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BOUNDING PERIODS OF SUBVARIETIES OF (P!)"

J. P. BELL, D. GHIOCA, AND T. J. TUCKER

ABSTRACT. Using methods of p-adic analysis, along with the powerful result
of Medvedev-Scanlon [MS14] for the classification of periodic subvarieties of
(P1)™, we bound the length of the orbit of a periodic subvariety Y C (P1)™
under the action of a dominant endomorphism.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [MS94], Morton and Silverman conjecture that there is a constant C'(N,d, D)
such that for any morphism f : PY — PV of degree d defined over a number
field K with [K : Q] < D, the number of preperiodic points of f over K is less
than or equal to C(N,d, D). This conjecture remains very much open, but in the
case where f has good reduction at a prime p, a great deal has been proved about
bounds depending on p, N, d, D (see [Zie96), [Hut09]).

In this paper, we study the more general problem of bounding length of the orbit
of periodic subvarieties of any dimension; we prove the following results.

Theorem 1.1. Let n € N, let K be a finite extension of Qp, let k be its residue
field, and let e be the ramification index of K/Qp. Let fi,...,f, € K(z) be ra-
tional functions of good reduction modulo p and let ® : (P1)" — (PY)™ be the
endomorphism given by

(1.1.1) (1, xn) = (f1(z1), .oy fu(Tn)).

LetY be a subvariety of (P1)", and assume there is a nonsingular point (a1, ..., ap) €
Y (K). Then there exists a constant C' depending on n, p, e, [ : Fp] and the degree
of the rational functions f; (but independent of Y ) such that if Y is periodic under
the action of ®, then the length of its orbit is bounded by C'.

We prove Theorem [[L1] as a consequence of the next result.

Theorem 1.2. Let K be a finite extension of Qp, let k be its residue field and let
e be the ramification index of K/Q,. Let f1,..., fn € K(x) be rational functions of
good reduction modulo p and let ® : (P1)" — (P1)™ be the endomorphism given by

(121) ($177xn)’_> (f1($1)77fn(xn))
Let Y be a subvariety of (PY)", and assume there is a point (a1, ...,an) € Y(K)
such that for each i = 1,...,n, we have that «; is a nonpreperiodic point for f;.

Then there exists a constant C' depending on n, p, e, [k : Fp], and the degree of the
rational functions f; (but independent of Y ) such that if Y is periodic under the
action of ®, then the length of its orbit is bounded by C.

We note that any dominant (regular) endomorphism ® of (P)" is split, i.e., it
is of the form

(:ElaZEQv s 7$n) = (fl(xa(l))va(xa@))a (R fn(za(n))) )
1
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where the f;’s are rational functions, while ¢ is a permutation of {1,...,n}. So, at
the expense of replacing ® by an iterate ®* (for some positive integer k dividing
n!), each dominant endomorphism of (P1)" is of the form (L2.1]).

In [BGT1E], a similar result was obtained bounding the length of the orbit of
any periodic subvariety (with a distinguished smooth p-adic point of good reduc-
tion) under the action of an étale endomorphism of an arbitrary variety (not only
(PY)™). However, the presence of ramification as it is in our case adds new compli-
cations. Also, we note that in [GNI7], using results regarding the decomposition
of polynomials, it was shown that the length of the orbit of a periodic subvariety
of A™ under the coordinatewise action of n one-variable polynomials is uniformly
bounded by a constant depending only on n and on the degrees of the polynomials.
It is important to point out that the method from [GN17] cannot be extended to
treat the case of rational functions; essentially, for rational functions, one lacks all
the sharper results regarding their decomposition, as established in [MST4] for the
case of polynomials.

In our Theorem [[L2] the constant C' bounding the length of the orbit of a pe-
riodic subvariety of (P')" depends on the degrees of the rational functions f; and
also on the good reduction data associated to our problem, which refers to the
knowledge about a single point on Y. So, from this point of view, our result is
less restrictive than the one obtained in [Hut], where a similar bound as the one
from our Theorem is established under the additional assumption that also the
periodic subvariety Y (along with its iterates under ®) have good reduction modulo
p, i.e., reducing modulo p yields a subvariety Y, which is an irreducible subvariety
defined over F_p of same degree as Y (and a similar property holds for each iterate
of Y under ®). Even though the result from [Hut] is valid for more general dynam-
ical systems (i.e., endomorphisms of P" as opposed to endomorphisms of (P!)"),
the additional hypothesis regarding the good behaviour of the periodic subvariety
modulo p makes it more restrictive than our Theorem

Theorem is proved using a p-adic analytic parametrization of forward orbits
under the action of a rational function (such as in [BGKTI0]), combined with
the description of periodic subvarieties of (P*)" (obtained by Medvedev-Scanlon
[MS14]).

We start by describing in Section [2] the various useful results regarding the p-
adic parametrization of orbits of points under the action of a rational function. We
continue by proving in Section [Blthe special case of Theorem [L2 when the periodic
subvariety is a curve contained in (P*)? (see Theorem [B.1]). We conclude our paper
by reducing the general Theorem to the special Theorem 3.1l using the descrip-
tion of periodic subvarieties of (P1)" provided by Medvedev-Scanlon in [MS14];
then we derive the conclusion of Theorem [Tl as a consequence of Theorem

2. USEFUL RESULTS

In this Section, we follow the setup and the results from [BGKT10l Section 2]; see
also [BGT16), Chapter 6]. For a prime p, we let Z,, denote the ring of p-adic integers,
Qp will denote the field of p-adic rationals, and C, will denote the completion of
an algebraic closure of Q, with respect to the p-adic absolute value | - |,. Given a
point y € C, and a real number r > 0, write

D(y,r)={z€Cp:lz—yl <r}, Dyr)={ze€Cp:lz—yl, <r}
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for the open and closed disks, respectively, of radius r about y in C,. We write
[y] € P1(C,) for the residue class of a point y € P!(C,). That is, [y] = D(y,1) if
ly| <1, or else [y] = PY(C,) \ D(0,1) if |y| > 1.

Let K be a finite extension of Q,, let ox be its ring of p-adic integers, let 7™ be
a uniformizer for ox and let x be its corresponding residue field. Let f € K(x) be
a rational function of degree d > 1. We say that f has good reduction modulo 7
(or equivalently modulo p) if writing the rational function f as

f([Xo = Xi]) = [fo(Xo, X1) & f1(Xo, X1)]

for some coprime homogeneous polynomials fo, f1 € 0x[Xo, X1] of degree d for
which at least one coefficient is a m-adic unit, then reducing the coefficients of both
fo and f; modulo 7 (or equivalently, modulo p) yields two coprime homogeneous
polynomials in x[X(, X1] of same degree d. Note that our choice of coordinates here
induces a choice of model P} and a morphism F : P; — P§_ of ox-schemes
such that (F)x = f when f has good reduction at .

The action of a p-adic power series f € ox|[[z]] on D(0,1) is either attracting
(i.e., f contracts distances) or quasiperiodic (i.e., f is distance-preserving), de-
pending on its linear coefficient. Rivera-Letelier gives a more precise description of
this dichotomy in [RLO3|, Sections 3.1 and 3.2]. The following two Lemmas follow
from [RLO3, Propositions 3.3 and 3.16] and they were stated in [BGKT10, Lem-
mas 2.1 and 2.2] in the case K = Q,; the general case follows by an identical
argument (for more details regarding the applications to arithmetic dynamics of
the p-adic parametrization of orbits, see [BGT16]).

Lemma 2.1. Let K be a finite extension of Qp, let o be its ring of p-adic integers,
and let m be a uniformizer for orc. We let f(2) = ap+ a1z +azz? + -+ € 0g[[2]] be
a nonconstant power series with |ag|p, |a1|l, < 1. Then there is a point y € m- ox
such that f(y) =y, and lim, o f™(2) =y for all z € D(0,1). Write A = f'(y);
then ||, < 1, and:

(i) (Attracting). If X # 0, then there is a radius 0 < r < 1 and a power series
u € K[[2]] mapping D(0,7) bijectively onto D(y,r) with u(0) = y, such
that for all z € D(y,r) and n >0,

F1(2) = u(\"u (2)).
(ii) (Superattracting). If X =0, then write f as
FE)=y+em(z =)™ + empa(z =)™ + - € ok [z — ]
withm > 2 and ¢, # 0. If ey, has an (m—1)-st root in K (or equivalently,
in or ), then there are radii 0 < r,s < 1 and a power series u € K[[z]]
mapping D(0, s) bijectively onto D(y,r) with uw(0) =y, such that for all
z € D(y,r) and n >0,
) =u(@™ )™

Proof. The proof is identical to the proof of [BGKTI10, Lemma 2.1]; see also [SS]
for a similar result in the superattracting case. O

The next result is a slight generalization of [BGKTT0, Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 2.2. Let K, o and 7w be as in Lemma[21] and let k be the residue field
of K. Let f(z) = ap + a1z + a2 + -+ € og|[[z]] be a nonconstant power series
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with |agl, < 1 but |ai]|, = 1. Then for any nonperiodic * € - o, there are: an
integer k > 1 depending only on p, e and [k : Fp], radit 0 < r <1 and s > |k|,, and
a power series u € K|[[z]] mapping D(0,s) bijectively onto D(z,r) with u(0) = x,
such that for all z € D(z,r) and n > 0,

F4(2) = ulnk +u~'(2)).

Proof. The conclusion of Lemma (including the fact that k is bounded solely
in terms of p, e and [k : F,]) follows by combining [BGT15, Proposition 2.1] with
[Pool3]. O

3. THE CASE OF CURVES
We first prove Theorem [[L2 when Y is a curve in P! x P!,

Theorem 3.1. Let K be a finite extension of Qp, let k be its residue field and let
e be the ramification index of K/Q,. Let f1,fa € K(z) be rational functions of
good reduction modulo p and let ® : (P1)? — (P1)? be the endomorphism given by
(z1,22) = (fi(z1), f2(22)). LetY be an irreducible, periodic curve of (P*)? defined
over K, and assume there is a point o on Y (K) which is not preperiodic under the
action of ®. Then there exists a constant ¢ depending on the degress of the rational
functions f; and also depending on p, e and [k : Fp], but independent of Y, such
that the length of the orbit of Y under ® is bounded by c.

Proof. We let o := (a1,a2) € Pk x P, If for some i = 1,2, we have that «; is
preperiodic for f;, then since « is not preperiodic under the action of ® but Y is
periodic under the action of ®, we conclude that the curve Y projects to «; on the
i-th coordinate axis. Therefore, the length of the orbit of Y is the length of the
orbit of a; (under the action of f;). Because a; € P is a periodic point for f;
and moreover, f; has good reduction modulo p, then the length of the orbit of «;
is bounded only in terms of p, e, [k : F,], as proven in [Zie96, [Hut09)]; hence the
length of the orbit of Y is bounded by a constant which is independent of Y.

So, from now on, we may assume that each «; (for i = 1,2) is not preperiodic.

At the expense of replacing K by a finite extension of degree bounded solely in
terms of the degrees of the rational functions f; and f (and therefore replacing e
and [k : Fp] by multiples of them bounded by a quantity depending again only in
terms of the degrees of the f;’s), we may assume the following. For some ¢ = 1,2 if
«; modulo 7 is in the cycle of a periodic critical point @ of f; of period ¢, given a
local coordinate x; o at @, we write

(3.1.1) ff(xz,Q) = Ci,szgQ +0 (leé',cg-i-l) ,

where m; o > 2 and ¢; g # 0; then K contains all the (m; o — 1)-st roots of ¢; ¢.
Since there are at most finitely many superattracting periodic points, then we are
guaranteed that a finite extension of K suffices. If there is no superattracting
periodic point modulo p in the orbit of «; under the action of f; modulo 7, then
we do not need to extend K.

We let 0 be the subring of p-adic integers in K, and we let m be a uniformizer
for og.

We proceed as in the proof of [BGKT10, Theorem 1.4] (see also [BGT16, Chap-
ter 11]); our goal is to show that there exists a positive integer k depending only
on data coming from K (i.e, its ramification index and also the size of its residue
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field) and also there exists a positive integer ¢ (which may depend on the «;’s)
such that for each ¢ = 1,2 and for each 0 < j < k — 1 there exist positive integers
m; and p-adic analytic power series F; ; € K|[20, 21, #m,]] such that (modulo linear
transformations) we have p-adic analytic parametrizations:

K2

(3.1.2) FEITR (o)) = Fy (n, 7", wm;l) for each n > 0.

The integers m; from (B.1.2)) are the same as the integers m; ¢ from equation (.1.1]);
if oy; is not superattracting, then actually F; ; is a p-adic analytic power series only
in the variables zy and zp, or alternatively, m; = 1 in that case.

In order to derive the p-adic parametrization ([B.I.2l), we proceed as in the proof
of BGKT10, Theorem 1.4]; in particular, we split our analysis into various steps.

Step (i). First we note that there exist positive integers ¢y and kg such that the
residue class of f°(a;) (for i = 1,2) is fixed under the induced action on P! of the
reduction of fiko modulo 7; here we use the fact that each f; has good reduction
modulo 7. Furthermore, note that both integers ko and ¢y depend only on p and on
[k : Fp]; for more details, see BGKT10, Step (ii), p. 1063]. By a PGL(2, 0k )-change
of coordinates for each i = 1,2, we may assume that ff” (a;) € mok, and therefore
fFo may be written as a nonconstant power series in 0x [[2]] mapping D(0, 1) into
itself.

Step (ii). Let i € {1,2}. If

K2

flo (f_lo (Oéi)) ‘p < 1, then Lemma 2] yields that

there is a point y; € D(0,1) fixed by fiko along with radii r; and s; (where s; :=r;
in the non-superattracting case), and an associated power series u; € K|[z]]. Set
k1,; = ko and ¢y ; = £y + n;ky; for a suitable integer n; > 0 so that

(3.1.3) " (o) € D(ys,r4).

Define \; := (fF)(y;) to be the multiplier of the point ;; then in this case,
[Ailp < 1. Define p; := ui_l(f-gl‘i(ai)); note that u; € m- 0k, because s; < 1.

K2

In addition, p; # 0, because u; is bijective and u;(0) = y; is fixed by fik"7 while
ui(p) = fgl’i(ai) is not fixed by fF.

3

If |(fF) (ff°(ai))|, = 1, we apply Lemma 22 to fF and the point f°(e;) to

K3

obtain radii r; and s; and a power series u;. Define p; := ui_l(ffo (), and set

¢y = £y and k3 ; = n;ko, for a suitable integer n; > 1 depending only on p, e and
[k : Fp] (see Lemma in which the integer k from its conclusion depends only on
p, e and [k : Fp]) so that fikg’iH1 (a;) € D(ff*(a), 7). (Following the notation from
[BGKT10], the jump from a subscript of 0 to 3 is because certain complications,
to be addressed in Steps (iii) and (iv), do not arise in the quasiperiodic case.)

Note that ffl‘#nks‘i (c;) may be expressed as a power series in the integer n > 0;
specifically, ffl’ﬁnkg’i(ai) = wi(nks; + w;).

Step (iii). In this step, we consider only the case that 0 < |A\;|, < 1 (i.e.,
attracting but not superattracting). We will express certain functions of n as power
series in n and 7" and thus obtain a p-adic parametrization of the orbit of «; under
fi as in (3.1.2)), where the corresponding p-adic analytic function F; ; is actually a
function of only 2 variables (i.e., m; = 1 with the notation as in (B.1.2)).

Write \; = o;w®, where e; > 1 and o; € 0%. If o; is a root of unity, we can
choose an integer M;; > 1 such that alMl’i = 1. If «; is not a root of unity, it is
nM ;
3

well known that there is an integer M; ; > 1 such that « can be written as a



6 J. P. BELL, D. GHIOCA, AND T. J. TUCKER

power series in n with coeflicients in ox. Furthermore, M; ; depends only on p, e
and [« : Fp], which can be seen also applying Lemma to the function z — «a;z;
for more details, see [BGKTI0, Step (iii)]. We set

(3.1.4) ks,i == My ik,

1,4

also, we replace \; by )\ZM and replace e; by M1 ;- e;. (The subscript again jumps
to 3 in (BI4) because of the complications of Step (iv).) Thus, we can write

(3.1.5) A = (m™)%g1.4(n) for all integers n > 0,

for some power series g1 ,(2) € ox[[2]].

Step (iv). In this step, we consider only the superattracting case, that \; = 0,
and we will express certain functions of n as power series in n, 7", and 7% , where
m; > 2 is a certain integer (see (BI1T).

We let first the integer m; o be the order of the unique superattractmg point of
fi in D(0,1), as in Lemma ZIJii). Then we write m; o := a;w%, for some a; € 0%

and some integer b; > 0. Then as in Step (iii), we can find a positive integer M ;

nMi ; .
b can be written as a power

depending only on p, e and [« : F,] such that a,
series in n with coefficients in og. Set
M
k27i = Ml,i . kl,i and mi1 ‘= ml 01 Z.
Then m}'; can be written as a power series in n and 7", with coefficients in 0.

In addition, recall that p; = u; (£ (a;)) satisfies 0 < |ui], < 1; thus, we can
write p; = B;w*, where e; > 1 and 3; € oj. If 5; is a root of unity with, say,
ﬁiM“ =1 for some positive integer Ms ; (depending only on p, e and [« : Fp), since
the size of the group of roots of unity contained in K depends only on p, e and
[k : Fp]), choose a positive integer Ms; (again depending only on p, e and [k : F,])
so that M l|( 2M3 g mM'g ) Set

Ms,;
k3= M3 ko ; and m; 2 :=m; 1"
and note that 6%,2 is constant in n.
On the other hand, if §; is not a root of unity, then as in Step (iii), there is an

2,1

integer Mj ; depending only on p, e and [ : Fp] such that [3 can be written as

a power series in n with coefficients in 0. As above, choose a positive integer Méz
. 2M} M},
(depending only on p, e and [k : Fp]) such that Mj,;|(m;; ** —m; "), and set

M i
ks ;= Mgzk‘gz and also, m; 2 := m; o

Then my = m; 2 (mod My ;) for all positive integers n, and therefore

n X ’
5 =B .ﬁ b JEM ﬂMﬁ,z’ (mia=mi.2) /M3 s
= =P i
can be written as a power series in (mPy —m; 2)/Mj} ; with coeflicients in 0. Using

’
the fact that p { Mj ,, and expressing m}'y = (m;‘yl)M&i as a power series in n and

7" with coefficients in 0, we conclude that 3, **

series in n and 7", with coefficients in og.
Thus, whether or not 3; is a root of unity, we can write

can in fact be written as a power

n
m; o

(3.1.6) ;= (wm?ﬂ) ' g1,i(n, ") for all integers n > 0,
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for some power series g1 (20, 21) € 0|20, 21]]-

Step (v). Let k be the least common multiple of k31 and of k3o; then k is
bounded by a constant depending only on p, e and [« : Fp].

Note that replacing each k3 ; by k does not change the conclusions of our previous
Steps since the radii r;, s;, the power series u;, the integer ¢; ;, and the point p; are
unaffected when we replace k by a multiple of it. Moreover, in the quasiperiodic
case, fikHl‘i(ozi) still lies in ﬁ(ffl‘i(ozi), Ti).

In the attracting case, we replace A; by AR/,

92,4(2) = (91,6(2))""" € oxc[2]);
k/ks,q

%

, also replace e; by %ei, and let

and in the superattracting case, we replace m; by m and let

k )
: zo,zf/k?’”) € ox/[[z0, 21]]-
3,

With this new notation, it follows from Steps (i)—(iv) that for any integer n > 0,

92,1'(207 2’1) = gl,i(

1) flitnk o) = ui(nk + p;), if b1 «;) lies in a quasiperiodic residue class;
1 1
01,i4+nk : e ol .
2) £, tn () = ul(/\fuz) = ui((w")elggﬁi(n)ui), if f;""(a;) lies in an at-
tracting residue class; and
) £ 0 = ) = () gl ). i £ ) ties
superattracting residue class,

where p; = u;l(ffl’i(ai)) is as in Step (ii). In particular, in all three cases, we
have expressed ffl‘”nk(oai) as a power series in n, 7", and, if needed, 7™ .

Let L = max{¢11,¢1,2}. Foreach{=L,...,L+k — 1 and each i = 1,2, choose
a linear fractional transformation n; , € PGL(2, 0k ) so that n; ¢ o ff(a;) € D(0,1).
Then ni)gofffll’i(D(O, 1)) € D(0,1), because f; has good reduction. Finally, define
Eig=mnigo fi " ouy, so that E;y € K[[2]] maps D(0, s;) into D(0,1).

Step (vi). In this step, we will write down power series F; ¢ for ff+"k in terms of
n, 7", and 7 . We will also produce bounds B; ¢ to be used in applying [BGKT10,
Lemma 3.1]. For each i = 1,2, we consider the three cases that ff(a;) lies in a
quasiperiodic, attracting (but not superattracting), or superattracting residue class
for the function fF.

In the quasiperiodic case, for each £ = L,..., L+ k — 1, define the power series
Fio(20) = Eie(kzo0 + p:) € K{[20]],

so that F; ¢(n) =mn;¢0 ff"’"k (a;) for all m > 0. All coefficients of F; ¢y have absolute
value at most 1, because |k|p, ||, < s; and E; , maps D(0, s;) into D(0, 1). Hence,
we set our bound B;, to be B;, := 0.

Second, in the attracting (but not superattracting) case, for each £ = L,..., L+
k — 1, define the power series

Fi (20, 21) = Ei o (27 g2,i(20) i) € K[[20, 21]],
where E; ¢ and g2, are as in Step (v), so that F; s(n,7™) = 1;¢ 0 fi“'"k(ai) for all
n > 0. _
Still in the attracting (but not superattracting) case, because F; ; maps D(0, s;)

into D(0,1), there is some B;, > 0 such that for every j > 0, the coefficient of
27 in E; 4(2) has absolute value at most p’Bi¢. Recalling also that g2 ; € 0x|[[2]]
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and ||, < 1, it follows that if we write F; ¢(20,21) = Y ;- hj(z0)7] (where each
hj € K[[z]]), then for each j > 0, all coefficients of h; have absolute value at most
iji,E'

Third, in the superattracting case, foreach / = L,..., L4+k—1, define the power

series

Fi0(20, 21, 2m;) = Eie(92.i(20, 21) 751,) € K[[20, 21, Zm, ]|,
where F; ¢ and g2 ; are as in Step (v), so that F; ¢(n, 7", ﬂ'm?) =100 ff*”k(oai) for
all n > 0.

Still in the superattracting case, because E; , maps D(0, s;) into D(0, 1), there is
some B; ; > 0 such that for every j > 0, the coefficient of 27 in E; ¢(z) has absolute
value at most p?Pi¢. Hence, if we write Fj ¢(20, 21, 2m;) = Y, 50 Mjr g (20)2] 202,
(where each hj, j, € K[[2]]), then as before, since g2; € 0x[[20, z1]], all coeflicients
of h;, j, have absolute value at most p725i¢ < pBie(1t+i2) | Finally, set

(B1¢+ Bay).

max
L<t<L+k-1

Step (vii). Foreach ¢ =L,...,L+k—1, let H; € 0x[t1,12] be the polynomial
generating the vanishing ideal of the curve Y C (P!)? dehomogenized with respect
to the coordinates determined by (11 ¢,72,¢). Then we define

(317) G[(ZO, 215 Zmy s Zmz) = HZ(FLL FQ,Z) € K[[Zo, 215 2my s Zmz]]

If there is no superattracting point for f; lying in the orbit of «; modulo 7, then
m; = 1, i.e., the above power series Gy has one less variable. Also, if it happens
that m; = mg, then again we need one variable less in (BI7). From now on, we
assume both a; and as land in superattracting cycles modulo 7 (i.e., mi,ma > 1)
and also, assume mj # mg; this would be the most general case in [B.I7) since
we would deal with a p-adic analytic function of 4 variables (the other cases are
similar, only simpler). So, without loss of generality, we may assume mg > mq > 1.

In all cases, by construction, Gy(n, 7", T wmg) is defined for all integers n > 0,
and moreover,

(3.1.8) Ge(n, 7", 7™ 7™ ) = 0 if and only if ¥+ (a) € Y.

Now, if Gy = 0 for some £ = L,--- ,L +k — 1, then we get that ®t"*(a) € YV’
for all n > 0 and since « is not preperiodic, while Y is a curve, we conclude that Y
must be fixed under the action of ®*, as desired (note that k is bounded solely in
terms of the degrees of the f;’s and also on p, e and [k : F)]).

So, from now on, we assume that Gy # 0 for each £ = L,--- L + k — 1. Then
for each Gy, we write

Go(zo, 7", m™ 7™ ) = Y gu(zo)w/ ™,
weN3

where for each w := (w1, wa, w3) € N?, we have that fw(n) == win+wamy +wsmy.
Then we let v be the smallest element of N* with respect to the usual lexicographic
order on N® such that g, # 0. Also, for each element w := (w1, wa, w3) € N3, we
define |w| := wy + we + ws; for more details, see [BGKTI0, Section 3].

By our choice of the bound B in Step (vi), and because all coefficients of H, lie in
0, all coefficients of g,, have absolute value at most pZ!*!, for every w € N3. Since
Gy (n,w",wm?,ﬂ'mg) is defined at every n > 0, then g, must converge on D(0,1);
therefore, we may choose a radius 0 < sy < 1 for g, satisfying the hypotheses of



BOUNDING PERIODS OF SUBVARIETIES OF (P)" 9

[BGKTT0, Lemma 3.1]. More precisely, g, has only finitely many zeros in D(0, 1)
and so, we let 0 < s¢ < 1 be the minimum distance between any two distinct such
Z€ros.

Let s be the minimum of all the sy as we vary £ € {L,--- ,L + k — 1}. The set
ok may be covered by finitely many disks D(y, s) (for some points v € o). We
let N := k- pM for some sufficiently large integer M such that [p*|, < s.

Since each Gy is nontrivial, we may apply [BGKTI10, Lemma 3.1] (with the
bound B from Step (vi) and radius s from the previous paragraph) and conclude
that for each j € {1,..., N}, the set

(3.1.9) {n € N: ®*"N(q) € Y} has natural density 0.

In order to derive (B1.9), we use (B18) and [BGKTI0, Lemma 3.1 and Corol-
lary 1.5]. However, since Y is periodic, the set

{n € N: ®"(«) € Y} has positive natural density,

which contradicts (821.9). In conclusion, it must be that some Gy is trivial and
therefore Y must be fixed by ®F.
This concludes the proof of Theorem [3.11 O

4. PROOF OF OUR MAIN RESULTS

We first prove Theorem Our strategy is to prove separately its conclusion
assuming that either

(1) all rational functions f; are disintegrated, using the terminology from [MS14]
(or non-special, using the terminology from [GN16l [GN17]), i.e., for each
i =1,...,n, we have that deg(f;) > 2 and also, f;(z) is not conjugated
(through a linear transformation) to z*d€(f9) or to +Cleg(y,) (Where, for
each m > 2, £C,,(x) is the m-th Chebyshev polynomial, which satisfies
Cm (:1: + %) =z + mim), or to a Lattés map (i.e., the quotient of an
endomorphism of an elliptic curve); or

(2) all rational functions f; are special, i.e., for each i = 1,...,n, we have
that deg(f;) > 2 and also, f;(x) is conjugated either to z+9°8(/) or to
+Cqeg(f,), OF to a Lattés map; or

(3) each rational function f; has degree equal to 1.

In each of the above cases (1)-(3), we show that the length of the period of a pe-
riodic subvariety (satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem [[.2)) is uniformly bounded.
Case (1) follows from combining our Theorem B along with the description from
[MS14] of the periodic subvarieties of (P!)" under the coordinatewise action of n
disintegrated rational functions (for more details, see Theorem []). Case (2) above
follows using classical results regarding algebraic subgroups of product of tori and
of elliptic curves (for more details, see Theorem [1.3)). Finally, case (3) follows using
a direct analysis since for linear maps, one can find explicit formulas for the points
in any of their orbits (for more details, see Theorem [£.2)). Then we finish the proof
of Theorem by employing one more time the results of [MS14] which allows us
to prove the conclusion of Theorem after splitting the action of the f;’s in the
above 3 cases and using Theorems [£.1] and

Theorem 4.1. Theorem [L.Q holds under the additional assumption that each ra-
tional function f; has degree greater than 1, and moreover, no f;(x) is conjugated
to either z*9e(f1) or to +Cyeg(f,), O to a Laltés map.
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Proof. Since each f; is disintegrated then, according to [MS14, Proposition 2.21],
we know that each (irreducible) periodic subvariety ¥ C (P!)" is an irreducible
component of the intersection of finitely many hypersurfaces Y; ; of (P)", which
are of the form Y; j := ;- jl (Cs.5), where C; ; is an irreducible periodic curve defined
over K under the action of (f;, f;) on P* x P! and m;; : (P1)" — P! x P! is
the projection on the (7, j)-th coordinate axes; note that C;; is also defined over
K since the projection of the irreducible K-subscheme Y of (P!)" on any two
coordinates would still be an irreducible K-subscheme (of (P*)?). By Theorem 3.1}
we know that the length of the orbit of C;; under the induced action of (f;, f;)
on P! x P! is bounded independently of C;; (and only depending on the degrees
of f; and f; and also on p, e and [k : Fp]); note that the point (a;,a;) € C; ;(K)
satisfies the hypotheses from Theorem Bl Therefore, each hypersurface Y; ; is
periodic and moreover, the length of its period under the coordinatewise action on
(PY)™ of the rational functions f; is bounded solely in terms of the degrees of the
rational functions f; and also in terms of p, e and [k : Fp]. Since Y is an irreducible
component of ), ; ¥; j, this concludes the proof of Theorem .1l O

Theorem 4.2. Theorem[L.2 holds under the assumption that each rational function
fi has degree equal to 1.

Proof. We use Poonen’s [Poold] result on p-adic interpolation of iterates. Since
each f; is a degree one map with good reduction at 7, there is an M depending
only on p, e, and [k : F,] such that fM(z) = z (mod p°), where c is the smallest
integer greater than 1/(p — 1). Now, let v = (y1...,7,) be any point in Y (K),
and let R be the ring of p-adic integers in K (). Then taking the local power
series expansion for fM at +; gives a power series g; € R[z], convergent on R, such
that g;(z) = fM(z) for all z € R. Since fM(z) = z (mod p°), we have g;(z) = z
(mod p©).

By [Pool3d], for each i, there is therefore a power series §; € R[z], convergent
on R, such that 6;(k) = (fM)¥(v;) for all positive integers k. Now, let H be
any polynomial in the vanishing ideal of Y, dehomogenized at . Since there are
infinitely many k such that ®*M(y) € Y (because Y is periodic under ®), there
are infinitely many k such that H(61(k),...,0,(k)) = 0. Since a convergent p-adic
power series has finitely many zeros unless the series is identically zero, it follows
that H(01(k),...,0.(k)) = 0 for all k, so ®M*(y) € Y for all k. Since this is true

for all v € Y(K), we must have that Y has period dividing M.
As an aside, we could argue also directly, using the fact that each f; is a linear
map to find explicit formulas for f*(a;) and thus construct explicit p-adic analytic

functions as above, thus proving the desired conclusion in Theorem O

Theorem 4.3. Theorem[L.2 holds under the assumption that each rational function
fi has degree larger than 1 and is conjugate either to z= ) or to +Cqeg(f.), OT
to a Lattés map.

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem [4.2] at the expense of replacing each f;
by a conjugate (which does not change the conclusion of our result), we may assume
each f;(w) is either a Lattés map, or equal to £Cyeg(s,), Or equal to aEdes(fi)

In this case there exist elliptic curves E, ..., Ey (for some 0 < k < n) and there
exists an endomorphism ¥ of S := G % x H§:1 E; along with a finite morphism
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n:S — (PY)" such that
(4.3.1) now ==aoon.

Indeed, for each Lattés map f; (without loss of generality, we assume fy,—k+1,- .-, fn
are all the Lattés maps), we know there exists an elliptic curve E; along with some
endomorphism g; and also there exists some morphism 7; : F; — P! of degree
2 (identifying each point P of F; with —P) such that n; o g; = f; o n; for each
i=n—k+1,---,n. Furthermore, assuming fi,..., fo (for some 0 < ¢ < n —k)
are all the rational functions conjugated to +Clyeq(y,), then for each i = 1,...,¢,
we let ; : G, — P! be defined by 7;(z) = x + 2; also, we let g;(z) = £zdes(fo)
for each such i. Finally, for each i = £+ 1,...,n — k, we let g; = f; (which is
thus equal to z*9°8(/1)) and also let 7;(x) = « for each such i = £+ 1,...,n — k.
Then (@31]) holds with n := (11, ...,m,) and also with ¥ :=(g1,...,9,): S — S
(acting coordinatewise).

Now, Y C (P!)" is periodic under the action of ® if and only if an irreducible
component of Z := n~1(Y) is periodic under the action of ¥; moreover, the two
periodic varieties would then have the same length for their corresponding orbits.
Hence, it suffices to bound the length of the period for any periodic subvariety of
S defined over some given local field. Note that if Y is defined over K, then Z is
defined over another local field L whose degree over K is bounded by 2™ since for
each i =1,...,¢ and also for each i =n —k +1,...,n, the degree of ; is 2 (while
deg(n;) =1if i =¢+1,...,n — k). Therefore, replacing K by L simply increases
the size of the residue field of the new local field and also increases its ramification
index (over Q,), but both the size of the residue field of K and the ramification
index of K increase by a scalar factor which depends only on n.

Furthermore, at the expense of conjugating each g;(x) (for 1 < i < £) by a
suitable linear transformation z — (;z, we may actually assume each g;(z) =
gdea(fi) (i.e., modulo a conjugation by a linear scaling map given by a root of unity,
we may assume the sign infront of each monomial from the definition of g;(z) is
positive). In order to replace the original maps by the new maps, we might need to
replace K by a finite extension, which depends only on the degrees of the original
rational functions f;.

We observe that S is a split semiabelian variety (whose abelian part is a product
of elliptic curves). Thus the periodic subvarieties of S (under the coordinatewise
action of group homomorphisms on each of its 1-dimensional factors) are torsion
translates of algebraic subgroups (a more general result holds inside any semiabelian
variety, as proven in [Hin88, Lemme 10]). Moreover, noting that there are no
nontrivial morphisms between a torus and an elliptic curve, then each periodic
subvariety Z of S is the zero locus of finitely many equations of the form

(4.3.2) [z =¢

for some root of unity ¢ € K and some integers c¢;, or

k
(4.3.3) Z"/’i(yi) =Q,
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where E is one of the elliptic curves E; (for some j =1,...,k) and ¢; : E; — E
are group endomorphisms, while @ is a torsion point of F(K). Clearly, if FE; and
FE are not isogenuous, then ; is the trivial map.

Furthermore, the algebraic subgroup of G™* defined by the equations

n—k
(4.3.4) [[z=1
i=1

(obtained by replacing each ¢ by 1 in (32])) must be periodic under the coordi-
natewise action of the g;’s. Then we note that for each equation [@3]), letting I be
the set consisting of all indices 7 such that ¢; # 0, we have that deg(g;) is the same
for each i € I, or otherwise the hypersurface given by the equation ([@3.4) is not
periodic under the coordinatewise action of the g;’s for i € I. So, each hypersur-
face of the form ([@3.) is invariant under the coordinatewise action of ¢%,..., g%

on G"~* since each g; is a monomial 2 9€(9) and therefore g?(z) = :Edeg(fi)2; in
particular, the algebraic subgroup which is the zero locus of all equations [{@3.4) is
fixed by the coordinatewise action of the g2’s.

Similarly, the algebraic subgroup of E; x --- x E}, given by the equations

k
(4.3.5) Z bi(ys) =0,

(obtained by replacing each @ by 0 in (£33])) must be periodic under the coordi-
natewise action of g,,— k41, ..., gn. We claim that the length of its period is bounded
by the number of roots of unity contained in the endomorphism ring of F. Indeed,
whenever 1; is nontrivial, then F; and E have isomorphic endomorphism rings and
moroever, the endomorphism g; of E; descends to an endomorphism of E. Note
that if 1; and v; are nontrivial and the endomorphisms g, _x+; and gn—r+; of s,
respectively of E;, correspond to elements w; and w; in the endomorphism ring R of
E whose quotient w; /w; is not a root of unity, then the algebraic subgroup given by
equation (@33 is not periodic under the action of (gn—g+1, - , gn). Therefore, the
length of the period of the algebraic group given by equation (£3.1]) is absolutely
bounded because there are at most 6 roots of unity in an order of an imaginary
quadratic number ring (such as the ring R).

Using the fact that Z is the zero locus of finitely many equations of the form
(#E32) and [@33), while the algebraic groups given by equations (£34]) and ([€33)
have the size of their orbit under ¥ bounded by 6, we obtain that the length of
the orbit of Z under ¥ is bounded in terms of the orders of the roots of unity
¢ appearing in equations of the form ([£3.2) and also in terms of the orders of
the torsion points ) appearing in equations of the form [{33]). So, we conclude
that the length of the orbit under the action of ¥ of any periodic subvariety of
S (defined over the local field K) is bounded solely in terms of the size of the
group of roots of unity contained in K and also in terms of the size of the torsion
subgroups of E;(K), for i = 1,...,k. Since any local field contains finitely many
roots of unity (the bound depending solely on the size of its residue field and also
depending on its ramification index over Q,), and also, any elliptic curve has finitely
many torsion points over the local field K, with an upper bound for the size of its
torsion depending solely on the size of the residue field of K and on the ramification
index for K/Q, (see [Sil86 Chapter VII]), then we obtain the desired conclusion in
Theorem O
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Finally, we can prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [ 2. As proven in [Med07] (see also [MS14] Theorem 2.30] for the
case when each f; is a polynomial), each periodic subvariety ¥ of the dynamical
system ((P1)", ®) may be written (after a suitable re-ordering of the coordinate
axes, and thus of the rational functions acting on them) as Y7 x Y3 x Y3, where
Y; € (PY)™ for some integers n; satisfying n; + ns + n3 = n and moreover, the
following holds:

e the rational functions fi,---, fn, are all disintegrated,;

e each rational function f;(z) from the list fr, 11, -, fn;4+n, IS conjugate
either to z®9¢8(/1) or to +Clyegf,), Or to a Lattés function (and its degree
is greater than 1);

o the rational functions f,,4n,+1, "+, fni4ns+ns have degree equal to 1;

e Y] is periodic under the action of ®; := (f1,- -+, fn,) on (P1)™, while Y5 is
periodic under the action of ®3 := (fn, 41, » fni+n,) and Y3 is periodic
under the action of @3 := (fn; 40415 » fratnotns)-

Therefore, the uniform bound on the length of the orbit of Y under the the action
of @ follows using Theorems (.11 and 4.3l which provide uniform bounds for the
length of the orbits of each of the periodic subvarieties Y; (for 1 < j < 3). O

We conclude this section by proving Theorem [L1]

Proof of Theorem[I 1. We argue by induction on n; the case n = 1 follows from
[Zie96]. So, we assume now that n > 2 and that Theorem [[] holds for endomor-
phisms of (P!)"~!. In particular, we may assume that Y projects dominantly onto
each coordinate axes, since otherwise Y = Y x {7}, where v € P} is a periodic
point (of bounded period, according to [Zie96]) and then the inductive hypothesis
yields the desired conclusion.

Let )Y be a model for Y over og such that ) is closed in (]P’},K)". Then ) is a
projective ox-scheme, so every point in Y (K) extends to a unique point in V(o).
We let a denote the point in Y(ox) to which (aq,...,a,) extends.

Let @ be the reduction of a modulo p, i.e., the intersection of o with the special
fiber of ). Since the intersection of a with the generic fiber Y of ) is a smooth point
x, then [BGT15l Proposition 2.2] yields the existence of a Zariski dense, uncountable
set U C Y(o0,) consisting of sections S whose intersection with the special fiber of Y
equals @. The fact that U is uncountable follows from the p-adic implicit function
theorem used in the proof of [BGT15, Proposition 2.2], which yields the existence
of a p-adic submanifold of ) whose points all have the same reduction modulo
p. More precisely, as shown in [BGTI5 Proposition 2.2], letting d := dim(Y'),
at the expense of relabelling the coordinate axes, we know that for a sufficiently
small p-adic neighborhood U of (ap—_d+1,-..,qn) (where a = (ai,...,ay)), we
have p-adic analytic functions Fi,...,F, on U such that for each v € U, the point
(F1(9)y .-, Fuly)) is on Y.

Each one of the points 8 € U is of the form (81,...,8,) and if for some point
B, we have that each (; is not preperiodic for the action of f;, then the result
follows from Theorem So, assume for each 8 € U, there exists some ¢ €
{1,...,n} such that B; is preperiodic for f;. Therefore there must exists some
io € {1,...,n} such that there exists an uncountable set Uy C Y(0,) consisting of
points 3 with the property that the corresponding 3;, is preperiodic for the action
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of f;,. Furthermore, we may assume that there exists no submanifold Uy of U of
dimension less than d such that for each 5 € Uy, there exists some v € Uy such that
B = (]:1(/7)7 T 7]:71(7))

For the sake of simplifying the notation, we identify each g;, with its intersection
with the generic fiber of P and thefore, view each 3, as a point in P'(K) whose
reduction modulo p is @;,. There are two cases.

Case 1. The set {f;,: 8 € Up} is uncountable.

Then, according to our assumption, we obtain that f;, has an uncountable set of
preperiodic points, which automatically yields that f;, itself must be preperiodic;
more precisely, deg f;, =1 (i.e, f;, is an automorphism) and ffo is the identity, for
some positive integer £. So, at the expense of replacing ) by V¢, we may assume )
is fixed under the action of f;, on the ip-th coordinate axis. Therefore, the length
of the period of Y equals the length of the period of )y under the coordinatewise
action of the rational functions f; for i # ip, where )} is the projection of )} on
the remaining (n — 1) coordinate axes, other than the ig-th coordinate axis. In
this case, we are done by the inductive hypothesis; also, note that ¢ depends solely
on p, e and [k : Fp]. Indeed, the linear map f;, () is conjugated over a quadratic
extension L of K to one of these two maps x — x+1 or z +— ax; furthermore, since
fi, has finite order, then f; (x) must be conjugated to a map = — ax, where a is a
root of unity contained in L. Because the number of roots of unity in a local field
L is bounded solely in terms of p and of the degree [L : Q,], our claim follows.

Case 2. The set {8;,: 8 € Up} is countable.

Let Uy C U be the set consisting of all points y € U such that (Fi(v),...,Fn(v)) €
Up. Then we know that the set {F;,(v): v € Up} is countable; furthermore, by our
assumption, we know that Uy is an uncountable set, which is not contained in a
submanifold of U of dimension less than d. Therefore, F;, must be constant, and
thus the projection of ) on the ip-th coordinate axis must be constant, contrary
to our hypothesis from the beginning of our proof. This concludes the proof of
Theorem [T 11 O

REFERENCES

[BGT15] J. P. Bell, D. Ghioca, and T. J. Tucker, Applications of p-adic analysis for bounding
periods for subvarieties under étale maps, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 2015, no. 11,
3576-3597.

[BGT16] J.P.Bell, D. Ghioca, and T. J. Tucker, The dynamical Mordell-Lang conjecture, Math-
ematical Surveys and Monographs 210, American Mathematical Society, Providence,
RI, 2016, xiii+280 pp.

[BGKT10] R. L. Benedetto, D. Ghioca, P. Kurlberg, and T. J. Tucker, A gap principle for dy-
namics, Compos. Math. 146 (2010), no. 4, 1056-1072.

[GN16] D. Ghioca and K. D. Nguyen, Dynamical anomalous subvarieties: structure and
bounded height theorems, Adv. Math. 288 (2016), 1433-1462.

[GN17] D. Ghioca and K. D. Nguyen, Dynamics of split polynomial maps: uniform bounds
for periods and applications, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 2017, no. 1, 213-231.

[Hin88] M. Hindry, Autour d’une conjecture de Serge Lang, Invent. Math. 94 (1988), no. 3,
575-603.

[Hut09] B. Hutz, Good reduction of periodic points on projective varieties, Illinois J. Math. 53
(2009), no. 4, 1109-1126.

[Hut] B. Hutz, Good reduction and canonical heights of subvarieties, arxiv:1603.00860.

[Med07]  A. Medvedev, Minimal sets in ACFA, Thesis (Ph.D.), University of California, Berke-
ley, 2007, 96 pp.

[MS14] A. Medvedev and T. Scanlon, Invariant varieties for polynomial dynamical systems,
Ann. of Math. (2) 179 (2014), no. 1, 81-177.



[MS94]
[Pez05)
[Pool3)]
[RLO3]

[Sch03)]

[SS]
[Sil86]

[Zie96]

BOUNDING PERIODS OF SUBVARIETIES OF (P)" 15

P. Morton and J. H. Silverman, Rational periodic points of rational functions, Int.
Math. Res. Not. IMRN 1994, no. 2, 97-110.

T. Pezda, Cycles of polynomial mappings in several variables over rings of integers
in finite extensions of the rationals. II, Monatsh. Math. 145 (2005), no. 4, 321-331.
B. Poonen, p-adic interpolation of iterates, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 46 (2014), no. 3,
525-527.

J. Rivera-Letelier, Dynamique des fonctions rationnelles sur des corps locauz,
Astérisque (2003), no. 287, 147-230, Geometric methods in dynamics. II.

W. Schmidt, Linear recurrence sequences, Diophantine Approximation (Cetraro, Italy,
2000), Lecture Notes in Math. 1819, Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, 2003, pp. 171—
247.

A. Salerno and J. H. Silverman, Integrality properties of Béttcher coordinates for one-
dimensional superattracting germs, arXiv:1708.09275.

J. H. Silverman, The arithmetic of elliptic curves, Graduate Texts in Mathematics
106, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1986, xii+400 pp.

M. E. Zieve, Cycles of polynomial mappings, PhD thesis, University of California,
Berkeley, 1996, 58 pp.

JASON BELL, DEPARTMENT OF PURE MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF WATERLOO, WATERLOO,
ON N2L 3G1, CANADA
E-mail address: jpbell@uwaterloo.ca

DRrRAGOS GHIOCA, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF BRITISH COLUMBIA, VAN-
COUVER, BC V6T 172, CANADA
E-mail address: dghioca@math.ubc.ca

THOMAS TUCKER, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF ROCHESTER, ROCHESTER,
NY 14627, USA
E-mail address: ttucker@math.rochester.edu



	1. Introduction
	2. Useful results
	3. The case of curves
	4. Proof of our main results
	References

