then we substitute the identity above to obtain

J

We abbreviate this as

ZL’N_I
o) = —— + (1 —ﬁ)é\zfvi_l)z-

Since the product in the formula for x’ is strictly positive for x > 1, it suffices to show
that ¢;(x) > 0 for each j. In fact, we have p(z) > 0 for all x > 2 and N > 2. For this, we
note that lim,_,, ¢(z) = 0, and we show that

N:IJN_2

¢ (z) = @ 1P [B(N —1)zV ' — (3N - 1)z™ — (N = 3)z + (N — 1)] <0.
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This is equivalent to showing that the expression in square brackets is positive for all N > 2
and x > 2. This is elementary, and so we conclude that x’(z) > 0 for every zero of y in
the interval [2,d]. Thus there can be no more than one zero in [2, d].

If d > 3, then as was observed above, 2 < d—1 < ¢ < d. Thus 9 is a simple zero of y.
If d =2, then 1 < § < 2, and so the arguments above do not apply directly. However, the
case d = 2 may be broken into three subcases (1) k=0, Ng > 2, (2) k=1, No =2 < Ny,
and (3) k=1, 3 < Ny < N;. The computations are similar to what we have done already,
so we omit the details.

§7. Examples

A number of mappings of the form LoJ have arisen in the mathematical physics literature.
Let us show how the preceding discussion may be applied to yield the degree complexity
of these maps. The third example will lead us to some non-elementary maps, and our
treatment of them will foreshadow the technique we use in §8.

Example 7.1. We consider the (families of) matrices:

L2z 1 2 ~1+¢> -1+¢°
A1: 1 0 -1 ,AQZ 2 —1+q —l—q
1 -2 1 2 —1—q —1+¢q
1— (142) (—=1+42¢) 1 3+42¢
(1429 I 14+2¢
Aa = 1-2¢ 1 1 3427
3 = 2(1+279) 2(1+7) (1+2) (1+27)
—142¢ 1 1— £(3+20)
1427 1+¢ (I+0) (1+270)

We set f = A;o0J for j =1,2,3. (The case of matrix A; arises, for instance, in [BMV],
Ay in [BMV] and [V], and Aj is found in [R3]; and also in [R1] for the special case £ = 1.)
In each case we have

Zj—>06j—>€j, OSJSQ

Thus the orbits O, are singular, and |O;| = 2 for 0 < j < 2. In other words, the
singular orbit list structure is £¢ = {{2}, {2}, {2}} and £° = 0. If we write f% according
to equations (4.1) (4.2) and (4.3), we find that (f%)° is the identity. Thus deg(f") is
bounded since it is a periodic sequence of period 6.

Example 7.2. We consider the matrices:

1 1 -8 16 1 1 22 77
By = 9 -2 7 4], By= 0 1 -8 7
4 4 1 1 2 =3

(We have taken B from [R2] and B; from [V].) Let g; = B;j o J. It follows that for both
g1 and go we have:
X5 — *x = eg.

In the case of g1, the point [1 : 1 : 1] is a parabolic fixed point, and the orbits O; and
Oy are in the attracting basin of [1 : 1 : 1], so they are both nonsingular. Similarly, in
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the case of go, the orbits O and O, are in the basin of an atracting 2-cycle and thus are
both nonsingular. We conclude that the singular orbit list structure for both g; and g5 is
L£¢={{2}}, £° =0, and so §(g1) = 6(g2) = (1++/5)/2 is the largest root of 22 —x—1 = 0.

Example 7.3. Consider the family of matrices:

2 —1—-¢*> —1—-¢°
Clgg=12 -14+q -1-g¢
2 —-1—-q -1+g¢

with ¢ # 0, which is considered in [V]. If we set h = C(q) o J, then ¥y — ay — ¢g for all
q. The natures of the orbits O; and O,, however, are dependent on q. For generic ¢, the
orbits O; and O, are nonsingular, so we have £¢ = {{2}}, L° =0, so 6 = (1 +/5)/2 as
in Example 2.

Now let us show what happens in the singular cases. Our purpose here is to show
how the methods of §4 can be used to treat the different cases that can arise. First let us
handle the most singular cases:

Case ¢ = —1. ag — ep, @1 = €1, az = ey. In this case we have £¢ = {{2},{1},{1}},
L° = (), and the degrees are periodic of period 3.

Case ¢ = 1. ag — eg, a1 = €2, ay = e1. In this case we have £¢ = {{2}, {1,1}}, £° =0,
and the degrees are periodic with period 6.

In every case, we have oy — eg, so we pass to the map h : X — X obtained by
blowing up the orbit Oy = {ag, e9}. Now observe:

If hla:b:cJ=1[d":b":], then hla:c:b]=[d": :V]. (7.1)

It follows from (7.1) that h"«; € ZUE if and only if h"as € ZUE. It follows that we may
proceed by induction on n := |O;| = |Oz]. Let us define

S/ = {330 — T = 0}, S” = {(1 + q>$1 + (—1 + C_I)QZQ = 0}

We have h : S’ < S”. Since a; € S”, it follows that h"a; € S’ when n is odd and
h™aq € 8" when n is even. By (7.1), we have

{ro — 21 =0} < {(1+ @)z2 + (=1 + q)z1 = 0},

so an analogous discussion applies to the orbit of «s.

Case n = |Oy| = |09 is even. If n is even, then h" 'a; € EUZ. If k" la; € T,
then h"'a; € S’ NZ, and we have h" ta; = e; for j = 1,2. Thus our orbit structure
is L¢ = {{2},{n},{n}} and L£L° = (. If n = 2, then d, is periodic of period 6, as in
Example 7.1. If n > 6, then the degree complexity ¢,, is the largest root of the polynomial
ant2 gt _gn 2 b 1

The other possibility is that A" ta; = [1:0: 1] € §’NE;. In this case, we have
h™ap = ay. By (7.1), a similar argument applies to ay. Thus a; and as are periodic, and
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the orbits O and O are essentially nonsingular. Thus we have £¢ = {{2}}, and we have
§ = (1 ++/5)/2 as in Example 7.2.

Case n = |O;| = |0s] is odd. In this case we have h" oy € $” NEUZ. We cannot
have h"ta; € TN S”, since the point ey has been blown up, and we can only reach the
blow-up fiber F,, through the fiber F,,, and we can reach F,, only through ¥,. Thus
we must have h"la; =[0:1—¢q:1+¢q] € S”NXg. Let us consider this point as the
endpoint of the curve t — [t: 1 —¢q: 1+ gq] as t — 0. Thus h maps this to the curve

t— (1,1, 1) +t(1+¢%1—¢*1+¢*) + 0
which lands at a point of the fiber F,,, and then to the curve
t—(1,0,0)+t(0,1—q,14+q) +t*(1+¢*2(1+ )", 2(1 —q)~") + O(t?),
which lands at a point of the fiber F,,. The next image of this curve lands at
By :=h"2q; = 1+ P:l1—q¢*: 1+ q2] € P? — {ag, e},

and we are back to a “normal” point of S’.
At this stage there are two possibilities. First, it is possible that O(/3;) is nonsingular.
We conclude, then that h : X — X is 1-regular, and we have § = (1++/5)/2 as in Example
2. The other possibility is that O(3;) is singular. This means that h/3; € X — (ZUE)
for 0 < j < 41, and h7' 31 € ZUE. First, we see that k%1 3; cannot be in S” N &E. For in
this case we must have h/18; = [0: 1 — ¢ : 1 + ¢] as before. But this is not possible since
we have remained inside points where A is a diffeomorphism. On the other hand, if we
have h/13; € S’ then we must have h/13; = [1: 0 : 1]. We have h/t8; € S’ if j; is even.
Thus h/' 1B, = oy, and o is periodic. A similar argument shows that both o; and s
are periodic in this case. Thus O; and Q5 are both essentially nonsingular, and we are in
the case of Example 2 again.
Sub-case O(f;) is singular. The other possibility is that O(f) ends at the point e; € 5.
In this case, O(f2) also ends at ey, and |O(S1)| = |O(B2)|. This sub-case is not elementary,
and here we must perform a second series of blow-ups. Let @(al) denote the orbit in X,
starting with o;. Figure 1 shows O(ay) and O(ay) in the space X. On the top row, the
portion a; — (%); — [0 : 1 —¢q : 1+ q] is the orbit O; = O(ay), and (*); indicates the
points in the middle of the orbit. The image h[0: 1—gq : 1+¢] is indicated by the subscript
ap (base point) and fiber coordinate [1 4+ ¢ : 1 — ¢ : 1 + ¢%] € F(ap). We will use the
notation
0 0
T01=|1—q| , T02=|1+¢q
1+g¢ 1—gq

€o €o

for the points of the orbit that are in the fiber F(egp). The bottom row shows the orbit of
Yo, which contains the two points of exceptional fibers F(ag) and F(eq).
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[0 ] [1+¢°]

21 — 1 — (*)1 — 1 —q| — 1 —q2 — 70,1 — 61 — (>I<>I<>1 — €é1
|1+ |1+4¢ ],
[0 ] [1+¢°]

Yo —as—(x)2— |1+q| — |[1+¢? —  T02  — P2 — (¥%)2 — €2
[ 1—¢q | 1-4¢*],,

EO — f((]fo) — f(60>

Figure 1
We let m : X9 — X denote the space obtained from X by blowing up the points of
@(al) U @(ag). Let hs : Xo — X5 denote the induced birational map. We see that in X5
the curves 1 and X9 are no longer exceptional, so ho is 1-regular. Let us determine the
mapping on cohomology. As a basis for H1'!(X,) we take Hy,, together with all the fibers
indicated in Figure 1. For instance, we take the fibers F(p) for all the points p € (kx);.
We see that under h3 we have:

f(€0> — F(Of()) — {Eo}X2 (72)
and
Fler) = F(p) = -+ = F(p) = F(B1) = -+ = Fla1) = {Z1}x, (7.3)

where the p are points in the (x*); portion of the orbit, taken in inverse order. Similarly, we
note that the centers of blow-up inside ¥ are ey, e5, [0: 1—¢:1+¢|,and [0: 14+¢,1—¢].
Thus we have

0 0
{EQ}XzzHX2—f(61>—F(62>—F 1—(] - F 1+q . (74)
1+4+¢ 1—g¢q

On the other hand, eg, e are the base points in ¥1. The closure of ¥; in X5 intersects the
fiber F(eg) at the point with (fiber) coordinate [0 : 0 : 1]. Since ¢? # 1, it follows that this
is distinct from the base points 79 ; and 79 2 of the second level blow up. Thus we have

{Z1}tx, = Hx, — Fleo) — F(e2) — F(10,1) — F(70,2) (7.5)

and
{22}){2 = I‘IX2 - .F(e()) - ]—"(el) - .F(T()’l) - .F(TO’Q). (76)

Finally, we must evaluate hyHx,. If H is a general hypersurface in P2, then {eg, e1,e3} C
h='H = J~'L='H. We have seen that Jx is nonconstant on the fibers F(e;), so eg, [1+¢? :
1 —¢?: 1+ ¢?] will not be contained in J )}17-[ for generic H. We conclude that

h;HX2 = 2HX2 — f(eo) — ]-"(61) — ]:(62) — ]:(T(),l) — ‘/—"(7'072). (77)
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Equations (7.2-7) serve to define the linear transformation f*. Assuming that |O(ay)| =
|O(B1)| = n, the characteristic polynomial of this transformation turns out to be the same
as the characteristic polynomial corresponding to the elementary map £¢ = {{2}, {2n +
2}, {2n + 2}}, L£° = 0.

Observed cases. The first few cases with n even occur forn =2 if 3 +¢> =0, n =6
if 5+10¢> +¢* =0, n = 10 if 7+ 35¢% + 21¢* + ¢% = 0. In all of these cases the orbit
O; ends with e;. The first few cases with n odd occur for n = 1 if 1 +¢* = 0, n = 3 if
1432 =0,n=5if¢*+6¢>2+1=0,n=T7if 1+10¢42+5¢* =0, n = 9 if 1 +14¢>+¢* = 0,
n = 11if 1 + 21¢* + 35¢* + 7¢% = 0. In all of the odd cases, the orbit O(f;) is singular,
and |O(«;)| = |O(B;)]- In both the even and odd cases, d, is less than the generic case
(1++/5)/2, and we see from the defining equations that &, — (1 ++/5)/2 as n — oc.

§8. Permutation mappings: Orbit collision, orbit separation.

Here we continue our discussion of permutation mappings. Like Noetherian mappings, the
permutation mappings have the form f = Lo.J. As before, the key to understanding these
mappings is understanding what happens with the orbits of the points o; := f 7. If such
an orbit is singular, it ends at a point e, or a point o, € X7. The first case corresponds
to elementary behavior and has been treated above. The second case, corresponding to
(6.4-7), is an example of non-elementary behavior; in this case the orbit O(«;) “joins”
the orbit O(ay). We refer to this as an orbit collision. Further orbit collisions are also
possible, with O(ay) joining O(ay,), etc. Our interest in §8 is to show that the method
of regularization can be applied to the case of orbit collisions. This leads us to perform
multiple blow-ups over a fixed base point, which provides a new manifold in which these
orbits are separated, and the induced map is 1-regular.

Let S denote the set of all orbits O(a;), O(3;), 0 < j < d, which are singular. There
are four possible types of singular orbits in S: ae, ao, Be and Bo, depending on the type
of starting point and the type of ending point. Now we define admissible chains of singular
orbits. The admissible chains of the first generation are the singular chains starting with
an « and ending with an e. We denote the chains of the first generation by C'. Now let us
proceed inductively, assuming that we have defined the admissible chains C/ at generation
j. An admissible chain of generation j + 1 will be a finite sequence of singular orbits of
S which has the following form: SCSCS ...CS, which means that we start and end with
orbits of S and in the middle, we alternate between S and C = C'U...UC?. By convention
C/*! is disjoint from C' U...U(C’. In addition, the sequence must obey the following
rules: The first orbit starts with an «a; the last orbit ends with an e, and the permissible
transitions between § and C are e; — ,(;) and 0; — ;). In other words, suppose that
O’ is an orbit from S which is followed by a chain O”...0"” € C. If O ends with ey,
then O” must begin with £,); and if O" ends with o, and if 0" is followed by an orbit
O"" € 8, then O"" must begin with ay,.). The process of constructing chains is finite,
so there is a maximum generation x that can occur. Thus C' UC? U...UCF is the set of
admissible chains.

We illustrate this with an example, which is sketched in Figure 2. This corresponds
to the cyclic permutation p = (1,2,3,..., N) with N greater than 14. The singular orbits
S are {aq,09}, {as, 04}, {as,es}, {B7,es}, etc. These are inside the bottom row of Figure
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1. To conserve space, we have constructed all of these orbits to have (minimal) length 2.
The chains of the jth generation may be read off from the C7 row of the matrix by joining
adjacent dots, moving from left to right. Thus C' = {{as,es}, {a11,e12}} consists of two
chains, and C? = {a3,...,es} and C3 = {ay,...,e14} each contain one chain.

ap o2 a3 04 o5 e fPBr es Bg o010 ain ez Piz e

Figure 2. Singular Chains

In order to construct a 1-regularization of f, we perform multiple blow-ups of points
of P?, determined by the structure of the chains. We define the height of a point p € P¢,
written h(p), to be the number of chains + that contain p. Note that if v € C7 is a singular
chain, the height h(p) changes by at most 1 as we step forward from one point p € v to
the next one. Let P denote the set of points p of P which occur in singular chains. Thus
P = {p: h(p) > 0}. Observe that o, 3; € D;, and thus P C U?:o D;.

We will define the space X by blowing up h(p) times over each p € P. Let 7! : X! —
P? denote the space obtained by blowing up P¢ at each p € P. As we construct manifolds
7k X* — X*~1 it will be convenient to let D; C X* denote the strict transform of Dj,i.e.
the closure of (7%)~1(D; — {p}) in X*. The strict transform of D; in X! intersects F*(p)
transversally at a point p' := D; N F!(p). We now construct 7% : X? — X! by blowing
up all the points p! € F!(p) for which h(p) > 1. Let F?(p) = (7?)~1(p') denote the new
fiber. To simplify our notation we write F*(p) for the strict transform of F1(p) inside X2.
This abuse of notation causes no problem because F!(p) NF2(p) has codimension 2. Since
pt € D;, it follows that D; intersects F 2(p) transversally at a point p?>. We continue the
blow-up process at the points p? for which h(p) > 2. We continue in this way until we
reach the maximum value of h; thus we construct the space X.

It follows that over every point p € P, we have exceptional fibers F7(p), 1 < j < h(p).
For simplicity of notation, we let F7(p) denote its corresponding class in H*!. These
cohomology classes, together with the class Hx of a hyperplane, generate H!(X). We

find it convenient to use the notation F(p) = Z;Lipl) Fi(p).

Let us describe how the induced map fx : X — X maps the various exceptional
fibers. Let us start with a singular chain O = {a;, ..., ex} of the first generation. By §3,
the first and last maps in the sequence

Sp-1j) = F(ag) = -+ = Fl(er) — LSy (8.1)

have (maximal) generic rank d. Since f is locally biholomorphic at each point of O —{ey },
the rest of the maps are biholomorphic in a neighborhood of the fibers. In particular, none
of the hypersurfaces in (8.1) is exceptional.

Next, consider a singular chain of the 2nd generation. We may suppose that the
chain has the form 0’0" 0", where 0" = {a;,...,0p-1(;)}, O" = {aj,...,ex}, and O =
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{Bpk)s - - -»ee}. We will now claim that fy induces full rank mappings

Epfl(i) — ]-"l(ozi) — = fl(Jp—l(j)) —1) ]:2(043‘) 3) s

2 5 (8.2)
S Fer) = FU(Bpay) = -+ — Fl(er) = L.
We need to discuss the arrows marked with “1,” “2,” and “3.” The arrows marked “2”
come about because f maps D; to Dp(;), and so f maps p! to (fp)!. Since f is locally
biholomorphic at p, it follows that f is biholomorphic in a neighborhood of F2(p).

To analyze maps “1” and “3,” we give a local coordinate system on X. Let us start
with an affine coordinate chart about p = 0. For v € C? we let v, : t — tv. We identify v
with a point in the fiber F!(p). The point p' € F!(p) corresponds to the landing point of
y1, where 1 = [1 : ... : 1]. For w € C¢, we consider the family of curves v ,, : t — t1+t2w,
which are tangent to D; at p. To consider w as a coordinate of the fiber F2(p), we note
that if we reparametrize the curve by the change of variable ¢ < t + at?, we modify w by
adding a multiple of 1. Using the local coordinate w, we may identify a point of F2(p)
with the quotient C?/(1).

Now for map “1,” let us consider the map J in a neighborhood of o9 =[0:1:...:1].
A point of the local coordinate chart vy # 0 of F'(o¢) is identified with the landing point
of vy : t = o9 + t(1,v1,...,v4). Under J, this is mapped to

t > eq + tog + t2(0, —v1, ..., —vg) + O(t?). (8.3)

It follows that .J is injective on a dense open set of F1(og), so map “1” has full rank.

Since J is an involution, it maps the curve (8.3) back to =,, so J induces a full
rank map F2(eg) — F1(0p). Thus map “3” has full rank. We conclude that none of the
hypersurfaces in (8.2) is exceptional. Continuing by induction to the higher blow-up fibers,
we have the following;:

Proposition 8.1. The induced map f : X — X is 1-regular.

Let us describe the induced mapping f* on cohomology. By the discussion above, we
see that for any singular chain ~, there is a sequence of mappings through hypersurfaces
F(p):

San) = FHap(sen) = 0 = FCw)-

If v/ and 4" are distinct chains, then the endpoints are distinct s(y’) # s(v”), and w(v') #
w(y"). The mapping on cohomology is given by:

]:l(ew(,y)) —> s — ]:l(ap(s(v))) — 23(7). (8.4)

We see that every F7(p) is contained in a unique singular chain v, so (8.4) tells how f%
acts on each F7(p).

Now let us write ¥y with respect to our basis. The only centers of blow up inside X
are {og,€1,...,eq} = PN 3y. Now each Dy is the line connecting g to 1 ¢ ¥y. Thus Dy
intersects Yo transversally. Thus Dy N F!(oy) is disjoint from g N F1(op). Similarly, for
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j # 0, D, is the line connecting eg to 1 ¢ 3. Thus D; intersects Xy transversally. Thus
D; N Fl(ep) is disjoint from Xg N F!(0g). We conclude that

{Solx =Hx — > Flej) — Floo) € H(X). (8.5)
je€P—{eo}

By a similar argument, we have

ffHx =d-Hx +(1—d) Y Fle;). (8.6)

e; €P
It follows that f% is given by (8.4-6).

Appendix: Characteristic Polynomial

Let ﬁ = {,Cl, ey ‘CM} = {{Nl,b ey Nl’gl}, {N271, ey Ng’g2}, e {le, ceey ngu}} de—
note the set of lists of lengths of orbits inside orbit lists. Let us fix an orbit list £; and let
M denote a subset of indices {1,...,¢;}. We define

JjeEM
If £; = L7 is an open orbit list, we define
TP (x) =251, and SP(x) =) &l 41 (A.1)
M
where the summation is taken over all M = {1,...,¢;} — I, where I is a proper sub-interval

of {1,...,¢;}. That is, I is nonempty and not the whole interval. Let us consider the
example of an open orbit list £ = {7,10,8}. Then ¢; = 3, and |£{| = 7T+10+8, so TY(x) =
225, The proper sub-intervals of {1,...,¢;} = {1,2,3} are I = {1}, {2}, {3}, {1, 2}, {2,3}.
Thus the possibilities for M = {1,2,3} — I are {2,3}, {1,3}, {1,2}, {3}, {1}. This gives

Slo(l’) =1+ 1’10+8 + $7+8 + ZL’7+10 + 1’8 + 337.

If £; = L is an closed orbit list, then we consider {1,...,¥¢;} to be an interval with a
cyclic ordering. In this case we define

TP(z) =2l — 1, and Sf(x) = alfilv 4 g (A.2)
M
where the summation is taken over all M = {1,...,¢;} — I, where I is a proper cyclic
sub-interval of {1,...,¢;}. That is, I is nonempty and not the whole interval.
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Theorem A.l. The characteristic polynomial for the matrix representation (4.1-3) is:

x@) = - ) 72 [ 7 + (- 0 Y s 7 [ 7)

i=1 ki

Fe— 1S s 7ot T 7e)).

j=1 k+#j i=1

For each orbit O; ;, there is an exceptional locus YJ; ; and its image «a; ;. We have the
corresponding subset of ordered basis with N; ; elements, B; ; = Fy/ j,]:m cey FY

Ni,j—l’
Ni)j—k(

where }",i’j is the exceptional fiber 7~ 'p in X over p = f @; ;). Let us write down

the ordered basis as
C C C C [0} [0} o [0}
HX’BLKT"”’ 1’]‘,”'78“0’[26"”, Mcal’ 1,[?7"'7 1’1,...,BMO7£ZO,...,BMO’1.

To explain the matrix representation and computation for the characteristic polynomial, let
us use ¢ ; for the column corresponding to the last element of Bf ; and ¢ ; for the column
corresponding to the last element of By ;. We also use r{ ; for the row corresponding to the
first element of B ; and r{; for the row corresponding to the first element of 557 ;. Using
the ordered basis the resulting matrix is

d Bf ... BS B ... B%
i Dy

M= Cp Dy.
& Dy
cs. Dy,

where Bf is the [£f| x 1 matrix where 1 marks the end of each subset B ; of the basis,
and thus
B¢=10,...,0,1;0,...,0,1;0,...,0,1;.. ]

(3

and Cf is the 1 x |£{| matrix with 1 — d marking the beginning of each subset Bf ; of the
basis Bf je, ..., Bf ;. Thus

Cf=[1-4d,0,...,0;1—4d,0,...,0;...]".

(2

B? and C¢ are constructed similarly. D is the |£| x |£§| matrix with 1 in the lower
off-diagonal positions and 0 for (cf;,r{,.q) for j = 1,...,0f — 1 and (Cf,egﬂ“z‘c,l) en-
tries. Dy is the |£7| x |£7| matrix with —1 in (cf s, 7f;) position and 1 in the lower
off-diagonal positions and 0 in (c;j,rng) for j = 1,...,0¢ — 1 positions. Otherwise,
(c§ jomie)s (5 5omie)s (e 55 1), and (¢f ;, 77 ;) have —1 for every remaining combination of
1,7, k, and t. All other points are zeros.
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The characteristic polynomial is x(z) = £det(M — zI) with the sign chosen to make
it monic. Now we perform some row operations on M — xI. The top row of M,I is

[d—z,BY,..., B, - .]. We add this to every row ri; and r7 ;. This produces the matrix
d—z Bf ... B, B ... B
Cf A
M= Cj AL, (M)
Y Af
co. A,

where C¢ ,C? are the same as C¢, C¢ except that the entry 1 — d is now changed to 1 — z.
The new diagonal blocks A$ have —z in the diagonal, 1 in the lower off-diagonal and 1 in
the right hand column of the first row, and A? have —x in the diagonal and 1 in the lower
off-diagonal. That is

-z 1 —x

Lo =2 ] e Lo =2 ] o)xeof

The main thing we have accomplished is that except for the first row and column, our

matrix (M) has block diagonal form with blocks A$’s, and A¢’s. The determinant of the
each block has the following form:

Lemma A.2.
T¢(z) = (D)5 ldet AS = 25l — 1

and
T (x) = (—1)1571det A2 = 2471

We will evaluate the determinant of (M) by expanding in minors, going down the left
hand column. 1, 1-minor is already block diagonal matrix, thus we use Lemma A.2 to take

the determinant:
He Ho
e[[7¢ @) []T7()
i=1 j=1

Hc c Ho o
where € = (—1)Z«i=1 1£51+2 252, 1221 Now we consider the (r;,5,1)-minor which is obtained
by eliminating the first column and the r; ; row. For us it is more convenient to move the
first row to the r; ; position by interchanging two rows. The resulting matrix is almost
block diagonal except the 7; ; row and its determinant is (—1) times the determinant of

the corresponding minor. Let us denote 1211( j) for the diagonal block obtained from A; by
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replacing the row r; ; by B;. For a fixed 4, r; j, I-minor for all 1 < j < /¢; correspond to
L;. The sum of determinant of A;(j) for 1 < j < ¢; is following;:

Lemma A.3.
154
S¢(x) = (=1)IEHY " det A(5)
j=1
and
1
S¢(x) = (=1)IEHY " det Ag(5).
j=1

Proof. Let us consider a closed orbit list £¢ = {Ny,..., Ny}. We will compute the deter-
minant of A°(j) by expanding in minors, going to the right the r; row. Notice that the 1’s
in r; row, are not on the diagonal. The minor corresponding the k-th 1 on the left hand
side of the diagonal, i.e. k < j, is V**--Ni=1 The minor corresponding the k-th 1 on
the left hand side of the diagonal, i.e. i > j, is ™M+ - Ne—1+Njt1+--Ne - Qumming all these
monomials for all k’s, we have the determinant of A§(j). For the open orbit list, all the
minor corresponding the k-th 1 on the left hand side of the diagonal, i.e. k < j, are zero
since the corresponding matrices are lower triangular matrix with zeros on the diagonal.

For the (r{ ;,1)-minor, 1’s in the off-diagonal block would produce zero block on the
diagonal. For the 1’s on the diagonal block will keep other diagonal blocks as diagonal
blocks. Thus by Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.3, sum of the determinant of the (r{ ;, 1)-minor

for j =1,...,¢; is given by

es¢(o) [] 7o) [ 72(a)
ki j=1

He c Mo o
where € = (—1) i=1 |£51+ i=1 |L7 ‘

Proof of Theorem A.1. Combining the previous arguments completes the proof.
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