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Abstract

In the space of polynomial maps of R2 of degree at least two, there are codi-
mension 3 laminations of maps with at least 3 period doubling Cantor attractors.
The leafs of the laminations are real-analytic and they have uniform diameter. The
closure of each lamination contains the codimension one tangency locus of a saddle
point. Asymptotically, the leafs of each lamination align with the leafs of the eigen-
value foliation. This is an example of general coexistence theorems valid for higher
dimensional real-analytic unfoldings of two dimensional homoclinic tangencies.

1 Introduction

In order to understand the long term behavior of a dynamical system, one possible ap-
proach is to study the set where a lot of orbits spend most of the time. This set is called
the attractor of the system. Moreover, as soon as an attractor is detected, one would like
to know for which other parameters a similar attractor occurs in a family of systems of
the same type. This says how much and in which form an attractor is stable. Attractive
periodic orbits and hyperbolic attractors, for example, persist by changing parameters in
an open set. They have the strongest form of stability.

We study here real-analytic two-dimensional unfoldings of maps with a strong ho-
moclinic tangency, see Definition 2.7. What makes such families special is that, like in
most systems with frictions, the first return maps to a neighborhood near the homoclinic
tangency, are close to Hénon maps, see [6, 17]. The set of parameters where this holds,
consists of the so-called Hénon strips. The main theorems rely on a refinement of this
fact. In the usual real setting, Hénon-like maps are defined as smooth perturbation of
a certain form of the Hénon maps. In our real-analytic context, we refer to Hénon-like
maps as holomorphic perturbations, defined on a bi-disk in C2, of quadratic maps, i.e.

HF

(
x
y

)
=

(
x2 + ν + ε(x, y)

x

)
.

The precise definition is given in (5.4). In particular, given a real-analytic unfolding,
the first return maps are Hénon-like maps and they have the following properties, see
Theorem 3.61, Theorem 4.1, and Theorem 4.46.
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Theorem A. Let Ft,a be a real-analytic two-dimensional unfolding of the homoclinic
tangency at a = 0. Then, for any n large enough, there exists a Hénon strip Hn in
parameter space, such that, for all (t, a) ∈ Hn, the first return map F n

t,a, to an appro-
priate domain, becomes a Hénon-like map HFt,a, after a holomorphic coordinate change.
Furthermore, the parameter dependence is given by

∂HFt,a
∂a

=

(
L(t, a) +O

(
n

µn(t, a)

))
µ2n(t, a),

∂HFt,a
∂t

=

(
M(t, a) +O

(
1

µn(t, a)

))
nµn(t, a),

where µ(t, a) is the unstable eigenvalue of the saddle point and the constants L(t, a) and
M(t, a) are real-analytic functions of the parameters.

Theorem A shows a universal aspect of the parameter dependence of the return maps,
namely a parameter change results in essentially a translation. Theorem A will play
a crucial role in finding maps in real-analytic unfoldings with period doubling Cantor
attractors1. In fact, the manifold structure of the period doubling locus is only known in
the Hénon-like setting, see [11].

The study of part of the local dynamics in unfoldings is reduced to the study of
the dynamics of Hénon-like maps. In the Hénon family and in other two-dimensional
Hénon-like families the following attractors has been detected:

- there are maps, for an open set of parameters, having one attractive periodic orbit,
a sink,

- there are maps, for a positive Lebesgue set of parameters, having a strange attrac-
tor2, see [3, 15],

- there are maps having a period doubling Cantor attractor and they form a smooth
curve in the parameter space, see [11].

A natural question is to ask if there are maps in the Hénon family having two or more of
these attractors simultaneously and in which form they are ”observable”. A strategy to
find them is to start with a map having a periodic attracting orbit and try to find param-
eters in the open set where the periodic orbit persists which have also another attractor.
This approach has been introduced originally by Newhouse in [16]. One difference from
this classical construction is that we need to make a selection of parameters. This can be a
very sophisticated procedure, which has been carried out in for example [4, 5, 6, 8, 10, 18]
using different strategies. In [4, 18], the authors find parameters in the Hénon family cor-
responding to maps having either coexistence of periodic attractors (sinks), or periodic
attractors and one non-periodic attractor. Here, using the method introduced in [4],
we solve the more delicate problem to find parameters in finite dimensional unfoldings
whose corresponding maps have multiple non-periodic attractors combined with sinks.
Non-periodic attractors are much less stable than the periodic ones, they can be easily
destroyed by changing parameters. Despite this we can prove that multiple period dou-
bling Cantor attractors coexist along real-analytic leafs of a lamination. We summarize
in the following statement Proposition 5.3, Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 7.3.

1See Definition 5.1
2See Definition 7.13
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Theorem B. Let M , P and T be real-analytic manifolds and F : (P × T )×M →M be
a real-analytic family with dim(P) = 2. If there exists τ0 ∈ T such that F0 : (P × {τ0})×
M →M is an unfolding of a map fτ0 with a strong homoclinic tangency, then for k = 1, 2,
there exists a codimension k lamination of maps with at least k period doubling Cantor
attractors which persist along the leafs. The homoclinic tangency persists along a global
codimension one manifold in P × T and this tangency locus is contained in the closure
of the lamination. Moreover, the leafs of the lamination are real-analytic and they have
a uniform positive diameter when dim(T ) ≥ 1.

Theorem B states that, when dim(T ) = 0, there is a set of maps with two period
doubling Cantor attractors which start to move creating a real-analytic lamination when
dim(T ) ≥ 1. Our method combined with the method in [4], allows also to find parameters
in which finitely many sinks and multiple period doubling Cantor attractors coexist, see
Theorem 6.2 and Theorem 7.11.

Furthermore, we find other coexistence phenomena persisting along codimension three
laminations. In these cases we are able to give a description of the asymptotic direction
of the leafs of the laminations. This occurs in the so called saddle deforming unfoldings,
see Definition 7.4. In saddle deforming unfoldings the level sets of the eigenvalue pair
of a saddle point define the codimension two eigenvalue foliation of the tangency locus.
A saddle deforming unfolding is such that it contains a three dimensional subfamily
transversal to this foliation. In these unfoldings, the leafs of each codimension three
coexistence lamination align with the leafs of the eigenvalue foliation associated to a
saddle point. The coexistence phenomena and their stability stated in Theorem 7.5 and
Theorem 7.12 are summarized in the following.

Theorem C. Let M , P and T be real-analytic manifolds and F : (P × T )×M → M
be a saddle deforming unfolding, then the following holds:

- there exists a codimension 3 lamination 3PD of maps with at least 3 period doubling
Cantor attractors which persist along the leafs,

- there exists a codimension 3 lamination NHPD of maps with infinitely many sinks
and at least 1 period doubling Cantor attractor which persist along the leafs.

The leafs of the laminations are real-analytic and they have a uniform positive diameter
when their dimension is at least one. Moreover, the laminations align with the eigenvalue
foliation. In particular, for each leaf of the eigenvalue foliation, there is a sequence of
leafs of 3PD and a sequence of leafs of NHPD which accumulate at this eigenvalue leaf.

Laminations of coexisting attractors have been found already in [4]. Here we are able
to find laminations of non-periodic attractors and to describe the asymptotic direction of
the leafs. This reveals further universal and global aspects of the bifurcation pattern.

We would like to stress that using Theorem A it is possible to find coexistence of 3 co-
existing period doubling Cantor attractors near points with a triple homoclinic tangency.
The existence of triple homoclinic points is shown in [12]. Such a construction would give
a rather small set of this parameters. An integral part of our method is the simultaneous
creation of new attractors together with new tangencies. The process is given by an
explicit algorithm. This allows for a precise geometrical description of the laminations.
In particular, the asymptotic of the laminations is controlled by the eigenvalue foliation.

Our method allows also to find coexistence of period doubling Cantor attractors and a
strange one. In this case, we do not have laminations because the stability of the strange
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attractors in families with at least three parameters is not yet understood. Theorem 7.14
states the following.

Theorem D. Let M , P and T be real-analytic manifolds and F : (P × T )×M →M be
a saddle deforming unfolding, then the set of maps with at least 2 period doubling Cantor
attractors and one strange attractor has Hausdorff dimension at least dim(P × T )− 2.

The previous theorems and the method of the proofs apply in particular to the Hénon
family or any family of polynomial maps of R2 of degree at least 2, see Theorem 8.2 and
Theorem 8.3.

Acknowledgements The author was supported by the Trygger foundation, Project
CTS 17:50, and partially by the NSF grant 1600503.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we collect definitions and facts needed in the sequel. A more elaborate
exposition can be found in [4]. The following well-known linearization result is due to
Sternberg.

Theorem 2.1. Given (λ, µ) ∈ R2, there exists κ ∈ N such that the following holds. Let
M be a two-dimensional real-analytic manifold and let f : M → M be a diffeomorphism
with saddle point p ∈M having unstable eigenvalue |µ| > 1 and stable eigenvalue λ. If

λ 6= µk1 and µ 6= λk2 (2.2)

for k = (k1, k2) ∈ N2 and 2 ≤ |k| = k1 + k2 ≤ κ, then f is C4 linearizable.

Definition 2.3. Let M be a two-dimensional real-analytic manifold and let f : M →M
be a diffeomorphism with a saddle point p ∈ M . We say that p satisfies the C4 non-
resonance condition if (2.2) holds.

Theorem 2.4. Let M be a two-dimensional real-analytic manifold and let f : M → M
be a diffeomorphism with a saddle point p ∈ M which satisfies the C4 non-resonance
condition. Let 0 ∈ P ⊂ Rn and let F : M × P → M be a real-analytic family with
F0 = f . Then, there exists a neighborhood U of p and a neighborhood V of 0 such that,
for every t ∈ V , Ft has a saddle point pt ∈ U satisfying the C4 non-resonance condition.
Moreover pt is C4 linearizable in the neighborhood U and the linearization depends C4 on
the parameters.

The proofs of Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.4 can be found in [9, 13]. In the sequel we
introduce the concept of a map with a strong homoclinic tangency which appears already
in [4]. This is a map on a two-dimensional manifold with a saddle point, whose eigenvalues
satisfy a contraction condition as in (f2). Moreover, a map with a strong homoclinic
tangency also has a non-degenerate homoclinic tangency and a transversal homoclinic
intersection satisfying (f6), (f7) and (f8), see Figure 1. All conditions defining a map
with a strong homoclinic tangency are open in the space of maps with an homoclinic and
transversal tangency. Also, except for (f2), all conditions are dense. An example is the
Hénon family which contains maps with a strong homoclinic tangency. A map with these
properties will then be ”unfolded” to create a two-dimensional family.
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p q1

q2
W s(p)

fn0

Wu(p)
f−N (q1)

Figure 1: A map with a strong homoclinic tangency

Definition 2.5. Let M be a two-dimensional real-analytic manifold and let f : M →M
be a local diffeomorphism satisfying the following conditions:

(f1) f has a saddle point p with unstable eigenvalue |µ| > 1 and stable eigenvalue λ,

(f2) |λ||µ|3 < 1,

(f3) p satisfies the C4 non-resonance condition,

(f4) f has a non degenerate homoclinic tangency, q1 ∈ W u(p) ∩W s(p),

(f5) f has a transversal homoclinic intersection, q2 ∈ W u(p) t W s(p),

(f6) let [p, q2]
u ⊂ W u(p) be the arc connecting p to q2, then there exist arcs W u

loc,n(q2) =
[q2, un]u ⊂ W u(q2) such that [p, q2]

u ∩ [q2, un]u = {q2} and

lim
n→∞

fn
(
W u

loc,n(q2)
)

= [p, q2]
u,

(f7) there exist neighborhoods W u
loc,n(q1) ⊂ W u(q1) such that

lim
n→∞

fn
(
W u

loc,n(q1)
)

= [p, q2]
u,

(f8) there exists N ∈ N such that

f−N(q1) ∈ [p, q2]
u.
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A map f with these properties is called a map with a strong homoclinic tangency, see
Figure 1.

Remark 2.6. If the unstable eigenvalue is negative, µ < −1, then (f6), (f7), and (f8)
are redundant.

Following [17], we define an unfolding of a map f with a strong homoclinic tangency.
This is a family created by ”adding” to f two parameters. Details follow. Let P = [−r, r]2
with r > 0. Given a map f with a strong homoclinic tangency, we consider a real-analytic
family F : P ×M →M trough f with the following properties:

(F1) F0,0 = f ,

(F2) Ft,a has a saddle point p(t, a) with unstable eigenvalue |µ(t, a)| > 1, with stable one
λ(t, a) and

∂µ

∂t
6= 0,

(F3) let µmax = max(t,a) |µ(t, a)|, λmax = max(t,a) |λ(t, a)| and assume

λmaxµ
3
max < 1,

(F4) there exists a real-analytic function [−r, r] 3 t 7→ q1(t) ∈ W u(p(t, 0)) ∩W s(p(t, 0))
such that q1(t) is a non degenerate homoclinic tangency of Ft,0.

(F5) there exists a real-analytic function [−r, r]2 3 (t, a) 7→ q2(t, a) ∈ W u(p(t, a)) ∩
W s(p(t, a)) such that q2(t, a) is a transversal homoclinic intersection of Ft,a.

According to Theorem 2.4 we may make a change of coordinates to ensure that the family
F is C4 and that, for all (t, a) ∈ [−r0, r0]2 with 0 < r0 < r, Ft,a is linear on the ball [−2, 2]2,
namely

Ft,a =

(
λ(t, a) 0

0 µ(t, a)

)
.

Moreover, the saddle point p(t, a) = (0, 0) and the local stable and unstable manifolds
satisfy:

- W s
loc(0) = [−2, 2]× {0},

- W u
loc(0) = {0} × [−2, 2] ,

- q1(t) ⊂ W s
loc(0),

- q2(t, a) ∈ {0} ×
(

1
µ
, 1
)
⊂ W u

loc(0).

Consider the function y 7→
(
FN
t,a(0, y)

)
y
. Let q3(t, a) ∈ {0} × (0, 2) ⊂ W u

loc(0) be the

solution of
∂
(
FN
t,a(0, y)

)
y

∂y
= 0

with FN
t,a(q3(t, 0)) = q1(t). Observe that q3 depends in a C3 manner on the parameters.

Without loss of generality we may assume that q3(t, a) = (0, 1). We define q1(t, a) =
FN
t,a(q3(t, a)) and it points in the positive y direction.
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Definition 2.7. A family Ft,a is called an unfolding of f if it can be reparametrized such
that

∂(q1(t, a))y
∂a

6= 0.

Remark 2.8. A generic two-dimensional family trough f can locally be reparametrized
to become an unfolding.

3 Hénon-like normalization

In the sequel we prove that, given a real-analytic unfolding F , then the first return maps
to an appropriately chosen domain can be straightened to obtain a family consisting of
Hénon-like maps, see (5.4). The straightened first return maps are holomorphic maps
defined on a uniform domain in C2 and they are arbitrarily close to degenerate Hénon
maps. The idea of the proof is inspired by the classical construction contained for example
in [6, 17]. However, in order to apply the main theorem in [11], we need first return maps
with uniform holomorphic extensions. For this reason and for the study of the parameter
dependence we include the following self-contained construction.

Consider a real-analytic unfolding Ft,a of a strong homoclinic tangency, say with
(t, a) ∈ (−1, 1) × (−1, 1). We may assume that this family extends to an holomorphic
family of the form

D× D 3 (t, a) 7→ Ft,a : U × U → C2,

where U is a domain in C. There is a local holomorphic change of coordinates such that
the saddle point becomes (0, 0) and the local stable manifold contains, in the x-axis, the
disc of radius 4 centered around 0, denoted by D4. Similarly, the local unstable manifold
contains the disc D4 in the y-axis. Moreover, the restriction of each map to the invariant
manifolds is linearized, that is

Ft,a(x, 0) = (λx, 0) and Ft,a(0, y) = (0, µy).

From now on we will study the map F n+N
t,a in this new coordinates. The following lemma

is stated and proved in [4], see Lemma 17.

Lemma 3.1. If (x, y) ∈ D4 × D4 and F i(x, y) ∈ D4 × D4, for i ≤ n, then

DF n(x, y) =

(
a11λ

n
1µ

n a12λ
n
1µ

n

a21 a22µ
n

)
,

where akl are uniformly bounded holomorphic functions and a22 6= 0 and uniformly away
from zero.

From (6.17) in [4], there exists an holomorphic function D 3 t 7→ san(t) such that,
|san(t)| = O (1/µn) and in the parameter (t, san(t)) the periodic point pt, called the
strong sink of period n+N , has trace zero. Choose E > 0 and define, for n large enough,
the nth Hénon strip by

Hn =

{
(t, a) ∈ [−t0, t0]× [−a0, a0] | |a− san(t)| ≤ E

|µ(t, san(t))|2n
}
. (3.2)

The precise choice of E will be made in (5.6). For (t, a) ∈ Hn the coordinates of the
strong sink are given by pt = (px(t), py(t)). Without loss of generality we may assume
that px(t) = 2 for all t ∈ D.

7



3.1 The straightened map

Choose (t, a) ∈ Hn. In this section we apply a coordinate change to the restriction
of F n+N

t,a to a relevant domain such that, the resulting map resembles a Hénon map in
the sense that vertical lines go to horizontal lines, see (3.11). This map is called the
straightened map. First we construct the coordinate change σt,a, called the straightening
map, defined on the domain HB(t, a), called the straightening box. Let D1 ⊂ C be the
disk in the complex plane centered around px(t) = 2. Consider the vertical foliation in
D1 × C. The domain of the straightening map

σt,a : HB(t, a)→ D1 × D1

is the straightening box

HB(t, a) =
(
F n+N
t,a

)−1
(D1 × C) ∩ (D1 × C)

and it is defined by

σt,a(x, y) =
((
F n+N
t,a (x, y)

)
x
, x
)

where
(
F n+N
t,a (x, y)

)
x

denotes the x component of F n+N
t,a (x, y). Refer to Figure 2

Remark 3.3. Observe that the box HB(t, a) has two natural foliations. Namely, one

given by D1 × C, called the vertical foliation and the other given by
(
F n+N
t,a

)−1
(D1 × C),

called the almost horizontal foliation. The straightening map turns the vertical foliation
into the horizontal foliation and the almost horizontal foliation into the vertical foliation.

D1

D1

D1

HBx(t, a)

σt,a

HB(t, a)

Figure 2: Straightening box and straightening map

Lemma 3.4. For every x ∈ D1,

HBx(t, a) = HB(t, a) ∩ ({x} × C)

is a simply connected domain of diameter proportional to 1/µn(t, a). If y ∈ HB(t, a) then
y is proportional to 1/µn(t, a). Moreover the straightening map σt,a is a biholomorphism.
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Proof. By adjusting the radius of the disc D1, we may assume that there exists a simply
connected domain D in the y-axis, containing q3(t, 0), such that

(
FN
t,0(D)

)
x

contains

strictly D1. Moreover the projection πx : FN
t,0(D) → C is univalent. Let x ∈ D1. Then

F n
t,a ({x} × C) contains a simply connected domain exponentially close to D in the y-axis.

In particular HBx(t, a) is a simply connected domain with the projection

πx : F n+N
t,a (HBx(t, a))→ D1

is univalent and onto. The diameter estimate for HBx(t, a) follows from Lemma 3.1.
Observe that

σ−1t,a (x, y) =

(
y,
((
F n+N
t,a

)−1
({x} × C) ∩ ({y} × C)

)
y

)
.

In particular the straightening map σt,a is a biholomorphism.

Remark 3.5. The construction of the straightening box implies that for every t ∈ D,
p(t) ∈ HB (t, san(t)).

Let πx and πy be the orthogonal projections to the axes. The following holds.

Lemma 3.6. Let γ1 : D→ C2 and γ2 : D→ C2 be holomorphic discs such that

- πx (γ1(D)) ⊂ D,

- πy ◦ γ1 : D→ D is a 2-to-1 covering map,

- πx ◦ γ2 : D→ D is univalent

then for i = 1, 2,
#
(
γ−1i (γ1(D) ∩ γ2(D))

)
∈ {1, 2} .

In particular, the intersection number is 1 if and only if the two discs have a tangency.

Proof. Observe that the intersection number is an homotopy invariant. Without loss
of generality we may assume that πx (γ1(D)) = {0} and πy (γ2(D)) = {0}. The lemma
follows.

Lemma 3.7. For every (t, a) ∈ Hn there exists a simply connected domain Dt,a in the
y-axis such that the map

πy ◦ FN
t,a : Dt,a → D

is a 2-to-1 covering map.

Proof. When a = 0, the fact that FN
t,0(q3(t, 0)) = q1(t, 0) where q1(t, 0) is the homoclinic

tangency, the existence of a disc Dt,0 is assured. The parameter continuity implies the
existence of the disc Dt,a when n is large enough.

Lemma 3.8. For every (t, a) ∈ Hn and x ∈ D1,

πx ◦ σt,a ◦ F n+N
t,a : Dx =

(
F n+N
t,a

)−1
(HB(t, a)) ∩HBx(t, a)→ D1

is a 2-to-1 covering map. In particular, either Dx is simply connected or Dx = D−x ∪D+
x

is the union of two simply connected domains.
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Proof. Let x ∈ D1 and consider F n
t,a : {x}×D→ C2. Because of Lemma 3.1 and Lemma

3.7, there exists a disc D ⊂ {x} × D such that F n
t,a(D) is (λµ)n close to Dt,a and the

projection
πy ◦ F n+N

t,a : D → D
is a 2-to-1 covering map. Let x1 ∈ D1. Observe that each point (x, y) ∈ D with(

πx ◦ σt,a ◦ F n+N
t,a

)
(x, y) = x1

corresponds to an intersection point of F n+N
t,a (D) with F

−(n+N)
t,a ({x1} × C). Hence, from

Lemma 3.6, we get

#
{

(x, y) ∈ D |
(
πx ◦ σt,a ◦ F n+N

t,a

)
(x, y) = x1

}
∈ {1, 2} .

Moreover, observe that

HBx(t, a) =
{

(x, y) ∈ D |
(
πx ◦ σt,a ◦ F n+N

t,a

)
(x, y) ∈ D1

}
.

The lemma follows.

Lemma 3.9. For every (t, a) ∈ Hn and x ∈ D1, the domain Dx satisfies

mod (Dx, HBx(t, a)) ≥ n

4π
log µ(t, a) +O(1).

Proof. Choose x ∈ D1 and consider the map

πy ◦ F n+N
t,a : HBx(t, a)→ C.

The image of this map contains a disk of definite radius centered around zero. We may
assume that it contains the disc of radius 2. Moreover, the map has a unique critical
point and the corresponding critical value is at distance O (1/µn) to zero, using that
(t, a) ∈ Hn. Hence, there is a disc D ⊂ HBx(t, a) such that

πy ◦ F n+N
t,a : D → D (3.10)

is a 2-to-1 covering map. By Lemma 3.4, there exists a positive constant K, such that

πy (HB(t, a)) ⊂ Kn

where Kn is the disc of radius K/µn. Observe that

Dx ⊂
(
πy ◦ F n+N

t,a

)−1
(Kn) ∩HBx(t, a).

The lemma follows from (3.10).

We define now the domain of the straightened map F̃t,a as

Dom(F̃t,a) = σt,a (∪x∈D1Dx) = σt,a

((
F n+N
t,a

)−1
(HB(t, a)) ∩HB(t, a)

)
⊂ D1 × D1

where
F̃t,a = σt,a ◦ F n+N

t,a ◦ σ−1t,a : Dom(F̃t,a)→ D1 × D1. (3.11)

By construction

F̃t,a

(
x
y

)
=

(
gt,a(x, y)

x

)
where, for each y ∈ D1, the map x→ gt,a(x, y) is 2-to-1 onto D1.

10



3.2 Local existence of the critical point

We introduce now the critical point of the return map F n+N
t,a : HB(t, a)→ R2. This point

has the same meaning as the critical point of the one dimensional part of the Hénon map,
i.e. x 7→ a + x2, see (8.1) In this subsection we prove the local existence of the critical
point.

Definition 3.12. A point c = (cx, cy) ∈ HB(t, a) is a critical point of the map F n+N
t,a

with critical value v = (vx, vy) = F n+N
t,a (c) ∈ HB(t, a) if vx = cx and F n+N

t,a (HBcx(t, a))
is tangent to the leaf of the almost horizontal foliation passing trough v. Namely,

1. πx ◦ F n+N
t,a (cx, cy) = cx,

2. ∂
∂y

(
πx ◦ σt,a ◦ F n+N

t,a

)
(cx, cy) = 0.

Observe that, for a = san(t), the strong sink p(t) is a critical point. In the next
proposition we prove that the strong sink persists as critical point in a neighborhood of
the strong sink locus in Hn.

Proposition 3.13. For n large enough, there exist a maximal neighborhood Cn ⊂ Hn of
the real part of the graph of the function san and a real analytic function c : Cn → R2

such that, for all (t, a) ∈ Cn, the point c(t, a) is a critical point of F n+N
t,a .

The proof of this proposition needs some preparation. Fix (t, a) ∈ Hn. Let ht,a
be a C4 diffeomorphism which locally linearizes the saddle point (0, 0) of Ft,a and let

F̂t,a = ht,a ◦ Ft,a ◦ h−1t,a be the corresponding smooth unfolding of a strong homoclinic
tangency.

Lemma 3.14. The coordinate change ht,a restricted to HB(t, a) ∩ R2 satisfies

Dht,a(x, y) =

(
1 + α/µn(t, a) β
γ/µn(t, a) 1 + δx (x− 2) + δy/µ

n(t, a)

)
(3.15)

where (x, y) ∈ HB(t, a) ∩ R2 and α, β, γ, δx, δy are C3 functions.

Proof. Because h is C4 and preserves the x and y axis we have that h(x, 0) and h(0, y) are
linear. Hence, without loss of generality we may assume that h(x, 0) = x. By rescaling
in the y direction we may assume that that ∂(h)y/∂y(2, 0) = 1. Observe that, using that
h preserves the y-axis

(h)x = x+ y(xϕ1,x + yϕ1,y),

where ϕ1,x and ϕ1,y are C1 functions. It follows that

∂ (h)x
∂x

= 1 + y

(
ϕ1,x + x

∂ϕ1,x

∂x
+ y

∂ϕ1,y

∂x

)
= 1 +

α

µn
,

where we used that, because (x, y) ∈ HB(t, a), y is proportional to 1/µn. Moreover,

∂ (h)x
∂y

= xϕ1,x + yϕ1,y + y

(
x
∂ϕ1,x

∂y
+ ϕ1,y + y

∂ϕ1,y

∂y

)
= β.

Write now the Taylor expansion of (h)y centered around the point (2, 0). Then

(h)y = y(1 + xϕ2,x + yϕ2,y),
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where ϕ2,x and ϕ2,y are C1 functions. It follows that,

∂ (h)y
∂x

= y

(
ϕ2,x + x

∂ϕ2,x

∂x
+ y

∂ϕ2,y

∂x

)
=

γ

µn
.

Finally,

∂ (h)y
∂y

= 1 + xϕ2,x + yϕ2,y + y

(
x
∂ϕ2,x

∂y
+ ϕ2,y + y

∂ϕ2,y

∂y

)
= 1 + δxx+

δy
µn
,

where we used again that y is proportional to 1/µn.

Remark 3.16. Because Dh(0) = id, by shrinking the domain of linearization we may
assume that α, β, γ, δx, δy are sufficiently small.

To describe the critical point incorporating the linearized map F̂ we consider the
function Φt,a : HB(t, a) ∩ R2 → R2 defined by

Φt,a(x, y) =

((
πx ◦ h−1 ◦ F̂ n+N

t,a ◦ h
)

(x, y)− x, ∂
∂y

(
πx ◦ h−1 ◦ F̂ n+N

t,a ◦ F̂ n+N
t,a ◦ h

)
(x, y)

)
.

Observe that c is a critical point of Ft,a if and only if Φt,a(c) = 0. Observe that if p(t) is
the strong sink of Ft,san(t), then p(t) is a critical point and in particular Φt,san(t)(p(t)) = 0.
By applying the implicit function theorem we will prove that the solution p(t) can be
extended over a domain of the form Cn as stated in Proposition 3.13. In order to apply
the implicit function theorem, we need to prove that DΦt,a is non singular in any critical
point. The following notation and lemmas are required.

Let (x, y) ∈ HB(t, a) ∩ R2 and

- x = (x, y) with Dht,a(x) =

(
1 + α/µn β
γ/µn δ

)
,

- x1 = ht,a (x),

- x2 = F̂ n
t,a (x1) with DF̂N

t,a(x2) =

(
A2 B2

C2 D2

)
,

- x3 = F̂N
t,a (x2) with Dh−1t,a (x3) =

(
1 + α3/µ

n β3
γ3/µ

n δ3

)
,

- x4 = F̂ n
t,a (x3) with DF̂N

t,a(x4) =

(
A4 B4

C4 D4

)
,

- x5 = F̂N
t,a (x4) with Dh−1t,a (x5) =

(
1 + α5/µ

n β5
γ5/µ

n δ5

)
.

Remark 3.17. By Lemma 3.14 and Remark 3.3, δ, δ3 and δ5 are non zero and close to
one. Observe that, by the definition of unfolding

DF̂N
t,0(q3(t, 0)) =

(
A B
C 0

)
with B away from zero. Because x2 and x4 are near q3, without loss of generality we may
assume that B2 and B4 are away from zero.
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Observe that all coefficients introduced, α, β, . . . , A2, B2, . . . , α3, β3, . . . , A4, B4, . . . , α5, . . .
are functions of the point (x, y) ∈ HB(t, a) ∩ R2. Moreover we will use the notation

DF̂N
t,a(x) =

(
A(x, t, a) B(x, t, a)
C(x, t, a) D(x, t, a)

)
.

The following lemmas will give estimates on these coefficients and their partial derivatives.

Lemma 3.18. The partial derivatives at x = (x, y) ∈ HB(t, a) satisfy the following.

- ∂α/∂x, ∂β/∂x, ∂γ/∂x, ∂δ/∂x = O(1),

- ∂A2/∂x, ∂B2/∂x, ∂C2/∂x = O(1),

- ∂A4/∂x, ∂B4/∂x, ∂C4/∂x, ∂D4/∂x = O(µn(t, a)),

- ∂α5/∂x, ∂β5/∂x, ∂γ5/∂x, ∂δ5/∂x = O(µn(t, a))).

Proof. The first set of estimates follows by the smoothness of ht,a. For the second set of
estimates, observe that

∂x2
∂x

=

(
λn 0
0 µn

)
Dht,a(x)

(
1
0

)
=

(
λn + α (λ/µ)n

γ

)
= O(1).

Moreover,

∂x3
∂x

= DF̂N
t,a(x2)

∂x2
∂x

=

(
B2γ + A2λ

n + A2α (λ/µ)n

D2γ + C2λ
n + C2α (λ/µ)n

)
= O(1). (3.19)

The third set of estimates follows from the fact that,

∂x4
∂x

=

(
λn 0
0 µn

)
∂x3
∂x

=

(
B2γλ

n + A2λ
2n + A2α (λ2/µ)

n

D2γµ
n + C2 (λµ)n + C2αλ

n

)
= O(µn).

Finally,

∂x5
∂x

= DF̂N
t,a(x4)

∂x4
∂x

=

(
A4B2γλ

n + A4A2λ
2n + A4A2α (λ2/µ)

n

C4B2γλ
n + C4A2λ

2n + C4A2α (λ2/µ)
n

)
+

(
B4D2γµ

n +B4C2 (λµ)n +B4C2αλ
n

D4D2γµ
n +D4C2 (λµ)n +D4C2αλ

n

)
= O(µn). (3.20)

The last set follows.

Lemma 3.21. The partial derivatives at x = (x, y) ∈ HB(t, a) satisfy the following.

- ∂α/∂y, ∂β/∂y, ∂γ/∂y, ∂δ/∂y = O(1),

- ∂A2/∂y, ∂B2/∂y, ∂C2/∂y = O(µ(t, a)n),

- ∂A4/∂y, ∂B4/∂y, ∂C4/∂y, ∂D4/∂y = O(µ(t, a)2n),

- ∂α5/∂y, ∂β5/∂y, ∂γ5/∂y, ∂δ5/∂y = O(µ(t, a)2n)).
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Proof. The first set of estimates follows by the smoothness of ht,a. For the second set of
estimates, observe that,

∂x2
∂y

=

(
λn 0
0 µn

)
Dht,a(x)

(
0
1

)
=

(
βλn

δµn

)
= O(µn). (3.22)

Moreover,
∂x3
∂y

= DF̂N
t,a(x2)

∂x2
∂y

=

(
B2δµ

n + A2βλ
n

D2δµ
n + C2βλ

n

)
= O(µn). (3.23)

The third set of estimates follows from the fact that,

∂x4
∂y

=

(
λn 0
0 µn

)
∂x3
∂y

=

(
B2δ (λµ)n + A2βλ

2n

D2δµ
2n + C2β (λµ)n

)
= O(µ2n). (3.24)

Finally,

∂x5
∂y

= DF̂N
t,a(x4)

∂x4
∂y

=

(
A4B2δ (λµ)n + A4A2βλ

2n

C4B2δ (λµ)n + C4A2βλ
2n

)
+

(
B4D2δµ

2n +B4C2β (λµ)n

D4D2δµ
2n +D4C2β (λµ)n

)
= O(µ2n). (3.25)

The last set follows.

Lemma 3.26. The partial derivatives at the critical point c of Ft,a satisfy the following,

- D2 = D (x2(c), t, a) = O ((λ(t, a)/µ(t, a))n),

- ∂D2/∂x = γ∂D/∂y = O(γ),

- ∂D2/∂y = δµn(t, a)∂D/∂y (1 +O ((λ(t, a)/µ(t, a))n))

where δ∂D/∂y is uniformly bounded and uniformly away from zero and γ can be taken
arbitrarly small by shrinking the domain of linearization.

Proof. Observe that

∂x2
∂x

=

(
λn 0
0 µn

)
Dht,a(x)

(
1
0

)
=

(
λn
(

1 + α
µn

)
γ

)
.

As a consequence, if x2 = (x2, y2),

∂D2

∂x
=
∂D

∂x

∂x2
∂x

+
∂D

∂y

∂y2
∂x

= O(γ).

The second estimate follows by applying Remark 3.16. Using (3.22), we get

∂D2

∂y
=
∂D

∂x

∂x2
∂y

+
∂D

∂y

∂y2
∂y

= O (λn) +
∂D

∂y
δµn, (3.27)

where, by Remark 3.17, δ is uniformly away from zero. Moreover ∂D/∂y 6= 0 is also
uniformly away from zero because x2 is close to q3(t, a). In fact ∂D/∂y(q3(t, 0)) is bounded
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away from zero since q1(t, 0) is a non degenerate homoclinic tangency. The third estimate
follows. It is left to prove the first estimate. Let c be a critical point of Ft,a with critical
value v. Let L be the almost horizontal leaf passing trough v and let w = (1, w2) be the
tangent vector to h(L) at h(v). Then

w2 = O

((
λ

µ

)n)
.

Observe that, because x3 = h(v), we have ∂x3/∂y = θw with θ 6= 0. In particular, using
(3.23), we get

C2βλ
n +D2δµ

n

A2βλn +B2δµn
= O

((
λ

µ

)n)
.

Using the fact that B2 is away from zero, see Remark 3.17, the first estimate follows.

Proof of Proposition 3.13. We will show that, if x is a critical point of Ft,a,

DΦt,a(x) =

(
φ11 φ12

φ21 φ22

)
=

(
−1 +O(γ) Bφµ(t, a)n

Cφµ(t, a)2n Dφµ(t, a)3n

)
(3.28)

where Bφ and Dφ are uniformly bounded and uniformly away from zero and Cφ can be
taken arbitrarily small by shrinking the domain of linearization. Moreover, according
to Remark 3.16, γ can also be taken small. The proposition is proved by applying the
implicit function theorem.

The top row of the matrix in (3.28) is given by

φ11 =

[
Dh−1t,a (x3)DF

N
t,a(x2)

(
λn 0
0 µn

)
Dht,a(x)

]
11

− 1,

φ12 =

[
Dh−1t,a (x3)DF

N
t,a(x2),

(
λn 0
0 µn

)
Dht,a(x)

]
12

.

Using the notation introduced above, a calculation shows that

φ11 =

(
1 +

α3

µn

)(
A2λ

n + A2α

(
λ

µ

)n
+B2γ

)
+ β3

(
C2λ

n + C2α

(
λ

µ

)n
+D2γ

)
− 1

= −1 +O(γ), (3.29)

where we also used that D2 = O(λn/µn), see Lemma 3.26. Similarly,

φ12 =

(
1 +

α3

µn

)
(A2βλ

n +B2δµ
n) + β3 (C2βλ

n +D2δµ
n)

= B2δµ
n +O(1) = Bφµ

n, (3.30)

where Bφ is uniformly bounded and uniformly away from zero, see Remark 3.17. Observe
that, the second component of the function Φt,a(x) is[

Dh−1t,a (x5)DF̂
N
t,a(x4)

(
λn 0
0 µn

)
DF̂N

t,a(x2)

(
λn 0
0 µn

)
Dht,a(x)

]
12

= δD2B4µ
2n + δD2D4β5µ

2n + δD2B4α5µ
n + δB2A4 (λµ)n + δB2C4β5 (λµ)n

+ δB2A4α5λ
n + βC2B4 (λµ)n + βC2D4β5 (λµ)n + βC2B4α5λ

n + βA2A4λ
2n

+ βA2C4β5λ
2n + βA2A4α5

(
λ2

µ

)n
. (3.31)
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In the following calculation we often use that λµ3 < 1. Using Lemma 3.18 and Lemma
3.26 we have

φ21 =
∂

∂x

[
δD2B4µ

2n + δD2D4β5µ
2n + δD2B4α5µ

n
]

+O
((
λµ2
)n)

=
∂D2

∂x
B4δµ

2n +
∂D2

∂x
D4δβ5µ

2n +O(µn)

= Cφµ
2n. (3.32)

Observe that Cφ = O(∂D2/∂x) = O(γ), see Lemma 3.26. Similarly, by using Lemma
3.21 and Lemma 3.26 we have

φ22 =
∂

∂y

[
δD2B4µ

2n + δD2D4β5µ
2n + δD2B4α5µ

n
]

+O
((
λµ3
)n)

=
∂D2

∂y
B4δµ

2n +
∂D2

∂y
D4δβ5µ

2n +O(µ2n)

= Dφµ
3n. (3.33)

By Remark 3.16, Remark 3.17 and Lemma 3.26, Dφ is uniformly bounded away from
zero. From (3.29), (3.30), (3.32) and (3.33) we have that DΦt,a(x) is non singular. The
proposition follows by applying the implicit function theorem.

3.3 Global existence of the critical point

In this subsection we prove that all maps in Hn have a critical point, namely Cn = Hn.
To do that we need to study the a-dependence of the critical point and critical value.
From propositions 3.13 and 3.47, for all (t, a) ∈ Cn, the map Ft,a has a critical point
(cx(t, a), cy(t, a)) with critical value (vx(t, a), vy(t, a)), where vx(t, a) = cx(t, a).

Proposition 3.34. For every (t, a) ∈ Cn,

∂cx
∂a

=
∂vx
∂a

= O(n),

∂cy
∂a

= O

(
n

µn(t, a)

)
,

∂vy
∂a

= δ3 +O

(
n

µn(t, a)

)
.

In particular,

|vy − cy| = O

(
1

µ2n(t, a)

)
.

The proof of the previous proposition needs some preparation. Fix (t, a) ∈ Cn. Let
(x, y) ∈ HB(t, a) ∩ R2 and x = (x, y), x1, x2, x3, x4, x5 as introduced before. Ob-
serve that all coefficients introduced, α, β, . . . , A2, B2, . . . , α3, β3, . . . , A4, B4, . . . , α5, . . .
are functions of the point (x, y) ∈ HB(t, a) ∩ R2 and a.

Lemma 3.35. The partial derivatives at the critical point c of Ft,a satisfy the following.

- ∂α/∂a, ∂β/∂a, ∂γ/∂a, ∂δ/∂a = O(1),

- ∂A2/∂a, ∂B2/∂a, ∂C2/∂a, ∂D2/∂a = O(n),
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- ∂α3/∂a, ∂β3/∂a, ∂γ3/∂a, ∂δ3/∂a = O(n),

- ∂A4/∂a, ∂B4/∂a, ∂C4/∂a, ∂D4/∂a = O(µn(t, a)),

- ∂α5/∂a, ∂β5/∂a, ∂γ5/∂a, ∂δ5/∂a = O(µn(t, a))).

Proof. The first set of estimates follows by the smoothness of the family of maps ht,a. For
the second set of estimates, observe that, because ht,a(x, 0) = (x, 0) and y = O (1/µn),
we have

∂x1
∂a

=
∂h

∂a
= O

(
1

µn

)
.

Recall that x2 = F̂ n
t,a (x1, t, a). It follows that

∂x2
∂a

= nλn−1
∂λ

∂a
x1 + λn

∂x1
∂a

= O (nλn) , (3.36)

and
∂y2
∂a

= nµn−1
∂µ

∂a
y1 + µn

∂y1
∂a

= O (n) , (3.37)

where we used that y1 = O (1/µn). As a consequence,

∂A2

∂a
=
∂A

∂x

∂x2
∂a

+
∂A

∂y

∂y2
∂a

+
∂A

∂a
= O (n) .

Similarly the other estimates in the second statement follows. Recall that x3 = F̂N
t,a (x2, t, a).

It follows that
∂x3
∂a

= A2
∂x2
∂a

+B2
∂y2
∂a

+O(1) = O (n) , (3.38)

and
∂y3
∂a

= C2
∂x2
∂a

+D2
∂y2
∂a

+O(1) = O(1), (3.39)

where we used (3.36), (3.37) and that D2 = O (λn/µn), see Lemma 3.26. The third set
of estimates follow. Recall now that x4 = F̂ n

t,a (x3, t, a). It follows that,

∂x4
∂a

= nλn−1
∂λ

∂a
x3 + λn

∂x3
∂a

= O (nλn) , (3.40)

and
∂y4
∂a

= nµn−1
∂µ

∂a
y3 + µn

∂y3
∂a

= O (µn) , (3.41)

where we used (3.38), (3.39) and that y3 = O (1/µn). As a consequence,

∂A4

∂a
=
∂A

∂x

∂x4
∂a

+
∂A

∂y

∂y4
∂a

+
∂A

∂a
= O (µn) .

Similarly the other estimates in the fourth statement follows. Finally, recall that x5 =
F̂N
t,a (x4, t, a). It follows that,

∂x5
∂a

= A4
∂x4
∂a

+B4
∂y4
∂a

+O(1) = O (µn) , (3.42)

and
∂y5
∂a

= C4
∂x4
∂a

+D4
∂y4
∂a

+O(1) = O (µn) , (3.43)

where we used (3.40), (3.41). As before the last set follows.

17



Lemma 3.44. The partial derivative of y3 at the critical point c of Ft,a satisfy the fol-
lowing:

∂y3
∂a

= 1 +O

(
1

µn(t, a)

)
.

Proof. For a = 0, let q3(t, 0) be the point where D(q3, t, 0) = 0. Recall that F̂N
t,0(q3) = q1

where q1 is the tangency at a = 0. Because ∂D(q3, t, 0)/∂y 6= 0, there is a curve trough
q3 transversal to the y-axis where D(x, t, 0) = 0 for all points x in the curve. The
transversality implies that there is a curve D(x, t, a) = 0, transversally intersecting the
y-axis in the point q3(t, a) at the distance of O(1/µn) to the curve D(x, t, 0) = 0, because
(t, a) ∈ Cn. From Lemma 3.26 we know that D2 = O (λn/µn). This implies that the
distance from x2 to this curve is of O (λn/µn). Moreover x2 = O(λn). Hence,

dist (x2, q3(t, 0)) = O

(
1

µn

)
.

Because ∂
(
F̂N
t,0(q3(t, 0))

)
y
/∂a = 1, we get

∂
(
F̂N
t,a(x2)

)
y

∂a
= 1 +O

(
1

µn

)
.

Now (3.39), becomes

∂y3
∂a

= C2
∂x2
∂a

+D2
∂y2
∂a

+ 1 +O

(
1

µn

)
= 1 +O

(
1

µn

)
,

where we also used (3.36), (3.37) and Lemma 3.26.

Proof of Proposition 3.34. Observe that

∂c

∂a
= (DΦ)−1

∂Φ

∂a
.

Let Φ = (Φ1,Φ2). We start by calculating ∂Φ1/∂a. Observe that Φ1 =
(
h−1t,a (x3)− x

)
x
.

As a consequence,

∂Φ1

∂a
=

(
1 +

α3

µn

)
∂x3
∂a

+ β3
∂y3
∂a

+
∂h−1

∂a
= O(n), (3.45)

where we used (3.38) and (3.39). In order to calculate ∂Φ2/∂a we take the a-derivative
of (3.31). Using Lemma 3.35, the partial derivatives of all terms in (3.31) with a factor
λn will give a contribution of O

(
(λµ2)

n)
. We get

∂Φ2

∂a
=

∂

∂a

[
δD2B4µ

2n + δD2D4β5µ
2n + δD2B4α5µ

n
]

+ O
((
λµ2
)n)

.

Using Lemma 3.35 and the fact that D2 = O (λn/µn), see Lemma 3.26, we get

∂Φ2

∂a
= O

(
nµ2n

)
. (3.46)
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Because the determinant of DΦ is proportional to µ3n, see (3.28), we have,

∂c

∂a
= (DΦ)−1

∂Φ

∂a
=

(
O(1) O (1/µ2n)

O (1/µn) O (1/µ3n)

)(
O(n)

O (nµ2n)

)
=

(
O(n)

O (n/µn)

)
,

where we used (3.45) and (3.46). The first two equations follow. Observe that vy =(
h−1t,a (x3)

)
y
. Hence,

∂vy
∂a

=
γ3
µn
∂x3
∂a

+ δ3
∂y3
∂a

+O

(
1

µn

)
= δ3 +O

(
n

µn

)
,

where we used (3.38) and Lemma 3.44. The last statement is an immediate consequence
of the fact that (t, a) ∈ Cn ⊂ Hn.

Lemma 3.47. For n large enough, Hn = Cn.

Proof. Let (t, san(t)) ∈ Cn. Then p(t) = (2, py(t)) ∈ {2}× [δ−, δ+] = HB2(t, san(t))∩R2.
Observe that ∣∣∣(F n+N

(t,san(t))

(
2, δ±

))
x
− 2
∣∣∣ = 1.

As a consequence, by Lemma 3.1, there exists a constant K > 0 such that

1 =
∣∣∣(F n+N

(t,san(t))
(p(t))− F n+N

(t,san(t))

(
δ±
))

x

∣∣∣ ≤ 1

K

∣∣py(t)− δ±∣∣µn.
Hence, ∣∣py(t)− δ±∣∣ ≥ K

µn
. (3.48)

For (t, a) ∈ Hn let ∂±HB(t, a) be the two almost horizontal curves in the boundary of
HB(t, a)∩R2. Notice that ∂±HB are graphs of functions satisfying, by Lemma 12 in [4],

∂

∂a

(
∂±HB

)
= O

(
n

µn

)
, (3.49)

and by Lemma 3.1,
∂

∂x

(
∂±HB

)
= O

(
1

µn

)
. (3.50)

Choose (t, a) ∈ ∂Cn and suppose (t, a) /∈ ∂Hn. Then either c = c(t, a) or v = v(t, a) are
in the boundary of HB(t, a). Because of Proposition 3.34,

|cx − 2| = |vx − 2| = O

(
n

µ2n

)
. (3.51)

Hence,
{c, v} ∩

{
∂+HB ∪ ∂−HB

}
6= ∅. (3.52)

Observe that c(t, san(t)) = v(t, san(t)) = p(t) and by Proposition 3.34,

|c− p(t)|, |v − p(t)| = O

(
n

µ2n

)
. (3.53)
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Consider the case c ∈ ∂+HB. The other cases described in (3.52) can be treated in
exactly the same way. Because of (3.49), (3.50), and (3.51), we get,

|δ+ − c| = O

(
n

µ2n

)
.

This last equation together with (3.48) and (3.53) lead to a contradiction. Namely,

K

µn
≤ |py(t)− δ+| ≤ |p(t)− c|+ |c− (2, δ+)| = O

(
n

µ2n

)
.

Hence (t, a) ∈ ∂Hn and Cn = Hn.

3.4 The normalized map

In this subsection we rescale the domain of the straightened map to unit size. Fix
(t, a) ∈ Hn. Recall that the return map after straightening became

F̃t,a

(
x
y

)
=

(
gt,a(x, y)

x

)
.

In particular, the map x 7→ gt,a(x, cx(t, a)) has a critical point at ct,a = cx(t, a). Similarly
as in Definition 3.12, the point (ct,a, ct,a) is a critical point of F̃t,a in the sense that

F̃t,a

(
ct,a
ct,a

)
=

(
vt,a
ct,a

)
and the image of the horizontal slice at y = ct,a is tangent to the vertical slice at x = vt,a.

Lemma 3.54. For all (t, a) ∈ Hn,

∂vt,a
∂a

= (B4 +D4β5)µ
n(t, a) +O (n) .

In particular,

|vt,a − ct,a| = O

(
1

µn(t, a)

)
.

Proof. Observe that vt,a =
(
h−1t,a (x5)

)
x
. To calculate its a-derivative we improve the

derivatives in the proof of Lemma 3.35. By Lemma 3.44, we get

∂y4
∂a

= nµn−1
∂µ

∂a
y3 + µn

∂y3
∂a

= µn +O (n) .

By this, by (3.40) and by (3.41) we have,

∂x5
∂a

= A4
∂x4
∂a

+B4
∂y4
∂a

+O(1) = B4µ
n +O(n),

and
∂y5
∂a

= C4
∂x4
∂a

+D4
∂y4
∂a

+O(1) = D4µ
n +O(n).

Finally,

∂vt,a
∂a

=

(
1 +

α5

µn

)
∂x5
∂a

+ β5
∂y5
∂a

+O

(
1

µn

)
= (B4 + β5D4)µ

n +O(n).

The last equality follows from the fact that (t, a) ∈ Hn.
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We rewrite

F̃t,a

(
x
y

)
=

(
qt,a(x) + ε̃t,a(x, y)

x

)
where qt,a(x) = gt,a(x, ct,a). Observe that, the domain of qt,a is the simply connected
domain πx

(
σt,a

(
Dct,a

))
= D̃ ⊂ D1. Moreover, because px(t) = cx(t, san(t)) = 2 and

because of Proposition 3.34, we have

|ct,a − 2| = O

(
n

µ2n(t, a)

)
.

In particular, ct,a is exponentially close to the center of D1. Because |vy| = O (1/µn(t, a))
and for every (x, y) ∈ HB(t, a), by Lemma 3.4, |y| = O (1/µn(t, a)) we get

diam
(
F n
t,a(Dct,a)

)
= O

(
1

µn/2(t, a)

)
. (3.55)

In fact, Dct,a ⊂ HB(t, a) with F n+N
t,a

(
Dct,a

)
⊂ HB(t, a). Because πy

(
FN
t,a

(
F n
t,a

(
Dct,a

)))
is contained in a disc of radius 1/µn(t, a) centered in zero and πy

(
FN
t,a

(
F n
t,a (HB(t, a))

))
contains a disc of uniform size centered in zero, the estimate in (3.55) follows. Since
D̃ = πx

(
FN
t,a

(
F n
t,a

(
Dct,a

)))
we have

diam(D̃) = O

(
1

µn/2(t, a)

)
. (3.56)

U

q−1 (V1)

D̃

sK
Dϕ(0) ≈ 1

µn

1
µn/2

1
µ2n

1
µn

1
µ2n > 3s2K2

4Dϕ(0)

(z − c)
2 ϕ

qt,a

D1

D0

V1

D1

Figure 3: The factorization

We will need to introduce a rescaling to bring this domain back to unit size. The
following construction is illustated in Figure 3. We factorize the map qt,a as

qt,a = ϕ
(
(z − ct,a)2

)
(3.57)
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where ϕ : D0 → D1 is univalent and onto and its domain D0 is the image under the map
z 7→ (z − ct,a)2 of D̃. Let V1 ⊂ D1 be the disc or radius 1/2 centered at 2. Consider the
map

qt,a : q−1t,a (V1)→ V1.

Let D1 ⊂ D0 be the disc which is the image under the map z 7→ (z − ct,a)2 of q−1t,a (V1).
Then the restriction ϕ : D1 → V1 has uniformly bounded distortion, because it has
univalent extension up to the unit disc D1.

Observe that q−1t,a (V1) ⊂ D̃ has diameter proportional to the diameter of D̃ which is

proportional to 1/µn/2(t, a), see (3.56). Hence, D1 has diameter proportional to 1/µn(t, a).
Because ϕ has bounded distortion, this implies that Dϕ(0) is proportional to µn(t, a).
Define Kt,a by

vt,a − ct,a =
Kt,a

Dϕ(0)
. (3.58)

and K = maxt,aKt,a. Because of Lemma 3.54, we have that K is uniformly bounded.
Let s > 0 be the unique solution of s+ 1 = s2K/2 and

U =

{
z | |z − ct,a| ≤

sK

Dϕ(0)

}
⊂ q−1t,a (V1).

The image of U under the map z → (z − ct,a)2 is denoted by U2. Observe that U2 is a
round disc, centered around zero, of radius s2K2/Dϕ(0)2. In particular the diameter of
U2 is proportional to 1/µ2n(t, a) and the diameter of ϕ (U2) is proportional to 1/µn(t, a).
This implies that, if z ∈ U2, then using the Koebe Lemma as stated in [1], [2] or [7], we
have

Dϕ(z)

Dϕ(0)
= 1 +O

(
1

µn(t, a)

)
. (3.59)

This implies that, for all z ∈ U2,

ϕ(z) = ϕ(0) +Dϕ(0)

∫ z

0

Dϕ(z)

Dϕ(0)
dz = vt,a +Dϕ(0)z +O

(
1

µ2n(t, a)

)
. (3.60)

In particular ϕ (U2) contains a round disc V centered around vt,a of radius 3s2K2/4Dϕ(0).
Moreover, if z ∈ U ,

|z − vt,a| ≤ |z − ct,a|+ |ct,a − vt,a| ≤
sK

Dϕ(0)
+

K

Dϕ(0)
=

s2K2

2Dϕ(0)
<

3s2K2

4Dϕ(0)
.

Hence,
U ⊂ V ⊂ qt,a(U).

Because sK = 1 +
√

1 + 2K, diam(U)Dϕ(0) = sK ≥ 2 and mod (U, V ) ≥ log (3/2). In
particular the map qt,a : U → V is a quadratic-like map with uniform modulus.

The last step is to rescale the domain U to a finite size. Let α : x→ ct,a + x/Dϕ(0),
Ut,a = α−1 (U) and Vt,a = α−1 (V ). Moreover, let Zt,a : C2 → C2 defined as

Zt,a

(
x
y

)
=

(
α(x)
α(y)

)
.

We define now the domain of the Hénon-like map HFt,a as

Dom(HFt,a) = Ut,a × Ut,a
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and
HFt,a = Z−1t,a ◦ F̃t,a ◦ Zt,a : Dom(HFt,a)→ C× C.

By construction

HFt,a

(
x
y

)
=

(
ft,a(x, y)

x

)
.

Theorem 3.61. For every (t, a) ∈ Hn, there exists νt,a ∈ R such that

HFt,a

(
x
y

)
=

(
ft,a(x, y)

x

)
=

(
x2 + νt,a + εt,a(x, y)

x

)
,

with εt,a(0, 0) = 0 and

|εt,a| = O

(
1

µ(t, a)n

)
.

Moreover, for every y ∈ Ut,a, the map ft,a (·, y) : Ut,a → C is quadratic-like with

Vt,a ⊂ ft,a (Ut,a, y) ,

mod (Ut,a, Vt,a) ≥ log

(
3

2

)
,

and
diam (Ut,a) ≥ 2.

Proof. The construction of HFt,a gives the formula for the y-coordinate. Observe that,
by using (3.60),

ft,a(x, 0) = α−1 ◦ qt,a ◦ α = Dϕ(0)

[
ϕ

([
x

Dϕ(0)

]2)
− ct,a

]

= Dϕ(0)

[
vt,a +

x2

Dϕ(0)
+O

(
1

µ2n

)
− ct,a

]
= x2 + νt,a +O

(
1

µn

)
,

where, by (3.58),
νt,a = Dϕ(0) (vt,a − ct,a) = O(1). (3.62)

By construction, for y = 0, we have Vt,a ⊂ ft,a (Ut,a, 0). Take (x0, y0) ∈ Ut,a × Ut,a and
compare its image with the image of (x0, 0). Let

Zt,a

(
x0
y0

)
=

(
x̃
ỹ

)
and Zt,a

(
x0
0

)
=

(
x̃
ct,a

)
,

then
ỹ =

y0
Dϕ(0)

+ ct,a.

Let (
x
y

)
= σ−1t,a

(
x̃
ỹ

)
and

(
x(0)

y(0)

)
= σ−1t,a

(
x̃
ct,a

)
,
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then
(
x, y
)

and
(
x(0), y(0)

)
are on the same leaf of the almost horizontal foliation and∣∣x− x(0)∣∣ =

y0
Dϕ(0)

. (3.63)

Let (
x2
y2

)
= F n

t,a

(
x
y

)
and

(
x
(0)
2

y
(0)
2

)
= F n

t,a

(
x(0)

y(0)

)
,

then, because of Lemma 3.1, the fact that
(
x2, y2

)
and

(
x
(0)
2 , y

(0)
2

)
are on the same leaf

of the foliation and (3.63), we have

dist

((
x2
y2

)
,

(
x
(0)
2

y
(0)
2

))
= O (λn) ,

where we used that Dϕ(0) is proportional to µn. Let(
x3
y3

)
= FN

t,a

(
x2
y2

)
and

(
x
(0)
3

y
(0)
3

)
= FN

t,a

(
x
(0)
2

y
(0)
2

)
,

then
x3 = x

(0)
3 and y3 − y(0)3 = O (λn) . (3.64)

The next step is to obtain an estimate for the difference of the x coordinates of σt,a
(
x3, y3

)
and σt,a

(
x
(0)
3 , y

(0)
3

)
. This can be estimated by iterating by F n+N

t,a . Lemma 3.1 says

that this map extends distance at most by µn. Let x5 =
(
σt,a

(
x3, y3

))
x

and x
(0)
5 =(

σt,a

(
x
(0)
3 , y

(0)
3

))
x

and we obtain∣∣∣x5 − x(0)5

∣∣∣ = O ((λµ)n) ,

where we used (3.64). Finally, by applying α−1 one obtains

|ft,a(x0, y0)− ft,a(x0, 0)| = O
((
λµ2
)n)

,

where we used that Dϕ(0) is proportional to µn. The proposition follows by recalling
that λµ3 < 1.

4 Monotonicity of the normalized family

In the previous section, we constructed families of normalized maps HFt,a with (t, a) ∈
Hn. In this section we study the dependence of the normalized maps on the parameters.

4.1 Monotonicity in the a direction

Fix t ∈ [−t0, t0] and consider the real-analytic one-parameter family

[−E,E] 3 β 7→ HFβ = HFt,san(t)+β/|µ(t,san(t))|2n .

From Theorem 3.61, we know that

HFβ

(
x
y

)
=

(
x2 + ν + εβ(x, y)

x

)
=

(
fβ(x, y)

x

)
,

where ν is a function of β.
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Theorem 4.1. Fix t ∈ [−t0, t0]. There exists a real-analytic function [−E,E] 3 β 7→
L(β) = Dϕ(0)B4(c)/µ

n 6= 0 such that

∂fβ
∂β

= L(β) +O

(
n

µn(t, san(t))

)
.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 requires the following lemmas. We use the notation of the
previous section.

Lemma 4.2. The mixed partial derivatives at the critical point c of Ft,a satisfy the fol-
lowing.

- ∂2α/∂a∂y, ∂2β/∂a∂y, ∂2γ/∂a∂y, ∂2δ/∂a∂y = O(1),

- ∂2A2/∂a∂y, ∂
2B2/∂a∂y, ∂

2C2/∂a∂y, ∂
2D2/∂a∂y = O(nµn),

- ∂2A4/∂a∂y, ∂
2B4/∂a∂y, ∂

2C4/∂a∂y, ∂
2D4/∂a∂y = O(nµ2n),

- ∂2α5/∂a∂y, ∂
2β5/∂a∂y, ∂

2γ5/∂a∂y, ∂
2δ5/∂a∂y = O(nµ2n).

Proof. The first set of estimates follows by the smoothness of the family of maps ht,a.
For the second set of estimates, observe that, by (3.22) and Lemma 3.35,

∂2x2
∂a∂y

= O (nµn) .

As a consequence,

∂2A2

∂a∂y
=

∂

∂a

[
∂A

∂x

∂x2
∂y

+
∂A

∂y

∂y2
∂y

]
=

∂x2
∂y

[
∂2A

∂x2
∂x2
∂a

+
∂2A

∂y∂x

∂y2
∂a

+
∂2A

∂a∂x

]
+
∂A

∂x

∂2x2
∂a∂y

+
∂y2
∂y

[
∂2A

∂x∂y

∂x2
∂a

+
∂2A

∂y2
∂y2
∂a

+
∂2A

∂a∂y

]
+
∂A

∂y

∂2y2
∂a∂y

= O (nµn) ,

where we also used (3.22), (3.36) and (3.37). Similarly the other estimates in the second
statement follows. For the third set of estimates, observe that, by (3.24) and Lemma 3.35

∂2x4
∂a∂y

= O
(
nµ2n

)
,

and by (3.24), the fact that D2 = O ((λ/µ)n), see Lemma 3.26, we get,

∂x4
∂y

= O ((λµ)n) . (4.3)

As a consequence,

∂2A4

∂a∂y
=

∂x4
∂y

[
∂2A

∂x2
∂x4
∂a

+
∂2A

∂y∂x

∂y4
∂a

+
∂2A

∂a∂x

]
+
∂A

∂x

∂2x4
∂a∂y

+
∂y4
∂y

[
∂2A

∂x∂y

∂x4
∂a

+
∂2A

∂y2
∂y4
∂a

+
∂2A

∂a∂y

]
+
∂A

∂y

∂2y4
∂a∂y

= O
(
nµ2n

)
,
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where we also used (3.40) and (3.41). Similarly the other estimates in the third statement
follows. Finally, by (3.25), Lemma 3.26 and Lemma 3.35,

∂2x5
∂a∂y

= O
(
nµ2n

)
,

and by (3.25), the fact that D2 = O ((λ/µ)n), see Lemma 3.26, we get,

∂x5
∂y

= O ((λµ)n) . (4.4)

As a consequence,

∂2α5

∂a∂y
= O

(
nµ2n

)
,

where we also used (3.42) and (3.43). Similarly the other estimates in the last statement
follows.

The following lemma refers to the function Φ. Recall that Φ2 is the second component
of Φ and φ22 = ∂Φ2/∂y, see (3.28).

Lemma 4.5. Let (t, a) ∈ Hn. Then,

d (φ22)

da
= O

(
µ4n
)
.

Proof. We calculate d (φ22)/da = ∂2Φ2/∂a∂y using (3.31). Observe that, by Lemma 3.35,
Lemma 3.21 and Lemma 4.2, the terms in (3.31) containing a λn will contribute to the
estimate of the a-derivative of φ22 with an order of at most (λµ4)

n
. Hence,

d (φ22)

da
=

∂2

∂a∂y

[
δD2B4µ

2n + δD2D4β5µ
2n + δD2B4α5µ

n
]

+O
((
λµ4
)n)

.

Observe that the mixed partial derivatives of the coefficients of µ2n, µn are of the same
order. Hence,

d (φ22)

da
= O

(
∂2

∂a∂y

[
δD2B4µ

2n + δD2D4β5µ
2n
])

+O
((
λµ4
)n)

.

Because D2 = O ((λ/µ)n), see Lemma 3.26, Lemma 3.35, Lemma 3.21 and Lemma 4.2
all the terms which do not involve a partial derivative of D2, give a contribution of order
at most (nλµ3)

n
. Hence

d (φ22)

da
= O

(
∂

∂a

[
δ
∂D2

∂y
B4µ

2n + δ
∂D2

∂y
D4β5µ

2n

])
+ O

(
∂

∂y

[
δ
∂D2

∂a
B4µ

2n + δ
∂D2

∂a
D4β5µ

2n

])
+O

((
λµ4
)n)

.

Observe that, by (4.3) and (4.4), we have ∂B4/∂y, ∂D4/∂y, ∂β5/∂y = O ((λµ)n). Using
Lemma 3.35, Lemma 3.21 and Lemma 4.2 we reduce to

d (φ22)

da
= O

(
∂

∂a

[
δ
∂D2

∂y
B4µ

2n + δ
∂D2

∂y
D4β5µ

2n

])
+O

(
nµ3n

)
.

The lemma follows by applying again Lemma 3.35, Lemma 3.21 and Lemma 4.2.
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The following lemma refers to the univalent function ϕ introduced in (3.57).

Lemma 4.6. Let (t, a) ∈ Hn. Then

d (Dϕ(0))

dβ
= O (1) .

Proof. Let (t, a) ∈ Hn and observe that the map F̃t,a takes the horizontal segment y = ct,a
to a curve which is tangent to the vertical segment x = vt,a. The tangency occurs in the
point (vt,a, ct,a). The curve near the tangency point is given by

x = Q̃y2 +O
(
y3
)
,

with coordinates centered at the tangency point and Q̃ 6= 0. Recall that F̃t,a restricted
to y = ct,a is given by q(x) = ϕ(x − ct,a)2, see (3.57). We describe now this map with
coordinates in a domain centered around ct,a and in the image around vt,a. Then,

Q̃x2 +O(x3) = ϕ(x2) = Dϕ(0)x2 +O(x4),

where we used (3.60). Hence,
Dϕ(0) = Q̃. (4.7)

In order to determine Q̃, consider the point x = (cx, cy + ∆y) where (cx, cy) is the critical
point of Ft,a and ∆y is small. Then,

σt,a(x) = (ct,a + ∆s, cx) ,

and
σt,a

(
F n+N
t,a (x)

)
= (vt,a +X (∆y) , ct,a + ∆s) ,

where (vt,a +X (∆y) , ct,a + ∆s) is a point on the graph of F̃t,a restricted to the line
y = ct,a. As a consequence,

Q̃ (∆s)2 +O
(
(∆s)3

)
= X (∆y) =

∂X

∂y
(c)∆y +

∂2X

∂y2
(c) (∆y)2 +O

(
(∆y)3

)
= Φ2(c)∆y +

∂Φ2

∂y
(c) (∆y)2 +O

(
(∆y)3

)
= φ22 (∆y)2 +O

(
(∆y)3

)
,

where we used that c is the critical point, Φ2 is the second component of Φ and φ22 =
∂Φ2/∂y, see (3.28). From this and (4.7) we get

Dϕ(0) = φ22

(
dy

ds

)2

. (4.8)

We are now ready to estimate the a-derivative of Dϕ(0). Observe that, using the notation
from the previous section, we have (ct,a + ∆s) =

(
h−1t,a (x3)

)
x

and by (3.23),

ds

dy
=

(
1 +

α3

µn

)
(B2δµ

n + A2βλ
n) + β3 (D2δµ

n + C2βλ
n) .
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It follows, using Lemma 3.26, that

dy

ds
=

1

B2δµn
+O

(
1

µ2n

)
. (4.9)

Using the above expression for ds/dy and Lemma 3.35,

∂

∂a

(
ds

dy

)
= O (nµn) . (4.10)

Using

0 =
∂

∂a

(
ds

dy

dy

ds

)
=
dy

ds

∂

∂a

(
ds

dy

)
+
ds

dy

∂

∂a

(
dy

ds

)
,

(4.9) and (4.10) we have
∂

∂a

(
dy

ds

)
= O

(
n

µn

)
. (4.11)

By taking the a-derivative of (4.8) and using Lemma 4.5, (3.33), (4.9), (4.11), the fact
that da/dβ = 1/µ2n(t, san(t)) and µ2n(t, a)/µ2n(t, san(t)) = 1 + O(n/µn(t, san(t))), the
lemma follows.

Lemma 4.12. For all x ∈ σ−1 ◦ Z (Dom (HFβ)),

|x− c| = O (1/µn) ,

D2(x) = O (1/µn) ,

D4(x) = O (1/µn) ,

B4(x) = B4(c) +O (1/µn) .

Proof. Take x0 ∈ Dom (HFβ) and compare its image with the image of (0, 0). Let
Z (x0) = x̃ and Z(0, 0) = x̃(0). Because Z contracts distances by O (1/µn) we get∣∣x̃− x̃(0)∣∣ , ∣∣∣F̃ (x̃)− F̃

(
x̃(0)
)∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣F̃ 2 (x̃)− F̃ 2

(
x̃(0)
)∣∣∣ = O

(
1

µn

)
. (4.13)

Let x = (x, y) = σ−1 (x̃), x(0) = σ−1
(
x̃(0)
)

= (cx, cy). Because x ∈ HB, we have that y is
proportional to 1/µn. Hence, by (4.13) and the definition of σ, the first estimate follows.

Let x2 = (x2, y2) = F n (x), x
(0)
2 = (x

(0)
2 , y

(0)
2 ) = F n

(
x(0)
)
, x3 = (x3, y3) = FN (x2),

x
(0)
3 = FN

(
x
(0)
2

)
, x4 = (x4, y4) = F n (x3) and x5 = (x5, y5) = FN (x4). By applying F n

to x, x3 and x(0), (4.13) and Lemma 3.1 imply that∣∣∣x2 − x(0)2

∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣x4 − x(0)2

∣∣∣ = O (λn) . (4.14)

Because of (4.13) we have

|x3 − cx| , |x5 − cx| = O

(
1

µn

)
. (4.15)

By (4.14), (4.15) and by taking the preimages under FN of the points x3, x5 and x
(0)
3 we

obtain ∣∣∣y2 − y(0)2

∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣y4 − y(0)2

∣∣∣ = O

(
1

µn

)
. (4.16)
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From (4.14) and (4.16) we get∣∣∣x2 − x(0)2

∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣x4 − x(0)2

∣∣∣ = O

(
1

µn

)
.

Observe that the image of the points x2 and x4 under the linearization h coincides with the
points x2, x4 as introduced before in the real domain. Because h is a diffeomorphism, the
distances are also of the order 1/µn. Finally, since D2(x) = D(x2), D4(x) = D(x4), the
fact that D2(c) = O (λn/µn), see Lemma 3.26, and B4(x) = B(x4) the lemma follows.

Lemma 4.17. For all x ∈ σ−1 ◦ Z (Dom (HFβ)),

∂x5
∂a

(x) = B4(x)µn +O(n).

Proof. Recall that q3 = q3(t, 0) is the point where D(q3, t, 0) = 0 and that FN
t,0(q3) = q1

where q1 is the tangency at a = 0. Because ∂D(q3, t, 0)/∂y 6= 0, there is a curve trough
q3 transversal to the y-axis where D(x, t, 0) = 0 for all points x in the curve. The
transversality implies that there is a curve D(x, t, a) = 0, transversally intersecting the
y-axis in the point q3(t, a) at the distance of O(1/µn), because (t, a) ∈ Hn. From Lemma
4.12 we know that D2(x) = O (1/µn). This implies that the distance from x2 to this
curve is of the O (1/µn). Moreover x2 = O(λn). Hence,

dist (x2, q3) = O

(
1

µn

)
. (4.18)

Because ∂
(
FN
t,0(q3)

)
y
/∂a = 1, we get

∂
(
FN
t,a(x2)

)
y

∂a
= 1 +O

(
1

µn

)
.

Now (3.39), becomes

∂y3
∂a

(x) = C2
∂x2
∂a

+D2
∂y2
∂a

+ 1 +O

(
1

µn

)
= 1 +O

(
n

µn

)
,

where we also used (3.36), (3.37) and Lemma 4.12. Now (3.41), becomes

∂y4
∂a

(x) = µn +O(n),

and (3.42), becomes
∂x5
∂a

(x) = B4(x)µn +O(n),

where we used (3.40).

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let x0 = (x0, y0) ∈ Dom (HFβ), x̃ = (x̃, ỹ) = Z(x0) and x =
(x, y) = σ−1 (x̃) ∈ σ−1 ◦ Z (Dom (HFβ)). Because x̃ = (ct,a, ct,a) + x0/Dϕ(0), using
Proposition 3.34, the fact that Dϕ(0) is proportional to µn, Lemma 4.6 and the fact that
da/dβ = O (1/µ2n) we have

dx̃

dβ
= O

(
n

µ2n

)
, (4.19)

29



and because x = ỹ,
dx

dβ
= O

(
n

µ2n

)
. (4.20)

The estimate for dy/dβ needs some preparation. By (3.19), (4.20), (3.23), (3.38) and the
fact that da/dβ = O (1/µ2n) we have

dx3
dβ

=
∂x3
∂x

dx

dβ
+
∂x3
∂y

dy

dβ
+
∂x3
∂a

da

dβ
= (B2δµ

n +O(λn))
dy

dβ
+O

(
n

µ2n

)
, (4.21)

where, by Remark 3.17, B2 and δ are uniformly away from zero. Similarly, by (3.19),
(4.20), (3.23), (3.39) and Lemma 4.12 we have

dy3
dβ

= O (1)
dy

dβ
+O

(
1

µ2n

)
. (4.22)

Observe now that x̃ = (h−1(x3))x which implies, using (4.21) and (4.22),

dx̃

dβ
=

(
1 +

α3

µn

)[
(B2δµ

n +O(λn))
dy

dβ
+O

(
n

µ2n

)]
+ β3O (1)

dy

dβ
+O

(
1

µ2n

)
= (B2δµ

n +O(1))
dy

dβ
+O

(
n

µ2n

)
.

By (4.19), we get
dy

dβ
= O

(
n

µ3n

)
. (4.23)

Observe now that, by (3.20), Lemma 4.12, (4.20), (3.25), again Lemma 4.12, (4.23) and
Lemma 4.17,

dx5
dβ

=
∂x5
∂x

dx

dβ
+
∂x5
∂y

dy

dβ
+
∂x5
∂a

da

dβ
=
B4(x)

µn
+O

(
n

µ2n

)
. (4.24)

Similarly, by (3.20), Lemma 4.12, (4.20), (3.25), again Lemma 4.12, (4.23) and (3.43)

dy5
dβ

= O

(
n

µ2n

)
. (4.25)

Because
(
F̃ (x̃)

)
x

= (h−1(x5))x, using (4.24) and (4.25)

d
(
F̃ (x̃)

)
x

dβ
=

(
1 +

α5

µn

)[
B4(x)

µn
+O

(
n

µ2n

)]
+ β5O

(
n

µ2n

)
+O

(
∂h−1

∂a

)
1

µ2n

=
B4(x)

µn
+O

(
n

µ2n

)
. (4.26)

Finally observe that

fβ(x0) = α−1
((
F̃ (x̃)

)
x

)
=
((
F̃ (x̃)

)
x
− ct,a

)
Dϕ(0).
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As a consequence,

dfβ(x0)

dβ
= Dϕ(0)

d
(
F̃ (x̃)

)
x

dβ
−Dϕ(0)

∂ct,a
∂a

da

dβ
+
((
F̃ (x̃)

)
x
− ct,a

) dDϕ(0)

dβ

= B4(x)
Dϕ(0)

µn
+O

(
n

µn

)
,

where we used (4.26), the fact that Dϕ(0) is proportional to µn, Proposition 3.34, Lemma

4.6 and the fact that
(
F̃ (x̃)

)
x
∈ α(Ut,a) which has diameter proportional to 1/µn. In

conclusion, using Lemma 4.12,

dfβ
dβ

= B4(c)
Dϕ(0)

µn
+O

(
n

µn

)
,

where B4(c)Dϕ(0)/µn is uniformly bounded away from zero.

4.2 Monotonicity in the t direction

The aim of this subsection is to study the dependence of the normalized map on the t-
parameter. In order to achieve that, we start by calculating the movement of the critical
point while changing the parameter t.

Proposition 4.27. For every (t, a) ∈ Hn,

∂ct,a
∂t

=
∂cx
∂t

=
∂vx
∂t

= O

(
n

µn(t, a)

)
,

∂vt,a
∂t

= B4nµ
n−1∂µ

∂t
y3 +O

(
n

µn(t, a)

)
.

The proof of this proposition needs some preparation. Fix (t, a) ∈ Hn. Let (x, y) ∈
HB(t, a)∩R2 and x = (x, y), x1, x2, x3, x4, x5 as introduced before. Observe that all co-
efficients introduced, α, β, . . . , A2, B2, . . . , α3, β3, . . . , A4, B4, . . . , α5, . . . are all functions
of the point (x, y) ∈ HB(t, a) ∩ R2 and t. We will vary the parameter t.

Lemma 4.28. The coordinate change ht,a restricted to σ−1t,a ◦ Zt,a (Dom (HFt,a)) satisfies

∂ (ht,a)y
∂t

= O

(
1

µ2n(t, a)

)
.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 3.14, write the Taylor expansion of (ht,a)y centered
around the point (2, 0). Then

(ht,a)y = y(1 + xϕx + yϕy).

It follows that
∂ (ht,a)y
∂t

= y

(
x
∂ϕx
∂t

+ y
∂ϕy
∂t

)
= O

(
1

µ2n

)
where we used the first equality in Lemma 4.12 with cx = 2.
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Lemma 4.29. For all x = (x, y) ∈ F n
t,a ◦ σ−1t,a ◦ Zt,a (Dom (HFt,a)),

∂D(x)

∂t
= O

(
1

µn(t, a)

)
,

∂
(
FN
t,a(x)

)
x

∂t
= O

(
1

µn(t, a)

)
,

∂
(
FN
t,a(x)

)
y

∂t
= O

(
1

µ2n(t, a)

)
.

Proof. From the first statement of Lemma 4.12 and the fact that a = O (1/µn), we have

|q3(t)− x| = O

(
1

µn

)
, (4.30)

and by the hypothesis q3(t, 0) = (0, 1)

|1− y| = O

(
1

µn

)
. (4.31)

Moreover, by Lemma 3.14,
|x| = O ((λµ)n) . (4.32)

Observe that D(q3(t, 0), t, 0) = 0 when a = 0. Hence, for every t, ∂D(q3(t, 0), t, 0)/∂t = 0.
The first statement follows by applying (4.30). Write

(
FN
t,a(x)

)
x

in coordinates centered
in the domain around q3 and in the image around q1. One gets(

FN
t,a(x)

)
x

= Ax+By + aH,

where A,B,H are C2 functions. Hence,

∂
(
FN
t,a(x)

)
x

∂t
= O (|x|+ |y|+ |a|) .

The second statement follows. Similarly, write
(
FN
t,a(x)

)
y

in coordinates centered in the

domain around q3 and in the image around q1. One gets(
FN
t,a(x)

)
y

= Cx+Q11x
2 +Q12xy +Q22y

2 + a (1 + V1x+ V2y)

where C,Q11, Q12, Q22, V1, V2 are C2 functions. Hence

∂
(
FN
t,a(x)

)
x

∂t
= O

(
|x|+ |xy|+ |y2|+ |ax|+ |ay|

)
.

The last statement follows by using (4.30), (4.32) and the fact that λµ3 < 1.

Lemma 4.33. The partial derivatives at the critical point c of Ft,a satisfy the following.

- ∂α/∂t, ∂β/∂t, ∂γ/∂t, ∂δ/∂t = O(1),

- ∂A2/∂t, ∂B2/∂t, ∂C2/∂t, ∂D2/∂t = O(n),

- ∂α3/∂t, ∂β3/∂t, ∂γ3/∂t, ∂δ3/∂t = O(n),
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- ∂A4/∂t, ∂B4/∂t, ∂C4/∂t, ∂D4/∂t = O(n),

- ∂α5/∂t, ∂β5/∂t, ∂γ5/∂t, ∂δ5/∂t = O(n).

Proof. The first set of estimates follows by the smoothness of the family of maps ht,a. For
the second set of estimates, observe that, because ht,a(x, 0) = (x, 0) and y = O (1/µn),
we have

∂x1
∂t

= O

(
1

µn

)
,

and by Lemma 4.28,
∂y1
∂t

= O

(
1

µ2n

)
.

Recall that x2 = F̂ n
t,a (x1, t, a). It follows that,

∂x2
∂t

= nλn−1
∂λ

∂t
x1 + λn

∂x1
∂t

= O (nλn) , (4.34)

and
∂y2
∂t

= nµn−1
∂µ

∂t
y1 + µn

∂y1
∂t

= nµn−1
∂µ

∂t
y1 +O

(
1

µn

)
. (4.35)

Observe that, by our initial hypotheses ∂µ/∂t 6= 0 and that y1 is proportional to 1/µn.
As a consequence, ∂y2/∂t is proportional to n. Moreover

∂A2

∂t
=
∂A

∂x

∂x2
∂t

+
∂A

∂y

∂y2
∂t

+
∂A

∂t
= O (n) .

Similarly the other estimates in the second statement follows. Observe that, using Lemma
4.29,

∂D2

∂t
=
∂D

∂y
nµn−1

∂µ

∂t
y1 +O

(
1

µn

)
, (4.36)

and ∂D/∂y 6= 0. Recall that x3 = F̂N
t,a (x2, t, a). By Lemma 4.29,

∂x3
∂t

= A2
∂x2
∂t

+B2
∂y2
∂t

+O

(
1

µn

)
= B2nµ

n−1∂µ

∂t
y1 +O

(
1

µn

)
, (4.37)

and

∂y3
∂t

= C2
∂x2
∂t

+D2
∂y2
∂t

+O

(
1

µ2n

)
= C2

∂x2
∂t

+D2nµ
n−1∂µ

∂t
y1 +D2O

(
1

µn

)
+O

(
1

µ2n

)
(4.38)

= O

(
1

µ2n

)
, (4.39)

where we used (4.34), (4.35) and that D2 = O (λn/µn), see Lemma 3.26. The third set
of estimates follow. Recall now that x4 = F̂ n

t,a (x3, t, a). Hence,

∂x4
∂t

= nλn−1
∂λ

∂t
x3 + λn

∂x3
∂t

= O (nλn) , (4.40)
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and
∂y4
∂t

= nµn−1
∂µ

∂t
y3 + µn

∂y3
∂t

= nµn−1
∂µ

∂t
y3 +O

(
1

µn

)
, (4.41)

where we used (4.37), (4.39). Observe that, by our initial hypotheses ∂µ/∂t 6= 0 and that
y3 is proportional to 1/µn. As a consequence ∂y4/∂t is proportional to n. Hence,

∂A4

∂t
=
∂A

∂x

∂x4
∂t

+
∂A

∂y

∂y4
∂t

+
∂A

∂t
= O (n) .

Similarly the other estimates in the fourth statement follows. Finally, by Lemma 4.29,

∂x5
∂t

= A4
∂x4
∂t

+B4
∂y4
∂t

+O

(
1

µn

)
= B4nµ

n−1∂µ

∂t
y3 +O

(
1

µn

)
, (4.42)

and
∂y5
∂t

= C4
∂x4
∂t

+D4
∂y4
∂t

+O

(
1

µ2n

)
= O

(
n

µn

)
, (4.43)

where we used (4.40), (4.41) and Lemma 4.12. As before the last set follows.

Proof of Proposition 4.27. Observe that

∂c

∂t
= (DΦ)−1

∂Φ

∂t
.

Let Φ = (Φ1,Φ2). We start by calculating ∂Φ1/∂t. Observe that Φ1 =
(
h−1t,a (x3)

)
x
. As a

consequence

∂Φ1

∂t
=

(
1 +

α3

µn

)
∂x3
∂t

+ β3
∂y3
∂t

+
∂
(
h−1t,a
)
x

∂t
= B2nµ

n−1∂µ

∂t
y1 +O

(
n

µn

)
. (4.44)

where we used (4.37) and (4.39). In order to calculate ∂Φ2/∂t we take the t-derivatives
of (3.31). Using Lemma 4.33, the partial derivatives of all terms in (3.31) with a factor
λn will give a contribution of O (n (λµ)n). We get

∂Φ2

∂t
=

∂

∂t

[
δD2B4µ

2n + δD2D4β5µ
2n + δD2B4α5µ

n
]

+ O (n (λµ)n) .

Using Lemma 4.33, (4.36), the fact that D2 = O (λn/µn), see Lemma 3.26 and Lemma
4.12, we get

∂Φ2

∂t
= δB4

∂D

∂y
nµn−1

∂µ

∂t
y1µ

2n +O (nµn) . (4.45)

By (3.29), (3.30), (3.32), (3.33), using Lemma 4.12 and (3.27) we have

DΦ =

( −1 +O(γ) δB2µ
n +O(1)

δB4
∂D2

∂x
µ2n +O(µn) δ2B4

∂D
∂y
µ3n +O(µ2n)

)
,

and

det (DΦ) = −δ2B4
∂D

∂y
µ3n

[
1 +

B2∂D2/∂x

∂D/∂y
−O(γ)

]
= −δ2B4

∂D

∂y
µ3n [1 + χ] ,
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where χ is close to zero, see Lemma 4.12 and Remark 3.16. Moreover

(
(DΦ)−1

)
11

= −
[

1 +O(1/µn)

1 + χ

]
(
(DΦ)−1

)
12

=
B2

δB4∂D/∂y

1

µ2n

[
1 +O(1/µn)

1 + χ

]
.

As a consequence, using (4.44) and (4.45) a cancellation happens and leads to

∂cx
∂t

=
∂ct,a
∂t

=
∂vx
∂t

=
(
(DΦ)−1

)
11

∂Φ1

∂t
+
(
(DΦ)−1

)
12

∂Φ2

∂t
= O

(
n

µn

)
.

The first equation follows. Observe that vt,a =
(
h−1t,a (x5)

)
x
. Hence

∂vt,a
∂t

=

(
1 +

α5

µn

)
∂x5
∂t

+ β5
∂y5
∂t

+O

(
1

µn

)
= B4nµ

n−1∂µ

∂t
y3 +O

(
n

µn

)
,

where we used (4.42) and (4.43).

We are now ready to state the main theorem on the monotonicity of the normalized
family in the t direction.

Theorem 4.46. Fix (t, a) ∈ Hn. There exists a real-analytic function M : Hn → R
which is bounded away from zero,

M(t, a) =
Dϕ(0)B4(c)y3

µ

∂µ

∂t
,

such that
∂ft,a
∂t

= M(t, a)nµn(t, a) +O (n) .

The proof of Theorem 4.46 requires the following lemmas. We use the notation of the
previous section.

Lemma 4.47. The mixed partial derivatives at the critical point c of Ft,a satisfy the
following.

- ∂2α/∂t∂y, ∂2β/∂t∂y, ∂2γ/∂t∂y, ∂2δ/∂t∂y = O(1),

- ∂2A2/∂t∂y, ∂
2B2/∂t∂y, ∂

2C2/∂t∂y, ∂
2D2/∂t∂y = O(nµn(t, a)),

- ∂2A4/∂t∂y, ∂
2B4/∂t∂y, ∂

2C4/∂t∂y, ∂
2D4/∂t∂y = O(nµ2n(t, a)),

- ∂2α5/∂a∂y, ∂
2β5/∂a∂y, ∂

2γ5/∂a∂y, ∂
2δ5/∂a∂y = O(nµ2n(t, a)).

Proof. The first set of estimates follows by the smoothness of the family of maps ht,a.
For the second set of estimates, observe that, by (3.22) and Lemma 4.33

∂2x2
∂t∂y

= O (nµn) .
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As a consequence,

∂2A2

∂t∂y
=

∂

∂t

[
∂A

∂x

∂x2
∂y

+
∂A

∂y

∂y2
∂y

]
=

∂x2
∂y

[
∂2A

∂x2
∂x2
∂t

+
∂2A

∂y∂x

∂y2
∂t

+
∂2A

∂t∂x

]
+
∂A

∂x

∂2x2
∂t∂y

+
∂y2
∂y

[
∂2A

∂x∂y

∂x2
∂t

+
∂2A

∂y2
∂y2
∂t

+
∂2A

∂t∂y

]
+
∂A

∂y

∂2y2
∂t∂y

= O (nµn) ,

where we also used (3.22), (4.34) and (4.35). Similarly the other estimates in the second
statement follows. For the third set of estimates, observe that, by (3.24) and Lemma 4.33

∂2x4
∂t∂y

= O
(
nµ2n

)
,

and by (3.24), the fact that D2 = O ((λ/µ)n), see Lemma 3.26, we get

∂x4
∂y

= O ((λµ)n) .

As a consequence,

∂2A4

∂t∂y
=

∂x4
∂y

[
∂2A

∂x2
∂x4
∂t

+
∂2A

∂y∂x

∂y4
∂t

+
∂2A

∂t∂x

]
+
∂A

∂x

∂2x4
∂t∂y

+
∂y4
∂y

[
∂2A

∂x∂y

∂x4
∂t

+
∂2A

∂y2
∂y4
∂t

+
∂2A

∂t∂y

]
+
∂A

∂y

∂2y4
∂t∂y

= O
(
nµ2n

)
,

where we also used (4.40) and (4.41). Similarly the other estimates in the third statement
follows. Finally, by (3.25), Lemma 3.26 and Lemma 4.33

∂2x5
∂t∂y

= O
(
nµ2n

)
,

and by (3.25), the fact that D2 = O ((λ/µ)n), see Lemma 3.26, we get

∂x5
∂y

= O ((λµ)n) .

As a consequence,

∂2α5

∂t∂y
= O

(
nµ2n

)
,

where we also used (4.42) and (4.43). Similarly the other estimates in the last statement
follows.

The following lemma refers to the function Φ. Recall that Φ2 is the second component
of Φ and φ22 = ∂Φ2/∂y, see (3.28).
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Lemma 4.48. Let (t, a) ∈ Hn. Then

d (φ22)

dt
= O

(
nµ3n(t, a)

)
.

Proof. We calculate d (φ22)/dt = ∂2Φ2/∂t∂y using (3.31). Observe that, by Lemma 4.33,
Lemma 3.21 and Lemma 4.47, the terms in (3.31) containing a λn will contribute to the
estimate of the t-derivative of φ22 with an order of at most (λµ3)

n
. Hence,

d (φ22)

dt
=

∂2

∂t∂y

[
δD2B4µ

2n + δD2D4β5µ
2n + δD2B4α5µ

n
]

+O
(
n
(
λµ3
)n)

.

Observe that the mixed partial derivatives of the coefficients of µ2n, µn are of the same
order. Hence,

d (φ22)

dt
= O

(
∂2

∂t∂y

[
δD2B4µ

2n + δD2D4β5µ
2n
])

+O
(
n
(
λµ3
)n)

.

Because D2 = O ((λ/µ)n), see Lemma 3.26, Lemma 4.33, Lemma 3.21 and Lemma 4.47
all the terms which do not involve a partial derivative of D2, give a contribution of order
at most n (λµ3)

n
. Hence,

d (φ22)

dt
= O

(
∂

∂t

[
δ
∂D2

∂y
B4µ

2n + δ
∂D2

∂y
D4β5µ

2n

])
+ O

(
∂

∂y

[
δ
∂D2

∂t
B4µ

2n + δ
∂D2

∂t
D4β5µ

2n

])
+O

(
n
(
λµ3
)n)

.

Observe that, by (4.3) and (4.4), we have ∂B4/∂y, ∂D4/∂y, ∂β5/∂y = O ((λµ)n). Using
Lemma 4.33, Lemma 3.21 and Lemma 4.47 we reduce to

d (φ22)

dt
= O

(
∂

∂t

[
δ
∂D2

∂y
B4µ

2n + δ
∂D2

∂y
D4β5µ

2n

])
+O

(
nµ3n

)
.

The lemma follows by applying again Lemma 4.33, Lemma 3.21 and Lemma 4.47.

The following lemma refers to the univalent function ϕ introduced in (3.57).

Lemma 4.49. Let (t, a) ∈ Hn. Then

d (Dϕ(0))

dt
= O (nµn(t, a)) .

Proof. Let (t, a) ∈ Hn. Following the notation as in the proof of Lemma 4.6, by (4.8) we
have

Dϕ(0) = φ22

(
dy

ds

)2

. (4.50)

We are now ready to estimate the t-derivative of Dϕ(0). Recall that (ct,a + ∆s) =(
h−1t,a (x3)

)
x

and by (3.23),

ds

dy
=

(
1 +

α3

µn

)
(δB2µ

n + A2βλ
n) + β3 (D2δµ

n + C2βλ
n) .
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Using the above expression for ds/dy and Lemma 4.33,

∂

∂t

(
ds

dy

)
= O (nµn) . (4.51)

Using

0 =
∂

∂t

(
ds

dy

dy

ds

)
=
dy

ds

∂

∂t

(
ds

dy

)
+
ds

dy

∂

∂t

(
dy

ds

)
,

(4.9) and (4.51) we have
∂

∂t

(
dy

ds

)
= O

(
n

µn

)
. (4.52)

By taking the t-derivative of (4.8) and using Lemma 4.48, (3.33), (4.9), and (4.52) the
lemma follows.

Lemma 4.53. For all x ∈ σ−1t,a ◦ Zt,a (Dom (HFt,a)),

∂x5
∂t

(x) = B4(x)nµn−1(t, a)
∂µ

∂t
(y3 + µn(t, a)D2 (x) y1) +O

(
1

µn(t, a)

)
.

Proof. By (4.38),

∂y3
∂t

(x) = C2
∂x2
∂t

+D2nµ
n−1∂µ

∂t
y1+D2O

(
1

µn

)
+O

(
1

µ2n

)
= D2(x)nµn−1

∂µ

∂t
y1+O

(
1

µ2n

)
,

where we also used (4.34), and Lemma 4.12. Now (4.41), becomes

∂y4
∂t

(x) = nµn−1
∂µ

∂t
(y3 + µnD2 (x) y1) +O

(
1

µn

)
,

and (4.42), becomes

∂x5
∂t

(x) = B4(x)nµn−1
∂µ

∂t
(y3 + µnD2 (x) y1) +O

(
1

µn

)
,

where we used (4.40).

Proof of Theorem 4.46. Let x0 = (x0, y0) ∈ Dom (HFt,a), x̃ = (x̃, ỹ) = Zt,a(x0) and
x = (x, y) = σ−1t,a (x̃) ∈ σ−1t,a ◦ Zt,a (Dom (HFt,a)). Because x̃ = (ct,a, ct,a) + x0/Dϕ(0),
using Proposition 4.27, the fact that Dϕ(0) is proportional to µn and Lemma 4.49 we
have

dx̃

dt
= O

(
n

µn

)
, (4.54)

and because x = ỹ,
dx

dt
= O

(
n

µn

)
. (4.55)

The estimate for dy/dt needs some preparation. By (3.19), (4.55), (3.23) and (4.37) we
have

dx3
dt

=
∂x3
∂x

dx

dt
+
∂x3
∂y

dy

dt
+
∂x3
∂t

= (δB2µ
n +O(λn))

dy

dt
+B2nµ

n−1∂µ

∂t
y1 +O

(
n

µn

)
, (4.56)
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where B2 and δ as uniformly away from zero, see Remark 3.17. Similarly, by (3.19),
(4.55), (3.23), (4.38) we have

dy3
dt

= O (1)
dy

dt
+O

(
n

µ2n

)
, (4.57)

where we also used Lemma 4.12. Observe now that x̃ = (h−1(x3))x which implies, using
(4.56) and (4.57),

dx̃

dt
=

(
1 +

α3

µn

)(
(δB2µ

n +O(λn))
dy

dt
+B2nµ

n−1∂µ

∂t
y1 +O

(
n

µn

))
+O(1)

dy

dt

= (δB2µ
n +O(1))

dy

dt
+B2nµ

n−1∂µ

∂t
y1 +O

(
n

µn

)
.

By (4.54), we get
dy

dt
= −ny1

δµ

∂µ

∂t

(
1 +O

(
1

µn

))
. (4.58)

Observe now that, by (3.20), Lemma 4.12, (4.55), (3.25), again Lemma 4.12, (4.58) and
Lemma 4.53,

dx5
dt

=
∂x5
∂x

dx

dt
+
∂x5
∂y

dy

dt
+
∂x5
∂t

= B4µ
2n

(
δD2 +O

((
λ

µ

)n))(
−ny1
δµ

∂µ

∂t

(
1 +O

(
1

µn

)))
+ B4nµ

n−1∂µ

∂t
(y3 + µnD2y1) +O

(
n

µn

)
= B4nµ

n−1∂µ

∂t
y3 +O

(
n

µn

)
. (4.59)

Similarly, by (3.20), Lemma 4.12, (4.55), (3.25), again Lemma 4.12, (4.58) and (4.43)

dy5
dt

= O

(
n

µn

)
. (4.60)

Because
(
F̃t,a(x̃)

)
x

=
(
h−1t,a (x5)

)
x
, using (4.59) and (4.60)

d
(
F̃t,a(x̃)

)
x

dt
=

(
1 +

α5

µn

)[
B4nµ

n−1∂µ

∂t
y3 +O

(
n

µn

)]
+O

(
n

µn

)
= B4nµ

n−1∂µ

∂t
y3 +O

(
n

µn

)
. (4.61)

Finally observe that

ft,a(x0) = α−1
((
F̃ (x̃)

)
x

)
=
((
F̃ (x̃)

)
x
− ct,a

)
Dϕ(0).

As a consequence,

dft,a(x0)

dt
= Dϕ(0)

d
(
F̃ (x̃)

)
x

dt
−Dϕ(0)

∂ct,a
∂t

+
((
F̃ (x̃)

)
x
− ct,a

) dDϕ(0)

dt

= Dϕ(0)B4(x)nµn−1
∂µ

∂t
y3 +O(n),
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where we used (4.61), the fact that Dϕ(0) is proportional to µn, Proposition 4.27, Lemma

4.49 and the fact that
(
F̃ (x̃)

)
x
∈ α(Ut,a) which has diameter proportional to 1/µn. In

conclusion, using Lemma 4.12,

dft,a
dt

= Dϕ(0)B4(c)nµ
n−1∂µ

∂t
y3(c) +O(n),

where B4(c)Dϕ(0)y3(c)∂µ/∂t is uniformly bounded away from zero.

5 The period doubling curve

In this section we prove the existence of a curve PDn contained in the strip Hn such
that, each map corresponding to a parameter point in PDn has a period doubling Cantor
attractor. We start by recalling the following definition.

Definition 5.1. Let M be a manifold and f : M →M . An invariant Cantor set A ⊂M
is called a period doubling Cantor attractor of f if f |A is conjugated to a 2-adic adding
machine and there is a neighborhood M ⊃ U ⊃ A such that the orbit of almost every
point in U accumulates at A.

Remark 5.2. A period doubling Cantor attractor has zero topological entropy. It car-
ries a unique invariant probability measure. Strongly dissipative Hénon-like maps at the
boundary of chaos have period doubling Cantor attractors, see [11].

We define the period doubling locus PDn as,

PDn = {(t, a) ∈ Hn | HFt,a has a period doubling Cantor attractor} .

Proposition 5.3. Let F : P ×M → M be a real-analytic two dimensional unfolding of
a map f with a strong homoclinic tangency, then the period doubling locus PDn contains
the graph of a real-analytic function [−t0, t0] 3 t 7→ PDn(t) ∈ R. Moreover

dPDn

dt
= − n

µn+1(t, a)

∂µ

∂t
+O

(
n

µ2n(t, a)

)
.

The proof of Proposition 5.3 needs some preparation. Denote the disk of radius 2
centered at 0 by D2. Let Y be the vector space of holomorphic and real symmetric
functions ε : D2 × D2 → D with ε(0, 0) = 0. Y is equipped with the C0 norm.

A Hénon-like map is a map HF : [−2, 2]2 → R2 of the form

HF

(
x
y

)
=

(
x2 + ν + ε(x, y)

x

)
, (5.4)

where ν ∈ R and ε ∈ Y . The space of Hénon-like maps is H = R× Y . Observe that the
maps defined in Theorem 3.61 are inH. In particular the setHn defines a two-dimensional
family in H.

In the space of Hénon-like maps, there exists a codimension one manifold PD of maps
which have a period doubling Cantor attractor, see [11]. In particular the degenerate
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Hénon family is transversal to the PD manifold. This manifold is locally the graph of a
real-analytic function

Ch : Yρ → R

where Yρ = {ε ∈ Y | |ε| ≤ ρ} with ρ sufficiently small. In particular,

HF = (ν, ε) ∈ PD ∩ (R× Yρ) ⇐⇒ ν − Ch(ε) = 0.

Observe that the maps defined in Theorem 3.61 are in Hρ = R × Yρ. In particular the
set Hn defines a two-dimensional family in Hρ.

Lemma 5.5. There exists an E > 0 such that, for n large enough and every t ∈ [−t0, t0],
the family

[−E,E] 3 β 7→ HFβ = HFt,san(t)+β/|µ(t,an(t))|2n

contains HF0 with entropy 0 and HF−E with entropy at least log 2.

Proof. The degenerate Hénon map (x, y) 7→ (x2, x) has a sink at (0, 0) and entropy
zero. Because this is an open condition, for n large, HF0 being arbitrarily close to this
degenerate Hénon map has also entropy zero.

The degenerate Hénon map (x, y) 7→ (x2 + ν, x), with ν ≤ −3 has a horseshoe and in
particular it has entropy log 2. Let

E =
4

min∪n>0Hn (B4(c)Dϕ(0)/µn)
. (5.6)

Observe that E is a positive finite number because B4(c) is uniformly away from zero, see
Remark 3.17 and Dϕ(0) is proportional to µn. From (5.8), ν−E ≤ −3 and in particular,
for n large enough, HF−E has entropy at least log 2.

Lemma 5.7. The family
Hn 3 (t, a) 7→ HFt,a ∈ Hρ

is transversal to PD and intersects PD in a single curve.

Proof. Fix (t, a) ∈ Hn. From (3.62), we get

∂νt,a
∂a

=
∂Dϕ(0)

∂a
(vt,a − ct,a) +Dϕ(0)

(
∂vt,a
∂a
− ∂ct,a

∂a

)
,

and by Lemma 4.6, Proposition 3.34, Lemma 3.54, we get

∂νt,a
∂a

= Dϕ(0)B4(c)µ
n +O(µn). (5.8)

As a consequence,
∂εt,a
∂a

=
∂ft,a
∂β

∂β

∂a
− ∂νt,a

∂a
= O(nµn), (5.9)

where we used Theorem 4.1. Fix t ∈ [−t0, t0] and consider the family [−E,E] 3 β 7→
HFβ = (νβ, εβ) ∈ Hρ. The function

[−E,E] 3 β 7→ νβ − Ch(εβ) ∈ R
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is strictly monotone, because

∂

∂β
(νβ − Ch(εβ)) =

Dϕ(0)B4(c)

µn
+O

(
n

µn

)
6= 0,

where we used (5.8), (5.9) and the fact that ∂a/∂β is proportional to 1/µ2n. This means
that the curve β 7→ HFβ is transversal to the level set of ν − Ch(ε). In particular, the
preimage of a level set of ν − Ch(ε) is the graph of a function over the t-axes.

From Lemma 5.5, we know that HF0 has entropy zero and HF−E has entropy at least
log 2. The PD manifold in Hρ is the graph of the function Ch. Hence, Hρ \ PD has
two connected components, one containing HF0 and the other HF−E. In particular there
exists a unique β∞ such that HFβ∞ ∈ PD. In particular, the two dimensional family
HFt,a intersects PD transversally in a single curve.

Proof of Proposition 5.3. Consider the preimage of PD under the family Hn 3 (t, a) 7→
HFt,a. By Lemma 5.7 and its proof, this preimage is the graph of a real-analytic function
and it is contained in PDn. Abusing the notation we denote this function by [−t0, t0] 7→
PDn(t). Moreover by (3.62), we get

∂νt,a
∂t

=
∂Dϕ(0)

∂t
(vt,a − ct,a) +Dϕ(0)

(
∂vt,a
∂t
− ∂ct,a

∂t

)
,

and by Lemma 4.49, Proposition 4.27, Lemma 3.54, we get,

∂νt,a
∂t

= Dϕ(0)B4nµ
n−1∂µ

∂t
y3 +O(n). (5.10)

As a consequence,
∂εt,a
∂t

=
∂ft,a
∂t
− ∂νt,a

∂t
= O(n), (5.11)

where we used Theorem 4.46. For every t ∈ [−t0, t0], one has

νt,PDn(t) − Ch
(
εt,PDn(t)

)
= 0.

Hence,

0 =
∂ν

∂t
+
∂ν

∂a

dPDn

dt
−DCh

(
∂ε

∂t
+
∂ε

∂a

dPDn

dt

)
,

and by using (5.8), (5.9), (5.10), (5.11) we have

dPDn

dt
= −n

µ

∂µ

∂t
y3 +O

(
n

µ2n(t, a)

)
.

Observe that, using (4.31), y3 = 1/µn(y4) = 1/µn (1 +O(1/µn)). The proposition follows.

6 Coexistence of non-periodic attractors

In this section we prove that each real-analytic two-dimensional unfolding contains count-
ably many maps with two period doubling Cantor attractors as well as countably many
maps with finitely many sinks and two period doubling Cantor attractors.
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PDn Hn

a ≡ 0

bn,n0

PD
(n,n0)
m

bn,n0+1

PD
(n,n0+1)
m

Figure 4: Intersections of curves of period doubling attractors

Theorem 6.1. Let F : P ×M → M be a real-analytic two dimensional unfolding of a
map f with a strong homoclinic tangency, then there exists a countable set 2PD ⊂ P,
such that, each map in 2PD has two period doubling Cantor attractors. The homoclinic
tangency persists along a curve in P and it is contained in the closure of 2PD.

Proof. By Proposition 4 in [4], each Hn contains finitely many curves which are graphs
of functions bn,n0 : [t−n,n0

, t+n,n0
] 7→ R. The maps corresponding to points in these curves

have a secondary homoclinic tangency. Moreover, for all E > 0 and for n large enough,

bn,n0(t
+
n,n0

) = san(t) +
E

|µ(t, san(t))|2n and bn,n0(t
−
n,n0

) = san(t)− E

|µ(t, san(t))|2n .

As consequence, each curve bn,n0 crosses the strip Hn and in particular the curve PDn.
Let

Pn,n0 =

{
(t, a) ∈ [−t0, t0]× [−a0, a0] | t ∈

[
t−n,n0

, t+n,n0

]
, |a− san(t)| ≤ E

|µ(t, san(t))|2n
}
.

Proposition 5 in [4] says that F : Pn,n0 × M 7→ M can be reparametrized to become
an unfolding. We apply now the previous sections to the restricted unfoldings and we
get new curves PD

(n,n0)
m , corresponding to maps with a period doubling Cantor attractor

which, for m large enough, accumulate to the curves bn,n0 , see Proposition 5.3. Because

the curves bn,n0 intersect the curve PDn, then also the curves PD
(n,n0)
m intersect PDn and

the intersection points correspond to maps with 2 period doubling Cantor attractors, see
Figure 4. Finally, by Proposition 3 in [4], the distance between Pn,n0 and Pn,n0+1 is of
the order 1/n. Hence, the tangency curve at a = 0 is contained in the closure of the set
of maps with two period doubling Cantor attractors.

Theorem 6.2. Fix S ∈ N. Let F : P ×M → M be a real-analytic two dimensional
unfolding of a map f with a strong homoclinic tangency, then there exists a countable
set S2PD ⊂ P, such that, each map in S2PD has at least S sinks and two period
doubling Cantor attractors. The homoclinic tangency persists along a curve in P and it
is contained in the closure of S2PD.

Proof. This is a consequence of Theorem A in [4] and Theorem 6.1. It is enough to stop
the inductive procedure in the proof of Theorem A in [4] at the step S. At this moment
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there are boxes PSn,n0
⊂ P which are crossed diagonally by curves of secondary homoclinic

tangencies, bSn,n0
. The family restricted to each of these boxes, PSn,n0

, is an unfolding of
a map with a strong homoclinic tangency given by the curve bSn,n0

and all maps in PSn,n0

have at least S sinks, see Proposition 5 in [4]. By applying Theorem 6.1 to each of these
restricted families, we find countable sets S2PDn,n0 ⊂ PSn,n0

consisting of maps with at
least S sinks and two period doubling Cantor attractors. The closure of each S2PDn,n0

contains the curve of secondary tangencies bSn,n0
. Because, by Proposition 3 in [4], the

distance between PSn,n0
and PSn,n0+1 is of the order 1/n the set S2PD = ∪n,n0S2PDn,n0

contains in its closure the tangency curve at a = 0.

7 Laminations of multiple attractors

We are now ready to prove the coexistence of multiple attractors and study their stabil-
ity. In families with at least three parameters, we construct maps with several period
doubling Cantor attractors as well as maps with sinks and period doubling Cantor at-
tractors forming laminations. We split the discussion in two subsections in which the
main theorems and their meanings are carefully presented.

7.1 Laminations in general unfoldings

In higher dimensional families with a two dimensional section which is an unfolding of
a homoclinic tangency, the sinks and the two period doubling attractors constructed in
Theorem 6.1, they start to move simultaneously creating codimension two laminations,
see Theorem 7.3. The leafs of the laminations are real-analytic and they have uniform
positive diameter. The same phenomenon holds for the finitely many sinks and the two
period doubling Cantor attractors constructed in Theorem 6.2, see Theorem 7.11.

Given a two-dimensional family F which is an unfolding of a map with a strong ho-
moclinic tangency, recall that there exist curves PDn, in parameter space, corresponding
to maps with one period doubling Cantor attractor. Furthermore, from the proof of The-
orem 6.1, for every n large enough, there are finitely many curves bn,n0 consisting of maps
with secondary tangencies and they cross the curve PDn. The curves bn,n0 are accumu-

lated by new period doubling curves PD
(n,n0)
m . In the next proposition we compare the

angle of the curves bn,n0 and PD
(n,n0)
m with the angle of the curve PDn.

Proposition 7.1. The curves bn,n0 and PD
(n,n0)
m cross the curve PDn transversally and

the angle is larger than V nµ
−3n/2
min where V is a uniform constant and µmin = min(t,a) |µ(t, a)|.

Proof. By Proposition 4 in [4],

dbn,n0

dt
= − n

µn+1

∂µ

∂t
+ Vt,anλ

θn +O
(
|λ|θn

)
,

where Vt,a is uniformly away from zero, 0 < θ < 1/2 and |λ|2θ|µ|3 > 1. In particular, by
Proposition 5.3, the curve bn,n0 crosses the curve PDn transversally and the angle is larger

than, V nµ−3n/2 where V is a uniform constant. Because, for m large, the curve PD
(n,n0)
m

is C1 close to bn,n0 , see Proposition 5.3, the same angle estimate holds for PD
(n,n0)
m and

the transversality with PDn follows.
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Remark 7.2. Observe that, by Proposition 7.1, the angle formed by the intersection of
PD

(n,n0)
m with the curve PDn is larger than V nµ

−3n/2
min , for n ≥ n0. By Remark 10 in [4],

n0 and V are locally constant, i.e. they depends continuously on the family.

Theorem 7.3. Let M , P and T be real-analytic manifolds and F : (P × T )×M → M
a real-analytic family with dim(P) = 2 and dim(T ) ≥ 1. If there exists τ0 ∈ T such
that F0 : (P × {τ0}) ×M → M is an unfolding of a map fτ0 with a strong homoclinic
tangency, then for k = 1, 2, there exists a codimension k lamination of maps with at
least k period doubling Cantor attractors which persist along the leafs. The homoclinic
tangency persists along a global codimension one manifold in P × T and this tangency
locus is contained in the closure of the lamination. Moreover, the leafs of the lamination
are real-analytic and they have a uniform positive diameter.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that P×T = [−1, 1]2× [−1, 1]r−2 where
r = dim(P × T ). A point in parameter space is given by (t, a, τ) and a = 0 corresponds
to the tangency locus. Moreover, we may also assume that, for all τ ∈ T , the family
restricted to [−1, 1]2 × {τ}, Fτ , is an unfolding of a strong homoclinic tangency of the
map fτ . Given τ , denote the nth Hénon strip of the family restricted to [−1, 1]2×{τ} by
Hn(τ).

For k = 1, Theorem 7.5 is a reformulation of Lemma 5.7. Namely, for every n, there is
a real-analytic function PDn : (t, τ) 7→ PDn(t, τ) such that the graph of PDn in P × T ,
i.e. points of the form (t, PDn(t, τ), τ), consists of maps with at least one period doubling
Cantor attractor. Because, for a fixed τ , these graphs are contained in Hn(τ) and the
distance of Hn(τ) to the tangency locus at a = 0 is of the order 1/µn, the graphs of PDn

contain the tangency locus in their closure.
Let us consider now the case k = 2. As in the proof of Theorem 6.1, from Proposition

7.1, we get that in the unfolding Fτ , there are period doubling curves PD
(n,n0)
m (τ) and

PDn(τ) which intersect transversally in the point
(
t
(n,n0)
m (τ), a

(n,n0)
m (τ), τ

)
, see Figure 4.

From Proposition 7.1 we get a lower bound for the angle between these curves which is
independent of the parameter τ , see Remark 7.2. This transversality implies that this
intersection persists for all τ as the graph of a real-analytic function. In particular the

two period doubling attractors at
(
t
(n,n0)
m (τ), a

(n,n0)
m (τ), τ

)
have their continuation in all

unfoldings Fτ , creating a codimension two real-analytic leaf of the lamination. Let

2PD(τ) =
{
PD(n,n0)

m (τ) ∩ PDn(τ) | n, n0,m > 0
}
.

According to Theorem 6.1, the set 2PD(τ) consists of countably many maps in the family
Fτ which have two period doubling attractors. Moreover, it accumulates at the tangency
curve in P × {τ}. The set 2PD = ∪τ2PD(τ) is the required lamination. In particular
for a given τ , the set 2PD(τ) moves along the leafs of 2PD while varying τ and all leafs
project onto [−1, 1]r−2, they have uniform diameter.

7.2 Laminations in saddle deforming unfoldings

We analyze here coexisting phenomena in saddle deforming unfoldings. In these fam-
ilies, whose definition and meaning is explained in the following, we find codimension
three laminations of coexisting attractors and we give a precise description of the asymp-
totic direction of the leafs of the laminations. We start with some basic definition and
explanation.
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Two crucial invariants associate to a saddle point are indeed its eigenvalues. One
of the properties of an unfolding is that the unstable eigenvalue changes with one pa-
rameter, see Definition 2.7. We introduce here a notion of unfolding for families with
at least three parameters. We require that the unfolding of the homoclinic tangency is
also able to change both eigenvalues independently. In these so called saddle deforming
unfoldings, the level sets of the eigenvalue pair define a codimension two foliation of the
tangency locus, called the eigenvalue foliation. A saddle deforming unfolding contains a
three dimensional subfamily transversal to the codimension three leafs of the eigenvalue
foliation.

Definition 7.4. Let M , P and T be real-analytic manifolds and F : (P × T )×M →M
a real-analytic family with dim(P) = 2 and dim(T ) ≥ 1. If there exists τ0 ∈ T such that
F0 : (P × {τ0}) ×M → M is an unfolding of a map with a strong homoclinic tangency
and the eigenvalues at the saddle point, after a reparametrization, satisfy

∂µ

∂τ
= 0,

∂λ

∂τ
6= 0,

then the family (t, a, τ) 7→ Ft,a,τ is called a saddle deforming unfolding.

Theorem 7.5. Let M , P and T be real-analytic manifolds and F : (P × T )×M →M be
a saddle deforming unfolding then there exists a codimension 3 lamination 3PD of maps
with at least 3 period doubling Cantor attractors which persist along the leafs. The leafs
of the lamination are real-analytic and when dim(T ) ≥ 2 they have a uniform positive
diameter. The homoclinic tangency persists along a global codimension one manifold in
P × T and for each leaf of the eigenvalue foliation, there is a sequence of leafs of 3PD
which accumulate at this eigenvalue leaf.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that P × T = [−1, 1]2 × [−1, 1]r−2

where r = dim(P × T ). A point in parameter space is given by (t, a, τ) and a = 0
corresponds to the tangency locus. Moreover, we may also assume that, for all τ ∈ T ,
the family restricted to [−1, 1]2×{τ}, Fτ , is an unfolding of a strong homoclinic tangency.
Given τ , there are period doubling curves PDn(τ) ⊂ [−1, 1]2 × {τ} contained in the nth

Hénon strip of the family restricted to [−1, 1]2 × {τ} which we denote here by Hn(τ).
By Proposition 4 in [4], each Hn(τ) contains finitely many curves which are graphs of
functions bn,n0(τ) :

[
t−n,n0

(τ), t+n,n0
(τ)
]
7→ R. The maps corresponding to points in these

curves have a strong homoclinic tangency. Moreover, by Proposition 7.1, each curve
bn,n0(τ) crosses transversally the curve PDn(τ), in a point denoted by Bn,n0(τ). Because
of the transversality, the points Bn,n0(τ) define a real-analytic codimension two manifold
Bn,n0 ⊂ P ×T . As in the proof of Theorem 7.3, let PDn = ∪τPDn(τ) = Pn ⊂ P ×T be
a codimension one manifold. Observe that, maps corresponding to points in Pn have a
period doubling Cantor attractor and Bn,n0 ⊂ Pn is a codimension one manifold consisting
of maps with also a strong homoclinic tangency.

In the following we prove that the restriction of the initial family F : Pn ×M → M
contains an unfolding of the strong homoclinic tangency of the maps in Bn,n0 . The
only condition which is not straightforward is that dµ is non zero along Bn,n0 . After a
reparametrization of the coordinates τ = (τ, τ2 . . . , τr−2), we may assume that ∂λ/∂τ = 1
and ∂λ/∂τj = 0 for all 2 ≤ j ≤ r− 2. This is possible because, by hypothesis, our family
is a saddle deforming unfolding. It suffices to prove that the two dimensional restriction
of F : Pn ×M →M to the coordinates (t, a(t, τ, 0, . . . , 0), τ, 0, . . . , 0) is an unfolding. In
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this two dimensional family, the tangency locus Bn,n0 is a curve parametrized by τ , say
the points in this curve are of the form (t(τ), a(τ), τ). The aim is to prove that dµ/dτ 6= 0
along this curve. Observe that

dµ

dτ
=
∂µ

∂t

dt

dτ
+
∂µ

∂a

da

dτ
+
∂µ

∂τ

where ∂µ/∂t 6= 0 and ∂µ/∂τ = 0 because our initial family is a saddle deforming
unfolding. Moreover, using Proposition 5.3 and the fact that ∂µ/∂τ = 0, one has
da/dτ = O (n/µ2n). Hence,

dµ

dτ
=
∂µ

∂t

dt

dτ
+O

(
n

µ2n

)
. (7.6)

Let (∆t,∆a,∆τ) be a tangent vector to the curve Bn,n0 . From the proof of Theorem B
in [4], we have (

1 +O

(
1

n

))
(V∆t+ V1∆τ) = 0.

Hence,
dt

dτ
=

∆t

∆τ
= −V1

V

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))
, (7.7)

with V a function uniformly away from zero and by (4.47) in [4], there are functions, K
and K ′ uniformly bounded away from zero, such that

V1 = K
∂λ

∂τ
+K ′

∂µ

∂τ
= K

∂λ

∂τ
6= 0, (7.8)

where we used the property ∂µ/∂τ = 0 of saddle deforming unfolding. Combining (7.6),
(7.7) and (7.8) we get that dµ/dτ 6= 0 and our family is an unfolding. By Theorem 7.3,
Pn contains a codimension 2 lamination, denoted by 3PDn,n0 , of maps with 2 period
doubling Cantor attractors which persist along the real-analytic leafs of the lamination.
Moreover, the lamination contains Bn,n0 in its closure. Observe that, all maps in Pn have
at least one period doubling Cantor attractor of a fixed combinatorial type. Hence, every
map in 3PDn,n0 actually has at least 3 period doubling Cantor attractors.

By Proposition 3 in [4], the distance between bn,n0(τ) and bn,n0+1(τ) is of the order
1/n. Hence, the tangency locus at a = 0 is contained in the closure of the lamination
3PD = ∪n,n03PDn,n0 formed by maps with at least 3 period doubling Cantor attractors.

For understanding the diameter of the leafs, write P × T = [−1, 1]2 × [−1, 1] ×
[−1, 1]r−3, the parameters as (t, a, τ, τ ′) and denote the set of parameters of the form
(·, ·, ·, τ ′) by P(τ ′). For a given τ ′ the lamination 3PD intersects P(τ ′) in countably
many points which move along the leafs of 3PD while varying τ ′. In particular, all leafs
project onto [−1, 1]r−3, they have uniform diameter.

In order to complete the proof, observe that each family Pn is the graph of a function
[−1, 1]2×[−1, 1]r−3 3 (t, τ, τ ′) 7→ Pn(t, τ, τ ′) ∈ [−1, 1]. In particular, we can reparametrize
Pn by [−1, 1]2 × [−1, 1]r−3 using the parameters (t, τ, τ ′). For every τ ′ ∈ [−1, 1]r−3,
we can identify the two dimensional family Pn(τ ′) = Pn ∩ P(τ ′) with [−1, 1]2. This
family contains the curve Pn(τ ′) ∩ Bn,n0 of strong homoclinic tangencies and, as shown
before, it is an unfolding of these tangencies. For each τ ′ ∈ [−1, 1]r−3 we can choose
a reparametrization of Pn(τ ′), depending real-analytically on τ ′, obtaining coordinates
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(t′, a′, τ ′) ∈ [−1, 1]2 × [−1, 1]r−3 such that a′ = 0 corresponds to the tangency locus.
Moreover we can assume

∂µ

∂t′
= 1,

∂µ

∂τ ′
= 0,

∂λ

∂τ ′
= 0. (7.9)

We apply now the previous sections to the restricted unfolding and we get new curves
PD′m(τ ′) ⊂ Pn(τ ′), corresponding to maps with a period doubling Cantor attractor, see
Proposition 5.3. Using Proposition 4 in [4] and Proposition 7.1, there are finitely many
curves b′m,m0

(τ ′) ⊂ Pn(τ ′) which cross PD′m(τ ′) transversally. Because this intersection
depends real-analytically on τ ′, the intersection points form a codimension two manifold
B′m,m0

⊂ Pn.
Let (∆t′,∆a′,∆τ ′) be a tangent vector to the manifold B′m,m0

. From the proof of
Theorem B in [4], we have(

V ′ +O

(
1

m

))
∆t′ +

r−3∑
i=1

(
V ′i +O

(
1

m

))
∆τ ′i = 0,

and

O

(
m

µm
(∆t′ + ∆τ ′)

)
= ∆a′,

with V ′ a function uniformly away from zero and by (4.47) in [4], there are functions, Ki

and K ′i uniformly bounded away from zero, such that

V ′i = Ki
∂λ

∂τ ′
+K ′i

∂µ

∂τ ′
= 0,

where we used (7.9). Hence,

∆t′ = O

(
1

m
∆τ ′

)
and ∆a′ = O

(
m

µm
∆τ ′

)
. (7.10)

Choose a point (t′0, a
′
0, τ
′
0) ∈ B′m,m0

. Observe that a′0 = O (1/µm). As a consequence
of (7.10), the manifold B′m,m0

is at the distance of the order 1/m to a codimension two
subspace defined by t′ = t′0 and a′ = a′0. By (7.9) this subspace is a level set for the
eigenvalues.

As final remark, according to Proposition 7.1 for every τ ′ ∈ [−1, 1]r−3 there exists

a sequence of curves PD
(m,m0)
k (τ ′) accumulating in C1 at B′m,m0

(τ ′). The transversal
intersection points with PDm(τ ′) varies real-analitycally with τ ′ forming a leaf of the
lamination 3PD. Hence, there are leafs of 3PD which accumulates at B′m,m0

which by
them self accumulate at the leafs of the eigenvalue foliation.

As before one also gets the coexistence of finitely many sinks and finitely many period
doubling Cantor attractor. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 6.2.

Theorem 7.11. Let M , P and T be real-analytic manifolds and F : (P × T )×M →M
be a saddle deforming unfolding, then for every 1 ≤ k ≤ 3 and S ∈ N, there exists a
codimension k lamination SkPD of maps with at least S sinks and k period doubling
Cantor attractors which persist along the leafs. The homoclinic tangency persists along
a global codimension one manifold in P × T and this tangency locus is contained in
the closure of the lamination. The leafs of the lamination are real-analytic and when
1 ≤ k < dim(P × T ) they have a uniform positive diameter. Moreover, for each leaf of
the eigenvalue foliation, there is a sequence of leafs of S3PD which accumulate at this
eigenvalue leaf.
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Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that P×T = [−1, 1]2× [−1, 1]r−2 where
r = dim(P × T ). A point in parameter space is given by (t, a, τ) and a = 0 corresponds
to the tangency locus. Moreover, we may also assume that, for all τ ∈ T , the family
reastricted to [−1, 1]2 × {τ}, Fτ , is an unfolding of a strong homoclinic tangency of the
map fτ . We apply the inductive procedure in the proof of Theorem A in [4] S times.
At this moment there are boxes PSn,n0

(τ) ⊂ P × {τ} which are crossed diagonally by
curves of secondary homoclinic tangencies, bSn,n0

(τ). The family Fτ restricted to each of
these boxes PSn,n0

(τ) is an unfolding of a map with a strong homoclinic tangency given
by the curve bSn,n0

(τ) and all maps in the box have at least S sinks, see Proposition 5
in [4]. Because the boxes PSn,n0

(τ) depends analyticaly on τ , we can consider the union
PSn,n0

= ∪τPSn,n0
(τ). Since the definition of saddle deforming unfolding only involves the

dependence of λ on the parameters, the restriction of the initial family to PSn,n0
is still

a saddle deforming unfolding and each map in this restriction has S sinks. We apply
Theorem 7.3 and Theorem 7.5 to the restricted family.

We consider first the cases k = 1, 2. For each PSn,n0
we get a codimension k lamination

SkPDn,n0 of maps with at least S sinks and k period doubling Cantor attractors. The leafs
of this lamination project onto T and they contain the tangency locus of the restricted
family in their closure. Observe that, by Proposition 3 in [4], the distance between
PSn,n0

(τ) and PSn,n0+1(τ) is of the order 1/n and the collection of boxes PSn,n0
(τ) contains

in its closure the tangency curve at a = 0. Hence, the set SkPD = ∪n,n0SkPDn,n0

contains in its closure the tangency locus at a = 0.
Consider the case k = 3. For each PSn,n0

we get a codimension 3 lamination S3PDn,n0

of maps with at least S sinks and 3 period doubling Cantor attractors. If the dimension of
the family is three, then the set S3PDn,n0 is countable and it accumulates at the tangency
locus of PSn,n0

. For the same reason as for the case k = 1, 2 it contains the tangency locus
of the original family in its closure. If the dimension of the family is strictly larger than
three, after a reparametrization of the coordinates τ = (τ1, . . . , τr−2), we may assume that
∂λ/∂τ1 = 1 and ∂λ/∂τj = 0 for all 2 ≤ j ≤ r−2. This is possible because, by hypothesis,
our family is a saddle deforming unfolding. The leafs of the lamination S3PDn,n0 project
onto {0} × {0} × {0} × [−1, 1]r−3 and they contain the tangency locus of the restricted
family in their closure. As before, the set S3PD = ∪n,n0S3PDn,n0 contains in its closure
the tangency locus at a = 0.

A similar phenomenon holds for laminations of infinitely many sinks and one period
doubling Cantor attractor. This is stated precisely in the following.

Theorem 7.12. Let M , P and T be real-analytic manifolds and F : (P × T )×M →M
be a saddle deforming unfolding, then there exists a codimension 3 lamination NHPD
of maps with infinitely many sinks and at least 1 period doubling Cantor attractor which
persist along the leafs. The leafs of the lamination are real-analytic and when the dimen-
sion of T is at least 2, they have a uniform positive diameter. Moreover, the homoclinic
tangency persists along a global codimension one manifold in P × T and for each leaf of
the eigenvalue foliation, there is a sequence of leafs of NHPD which accumulate at this
eigenvalue leaf.

Proof. We use the notation as in the proof of Theorem 7.5. Write the parameter space as
P × T = [−1, 1]2 × [−1, 1]× [−1, 1]r−3 , the parameters as (t, a, τ, τ ′) and denote the set
of parameters of the form (·, ·, ·, τ ′) by P(τ ′). Recall that Pn ⊂ P × T is a codimension
one manifold formed of maps with one period doubling Cantor attractor. For a given τ ′,
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write Pn(τ ′) = Pn ∩ P(τ ′). In the proof of Theorem 7.5 we proved that the restriction
of our initial family, Fτ ′ , to Pn(τ ′) is a two dimensional unfolding of a strong homoclinic
tangency. We apply Theorem A in [4] to Fτ ′ and we get a set NHPDn(τ ′) of maps
with infinitely many sinks. Each point in NHPDn(τ ′) depends real-analytically on τ ′

and it forms a real-analytic codimension two manifold in Pn. All points together form a
codimension two lamination NHPDn of maps with infinitely many sinks and one period
doubling Cantor attractor coming from being in Pn. By construction the lamination
contains the tangency loci Bn,n0 in its closure. Let NHPD = ∪nNHPDn. As in the
previous proofs, the lamination NHPD contains its closure the tangency locus at a = 0.

Choose τ ′ ∈ [−1, 1]r−3 and let f ∈ NHPDn(τ ′). From the proof of Theorem A in
[4], there are nested boxes Pg(τ ′) with {f} = ∩gPg(τ ′). Each Pg(τ ′) contains a real-
analytic curve bg(τ ′) consisting of maps with a strong homoclinic tangency associated to
the original saddle point and the family restricted to Pg(τ ′) is an unfolding of the maps
in bg(τ ′). Moreover, the box Pg(τ ′) contains a curve PDg

m(τ ′) consisting of maps with
one period doubling Cantor attractor and the curve bgm,m0

(τ ′) ⊂ Pg+1(τ ′) of maps with a
secondary homoclinic tangency. Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 7.5, by Proposition
7.1, the curve bgm,m0

(τ ′) intersects transversally the curve PDg
m(τ ′) in a point B′m,m0

(τ ′).
Denote this intersection point by Bg+1(τ ′) ∈ Pg+1(τ ′) and notice that it depends real-
analytically on τ ′ forming a manifold Bg+1. Observe that the leaf of the lamination
NHPD trough f is the limit of the leafs Bg. As was shown in the proof of Theorem 7.5,
the leafs Bg asymptotically align with the leafs of the eigenvalue foliation, see (7.10).

Any point in the tangency locus is in the closure of the set NHPD. In particular
it is in the closure of a sequence of leafs of the lamination NHPD. In turn these leafs
are in the closure of leafs of the form Bg which are asymptotically align with the leafs
of the eigenvalue foliation. Hence, there is a sequence of leafs of the lamination NHPD
which accumulates at any chosen level set of the eigenvalue foliation. This concludes the
proof.

Our method allows also to find coexistence of period doubling Cantor attractors and a
strange one. In this case, we do not have laminations because the stability of the strange
attractors in families with at least three parameters is not yet understood. We start by
recalling the formal definition of a strange attractor.

Definition 7.13. Let M be a manifold and f : M → M . An open set U ⊂ M is called
a trapping region if f(U) ⊂ U . An attractor in the sense of Conley is

Λ =
⋂
j≥0

f j(U).

The attractor Λ is called topologically transitive if it contains a dense orbit. If Λ contains
a dense orbit which satisfies the Collet-Eckmann conditions, i.e. there exist a point z, a
vector v ∈ TzM and a constant κ > 0 such that

|Dfn(z)v| ≥ eκn for all n > 0,

then Λ is called a strange attractor.

Theorem 7.14. Let M , P and T be real-analytic manifolds and F : (P × T )×M →M
a saddle deforming unfolding, then the set of maps with at least 2 period doubling Cantor
attractors and one strange attractor has Hausdorff dimension at least dim(P × T )− 2.
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Proof. We use the notation as in the proof of Theorem 7.5. Write the parameter space as
P × T = [−1, 1]2 × [−1, 1]× [−1, 1]r−3 , the parameters as (t, a, τ, τ ′) and denote the set
of parameters of the form (·, ·, ·, τ ′) by P(τ ′). Recall that Pn ⊂ P × T is a codimension
one manifold formed of maps with one period doubling Cantor attractor. For a given τ ′,
write Pn(τ ′) = Pn ∩ P(τ ′). In the proof of Theorem 7.5 we proved that the restriction
of our initial family, Fτ ′ , to Pn(τ ′) is an unfolding of a strong homoclinic tangency at
Bn,n0(τ

′). We apply now the previous sections to the restricted unfolding and we get new

curves PD
(n,n0)
m (τ ′), corresponding to maps with a period doubling Cantor attractor, see

Proposition 5.3. Using Proposition 4 in [4] and Proposition 7.1, there are finitely many

curves b
(n,n0)
m,m0 (τ ′) which cross PD

(n,n0)
m (τ ′) transversally. The maps in the curves b

(n,n0)
m,m0 (τ ′)

have a strong homoclinic tangency and PD
(n,n0)
m (τ ′) is a one-dimensional unfolding of the

homoclinic tangency of the map at the intersection of the two curves. By Theorem A in
[15], the curve PD

(n,n0)
m (τ ′) contains a set of positive Lebesgue measure with a strange

attractor. In particular we found a set, 2PDSA(τ ′), of positive Lebesgue measure of
maps with one strange attractor and at least two period doubling attractors, one from
being in Pn(τ ′) and the other from being in PD

(n,n0)
m (τ ′). The proof is concluded by

varying τ ′ and taking 2PDSA = ∪τ ′2PDSA(τ ′).

8 The Hénon family and other polynomial families

In this section we apply our theorems to the Hénon family and other polynomial families.
We start by recalling the definition of Hénon family. The two parameter family F :
R2 × R2 → R2,

Fa,b

(
x
y

)
=

(
a+ x2 − by

x

)
, (8.1)

is called the Hénon family. It is well known that the Hénon family is an unfolding of a
map with a strong homoclinic tangency. A proof can be found for example in [4], or [6].

Theorem 8.2. Fix S ∈ N. The Hénon family contains a countable set S2PD of maps
with at least S sinks and two period doubling Cantor attractors. Moreover the set of Hénon
maps with S sinks, one period doubling Cantor attractor and one strange attractor has
Hausdorff dimension at least one.

Proof. The first statement is an application of Theorem 6.2. For the second statement
we stop the inductive procedure in the proof of Theorem A in [4] at the step S. At this
moment there are boxes PSn,n0

⊂ P which are crossed diagonally by curves of secondary
homoclinic tangencies, bSn,n0

. The family restricted to each of these boxes PSn,n0
is an

unfolding of a map with a strong homoclinic tangency at the curve bSn,n0
and all maps

in the box have at least S sinks, see Proposition 5 in [4]. We apply now the previous

sections to the restricted unfolding and we get new curves PD
(n,n0,S)
m , corresponding to

maps with a period doubling Cantor attractor, see Proposition 5.3. Using Proposition 4
in [4] and Proposition 7.1, there are finitely many curves b

(n,n0,S)
m,m0 which cross PD

(n,n0,S)
m

transversally. The maps in the curves b
(n,n0,S)
m,m0 have a strong homoclinic tangency and

PD
(n,n0,S)
m is a one-dimensional unfolding of the homoclinic tangency of the map at the

intersection of the two curves. By Theorem A in [15], the curve PD
(n,n0,S)
m contains a set

of positive Lebesgue measure of maps with a strange attractor.

Theorem 7.11, Theorem 7.12 and Theorem 7.14 give the following.
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Theorem 8.3. Let Polyd(R2) be the space of real polynomials of R2 of degree at most d,
with d ≥ 2. Given a map f in Polyd(R2) which has a strong homoclinic tangency, there
is a global codimension one manifold along which this tangency persists. The following
holds:

- for every 1 ≤ k ≤ 3 and S ∈ N there exists a codimension k lamination SkPD of
maps with at least S sinks and k period doubling Cantor attractors which persist
along the leafs,

- there exists a codimension 3 lamination NHPD of maps with infinitely many sinks
and at least 1 period doubling Cantor attractors which persist along the leafs,

- the set of maps with at least 2 period doubling Cantor attractors and one strange
attractor has Hausdorff dimension at least dim (Polyd(R2))− 2.

The leafs of the laminations are real-analytic and they have uniform diameter. Moreover,
for each leaf of the eigenvalue foliation, there is a sequence of leafs of 3PD and a sequence
of leafs of NHPD which accumulate at this eigenvalue leaf.
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