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NON-LINEARIZABILITY OF POWER SERIES OVER COMPLETE

NON-ARCHIMEDEAN FIELDS OF POSITIVE CHARACTERISTIC

RUFEI REN

Abstract. In [H-Y83], Herman and Yoccoz prove that for any given locally analytic (at z “ 0)
power series fpzq “ zpλ `

ř8
i“1

aiz
iq over a complete non-Archimedean field of characteristic 0 if

|λ| “ 1 and λ is not a root of unity, then f is locally linearizable at z “ 0. They ask the same

question for power series over fields of positive characteristic.
In this paper, we prove that, on opposite, most such power series in this case are more likely

to be non-linearizable. More precisely, given a complete non-Archimedean field K of positive char-
acteristic and a power series fpzq “ zpλ `

ř8
i“1

aiz
iq P Krrzss with λ not a root of unity and

|1 ´ λ| ă 1, we prove a sufficient condition (Criterion ⋆) for f to be non-linearizable. This phe-
nomenon of prevalence for power series over fields of positive characteristic being non-linearizable
was initially conjectured in [Her87, p 147] by Herman, and formulated into a concrete question by
Lindahl as [Lin04, Conjecture 2.2].

As applications of Criterion ⋆, we prove the non-linearizability of three families of polynomials.
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1. Introduction

We first introduce the definition of linearizability of a power series around the origin.
Given any complete valued field K, and a locally analytic (at z “ 0) power series fpzq “
zpλ `

ř8
i“1 aiz

iq P Krrzss, we call f locally linearizable at z “ 0 (or linearizable for short) if
there exists a locally analytic (at z “ 0) power series hpzq “ b0z ` b1z

2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ P Krrzss such
that h ˝ f ˝ h´1pzq “ λz; otherwise, we call it non-linearizable.

The question on linearizability of a power series at its periodic points is first introduced
by Poincaré from studying the stability of systems of differential equations. Gradually,
people began to realize its importance and started to research at it. Until now, it is still a
popular topic that a lot mathematicians are working on. In the very beginning of the history
of the study of linearizability, people focused on the power series over the complex field,
which makes sense since it relates to the reality most closely. Among these early important
results, most of them give sufficient conditions for a power series to be linearizable. For
example, in 1942, Siegel proved in his famous paper [Sie42] that the condition

(1.1) |1 ´ λn| ě Cn´β for some real numbers C, β ą 0
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2 RUFEI REN

on λ implies the linearizability of f , which is so-called the “Siegel’s condition”. Note that
even though the Siegel’s condition was initially used to prove linearizability for power series
over C, it in fact works on any complete valued fields. Later on, Brjuno in [Brj71] proved
that the weaker condition

(1.2) ´
8ÿ

k“0

2´k log

ˆ
inf

16n62k`1´1
|1 ´ λn|

˙
ă `8

is enough to imply the linearizability of f . Unfortunately, (1.1) and (1.2) do not exhaust
all λ and a complete description is still open. The only case over C that are fully settled
is the family of quadratic polynomials. It is proved by Yoccoz in [Yoc95] that a quadratic
polynomial λz ` a1z

2 P Crzs is linearizable if and only if λ satisfies (1.2).
It worth mentioning that if λ is a root of unity, then f is not linearizable. This was

first proved by Herman and Yoccoz in [H-Y83], and by Rivera-Letelier in [Riv03a] with a
different approach for dealing more general cases. We also note a direct consequence from
Siegel’s condition that if |λ| ‰ 1, then f is linearizable. Therefore, the only case left to
study is when |λ| “ 1 and λ is not a root of unity.

In [H-Y83], Herman and Yoccoz studied the power series over a complete non-Archimedean
field K of characteristic 0, and fully solved the problem on their linearizability by showing
that every power series fpzq “ z

`
λ `

ř8
i“1 aiz

i
˘
over K with λ not a root of unity and

|λ| “ 1 is linearizable. Rivera-Letelier in [Riv03a] gave a different proof of this result in
a more general setting. Due to Herman and Yoccoz’s work, there has been an increasing
interest in the non-Archimedean analogue of complex dynamics, see e.g. [Her87], [A-V93],
[A-V94], [Lub94], [Hsi00], [Ben01], [Riv03a], [Riv03b], [Bez04], [Lin04], [Lin10].

However, Herman and Yoccoz’s method cannot be generalized to positive characteristic
fields since λ does not satisfy the Siegel’s condition in this case. In fact, Herman conjectured
the opposite in [Her87, p 147] that most power series in this case are non-linearizable.
In [Lin04] and [Lin10], Lindahl proved that two specific families of polynomials are non-
linearizable, which supports Herman’s conjecture. We state Lindahl’s result after fixing the
following notations.

Notation 1.1. Let p ą 0 be some prime number, and K a complete non-Archimedean field
of characteristic p.

Theorem 1.2 ([Lin04], Theorem 2.3(2); [Lin10], Theorem 2). Assume that p ě 3, and that
λ P K with λ not a root of unity and |1 ´ λ| ă 1. Then every polynomial of the form

(1) λz ` a1z
2 P Krzs with a1 ‰ 0, or

(2) λz ` apz
p`1 P Krzs with ap ‰ 0

is non-linearizable.

On the other hand, Lindahl proved a family of linearizable power series over K in
[Lin10]. More precisely, he proved

Theorem 1.3 ([Lin10], Theorem 3). Assume λ P K satisfies that λ is not a root of unity
and |1´λ| ă 1. Then every power series of the form λz`

ř
p|i ai´1z

i P Krrzss is linearizable.

Based on Theorems 1.2 and 1.3, Lindahl conjectured that

Conjecture 1.4 ([Lin04], Conjecture 2.2). Assume λ P K satisfies that λ is not a root of
unity and |1 ´ λ| ă 1. A polynomial of the form λz `

řn
i“2 ai´1z

i P Krzs is linearizable if
and only if ai “ 0 for all i ě 2 such that p ∤ i.

Note that Lindahl’s method can only deal with the families of polynomials with a

dominant ai such that |ai|
i

ąą
|aj |
j

for all j ‰ i. Hence, it cannot fully settle a family of
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polynomials with more than three terms, e.g. the family of the cubic polynomials tλz `
a1z

2 ` a2z
3 | a2, a3 P Ku. Due to this limitation, to attack Conjecture 1.4, people needs to

come up with some new ideas. This is the motivation behind our paper.
In this paper, we study general locally analytic (at z “ 0) power series f over K. Our

main contribution is proving a sufficient condition (see Criterion ⋆ in §3.1) for such f to be
non-linearizable. The following theorems are applications of this criterion on three families
of polynomials.

Theorem 1.5. Assume that λ P K with λ not a root of unity and |1 ´ λ| ă 1. Then for
n ě 1 the polynomial λz ` anz

n`1 P Krzs is linearizable if and only if either p | n ` 1 or
an “ 0.

Note that when combined with Theorem 1.3 and under the hypothesis |1 ´ λ| ă 1, our
Theorem 1.3 fully solves the linearization problem for polynomials of the form λz` an´1z

n

for any n ě 2. In particular, it covers all the cases in Theorem 1.2.
Beyond these cases, it is natural to ask for the conditions of polynomials of the form

zpλ`aiz
i`ajz

jq to be linearizable or vise versa. In particular, since the family tλz`a1z
2`

ap´1z
p | a1, ap´1 P Ku is a mixture case of Theorems 1.2(1) and 1.3, fully understanding

its linearizable behavior becomes especially important; and this motivates us to have the
following result.

Theorem 1.6. Assume p > 5, λ P K with λ not a root of unity and |1 ´ λ| ă 1. Then
λz ` a1z

2 ` ap´1z
p P Krzs is linearizable if and only if a1 “ 0.

It is worth mentioning that Theorem 1.6 is an unconditional result over a family of
polynomials with three terms, and hence it cannot be fully settled by Lindahl’s method.
We also obtain the following conditional result on the family of cubic polynomials.

Theorem 1.7. Assume p > 5, λ P K with λ not a root of unity and |1 ´ λ| ă 1. Then

λz ` a1z
2 ` a2z

3 P Krzs is non-linearizable if a1 ‰ 0,
ˇ̌
ˇ1 ´ a2

a2
1

ˇ̌
ˇ > 1 and

ˇ̌
ˇ1 ´ a2

a2
1

ˇ̌
ˇ ‰ 1

|1´λ| .

The above three theorems all support Lindahl’s conjecture and have shown the strength
of Criterion ⋆. On the other hand, note that to prove a polynomial non-linearizable, it is
enough to show that it satisfies one of the infinite conditions in our criterion, i.e. k-dominant
for some integer k ě 1. Thus, we believe that our criterion has a lot of potentials to prove
the non-linearizability of many other families of polynomials over K, and even possibly to
fully solve Lindahl’s conjecture. In particular, we believe that by a more detailed calculation
we are able to prove each cubic polynomials with a1 ‰ 0 is k-dominant for some k ě 1, and
hence non-linearizable.

Acknowledgment. The author would like to express his deepest appreciation to Professor
Juan Rivera-Letelier for his massive help and giving a concise version of the main criterion.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the rest of this paper we fix a prime number p ą 0 and a complete non-
Archimedean field K of characteristic p. Denote by OK :“ tx P K | |x| ď 1u the ring of

integers of K, by mK :“ tx P K | |x| ă 1u the maximal ideal of OK and by rK :“ OK{mK the

residual field of K. For x in OK, denote by x̃ its reduction in rK. We fix λ P OK with λ not
a root of unity and |1 ´ λ| ă 1; and a locally analytic (at z “ 0) power series

fpzq “ z

˜
λ`

8ÿ

n“1

anz
n

¸
P Krrzss.

Notation 2.1.
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(1) Let µ :“ λ´ 1, and define µ-adic valuation on K as follows: for every x P K we put

valµpxq :“
ln |x|

ln |µ|
.

Note that for every integer s ě 1 we have

(2.1) valµp1 ´ λsq “ pvalppsq.

(2) Let u :“ gcdpi | ai ‰ 0q and τ :“ valppuq.

Definition 2.2. We call f locally linearizable at z “ 0 (or linearizable for short) if there

exists a locally analytic (at z “ 0) power series hpzq “ z

ˆ
8ř

n“0
bnz

n

˙
P Krrzss such that

h ˝ f ˝ h´1pzq “ λz.

Notation 2.3.

(1) Let N “ t0, 1, . . . u be the set of natural numbers.
(2) Set a0 :“ λ.
(3) Given an integer s ě 0 and an ps` 1q-tuple α “ pα0, . . . , αsq in Ns`1, we put

|α| :“
sÿ

i“0

αi, }α} :“
sÿ

i“1

iαi, aα :“
ź

iPt0,...,su,ai‰0

aαi

i ,

where a0, . . . , as are first ps ` 1q-st coefficients of f ; and denote by
`

|α|
α

˘
p
the image

of the multinomial coefficient
`

|α|
α0,...,αs

˘
under the composite map

Z Ñ Fp ãÝÑ K.

(4) For every r in t0, . . . , s ´ 1u, we put

(2.2)

Ipr, sq :“
 
α P Ns´r`1

ˇ̌
αi “ 0 for any 0 ď i ď s´r with u ∤ i, |α| “ r`1, }α} “ s´r

(
,

and

(2.3) Φpr, sq :“
1

λp1 ´ λsq

ÿ

αPIpr,sq

ˆ
r ` 1

α

˙

p

aα P K.

Note that if Ipr, sq “ H, then Φpr, sq “ 0.

Proposition 2.4. The power series fpzq is formally conjugate to λz by a unique formal

power series hpzq “ z
8ř

n“0
bnz

n P Krrzss with h1p0q “ 1.

Moreover, the sequence tbnu satisfies the inductive relations:

‚ b0 “ 1.
‚ For every n ě 1,

(2.4) bn “
n´1ÿ

ℓ“0

bℓΦpℓ, nq.

Proof. By [Lin04, equations (6) and (7)],

bn “
n´1ÿ

ℓ“0

bℓ
1

λp1 ´ λsq

ÿ

αPNs´r`1

|α|“r`1, ||α||“s´r

ˆ
r ` 1

α

˙

p

aα.
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Note that for

α P
 
Ns´r`1

ˇ̌
|α| “ r ` 1, }α} “ s´ r

(

with some 0 ď i ď s´ r ` 1 such that u ∤ i and αi ‰ 0, we have aα “ 0. This proves

Φpr, sq “
1

λp1 ´ λsq

ÿ

αPNs´r`1

|α|“r`1, ||α||“s´r

ˆ
r ` 1

α

˙

p

aα,

and completes the proof. �

Our next target is to write bn explicitly (see Proposition 2.8). Before doing that, we
introduce some notations.

Notation 2.5. Given an increasing finite sequence of integers β “ pβ0, . . . , βLq with L ě 1,
we put mpβq :“ L´ 1 to be the number of middle terms in β; and

Φpβq :“

mpβqź

j“0

Φpuβj , uβj`1q.

Given any integers 0 ď r ă s, we set

S8pr, sq :“
s´rğ

t“1

 
β :“ pβ0, β1, . . . , βtq P Nt`1

ˇ̌
β0 “ r, βt “ s and βi ă βi`1

(
,

i.e. S8pr, sq is the set of all finite increasing sequences of integers β such that

mpβq ď s´ r ´ 1 and r “ β0 ă β1 ă . . . ă βmpβq`1 “ s.

Notation 2.6. Given any integers 0 ď r ă s and a number k P N Y t8u, we put

Skpr, sq :“
!
β P S8pr, sq

ˇ̌
pk ∤ βj for all j P t1, . . . ,mpβqu

)
,

and

(2.5) φkpr, sq :“
ÿ

βPSkpr,sq

Φpβq.

Note that in the case k “ 0, we have by definition

(2.6) S0pr, sq “ tpr, squ and φ0pr, sq “ Φpur, usq.

The following is an inductive relation of φ‚.

Lemma 2.7. Given any integers 0 ď r ă s and k1 P N Y t8u, we have for every k P
t0, . . . ,mintvalpprq, valppsq, k1uu,

φk1pr, sq “
ÿ

βPSk1´kprp´k,sp´kq

mpβqź

j“0

φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq.

Note that the choice of k makes both rp´k and sp´k integers.

Proof. By regrouping the summands in (2.5), we have

(2.7) φk1pr, sq “
ÿ

βPSk1 pr,sq

Φpβq “
ÿ

βPSk1´kprp´k,sp´kq

mpβqź

j“0

¨
˝ ÿ

γjPSkpβjpk,βj`1pkq

Φpγjq

˛
‚.
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Note that for every β P Sk1´kprp´k, sp´kq and 0 ď j ď mpβq, the last term in (2.7) satisfies
ÿ

γjPSkpβjpk,βj`1pkq

Φpγjq “ φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq.

We complete the proof. �

Proposition 2.8. For every integer n ě 1,

(1) if u ∤ n, then bn “ 0;
(2) if u | n, then for every integer k P t0, . . . , valppn{uqu, we have

bn “
ÿ

βPS8p0,p´kn{uq

mpβqź

j“0

φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq.

Proof. We first show that for any integers 0 ď r ă s, if u ∤ s´ r, then

(2.8) Φpr, sq “ 0.

It is enough to show that in this case Ipr, sq “ H. This can be proved by contradiction.
Suppose otherwise, let α P Ipr, sq, then we have

u | ||α|| “ s´ r,

a contradiction.
We next prove by induction that

(2.9) bn “

#
φ8p0, n{uq if u | n,

0 if u ∤ n.

Consider (2.4) that b1 “ Φp0, 1q. For n “ 1, if u “ 1, then b1 “ Φp0, 1q “ φ8p0, 1q; if u ě 2,
by (2.8), we have b1 “ Φp0, 1q “ 0. In both cases, we prove (2.9) for n “ 1.

Now for any given n ě 2, assume (2.9) holds for every 1 ď ℓ ď n´ 1. Note that for any
0 ď ℓ ď n´ 1 with u ∤ n´ ℓ, by (2.8) we have

(2.10) Φpℓ, nq “ 0.

For n such that u ∤ n, all 0 ď ℓ ď n ´ 1 with u | n ´ ℓ satisfy u ∤ ℓ. Hence, from our
induction hypothesis on ℓ, this condition implies bℓ “ 0; and by (2.4), we have bn “ 0.

If u | n, combining (2.4) and (2.10) with our induction hypothesis, we have

bn “

n{uÿ

i“0

buiΦpui, nq “ Φp0, nq `

n{uÿ

i“1

φ8p0, iqΦpui, nq “ φ8p0, n{uq.

This completes the induction.
Combining (2.9) and Lemma 2.7 with r “ 0, s “ n{u and k1 “ 8, we complete the

proof of this proposition. �

3. Non-linearizability criterion

The goal of this section is to formulate a criterion for power series over K to be non-
linearizable that we use in §5, §6; and give its proof under the assumption of the “congru-
ence” property that is proved in §4. In §3.1 we state the non-linearizability criterion, as
well as the congruence and “dominance” properties. In §3.2 we prove the non-linearization
criterion assuming the congruence and dominance properties, and in §3.3 we prove the
dominance property assuming the congruence property.
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3.1. Non-linearizability criterion. In this subsection, we state the non-linearizability
criterion.

Notation 3.1. Given any integers r, s, k such that 0 ď r ă s and k ě 0, we put

ψkpr, sq :“ φkpr, sq
1 ´ λus

p1 ´ λp
k`τ qλus´1

.

Note that if valppsq “ k, then

(3.1) valµpφkpr, sqq “ valµpψkpr, sqq.

For r, s further satisfying pk|r and pk|s, we put

(3.2) Mkpr, sq :“
valµpψkpr, sqq

s´ r
,

and moreover set

(3.3) Mk :“ inf
 
Mkpr, sq

ˇ̌
pk-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s

(
.

Note that by (2.6), we have

(3.4) ψ0pr, sq “ Φpur, usq
1 ´ λus

λus´1p1 ´ λp
τ q
.

Definition 3.2. Given an integer k ě 1, we say that f is k-dominant if

min
dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mkp0, dpkq

)
ď min

ℓPt0,...,k´1u
tMℓu ´ pτ´1.

Criterion ⋆ (Non-linearizability criterion). If f is k-dominant for some integer k ě 1,
then it is non-linearizable.

In the next section we deduce this criterion from the following propositions.

Proposition 3.3 (Congruence property). Given any integer k ě 1 and any pk-divisible
integers r, s,m such that 0 ď r ă s and m ě ´r, we have

valµ pψk pr `m, s`mq ´ ψk pr, sqq ą ps´ rq min
ℓPt0,...,k´1u

tMℓu ´ pk`τ´1.

Proposition 3.4 (Dominance property). If f is k-dominant for some integer k ě 1, then
it is k1-dominant for all integers k1 ě k.

3.2. Proof of the non-linearizability criterion assuming Propositions 3.3 and 3.4.
The proof of the non-linearizability criterion is at the end of this subsection, after several
lemmas.

Combining (2.1) with Notation 2.6, for any k ě 0 and pk-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s,
we have

(3.5) Mkpr, sq “
valµpψkpr, sqq

s´ r
“

valµpφkpr, sqq ` valµp1 ´ λusq ´ valµp1 ´ λp
k`τ

q

s´ r

“
valµpφkpr, sqq

s´ r
`
pvalppsq`τ ´ pk`τ

s´ r
.

Lemma 3.5. Given any k ě 0 and pk-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s, we have

valµpφk`1pr, sqq ě ps´ rqMk ` pk`τ ´ pvalppsq`τ .
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Proof. Taking k1 :“ k ` 1 in Lemma 2.7, we have

(3.6) φk`1pr, sq “
ÿ

βPS1pr{pk,s{pkq

mpβqź

j“0

φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq.

Note that for any β P S1pr{pk, s{pkq and 1 ď j ď mpβq, we have p ∤ βj . Therefore, by
(3.5) we have

valµ

´
φkpβjp

k, βj`1p
kq
¯

“ pβj`1p
k ´ βjp

kqMk

´
βjp

k, βj`1p
k
¯

for 0 ď j ď mpβq ´ 1

and

valµ

´
φkpβmpβqp

k, sq
¯

“ ps´ βmpβqp
kqMk

´
βmpβqp

k, s
¯

` pk`τ ´ pvalppsq`τ .

These two equalities above imply

valµ

¨
˝

mpβqź

j“0

φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq

˛
‚

“

mpβq´1ÿ

j“0

pβj`1p
k ´ βjp

kqMk

´
βjp

k, βj`1p
k
¯

` ps´ βmpβqp
kqMkpβmpβqp

k, sq ` pk`τ ´ pvalppsq`τ

ěps´ rqMk ` pk`τ ´ pvalppsq`τ ,

where Mk is defined in (3.3).
From the strong triangular inequality, by plugging these inequalities in (3.6) we com-

plete the proof. �

Lemma 3.6. Assume that f is k-dominant for some k ě 1. Then

(1) given any pk-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s with s´ r ě pk`1, we have Mkpr, sq ą Mk.
(2) Mk “ min

dPt1,...,p´1u

 
Mkp0, dpkq

(
.

Proof. (1) For any pk-divisible 0 ď r ă s, by (3.5) and Lemma 3.5 with k ` 1 replaced by
k, we have

(3.7) Mkpr, sq “
valµpφkpr, sqq

s´ r
`
pvalppsq`τ ´ pk`τ

s´ r

ě
ps´ rqMk´1 ` pk´1`τ ´ pvalppsq`τ

s´ r
`
pvalppsq`τ ´ pk`τ

s´ r
“ Mk´1 ´

pk`τ ´ pk´1`τ

s´ r
.

From our assumption that s ´ r ě pk`1 and that f is k-dominant, the last term in (3.7)
satisfies

Mk´1 ´
pk`τ ´ pk´1`τ

s´ r
ą Mk´1 ´ pτ´1 ě min

dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mkp0, dpkq

)
.

This implies

(3.8) Mkpr, sq ą min
dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mkp0, dpkq

)
ě Mk.

(2) By (3.8), it is enough to show that for every pk-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s such
that s´ r ď pp ´ 1qpk, we have

(3.9) Mkpr, sq ě min
dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mkp0, dpkq

)
.
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For integers r, s with this condition, we consider

(3.10) valµpψkpr, sqq ě min
 
valµpψkp0, s ´ rqq, valµ

`
ψkpr, sq ´ ψkp0, s ´ rq

˘(
,

and clearly have

valµ pψkp0, s ´ rqq “ ps´ rqMkp0, s ´ rq ě ps´ rq min
dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mkp0, dpkq

)
.

On the other hand, combining Proposition 3.3 with our hypothesis that f is k-dominant,
we have

valµ

´
ψkpr, sq ´ ψkp0, s ´ rq

¯
ě ps´ rq

ˆ
min

ℓPt0,...,k´1u
tMℓu

˙
´ pk`τ´1

ě ps´ rq

ˆ
min

dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mkp0, dpkq

)
` pτ´1

˙
´ pk`τ´1

ě ps´ rq min
dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mkp0, dpkq

)
.

These two inequalities above with (3.10) imply

valµpψkpr, sqq ě ps´ rq min
dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mkp0, dpkq

)
,

and further (3.9). This completes the proof. �

Proof of Criterion ⋆ (Assuming Propositions 3.3 and 3.4). Let k1 be an arbitrary integer
such that k1 ě k. By Proposition 3.4, the series f is k1-dominant, and hence

min
dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mk1p0, dpk

1
q
)

ď min
ℓPt0,...,k1´1u

tMℓu ´ pτ´1

ď Mk1´1 ´ pτ´1 ď min
dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mk1´1p0, dpk

1´1q
)

´ pτ´1.

By induction, we have

(3.11) min
dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mk1p0, dpk

1
q
)

ď min
dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mkp0, dpkq

)
´ pk1 ´ kqpτ´1.

By Lemma 3.6(2), we have

Mk1 “ min
dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mk1p0, dpk

1
q
)
.

Hence, there is the smallest dk1 P t1, . . . , p´ 1u such that

Mk1p0, dk1pk
1
q “ Mk1.

Replacing k by k1 and n by udk1pk
1
in Proposition 2.8(2), we have

(3.12) budk1pk
1 “

ÿ

βPS8p0,dk1 q

mpβqź

j“0

φk1pβjp
k1
, βj`1p

k1
q.

Now we estimate valµpbudk1pk
1 q by studying each summand in (3.12).

For any β P S8p0, dk1 q and 0 ď j ď mpβq, we have

(3.13) 1 ď βj`1 ´ βj ď dk1 ď p´ 1,

and hence p ∤ βj`1.
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This implies

(3.14) valµpφk1pβjp
k1
, βj`1p

k1
qq

“ valµpψk1 pβjp
k1
, βj`1p

k1
qq ` pvalppβj`1p

k1
q`τ ´ pk

1`τ “ valµpψk1pβjp
k1
, βj`1p

k1
qq.

Consider

(3.15) valµpψk1pβjp
k1
, βj`1p

k1
qq

ě min
!
valµ

´
ψk1p0, pβj`1 ´ βjqpk

1
q
¯
, valµ

´
ψk1pβjp

k1
, βj`1p

k1
q ´ ψk1p0, pβj`1 ´ βjqpk

1
q
¯)

.

Combining (3.13) with the smallest assumption on dk1 , we have

(3.16) valµ

´
ψk1p0, pβj`1 ´ βjqpk

1
q
¯

“ pβj`1 ´ βjqpk
1
Mkp0, pβj`1 ´ βjqpk

1
q

ě pβj`1 ´ βjqpk
1
Mk1 ,

with equality if and only if βj “ 0 and βj`1 “ dk1 .
Since f is k1-dominant, by Proposition 3.3, we have

valµ

´
ψk1pβjp

k1
, βj`1p

k1
q ´ ψk1p0, pβj`1 ´ βjqpk

1
q
¯

ąpβj`1 ´ βjqpk
1

ˆ
min

ℓPt0,...,k1´1u
tMℓu

˙
´ pk

1´1`τ

ěpβj`1 ´ βjqpk
1

ˆ
min

dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mk1p0, dpk

1
q
)

` pτ´1

˙
´ pk

1´1`τ

ěpβj`1 ´ βjqpk
1
Mk1 .

Plugging it with (3.16) into (3.15), for every β in S8p0, dk1 q, we have

valµ

¨
˝

mpβqź

j“0

φk1pβjp
k1
, βj`1p

k1
q

˛
‚ě dk1pk

1
Mk1 ,

with equality if and only if β “ p0, dk1 q.
Therefore, we have

valµpbudk1pk
1 q

udk1pk
1 “

dk1pk
1
Mk1

udk1pk
1 “

Mk1

u
.

Note that the above equation holds for all k1 ě k, by (3.11) we have

valµpbudk1pk
1 q

udk1pk
1

k1Ñ8
ÝÝÝÝÑ ´8.

This proves that the power series hpzq is not locally analytic at z “ 0, and consequently
that f is non-linearizable. �

3.3. Proof of the Proposition 3.4 assuming Proposition 3.3. Throughout this sub-
section we fix an integer k ě 1 and assume that f is k-dominant. By Lemma 3.6(2), we can
find the greatest d˚ P t1, . . . , p´ 1u such that Mkp0, d˚pkq “ Mk.

We will prove

min
dPt1,...,d˚u

!
Mkp0, dpkq

)
ď min

ℓPt0,...,k´1u
tMℓu ´ pτ´1,

which implies that f is pk ` 1q-dominant directly.
To achieve this, we need to estimate valµpφk`1p0, dpk`1qq for every d P t1, . . . , d˚u. Our

strategy is to construct a sequence tcmumPZ Ă K recursively which satisfies that
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‚ cdp is close to µp
k`1`τ´pk`τ

φk`1p0, dpk`1q for d P t1, . . . , d˚u (see Lemma 3.7); and
‚ valµpcdpq is relatively easy to be estimated (see Lemma 3.8).

For every m ě 1, we put

Am :“
p1 ´ λp

valppumq`k

qλumpk´1

1 ´ λumpk
and fm :“ ψkp0,mpkq.

Note that for every m ě 1 we have

(3.17) valµpfmq “ valµ

´
ψkp0,mpkq

¯
ě mpkMk;

and that by (2.1),

(3.18) valµpAmq “ 0.

We define the sequence tcmumPZ recursively by

cm :“

$
’’’&
’’’%

0 for m ď ´1,

1 for m “ 0,

Am

d˚ř
d“1

fdcm´d for m ě 1.

Combining (3.17) with (3.18), for everym ě 0 by induction we have valµpcmq ě mpkMk.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that for every 1 ď d ď d˚ ´ 1 we have

(3.19) valµ

´
φk`1p0, dpk`1q

¯
ą dpk`1Mk ` pk`τ ´ pk`1`τ .

Then for every m in t1, . . . , d˚pu, we have

(3.20) valµ

´
cm ´ µp

valppumq`k´pk`τ

φk`1p0,mpkq
¯

ą mpkMk.

Proof. We first prove that for every m ě 1,

(3.21) valµ

¨
˚̊
˝µ

pvalppumq`k´pk`τ

φk`1p0,mpkq ´Amfm ´
ÿ

wPt1,...,m´1u
p∤w

Amφk`1p0, wpkqfm´w

˛
‹‹‚

ą mpkMk.

By Lemma 2.7 with k1, r and s replaced by k ` 1, 0 and mpk, we have

(3.22) φk`1p0,mpkq “
ÿ

βPS1p0,mq

mpβqź

j“0

¨
˝ ÿ

γjPSkpβjpk,βj`1pkq

Φpγjq

˛
‚.

We decompose S1p0,mq into a union of disjoint sets as

(3.23) S1p0,mq “ tp0,mqu Y
ď

wPt1,...,m´1u
p∤w

tβ P S1p0,mq | βmpβq “ wu.
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For each 1 ď w ď m´ 1 such that p ∤ w, we have

(3.24)
ÿ

βPS1p0,mq
βmpβq“w

mpβqź

j“0

¨
˝ ÿ

γjPSkpβjpk,βj`1pkq

Φpγjq

˛
‚“

¨
˝ ÿ

γPSkpwpk,mpkq

Φpγq

˛
‚ˆ

¨
˝ ÿ

β1PS1p0,wq

mpβ1qź

j“0

¨
˝ ÿ

γjPSkpβ1
jp

k,β1
j`1

pkq

Φpγjq

˛
‚
˛
‚.

Note that for every 0 ď w ď m´ 1 we have

ÿ

γPSkpwpk,mpkq

Φpγq “ φkpwpk,mpkq “
p1 ´ λp

k`τ
qλumpk´1

1 ´ λumpk
ψkpwpk,mpkq

“ Amµ
pk`τ´pvalppumq`k

ψkpwpk,mpkq,

and that by Lemma 2.7, for every 0 ď w ď m´ 1 with p ∤ w,

ÿ

β1PS1p0,wq

mpβ1qź

j“0

¨
˚̋ ÿ

γ1
jPSkpβ1

jp
k,β1

j`1
pkq

Φpγ1
jq

˛
‹‚“ φk`1p0, wpkq.

Plugging them into (3.24) and considering the decomposition of S1p0,mq in (3.23), we
simplify (3.22) to

(3.25) φk`1p0,mpkq

“ Amµ
pk`τ´pvalppumq`k

¨
˚̊
˝ψkp0,mpkq `

ÿ

wPt1,...,m´1u
p∤w

φk`1p0, wpkqψkpwpk,mpkq

˛
‹‹‚,

and immediately obtain

(3.26) µp
valppumq`k´pk`τ

φk`1p0,mpkq ´Amfm ´
ÿ

wPt1,...,m´1u
p∤w

Amφk`1p0, wpkqfm´w

“ Am

´
ψkp0,mpkq ´ fm

¯
´

ÿ

wPt1,...,m´1u
p∤w

Amφk`1p0, wpkq
´
ψkpwpk,mpkq ´ fm´w

¯
.

Note that from (3.18), valµpAmq “ 1. Therefore, to prove (3.21), it is enough to show

(3.27) valµ

´
ψkp0,mpkq ´ fm

¯
ą mpkMk;

and for every w P t1, . . . ,mu with p ∤ w,

(3.28) valµ

´
φk`1p0, wpkq

´
ψkpwpk,mpkq ´ fm´w

¯¯
ą mpkMk.

By Proposition 3.3 and the definition of the sequence tfmu, for every w P t0, . . . ,m´1u
we have

valµ

´
ψkpwpk,mpkq ´ fm´w

¯
ą pm ´wqpk min

ℓPt0,...,k´1u
tMℓu ´ pk´1`τ .
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Combined with our assumption that f is k-dominant, this inequality implies

(3.29) valµ

´
ψkpwpk,mpkq ´ fm´w

¯

ą pm ´ wqpk
ˆ

min
dPt1,...,p´1u

!
Mkp0, dpkq

)
` pτ´1

˙
´ pk´1`τ ě pm ´ wqpkMk.

Taking w “ 0, we obtain (3.27).
For any w P t1, . . . ,mu with p ∤ w, by Lemma 3.5 we have

valµ

´
φk`1p0, wpkq

¯
ě wpkMk.

Combined with (3.29), this proves (3.28).
Now we prove (3.20) by induction. Note first that by (3.21) for any given m ě 1, (3.20)

is equivalent to

(3.30) valµ

¨
˚̊
˝cm ´Amfm ´

ÿ

wPt1,...,m´1u
p∤w

Amφk`1p0, wpkqfm´w

˛
‹‹‚ą mpkMk.

For m “ 1, we have c1 “ A1f1. This implies (3.30) and hence (3.20).
For any integerm in t2, . . . , d˚pu suppose that (3.20) holds for everym1 in t1, . . . ,m´1u.

As noted above, we just need to prove (3.30) instead. Since cm is defined piece-wisely, we
first prove that the induction works for 2 ď m ď d˚; and then prove it for bigger m’s.

For m in t2, . . . , d˚u, since m ď d˚ ď p´ 1, we can get rid of p ∤ w condition in (3.30)
for such m.

Combining it with the recursive definition of tcmu, we have

(3.31) cm ´Amfm ´
ÿ

wPt1,...,m´1u

Amφk`1p0, wpkqfm´w

“
ÿ

wPt1,...,m´1u

Amfm´wpcw ´ φk`1p0, wpkqq.

Note that valµ

´
µp

valppuwq`k´pk`τ
¯

“ 1 for every w ě 1. Combining (3.17) with our

induction hypothesis, for every w P t1, . . . ,m´ 1u we have

(3.32) Amfm´wpcw ´ φk`1p0, wpkqq ą mpkMk.

Combined with (3.31), this implies (3.30) and hence (3.20) for m.
Now we focus on m P td˚ ` 1, . . . , d˚pu. Note that we still assume (3.20) holds for

every m1 in t1, . . . ,m ´ 1u. By Lemma 3.6(1), for every n ě p we have

valµpfnq “ valµpψkp0, npkqq “ npkMkp0, npkq ą npkMk.

Together with the maximum choice of d˚, the range of w can be enlarged to n ě d˚ `1,
i.e.

(3.33) valµpfnq ą npkMk for every n ě d˚ ` 1.

Combining it with Lemma 3.5, for every 1 ď w ď m´ d˚ ´ 1 such that p ∤ w we have

(3.34) valµ

´
φk`1p0, wpkqfm´w

¯
ą mpkMk.
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By (3.33) with n “ m and (3.34), the inequality (3.30) is equivalent to

(3.35) valµ

¨
˚̊
˝cm ´

ÿ

wPtm´d˚,...,m´1u
p∤w

Amφk`1p0, wpkqfm´w

˛
‹‹‚ ą mpkMk.

Similar to (3.32), by (3.17) and induction hypothesis on w ď m ´ 1, for every w P
tm´ d˚, . . . ,m´ 1u with p ∤ w we have

(3.36) valµ

´
Am

´
cw ´ φk`1p0, wpkq

¯
fm´w

¯
ą mpkMk.

If tm´d˚, . . . ,m´1u does not contain p-divisible integers, from the recursive definition
of tcmu, we have

(3.37) cm ´
ÿ

wPtm´d˚,...,m´1u
p∤w

Amφk`1p0, wpkqfm´w

“
ÿ

wPtm´d˚,...,m´1u

Am

´
cw ´ φk`1p0, wpkq

¯
fm´w.

Combined with (3.36), this equality implies (3.35).
If tm´d˚, . . . ,m´1u contains p-divisible integers, since d˚ ď p´1, it has to be unique;

and we denote it by dp.
In this case, the recursive definition of tcmu gives us one extra term than (3.37), i.e.

(3.38) cm ´
ÿ

wPtm´d˚,...,m´1u
p∤w

Amφk`1p0, wpkqfm´w

“
ÿ

wPtm´d˚,...,m´1u
p∤w

Ampcw ´ φk`1p0, wpkqqfm´w `Amcdpfm´dp.

Note that

d ď

Z
m´ 1

p

^
ď

Z
d˚p´ 1

p

^
“ d˚ ´ 1,

so by our assumption (3.19) we have

valµ

´
µp

k`1`τ´pk`τ

φk`1p0, dpk`1q
¯

ą dpk`1Mk.

Together with our induction hypothesis on dp ă m, this implies

valµpcdpq ě

min
!
valµ

´
µp

k`1`τ´pk`τ

φk`1p0, dpk`1q
¯
, valµ

´
cdp ´ µp

k`1`τ´pk`τ

φk`1p0, dpk`1q
¯)

ą dpk`1Mk,

and therefore

(3.39) valµpcdpfm´dpq ą mpkMk,

when combined with (3.17).
Combining (3.36), (3.38) and (3.39), we obtain (3.35) again. Note that (3.35) implies

(3.30) and further (3.20) for such given m. We complete the induction. �

Lemma 3.8. There is an integer d in t1, . . . , d˚u such that valµpcdpq “ dpk`1Mk.
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Proof. Note that valµpcdpq ě dpk`1Mk for all 1 ď d ď d˚. We can assume by contradiction

that for every d in t1, . . . , d˚u we have valµpcdpq ą dpk`1Mk.

Enlarging K if necessary, assume there is ζ in K such that valµpζq “ pkMk. Note that

for each d in t1, . . . , d˚u, we have that pfd :“ fdζ
´d is in OK and that | pfd˚ | “ 1. On the

other hand, for every integer j ě 1, we have that pcj :“ cjζ
´j is also in OK. Denote by ξj the

reduction of pcj . Therefore, our assumption is equivalent to that for every d in t1, . . . , d˚u
we have ξdp “ 0.

Note that for every integer m ě 1 the matrix

Nm :“

¨
˚̊
˚̋

0
...
0

I

Am
pfd˚ Am

pfd˚´1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Am
pf1

˛
‹‹‹‚

has coefficients in OK and that its reduction rNm is invertible and satisfies

(3.40)
“
ξm´pd˚´1q, . . . , ξm´1, ξm

‰T
“ rNm

“
ξm´d˚ , . . . , ξm´2, ξm´1

‰T
.

Noting that for an integer m ě 1 not divisible by p we have rAm “ rAm`p, we obtain rNm “
rNm`p. Note also that for every d in t1, . . . , d˚u we have by assumption ξdp “ 0. Combined
with (3.40), this implies

f̂d˚ξdp´d˚ ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` f̂1ξdp´1 “ 0,

and hence “
ξdp´pd˚´1q, . . . , ξdp´1, ξdp

‰T
“ rNp

“
ξdp´d˚ , . . . , ξdp´2, ξdp´1

‰T
.

Therefore, if we put

N :“ NpNp´1 . . . N1,

then for every d in t1, . . . , d˚u we have

(3.41)
“
ξdp´pd˚´1q, . . . , ξdp´1, ξdp

‰T
“ rNd

“
0, . . . , 0, 1

‰T
.

Moreover, the matrix rN is invertible, so its characteristic polynomial P pxq :“
d˚ř
i“0

τix
i P rKrxs

satisfies τ0 ‰ 0. From (3.41) we obtain

d˚ÿ

j“0

τj
“
ξjp`d˚´1, . . . , ξjp`1, ξjp

‰T
“ P p rNq

“
0, . . . , 0, 1

‰T
“
“
0, . . . , 0, 0

‰T
,

and therefore
d˚ř
j“0

τjξjp “ 0. However, since τ0 ‰ 0, ξ0 “ 1 and by our assumption ξdp “ 0

for every d in t1, . . . , d˚u, we have

d˚ÿ

j“0

τjξjp “ τ0ξ0 ‰ 0.

We thus obtain a contradiction that proves the lemma. �

Proof of Proposition 3.4. By induction, it is enough to show that f is pk ` 1q-dominant.
We claim that for some d1 in t1, . . . , d˚u we have

(3.42) valµ

´
φk`1p0, d1pk`1q

¯
“ d1pk`1Mk ` pk`τ ´ pk`1`τ .
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If this is not the case, then by Lemma 3.5 with r “ 0 and d1 “ dpk`1, we obtain (3.19) for
every d in t1, . . . , d˚u. Then for every d in t1, . . . , d˚u by Lemma 3.7 with m “ dp, we have

valµ pcdpq

ě min
!
valµ

´
µp

k`1`τ´pk`τ

φk`1p0, dpk`1q
¯
, valµ

´
cdp ´ µp

k`1`τ´pk`τ

φk`1p0, dpk`1q
¯)

ą Mkdp
k.

This contradicts Lemma 3.8 and hence proves that (3.42) holds from some d1 in t1, . . . , d˚u.
Since d1 ď d˚ ď p´ 1, from (3.5) we have

Mk`1p0, d1pk`1q “
valµ

`
φk`1p0, d1pk`1q

˘

d1pk`1
“ Mk ´

pτ ´ pτ´1

d1
ď Mk ´ pτ´1.

This proves that f is pk ` 1q-dominant and completes the proof of the proposition. �

4. Proof of the congruence property

In this section we give the proof of Proposition 3.3. It depends on two estimates, which
are stated as Lemmas 4.4 and 4.6 in §4.1 and §4.2, respectively. The proof of Proposition 3.3
is given in §4.3.

4.1. Key estimate. The purpose of this section is to prove the key estimate (see Lemma 4.4),
which is used in the proof of Proposition 3.3.

We start with the following lemma that is also used in §5, §6. Recall that we define
Ip‚, ‚q in Notation 2.3.

Lemma 4.1. We have

M0 “ inf

"
valµpauiq ´ pτ

i

ˇ̌
ˇ i ě 1

*
.

Proof. (1) Since f is locally analytic at z “ 0, the following infimum limit

M 1
0 :“ inf

"
valµpauiq ´ pτ

i

ˇ̌
ˇ i ě 1

*

exists.
We first prove M0 ě M 1

0. Given any integers 0 ď r ă s and α in Ipur, usq, we have

s´rÿ

i“1

αui ě
}α}

us´ ur
“ 1,

and therefore

valµpaαq “
s´rÿ

i“1

αui valµpauiq ě
s´rÿ

i“1

αuipiM
1
0 ` pτ q “ ps´ rqM 1

0 ` pτ
s´rÿ

i“1

αui ě ps´ rqM 1
0 ` pτ .

This implies

ps´ rqM0pr, sq “ valµpψ0pr, sqq “ valµ

ˆ
Φpur, usq

1 ´ λus

p1 ´ λp
τ qλus´1

˙

“ valµ

¨
˝ ÿ

αPIpur,usq

ˆ
r ` 1

α

˙

p

aα

˛
‚´ pτ ě ps´ rqM 1

0,

and proves M0 ě M 1
0.

Now we prove M0 ď M 1
0. Note that for every i ě 1, the set Ip0, uiq contains a unique

α :“ p0, . . . , 0, 1q P Nui`1. Hence, we have

(4.1) Φp0, uiq “
aui

λp1 ´ λuiq
.
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Assume that there exists i1 ě 1 such that
valµpaui1 q´pτ

i1 “ M 1
0. Set

i0 :“ min

"
i ě 1

ˇ̌
ˇ valµpauiq ´ pτ

i
“ M 1

0

*
.

Then by (4.1), we have

valµpψ0p0, i0qq “ valµ

ˆ
Φp0, ui0q

1 ´ λui0

λui0´1p1 ´ λp
τ
q

˙
“ valµpaui0q ´ pτ ,

and hence M0 ď
valµpaui0 q´pτ

i0
“ M 1

0.

If no such i1 exists, then there is a strictly increasing sequence tinu8
n“1 such that for

every n ě 1,
valµpauinq ´ pτ

in
ă

valµpauiq ´ pτ

i
for all 1 ď i ă in;

and

(4.2) lim
nÑ8

valµpauinq ´ pτ

in
“ M 1

0.

Similar to the argument above on i0, for every n ě 1 we have

valµpψ0p0, inqq “ valµpauinq ´ pτ ,

and hence

M0 ď
valµpψ0p0, inqq

in
“

valµpaninq ´ pτ

in
.

Combined with (4.2), we obtain M0 ď M 1
0. �

Lemma 4.2. For any integers 0 ď r ă s and any ps´ r ` 1q-tuple α in Ipr, sq, if
Z
r ` 1

pj

^
ą

s´rÿ

i“0

Z
αi

pj

^
for some integer j ě 1,

then
`
r`1
α

˘
p

“ 0.

Proof. We make the following calculation:

valp

ˆˆ
r ` 1

α

˙˙
“ valp ppr ` 1q!q ´

s´rÿ

i“0

valppαi!q “
8ÿ

k“1

˜Z
r ` 1

pk

^
´

s´rÿ

i“0

Z
αi

pk

^¸

ě

Z
r ` 1

pj

^
´

s´rÿ

i“0

Z
αi

pj

^
ě 1,

which completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.3. Given any integers r, s,m with 0 ď r ă s and m ě ´r, we have

ψ0pr `m, s`mq ´ ψ0pr, sq

“
1

p1 ´ λp
τ qλus`um

ÿ

αPIpur`um,us`umq

|α1|´α1
0

ěpvalppmq`τ

ˆ
ur ` um` 1

α1

˙

p

aα
1
´

1

p1 ´ λp
τ qλus

ÿ

αPIpur,usq

|α|´α0ěpvalppmq`τ

ˆ
ur ` 1

α

˙

p

aα.

Proof. Put

‚ q :“ pvalppumq “ pvalppmq`τ ,
‚ I :“

 
α P Ipur, usq

ˇ̌
|α| ´ α0 ă q

(
and I 1 :“

 
α1 P Ipur ` um, us` umq

ˇ̌
|α1| ´ α1

0 ă q
(
.
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Note that from (3.4) and the definition of Φpur, usq and Φpur ` um, us` umq, the lemma
is equivalent to

(4.3)
1

λus`um

ÿ

α1PI 1

ˆ
ur ` um` 1

α1

˙

p

aα
1

“
1

λus

ÿ

αPI

ˆ
ur ` 1

α

˙

p

aα.

To prove this, note first that in the case q “ pτ we have I “ I 1 “ H, so (4.3) holds
trivially in this case. From now on, we assume q ě p1`τ . Without loss of generality, we
assume further that m ą 0. Then for each α in I the multi-index

Gpαq :“ pα0 ` um, 0, . . . , 0, αu, 0, . . . , 0, α2u, . . . , αups´rqq

is in I 1. Moreover, the map G : I Ñ I 1 so defined is injective. On the other hand, for
every α1 in I 1zGpIq we have α1

0 ă um and
řr´s

i“1 α
1
ui ă q, and consequently

Z
ur ` um` 1

q

^
ą

Z
α1
0

q

^
“

s´rÿ

i“0

Z
α1
ui

q

^
.

So by Lemma 4.2 we have
`
ur`um`1

α1

˘
p

“ 0, which implies

1

λus`um

ÿ

α1PI 1

ˆ
ur ` um` 1

α1

˙

p

aα
1

“
1

λus`um

ÿ

α1PGpIq

ˆ
ur ` um` 1

α1

˙

p

aα
1
`

1

λus`um

ÿ

α1PI 1zGpIq

ˆ
ur ` um` 1

α1

˙

p

aα
1

“
1

λus`um

ÿ

α1PGpIq

ˆ
ur ` um` 1

α1

˙

p

aα
1
.

Therefore, to prove (4.3) it is sufficient to show that every α P I we have

(4.4)

ˆ
ur ` 1

α

˙

p

“

ˆ
ur ` um` 1

Gpαq

˙

p

.

Put α1 :“ Gpαq. From
s´rř
i“1

αui ă q and the definition of q, we have

(4.5)

Z
ur ` 1

q

^
´

s´rÿ

i“0

Z
αui

q

^
“

Z
ur ` 1

q

^
´

Z
α0

q

^
“

Z
ur ` um` 1

q

^
´

Z
α0 ` um

q

^

“

Z
ur ` um` 1

q

^
´

s´rÿ

i“0

Z
α1
ui

q

^
.

If this number is strictly positive, then by Lemma 4.2 we have
ˆ
ur ` 1

α

˙

p

“

ˆ
ur ` um` 1

α1

˙

p

“ 0,

and therefore (4.4). Thus, to complete the proof of the lemma it remains to prove (4.4)

in the case where the number (4.5) is equal to zero. In this case we have
Y
ur`1
q

]
“

Y
α0

q

]
,

which implies that for every j in tα0 ` 1, . . . , r ` 1u we have q ∤ j. Therefore, the rational
number

ρ :“

`
r`m`1

α1

˘
`
r`1
α

˘ “
r`1ź

j“α0`1

j `m

j
“

r`1ź

j“α0`1

ˆ
1 `

m

j

˙

satisfies valppρ ´ 1q ě 1. This implies (4.4) and completes the proof of the lemma. �
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Lemma 4.4. Given any integers 0 ď r ă s and m ě ´r, we have

(1) valµ pψ0pr `m, s`mq ´ ψ0pr, sqq ě ps´ rqM0 ` pvalppmq`2τ ´ pτ ;

(2) valµ pΦpur ` um, us` umq ´ Φpur, usqq ě ps´ rqM0 ` pvalppmq`τ ` pτ ´ pvalppsq`τ ´

pvalpps`mq`τ .

Proof. To prove (1), note that by Lemma 4.1, for every α P Ipur, usq such that |α| ´ α0 ě
pvalppmq`τ we have

valµpaαq “
s´rÿ

i“1

αui valµpauiq ě
s´rÿ

i“1

αuipiM0 ` pτ q

“ M0}α}{u` p|α| ´ α0qpτ ě ps ´ rqM0 ` pvalppmq`2τ .

Similarly, for every α1 P Ipr1, s1q such that |α1| ´ α1
0 ě pvalppmq`τ we have

valµpaα
1
q ě ps´ rqM0 ` pvalppmq`2τ .

Therefore, by Lemma 4.3 and valµpλq “ 0, the above two inequalities imply

valµpψ0pr `m, s`mq ´ ψ0pr, sqq ě ps´ rqM0 ` pvalppmq`2τ ´ pτ .

This proves (1). To prove (2), consider

(4.6) Φpur ` um, us` umq ´ Φpur, usq

“
λus`um´1p1 ´ λp

τ
q

1 ´ λus`um
pψ0pr `m, s`mq ´ ψ0pr, sqq `

p1 ´ λusqλum

1 ´ λus`um
Φpur, usq ´ Φpur, usq

“
λus`um´1p1 ´ λp

τ
q

1 ´ λus`um
pψ0pr `m, s`mq ´ ψ0pr, sqq ´ Φpur, usq

1 ´ λum

1 ´ λus`um
.

From (2.6),

valµpΦpur, usqq “ valµpφ0pr, sqq ě ps´ rqM0 ` pτ ´ pvalppsq`τ ,

and this implies

valµ

ˆ
Φpur, usq

1 ´ λum

1 ´ λus`um

˙
ě ps´ rqM0 ` pvalppmq`τ ` pτ ´ pvalppsq`τ ´ pvalpps`mq`τ .

Combined with (4.6) and part (1), this completes the proof of the lemma. �

4.2. Inductive estimate. The purpose of this subsection is to prove Lemma 4.6, which is
used in the proof of Proposition 3.3 in §4.3.

We first introduce some notations. For two finite sequences β and β1 satisfying β1
0 “

βmpβq`1, put

β _ β1 :“ pβ0, . . . , βmpβq, β
1
0, . . . , β

1
mpβ 1q`1q.

For any integers 0 ď r ă s, we denote by S˚
8pr, sq the set of all sequences ξ in S8pr, sq that

satisfy the following property.
If there is some ℓ˚ P t0, . . . ,mpξqu such that valppξℓ˚q ą valppξℓ˚`1q, then valppξℓq ě

valppξℓ`1q for all ℓ P tℓ˚ ` 1, . . . ,mpξqu.
For each k in N, we put S˚

k pr, sq :“ S˚
8pr, sq X Skpr, sq.

Lemma 4.5. Given any 0 ď r ă s and k P N Y t8u, we have

φkpr, sq “
ÿ

ξPS˚
k

pr,sq

mpξqź

i“0

φmintvalppξiq,valppξi`1qupξi, ξi`1q.
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Proof. Clearly, given any ξ P S˚
k pr, sq and γ

i
P Smintvalppξiq,valppξi`1qupξi, ξi`1q for i P t0, . . . ,mpξqu,

we have

β :“

mpξqł

i“0

γ
i

P Skpr, sq.

Therefore, to prove this lemma, it is enough to prove that for any β P Skpr, sq there is a
unique ξ in S˚

k pr, sq and a unique set of sequences tγ
i
u with γ

i
P Smintvalppξiq,valppξi`1qupξi, ξi`1q

for i in t0, . . . ,mpξqu such that

(4.7) β “

mpξqł

i“0

γ
i
.

We first prove the existence of such ξ and tγ
i
u
mpξq

i“0 .

Put ξ0 :“ r. Let ξ1 be the smallest number in tr ` 1, . . . , su such that ξ1 P β and
valppξ1q ě valpprq. Let ξ2 be the smallest number in tξ1 ` 1, . . . , su such that ξ2 P β

and valppξ2q ě valppξ1q. Keep this iteration until it stops. We denote this sequence by
pξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξtq.

Put ξ1
0 :“ s. Let ξ1

1 be the greatest number in tξt, . . . , s ´ 1u such that ξ1
1 P β and

valppξ1
1q ě valppsq. Let ξ1

2 be the greatest number in tξt, . . . , ξ
1
1 ´ 1u such that ξ1

2 P β and

valppξ1
2q ě valppξ1

1q. Keep this iteration until it stops. Then we obtain an increasing se-
quence pξ1

t1 , . . . , ξ1
0q. From the choice of ξt we have ξt “ ξ1

t1 , and ξ :“ pξ0 “ r, ξ1, . . . , ξt “
ξ1
t1 , . . . , ξ1

0 “ sq P S˚
k pr, sq. For every 0 ď i ď mpξq let γ

i
be the subsequence of β

which contains all β P β such that ξi ď β ď ξi`1. From the construction of ξ we have
valppβq ă mintvalppξiq, valppξi`1qu for every β P γ

i
with β ‰ ξi or ξi`1. This implies

γ
i

P Smintvalppξiq,valppξi`1qupξi, ξi`1q and hence (4.7).
Now we prove the uniqueness.
Assume that for a given β P Skpr, sq there are

‚ ξ and ξ1 in S˚
k pr, sq;

‚ γ
i

P Smintvalppξiq,valppξi`1qupξi, ξi`1q for i P t0, . . . ,mpξqu;

‚ γ1
j

P Smintvalppξ1
j
q,valppξ1

j`1
qupξ1

j , ξ
1
j`1q for j P t0, . . . ,mpξ1qu,

such that

β “

mpξqł

i“0

γ
i

“

mpξ1qł

j“0

γ1
j
.

Clearly, if ξ “ ξ1, then the two tuples pξ, tγ
i
u
mpξq

i“0 q and pξ1, tγ 1
i
u
mpξ1q

i“0 q are identical.

Now we assume that ξ ‰ ξ1. Without loss of generality, we can set i˚ be the index in
p0, 1, . . . ,mpξqq such that

‚ ξi “ ξ1
i for every 0 ď i ď i˚ ´ 1,

‚ ξi˚ ă ξ1
i˚ .

From the relations ξ1
i˚´1 “ ξi˚´1 ă ξi˚ ă ξ1

i˚ and ξi˚ P β we have ξi˚ P γ1
i˚´1

, and

consequently valppξi˚q ă valppξ1
i˚ q and

(4.8) valppξi˚ q ă valppξ1
i˚´1q “ valppξi˚´1q.

Since ξ P S˚
k pr, sq, the strict inequality (4.8) implies valppξi˚ q ě valppξiq for all i P

ti˚ ` 1, . . . ,mpξqu, and hence valppξi˚ q ě valppβq for all β P β with β ě ξi˚ . This is a

contradiction to ξ1
i˚ ą ξi˚ and valppξi˚ q ă valppξ1

i˚q and hence proves the uniqueness of such
a representation. �
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Lemma 4.6. Given any 0 ď r ă s and k ě mintvalpprq, valppsqu ` 1, we have

valµpφkpr, sqq ě min
ℓPt0,...,k´1u

tMℓu ps´ rq ` pvalpprq`τ ´ pmaxtk´1,valpprq,valppsqu`τ .

Proof. By Lemma 4.5, it is enough to show that for every ξ in S˚
k pr, sq we have

(4.9) valµ

¨
˝

mpξqź

i“0

φmintvalppξiq,valppξi`1qupξi, ξi`1q

˛
‚

ě min
ℓPt0,...,k´1u

tMℓu ps´ rq ` pvalpprq`τ ´ pmaxtk´1,valpprq,valppsqu`τ .

Let i1 be the smallest index in t0, . . . ,mpξq ` 1u such that valppξi1q reaches the maximal

p-adic valuation among all terms in ξ. Note that for every 0 ď i ď i1 ´ 1 we have valppξiq ď

valppξi`1q; and for every i1 ď i ď mpξq, valppξiq ě valppξi`1q. Hence,

(4.10) valµ

¨
˝

mpξqź

i“0

φmintvalppξiq,valppξi`1qupξi, ξi`1q

˛
‚

“
i1´1ÿ

i“0

valµ
`
φvalppξiqpξi, ξi`1q

˘
`

mpξqÿ

i“i1

valµ
`
φvalppξi`1qpξi, ξi`1q

˘

“
i1´1ÿ

i“0

´
pξi`1 ´ ξiqMvalppξiq pξi, ξi`1q ` pvalppξiq`τ ´ pvalppξi`1q`τ

¯
`

mpξqÿ

i“i1

`
pξi`1 ´ ξiqMvalppξi`1q pξi, ξi`1q

˘

“ pvalpprq`τ ´ pvalppξi1 q`τ `
i1´1ÿ

i“0

pξi`1 ´ ξiqMvalppξiq pξi, ξi`1q `

mpξqÿ

i“i1

pξi`1 ´ ξiqMvalppξi`1q pξi, ξi`1q .

From ξ P S˚
k pr, sq and our assumption mintvalpprq, valppsqu ď k ´ 1, we have

valppξi1 q ď maxtk ´ 1, valpprq, valppsqu

and

max
iPt0,...,mpξq`1uzti1u

tvalppξiqu ď k ´ 1.

Together with (4.10), they imply

valµ

¨
˝

mpξqź

i“0

φmintvalppξiq,valppξi`1qupξi, ξi`1q

˛
‚ě min

ℓPt0,...,k´1u
tMℓu ps´ rq ` pvalpprq`τ ´ pvalppξi1 q`τ

ě min
ℓPt0,...,k´1u

tMℓu ps´ rq ` pvalpprq`τ ´ pmaxtk´1,valpprq,valppsqu`τ . �

4.3. Proof of Proposition 3.3. Without loss of generality, we assume m ą 0. Put M :“
minℓPt0,...,k´1u tMℓu .

For every pair of integers pβ, β1q such that r ď β ă β1 ď s, put

Ψpβ, β1q :“

#
Φpuβ, uβ1q if β1 ă s;

Φpuβ, usq 1´λus

p1´λpk`τ qλus´1
if β1 “ s,

and

ǫpβ, β1q :“

#
Φpuβ ` um, uβ1 ` umq ´ Ψpuβ, uβ1q if β1 ă s;

Φpuβ ` um, us` umq 1´λus`um

p1´λpk`τ qλus`um´1
´ Ψpβ, sq if β1 “ s.
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Form the definitions of ψkpr `m, s`mq and ψkpr, sq, we have

(4.11) ψkpr `m, s`mq ´ ψkpr, sq

“
ÿ

βPSkpr,sq

mpβqź

j“0

pΨpβj , βj`1q ` ǫpβj , βj`1qq ´
ÿ

βPSkpr,sq

mpβqź

j“0

Ψpβj , βj`1q.

We write it as a polynomial of variables in the set tǫpβ, β1q | r ď β ă β1 ď su. We know

that each monomial in (4.11) is of the form A
śt

i“1 ǫpηi, ξiq, where 1 ď t ď s ´ r, A P K

and tηiu
t
i“1, tξiu

t
i“1 satisfy that

‚ ηi ă ξi for every 1 ď i ď t;
‚ ξi ď ηi`1 for every 1 ď i ď t´ 1;
‚ pk ∤ ηi except when η1 “ r;
‚ pk ∤ ξi except when ξt “ s;
‚ it does not contain ǫpr, sq.

Therefore, to prove this proposition, it is enough to show that for an arbitrary monomial
A
śt

i“1 ǫpηi, ξiq we have

(4.12) valµ

˜
A

tź

i“1

ǫpηi, ξiq

¸
ě Mps´ rq ´ pk`τ´1.

To prove this, we first write A explicitly. Putting J :“ t1 ď i ď t ´ 1 | ξi ă ηi`1u, we
have the following cases:

(1) If η1 “ r and ξt “ s, then A “
ś

jPJ φkpξj, ηj`1q.

(2) If η1 ą r and ξt “ s, then A “ φkpr, η1q
ś

jPJ φkpξj, ηj`1q.

(3) If η1 “ r and ξt ă s, then A “ ψkpξt, sq
ś

jPJ φkpξj, ηj`1q.

(4) If η1 ą r and ξt ă s, then A “ φkpr, η1qψkpξt, sq
ś

jPJ φkpξj, ηj`1q.

Note that when η1 ą r, we have valppη1q ď k ´ 1. Combined with Lemma 4.6, this
implies

(4.13) valµ pφkpr, η1qq ě Mpη1 ´ rq.

When ξt “ s, note that

ǫpηt, sq “
1 ´ λp

τ

1 ´ λp
k`τ

pψ0pξt `m, s`mq ´ ψ0pξt, sqq .

Hence, by Lemma 4.4(1) we have

(4.14) valµ pǫpηt, sqq “ valµ

ˆ
1 ´ λp

τ

1 ´ λp
k`τ

pψ0pξt `m, s`mq ´ ψ0pξt, sqq

˙

ě Mps´ ηtq ` pvalppmq`2τ ´ pk`τ ě Mps ´ ηtq.

When ξt ă s, by Lemma 4.6 we have

(4.15) valµpψkpξt, sqq ě Mps´ ξtq ` pvalppξtq`τ ´ pk`τ ;

and by Lemma 4.4(2) we have

(4.16) valµ pǫpηi, ξiqq ě Mpξi ´ ηiq ` pvalppmq`τ ` pτ ´ pvalppξiq`τ ´ pvalppξi`mq`τ

ě Mpξi ´ ηiq ` pk`τ ´ 2pvalppξiq`τ .
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Therefore, we have

valµpǫpηt, ξtqψkpξt, sqq

ě Mpξt ´ ηtq ´ 2pvalppξtq`τ ` pk`τ `Mps´ ξtq ` pvalppξtq`τ ´ pk`τ ě Mps´ ηtq ´ pk`τ´1.

Combined with (4.13) and (4.14), this inequality shows that to prove (4.12), it is enough
to show

valµ

˜
ź

jPJ

φkpξj , ηj`1q
t´1ź

i“1

ǫpηi, ξiq

¸
ě pηt ´ η1qM.

By Lemma 4.6, for any j P J we have

valµpφkpξj , ηj`1qq ě Mpηj`1 ´ ξjq ´ pk`τ´1 ` pvalppξjq`τ .

Combined with (4.16), this inequality implies

valµ

˜
ź

jPJ

φkpξj , ηj`1q
t´1ź

i“1

ǫpηi, ξiq

¸

ě
ÿ

jPJ

´
Mpηj`1 ´ ξjq ´ pk`τ´1 ` pvalppξjq`τ

¯
`

t´1ÿ

i“1

´
Mpξi ´ ηiq ` pk`τ ´ 2pvalppξiq`τ

¯

“pηt ´ η1qM `
ÿ

jPJ

´
pk`τ ´ pk`τ´1 ´ pvalppξjq`τ

¯
`

ÿ

jPt1,...,t´1uzJ

´
pk`τ ´ 2pvalppξjq`τ

¯

ěpηt ´ η1qM.

This completes the proof of this proposition.

5. Proof of Theorems 1.5 and 1.7

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.5. We first introduce two simple but often used lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. Given any integers 0 ď r ă s with p | pr ` 1q and p ∤ ps ´ rq, we have

Φpr, sq “ 0.

Proof. Let α be an arbitrary sequence in Ipr, sq. By our assumption p ∤ ps´ rq “ }α}, there
exists at least one term in α not divisible by p. Combined with p | pr ` 1q, this implies

s´rÿ

i“0

Z
αi

p

^
ă

|α|

p
“
r ` 1

p
“

Z
r ` 1

p

^
.

By Lemma 4.2 with j “ 1, we have
ˆ
r ` 1

α

˙

p

“ 0,

which completes the proof. �

Lemma 5.2. Suppose p ∤ u. Let any integers 0 ď r ă s with p ∤ us ` 1 be given. If for a
sequence β P S1pr, sq there is 0 ď j ď mpβq such that p | puβj ` 1q, then

Φpβq “ 0.

Proof. Since p | puβj ` 1q but p ∤ pus ` 1q, there exists the index j ď j1 ď mpβq such that
p | puβj1 ` 1q but p ∤ puβj1`1 ` 1q. By Lemma 5.1, we have Φpuβj1 , uβj1`1q “ 0, which
completes the proof. �
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Proof of Theorem 1.5. By Theorem 1.3, we just need to prove that if p ∤ pn`1q and an ‰ 0,
then fpzq :“ λz ` anz

n`1 is non-linearizable.
By Criterion ⋆, the theorem can be further reduced to showing that in this case f is

1-dominant. Note first that in this case, we have u “ n and τ “ valppnq; and by Lemma 4.1,

(5.1) M0 “ valµpanq ´ pτ .

Consider

(5.2) φ1p0, pq “
ÿ

βPS1p0,pq

Φpβq.

Since for any β P S1p0, pq the term Φpβq is of the form

˚apn
śmpβq

j“0 p1 ´ λuβj`1q
,

where ˚ P K satisfies either ˚ “ 0 or valµp˚q “ 0, by (2.1) we have

(5.3) valµ
`
Φpβq

˘
ě pvalµpanq ´mpβqpτ ´ pτ`1,

with equality if and only if ˚ ‰ 0.
Now we divide our proof into the following two cases.

Case I: p ∤ n.
We first note that since p ∤ pn ` 1q, this case can only happen for p ě 3. Set j1 to be

the unique integer in t1, . . . , p ´ 1u such that p | j1n ` 1. From our assumption p ∤ n ` 1,
we have j1 ě 2 and hence

(5.4) p ∤ upj1 ´ 1q.

We now prove that for any β P S1p0, pq, we have

(5.5) valµ
`
Φpβq

˘
ě pvalµpanq ´ pp´ 2qpτ ´ pτ`1,

with equality if and only if β is equal to β1 :“ p0, . . . , pj1, . . . , pq.
By Lemma 5.2, every β P S1p0, pq with j1 P β must satisfy Φpβq “ 0. Hence, we are left

to consider β P S1p0, pq such that j1 R β. For such β ‰ β1, we have mpβq ě p ´ 3 and by
(5.3) the inequality (5.5) is strict. By (5.3) again, to prove that the equality holds in (5.5)
for β1 is equivalent to show that Φpβ1q ‰ 0. Consider

Φpβ1q “
j1´2ź

j“0

Φpuj, upj ` 1qqΦpupj1 ´ 1q, upj1 ` 1qq
p´1ź

ℓ“j1`1

Φpuℓ, upℓ ` 1qq.

For any j P t1, . . . , puztj1u we have

Φpuj, upj ` 1qq “
anλ

uj

λp1 ´ λupj`1qq

ˆ
uj ` 1

uj, 0 . . . , 0, 1

˙

p

‰ 0.

From (5.4) and p ∤ upj1 ´ 1q ` 1 we have

Φpupj1 ´ 1q, upj1 ` 1qq “
a2nλ

upj1´1q´1

λp1 ´ λupj1`1qq

ˆ
upj1 ´ 1q ` 1

upj1 ´ 1q ´ 1, 0 . . . , 0, 2

˙

p

‰ 0.

This inequality with the one above proves Φpβ1q ‰ 0, and hence

valµpφ1p0, pqq “ valµpΦpβ1qq “ pvalµpanq ´ pp´ 2qpτ ´ pτ`1.
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Combining it with (3.5) and (5.1), we have

M1p0, pq “
valµpφ1p0, pqq ` pτ`1 ´ pτ`1

p
“ M0 ´ pp´ 2qpτ´1 ď M0 ´ pτ´1,

where the last inequality is from the necessary condition p ě 3 for this case. Hence, f is
1-dominant in this case.
Case II: p|n.

For every j P t0, . . . , p´ 1u we have

Φpuj, upj ` 1qq “
anλ

uj

λp1 ´ λupj`1qq

ˆ
uj ` 1

uj, 0 . . . , 0, 1

˙

p

“
anλ

uj

λp1 ´ λupj`1qq
‰ 0.

Therefore, by (5.3) the sequence β2 :“ p0, 1, . . . , pq uniquely maximizes valµpΦpβ2qq among
all β P S1p0, pq. Thus,

valµpφ1p0, pqq “ valµpΦpβ2qq “
p´1ÿ

j“0

valµ

ˆ
anλ

uj

λp1 ´ λupj`1qq

˙
“ pvalµpanq ´ 2pτ`1 ` pτ .

Combined with (5.1), this equality implies that

M1p0, pq “
valµpφ1p0, pqq ` pτ`1 ´ pτ`1

p
“ M0 ´ pτ ` pτ´1 ď M0 ´ pτ´1,

and hence that f is 1-dominant. �

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.7. In the rest of this section, we focus on polynomials of the
form fpzq “ λz ` a1z

2 ` a2z
3. For every pair of integers 0 ď r ď s we put

Ĩpr, sq :“ tpα0, α1, α2q P N3 | pα0, α1, α2, 0, 0, . . . q P Ipr, squ.

Namely, Ĩpr, sq contains all the solutions pα0, α1, α2q P N3 to the system of equations:

(5.6)

#
α0 ` α1 ` α2 “ r ` 1,

α1 ` 2α2 “ s´ r.

Note that

Φpr, sq “
1

λp1 ´ λsq

ÿ

αPĨpr,sq

ˆ
r ` 1

α

˙

p

λα0aα1

1 aα2

2 .

Proof of Theorem 1.7. In the view of Criterion ⋆, it is sufficient to prove that f is 1-
dominant.

Note that from our assumption a1 ‰ 0, we have u “ 1 and τ “ 0 in this case. Putting

m0 :“ min
!
valµ pa1q ,

valµpa2q
2

)
, for every pα0, α1, α2q in Ĩpr, sq we have

valµ pλα0aα1

1 aα2

2 q > pr ´ sqm0.

This implies

(5.7) valµpΦpr, sqq > ps´ rqm0 ´ pvalppsq.

The proof is divided into two cases.

Case I:
ˇ̌
ˇ1 ´ a2

a2
1

ˇ̌
ˇ P

”
1, 1

|1´λ|

¯
. By (2.1), this is equivalent to

valµ
`
a21 ´ a2

˘
6 2valµ pa1q ;(5.8)

valµ
`
a21 ´ a2

˘
ą 2valµ pa1q ´ 1.(5.9)

Now we prove

(5.10) valµ
`
a21 ´ a2

˘
“ 2m0.
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By the strong triangular inequality, this is trivial for 2valµpa1q ‰ valµpa2q. If 2valµpa1q “
valµpa2q, by

valµpa21 ´ a2q ě mint2valµpa1q, valµpa2qu “ 2valµpa1q

and (5.8), we obtain (5.10) again.
Combining (5.9) with (5.10), we have

(5.11)
valµ pa2q ´ 1

2
ě

2m0 ´ 1

2
“

valµpa21 ´ a2q ´ 1

2
ą valµ pa1q ´ 1.

Hence, by Lemma 4.1 this implies

(5.12) M0 “ valµ pa1q ´ 1 ě m0 ´ 1.

To prove that f is 1-dominant, we estimate M1p0, pq. Let r and s in t0, . . . , p ´ 1u be
such that s ą r. If s´ r > 2, then we have

valµpΦpr, sqq

s´ r
> m0 ´

1

s´ r
ą M0,

where the first equality follows from (5.7) and the second from (5.9), (5.10) and (5.12). On
the other hand, in the case r “ s´ 1 we have

valµpΦps´ 1, sqq “ valµ pa1q ´ 1 “ M0.

It follows that for every β P S1p0, pq, we have

(5.13) valµpΦpβqq >
´
p´ βmpβq

¯
M0 ` valµ

´
Φ
´
βmpβq, p

¯¯

with equality if and only if β “
´
0, 1, . . . , βmpβq, p

¯
. On the other hand,

(5.14) Φpp, p´ 1q “ 0 and Φpp´ 2, pq “
1

µp

`
λp´4a21 ´ λp´3a2

˘
.

By

valµ
``
λp´4a21 ´ λp´3a2

˘
´ pa21 ´ a2q

˘
ě max

 
valµ

`
pλp´4 ´ 1qa21

˘
, valµ

`
p1 ´ λp´3qa2

˘(
ą 2m0

and (5.11), we have

(5.15) valµpΦpp´ 2, pqq “ 2m0 ´ p.

For every r in t0, . . . , p´ 3u by (5.7), (5.10) and (5.12) we have

valµpΦpr, pqq

p´ r
> m0 ´

p

p´ r
ą m0 ´

p

2
“

valµpΦpp´ 2, pqq

2
.

Combined with (5.13), (5.14) and (5.15), this implies

valµpΦpβqq > pp´ 2qM0 ` 2m0 ´ p

with equality if and only if β “ p0, 1, . . . , p ´ 2, pq. Together with (3.1), (5.12) and our
hypothesis p > 5, this implies

M1p0, pq “
valµ pφ1p0, pqq

p
“

pp´ 2qM0 ` 2m0 ´ p

p
ď M0 `

2 ´ p

p
ď M0 ´ p´1.

This proves that f is 1 -dominant.

Case II:
ˇ̌
ˇ1 ´ a2

a2
1

ˇ̌
ˇ ą 1

|1´λ| . This is equivalent to

(5.16) valµ pa2q ă 2valµ pa1q ´ 1,

and by Lemma 4.1 this implies

(5.17) m0 “
valµ pa2q

2
ă valµ pa1q and M0 “

valµ pa2q ´ 1

2
“ m0 ´

1

2
.
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To prove that f is 1-dominant, we estimate M1p0, 2q. Note that by (5.7) and (5.17) for
every r and s in t0, . . . , 2pu such that s´ r > 2, we have

(5.18) valµpΦpr, sqq > ps´ rqM0 ` 1 ´ pvalppsq

with strict inequality if s ´ r > 3. Consider on the other hand r and s in t0, . . . , 2pu such

that s ą r and such that s´ r is odd. Then for every pα0, α1, α2q in Ĩpr, sq, we have

(5.19) valµ pλα0aα1

1 aα2

2 q > valµ pa1q ` ps´ r ´ 1qm0.

Together with (5.16) and (5.17), this implies

(5.20) valµpΦpr, sqq > valµ pa1q ` ps´ r ´ 1qm0 ´ pvalppsq ą ps´ rqm0 `
1

2
´ pvalppsq

> ps´ rqM0 ` 1 ´ pvalppsq.

Combined with (5.18) this implies that for all r and s in t0, . . . , 2pu such that s ą r and
every β in S1pr, sq, we have

(5.21) valµpΦpβqq > ps´ rqM0 ` 1 ´ pvalppsq,

with strict inequality if for some j in t0, . . . ,mpβqu we have βj`1 ´ βj ‰ 2.
To estimateM2p0, 2pq, let β in S1p0, 2pq be given and let j0 be the index in t0, . . . ,mpβqu

satisfying βj0 ă p ă βj0`1. Applying (5.21) with r “ 0 and s “ βj0 if βj0 ą 0, and with
r “ βj0`1 and s “ 2p if βj0`1 ă 2p, we obtain

(5.22) valµpΦpβqq

> valµ pΦ pβj0 , βj0`1qq `

#
p2p´ pβj0`1 ´ βj0qqM0 ` 1 ´ p if βj0`1 ă 2p,

βj0M0 if βj0`1 “ 2p,

with strict inequality if for some j in t0, . . . ,mpβqu different from j0 we have βj`1 ´βj ‰ 2.
If βj0`1 ´ βj0 “ 2, then βj0 “ p´ 1, βj0`1 “ p` 1 and therefore Φ pβj0 , βj0`1q “ 0.
If βj0`1 ´ βj0 “ 3, then by (5.17) and the second inequality in (5.20) we have

valµ pΦ pβj0 , βj0`1qq ą 3M0 ` 2 ´ pvalppβj0`1q.

Finally, if βj0`1 ´ βj0 > 4, then by (5.7) and (5.17) we have

valµ pΦ pβj0 , βj0`1qq > pβj0`1 ´ βj0qM0 ` 2 ´ pvalppβj0`1q,

with strictly inequality if βj0`1 ´ βj0 > 5. In all the cases, this last inequality is strict if
βj0`1 ´ βj0 ‰ 4. Together with (5.22), this implies

(5.23) valµpΦpβqq > 2pM0 ` 2 ´ p,

with strict inequality if βj0`1 ´ βj0 ‰ 4 or if for some j in t0, . . . ,mpβqu different from j0
we have βj`1 ´ βj ‰ 2. Equivalently, the inequality above is strict unless β is equal to the

increasing sequence β1 of all those even integers in t0, . . . , 2pu different from p´ 1. We now

verify that for β “ β1 the inequality above holds with equality. Note first that for every s
in t2, . . . , 2pu we have

Φps´ 2, sq “
1

λ p1 ´ λsq

ˆ
ps´ 1qps ´ 2q

2
λs´3a21 ` ps´ 1qλs´2a2

˙
.

Thus, if in addition s ‰ p` 1, then by (5.17)

(5.24) valµpΦps´ 2, sqq “ valµ pa2q ´ pvalppsq “ 2M0 ` 1 ´ pvalppsq.
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On the other hand, a direct computation shows that

Φpp´ 3, p ` 1q “
1

λ p1 ´ λp`1q

`
5λp´6a41 ´ 12λp´5a21a2 ` 3λp´4a22

˘
,

so by (5.17) and our hypothesis p > 5 we have

valµpΦpp´ 3, p ` 1qq “ 2valµ pa2q ´ 1 “ 4M0 ` 1.

Combined with (5.24) this implies that (5.23) holds with equality for β “ β1. Since the

inequality is strict if β ‰ β1, by (3.4) and our hypothesis p > 5 this proves

2pM2p0, 2pq “ valµ pφ1p0, 2pqq “ 2pM0 ` 2 ´ p 6 2pM0 ´ 2.

This proves that f is 1-dominant and completes the proof of the theorem. �

6. Proof of Theorem 1.6

Note that in Theorem 1.6, if a1 “ 0 then the polynomial λz`a1z
2 `ap´1z

p degenerates
to the case in Theorem 1.3, and is linearizable. Therefore, to prove Theorem 1.6 it is enough
to show that if a1 ‰ 0, then λz`a1z

2 `ap´1z
p is non-linearizable. For this sake, we assume

a1 ‰ 0 in the whole section; as a consequence we have u “ 1 and τ “ 0.

Notation 6.1. In this section, given any integers 0 ď r ă s we treat

I 1pr, sq :“ tpα0, α1, αp´1q P N3 | α0 ` α1 ` αp´1 “ r ` 1 and α1 ` pp´ 1qαp´1 “ s´ ru

as a subset of Ipr, sq by mapping pα0, α1, αp´1q to pα0, α1, 0, . . . , 0, αp´1, 0, . . . q.

Notation 6.2.

(1) Let T :“ valµpa1q ´
valµpap´1q´1

p´1 .

(2) Given any pk-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s with pp´ 1q | s´ r, we put

αpr, sq :“

ˆ
r ` 1 ´

s´ r

p´ 1
, 0,

s´ r

p´ 1

˙
P I 1pr, sq.

Lemma 6.3. Given any k ě 0 and any pk-divisible integer r ě 0, we have

ˆ
r ` 1

α pr, r ` pkpp ´ 1qq

˙

p

“

#
r ` 1 for k “ 0,

r{pk for k ě 1.

Proof. The case for k “ 0 is trivial. For k ě 1, we have

ˆ
r ` 1

r ` 1 ´ pk, 0, pk

˙

p

“

pr ` 1q
r´1ś

i“r´pk`2

i

ppk ´ 1q!
ˆ

r

pk
.

From our assumptions k ě 1 and pk|r, we have

pr ` 1q
r´1ź

i“r´pk`2

i ” ppk ´ 1q! pmod pq,

and hence complete the proof. �

Lemma 6.4. Assume T ą 1.
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(1) Let any k ě 0 such that pk´1 ă T and pk-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s be given. If
pp´ 1q ∤ s´ r, we have

valµpφkpr, sqq ě M0ps´ rq ` T ´ pvalppsq,

with equality if and only if

#
s´ r “ 1 and p ∤ r ` 1 for k “ 0,

s´ r “ pk for k ě 1.

(2) Given any k ě 0 such that pk´1 ă T and pk-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s with
pp´ 1q | s´ r, we have

valµ

˜
φkpr, sq ´

1

λp1 ´ λsq

ˆ
r ` 1

αpr, sq

˙

p

aαpr,sq

¸
ą M0ps´ rq ` T ´ pvalppsq.

(3) Given any k ě 0 such that pk ă T and pk-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s, we have

valµpφkpr, sqq ě M0ps´ rq ` pk ´ pvalppsq,

with equality if and only if s´ r “ pp ´ 1qpk and

#
p ∤ r ` 1 for k “ 0,

pk`1 ∤ r for k ě 1.

Proof. Note first that by Lemma 4.1, our assumption T ą 1 implies M0 “
valµpap´1q´1

p´1 .

Hence, we have

(6.1) valµpa1q “ M0 ` T and valµpap´1q “ pp´ 1qM0 ` 1.

We prove this lemma by taking induction across (1)–(3).
Step I: Proving (1) and (2) for k “ 0.

For k “ 0, given any 0 ď r ă s we have

φ0pr, sq “ Φpr, sq “
1

λp1 ´ λsq

ÿ

αPI 1pr,sq

ˆ
r ` 1

α

˙

p

aα.

Note that for any given α P I 1pr, sq, we have α1 ` pp ´ 1qαp´1 “ s´ r and

(6.2) valµ

˜
1

λp1 ´ λsq

ˆ
r ` 1

α

˙

p

aα

¸
ě α1valµpa1q ` αp´1valµpap´1q ´ pvalppsq,

with equality if and only if
`
r`1
α

˘
p

‰ 0.

Plugging (6.1) in (6.2), we obtain that

the right side of (6.2) “α1pM0 ` T q ` αp´1ppp´ 1qM0 ` 1q ´ pvalppsq

“α1T ` ps´ rqM0 ` αp´1 ´ pvalppsq.

Therefore, for α P I 1pr, sq with α1 ě 1 we have

(6.3) valµ

˜
1

λp1 ´ λsq

ˆ
r ` 1

α

˙

p

aα

¸
ě ps´ rqM0 ` T ´ pvalppsq,

with equality if and only if α1 “ 1, αp´1 “ 0 and
`
r`1
α

˘
p

‰ 0. Note that in this case

s´ r “ α1 ` pp´ 1qαp´1 “ 1

and
`
r`1
α

˘
p

‰ 0 is equivalent to p ∤ r ` 1.

If p ´ 1 ∤ s ´ r, then α1 ě 1 for every α P I 1pr, sq. Combined with (6.3), this property
proves (1) for k “ 0.
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If p´1 | s´r, then αpr, sq is the unique sequence in I 1pr, sq with αpr, sq1 “ 0. Combined
with (6.3), this completes the proof of (2) for k “ 0.
Step II: Given any k ě 0 with pk ă T , assuming that (1) and (2) hold for k, we prove that
so does (3).

Clearly, the common condition in (1) and (2) for k, i.e. pk´1 ă T , is satisfied. Therefore,

for any 0 ď r ă s such that pk | r and pk | s, if p´ 1 ∤ s´ r or p´ 1 | s´ r and
`

r`1
αpr,sq

˘
p

“ 0,

by our induction on (1) and (2), we have

valµ pφkpr, sqq ą M0ps´ rq ` T ´ pvalppsq ą M0ps ´ rq ` pk ´ pvalppsq.

Thus, the only case left to study is that p´ 1 | s´ r and
`

r`1
αpr,sq

˘
p

‰ 0, in which

valµ

˜
1

λp1 ´ λsq

ˆ
r ` 1

αpr, sq

˙

p

aαpr,sq

¸
“ M0ps´rq`

s´ r

p´ 1
´pvalppsq ě M0ps´rq`pk ´pvalppsq,

with equality if and only s´ r “ pp´ 1qpk.
Combined with our induction hypothesis on (2), this implies

valµ pφkpr, sqq ě M0ps´ rq ` pk ´ pvalppsq,

with equality if and only s´ r “ pp´ 1qpk.
By Lemma 6.3, for pk-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s with s´ r “ pp´ 1qpk, the condition

`
r`1
αpr,sq

˘
p

‰ 0 is equivalent to

#
p ∤ r ` 1 for k “ 0

pk`1 ∤ r for k ě 1
. This completes the proof.

Step III: Given any k ě 0 with pk ă T , assuming that (1)–(3) hold for k, we prove (1) for
k ` 1.

We first note that the conditions in (1)–(3) for k, i.e. pk´1 ă T and pk ă T , are
satisfied. Let any pk`1-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s be given. By Lemma 2.7, we have

(6.4) φk`1pr, sq “
ÿ

βPS1pr{pk,s{pkq

mpβqź

j“0

φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq.

Thus, to complete this inductive step, it is enough to show that if p ´ 1 ∤ s ´ r, then
for every β P S1pr{pk, s{pkq,

(6.5) valµ

¨
˝

mpβqź

j“0

φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq

˛
‚ą M0ps´ rq ` T ´ pvalppsq.

We prove (6.5) in three cases, and note first that p ∤ βj for every 1 ď j ď mpβq.

Case I: When p´ 1 ∤ pβ1p
k ´ rq and β1p

k ´ r ě 2pk, by induction on (1) for k, we have

(6.6) valµpφkpr, β1p
kqq ą M0pβ1p

k ´ rq ` T ´ pk.

Case II: When p´ 1 | pβ1p
k ´ rq, from our assumption p´ 1 ∤ s´ r, we have β1p

k ‰ s and
hence p ∤ β1.

If k “ 0 and p | pβ1 ` 1q, then by Lemma 5.2, we have

mpβqź

j“0

φ0pβj , βj`1q “ Φpβq “ 0.
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If k ě 1, we have β1p
k´r

p´1 ą 1. Combined with p ∤ β1, this inequality implies

Z
β1p

k ´ r

pp´ 1qpk`1

^
`

———–r ` 1 ´ β1p
k´r

p´1

pk`1

ffiffiffifl “ r{pk`1 ´ 1.

Considering
Y

r`1
pk`1

]
“ r{pk`1, by Lemma 4.2 we have

ˆ
r ` 1

αpr, β1pkq

˙

p

“

ˆ
r ` 1

r ` 1 ´ β1pk´r
p´1 , 0, β1pk´r

p´1

˙

p

“ 0.

Therefore, from induction hypothesis on (2) for k, we obtain (6.6) again.
On the other hand, from induction hypothesis on (3), for every 1 ď j ď mpβq we have

valµ

´
φkpβjp

k, βj`1p
kq
¯

ě M0pβj`1 ´ βjqpk ` pk ´ pk`valppβj`1q.

Together with (6.6), this shows

valµ

¨
˝

mpβqź

j“0

φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq

˛
‚

ąM0pβ1p
k ´ rq ` T ´ pk `

mpβq´1ÿ

j“1

M0pβj`1 ´ βjqpk `M0ps´ βmpβqp
kq ` pk ´ pvalppsq

“M0ps´ rq ` T ´ pvalppsq,

and hence proves (6.5) for Cases I and II.
Case III: Now we study the case left that β1p

k ´ r “ pk. First, we prove

(6.7) valµpφkpr, β1p
kqq “ valµpφkpr, r ` pkqq “ M0p

k ` T ´ pk.

By induction hypothesis on (1) for k, it is enough to show that β1p
k ´ r “ pk implies the

equality condition in (1). Clearly, we just need to prove p ∤ r ` 1 for k “ 0. It follows
directly from our assumption pk`1 | r.

By induction hypothesis on (3) on k, for every j P t1, . . . ,mpβqu,

(6.8) valµ

´
φkpβjp

k, βj`1p
kq
¯

ě M0pβj`1 ´ βjqpk ` pk ´ pk`valppβj`1q,

with equality if and only if βj`1 ´ βj “ p´ 1 and

(6.9)

#
p ∤ βj ` 1 for k “ 0,

p ∤ βj for k ě 1.

Combining (6.7) and (6.8), we have

(6.10) valµ

¨
˝

mpβqź

j“0

φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq

˛
‚ě M0ps´ rq ` T ´ pvalppsq.

We next prove that if s ´ r ą pk`1, then the equality in (6.10) holds for none of
β P S1pr{pk, s{pkq. Suppose, on contrary, that there is β1 with β1

1p
k “ r`pk that holds this

equality. Then we must have β1
j`1´β1

j “ p´1 and βj satisfies (6.9) for every 1 ď j ď mpβ1q.

Combined with s ´ r ą pk`1 and pk`1 | s, this implies mpβq ě p. We write first several
terms of β explicitly:

β1
2 “ r{pk ` p, β1

3 “ r{pk ` 2p ´ 1 and β1
4 “ r{pk ` 3p´ 2.
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For k “ 0, since β1
3 “ r{pk ` 2p´ 1, the term β3 fails (6.9), a contradiction. For k ě 1,

since β1
2p

k “ r ` pk`1 is divisible by pk`1, the term β2 fails (6.9), a contradiction again.

Now for s “ r ` pk`1, since

#
p ∤ r ` 1 ` 1 for k “ 0

pk`1 ∤ r ` pk for k ě 1
, by induction on (3), we have

valµ

´
φkpr ` pk, r ` pk`1q

¯
“ M0pp´ 1qpk ` pk ´ pvalppr`pk`1q.

Hence, the equality in (6.10) holds uniquely for pr{pk, r{pk`1, r{pk `pq P S1pr{pk, r{pk `pq,
where r is an arbitrary pk`1-divisible integer.

Combining Cases I–III, we complete the proof of this step.
Step IV: Given any k ě 0 with pk ă T , assuming that (1)–(3) hold for k, we prove (2) for
k ` 1.

We note again that the conditions in (1)–(3) for k, i.e. pk´1 ă T and pk ă T , are
satisfied. Let any pk`1-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s with p ´ 1 ∤ s ´ r be given. Similar to
the proof of Step III, we consider (6.4). By induction on (2) for k, we have

valµ

˜
φkpr, sq ´

1

λp1 ´ λsq

ˆ
r ` 1

αpr, sq

˙

p

aαpr,sq

¸
ą M0ps´ rq ` T ´ pvalppsq.

Since φkpr, sq is same to the term in (6.4) corresponding to pr{pk, s{pkq, it is enough to show
that every β P S1pr{pk, s{pkqzpr{pk, s{pkq satisfies (6.5). We also divide the argument into
three cases.
Case I: When p´1 ∤ pβ1p

k ´rq and β1p
k ´r ě 2pk, we prove (6.5) with the same argument

to the one of Case I in Step III.
Case II: When p´ 1 | pβ1p

k ´ rq, note that β ‰ pr{pk, s{pkq implies p ∤ β1. We then prove
(6.5) with the same argument to the one of Case II in Step III. .
Case III: Now the only case left is β1p

k ´ r “ pk.
Note that p ´ 1 ∤ pps ´ rq{pk ´ 1q. Therefore, there exists 1 ď j1 ď mpβq such that

p´ 1 ∤ βj1`1 ´ βj1 . By the induction on (1) for k, we have

valµ

´
φkpβj1pk, βj1`1p

kq
¯

ą M0pβj1`1 ´ βj1qpk ` T ´ pk`valppβj1`1
q

and

valµpφkpr, r ` pkqq “ M0p
k ` T ´ pk.

By the induction on (3), for every j P t1, . . . ,mpβquztj1u,

valµ

´
φkpβjp

k, βj`1p
kq
¯

ě M0pβj`1 ´ βjqpk ` pk ´ pk`valppβj`1q.

Combining the three formulas above with our assumption T ą pk, we prove (6.5) for
Case III; and this completes the proof of induction. �

Notation 6.5. For any A,B in K, we denote by A „ B if valµpAq ă valµpA ´Bq.

Note that 0 ≁ 0.

Lemma 6.6.

(1) For any A,B in K, if A „ B, then valµpAq “ valµpBq.
(2) For any A,B,C in K with C ‰ 0 if A „ B, then AC „ BC.
(3) The “„” is an equivalence relation.

We will not state C ‰ 0 while using (2) when this condition is clear.
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Proof. (1) From the strong triangular inequality, we have

valµpAq “ valµpA´B `Bq ě mintvalµpA ´Bq, valµpBqu.

Combined with our assumption valµpAq ă valµpA ´ Bq, this implies valµpAq ě valµpBq.
Similarly, we have

valµpBq “ valµpA ´ pA´Bqq ě mintvalµpAq, valµpA ´Bqu “ valµpAq,

and hence obtain valµpAq “ valµpBq.
(2) From A „ B, we have valµpAq ă valµpA ´ Bq. Hence, valµpACq ă valµpAC ´ BCq,
which completes the proof.
(3) Reflexivity: Trivial.
Symmetry: For any A,B in K with A „ B, by (1) we have valµpAq “ valµpBq and hence
B „ A.
Transitivity: For any A,B,C in K with A „ B „ C, we have valµpA ´ Bq ą valµpAq and
valµpB ´ Cq ą valµpBq. Combined with (1) that valµpAq “ valµpBq, this implies that

valµpA ´ Cq ě mintvalµpA ´Bq, valµpB ´ Cqu ą valµpAq,

and hence A „ C. �

Recall that µ “ 1 ´ λ.

Lemma 6.7.

(1) We have λ „ 1.
(2) Given any integer r ě 0, we have

1 ´ λr „
r

pvalpprq
µp

valpprq

.

Proof. (1) Note that from our assumption 0 ă |1´λ| ă 1, we have valµp1´λq ą 0 “ valµp1q,
and hence λ „ 1.

(2) Let ℓ :“ valpprq. We have

1 ´ λr “ 1 ´ p1 ´ p1 ´ λp
ℓ

qq
r

pℓ “ ´

r

pℓÿ

i“1

ˆ r
pℓ

i

˙

p

p´µp
ℓ

qi „
r

pℓ
µp

ℓ

. �

Lemma 6.8. Assume T ą 1. Given any k ě 1 such that pk ď T and pk-divisible r ě 0, we
have

φkpr, r ` pkq „
2a1a

pk´1

p´1

p´1

1 ´ λr`pk

k´1ź

i“0

1

µp
i
.

Proof. With the assumptions in this lemma, we first prove by induction that for every
pk-divisible r and 0 ď ℓ ď k we have

(6.11) φℓpr, r ` pℓq „
a1

λp1 ´ λr`1q

ℓ´1ź

i“0

λr`1a
pi

p´1

λp1 ´ λr`pi`1q

ˆ
r ` pi ` 1

αpr ` pi, r ` pi`1q

˙

p

.

For ℓ “ 0, from our assumption pk|r and k ě 1 we have

φ0pr, r ` 1q “
a1

λp1 ´ λr`1q

ˆ
1 ` r

r, 1, 0

˙

p

“
a1

λp1 ´ λr`1q
,

and hence prove (6.11).
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Now suppose that (6.11) holds for an arbitrarily given 0 ď ℓ ď k ´ 1. Consider

(6.12) φℓ`1pr, r ` pℓ`1q “
ÿ

βPS1pr{pℓ,r{pℓ`pq

mpβqź

j“0

φℓpβjp
ℓ, βj`1p

ℓq.

For each β P S1pr{pℓ, r{pℓ ` pq, there exists 0 ď j1 ď mpβq such that p´ 1 ∤ βj1`1 ´ βj1 . By
Lemma 6.4(1),

(6.13) valµpφℓpβj1pℓ, βj1`1p
ℓqq ě M0pβj1`1 ´ βj1qpℓ ` T ´ pℓ`valppβj1`1

q,

with equality if and only if

#
βj1`1 ´ βj1 “ 1 and p ∤ βj1 ` 1 for ℓ “ 0,

βj1`1 ´ βj1 “ 1 for ℓ ě 1.

For every j P t0, . . . ,mpβquztj1u, by Lemma 6.4(3) on ℓ ď k ´ 1 we have

(6.14) valµpφℓpβjp
ℓ, βj`1p

ℓqq ě M0pβj`1 ´ βjqpℓ ` pℓ ´ pℓ`valppβj`1q,

with equality if and only if βj`1 ´ βj “ p´ 1 and

#
p ∤ βj ` 1 for ℓ “ 0,

p ∤ βj for ℓ ě 1.

In particular,

(6.15) valµ

´
φℓpr ` pℓ, r ` pℓ`1q

¯
“ M0pp´ 1qpℓ ` pℓ ´ pvalppr`pℓ`1q.

From (6.13) and (6.14), we have

valµ

¨
˝

mpβqź

j“0

φℓpβjp
ℓ, βj`1p

ℓq

˛
‚ě M0p

ℓ`1 ` T ´ pvalppr`pℓ`1q,

with equality if and only if β “ pr{pℓ, r{pℓ ` 1, r{pℓ ` pq; and hence

(6.16) φℓ`1pr, r ` pℓ`1q „ φℓpr, r ` pℓqφℓpr ` pℓ, r ` pℓ`1q.

Combining Lemma 6.4(2) with T ě pℓ, we have

valµ

¨
˝φℓpr ` pℓ, r ` pℓ`1q ´

λr`1a
pℓ

p´1

λp1 ´ λr`pℓ`1q

ˆ
r ` pℓ ` 1

αpr ` pℓ, r ` pℓ`1q

˙

p

˛
‚

ą M0pp´ 1qpℓ ` T ´ pvalppr`pℓ`1q ě M0pp´ 1qpℓ ` pℓ ´ pvalppr`pℓ`1q.

Together with (6.15), this gives us

φℓpr ` pℓ, r ` pℓ`1q „
λr`1a

pℓ

p´1

λp1 ´ λr`pℓ`1q

ˆ
r ` pℓ ` 1

αpr ` pℓ, r ` pℓ`1q

˙

p

.

Combined with Lemma 6.6(2) and (6.16), this similarity relation implies

(6.17) φℓ`1pr, r ` pℓ`1q „ φℓpr, r ` pℓq
λr`1a

pℓ

p´1

λp1 ´ λr`pℓ`1q

ˆ
r ` pℓ ` 1

αpr ` pℓ, r ` pℓ`1q

˙

p

.

Finally, by our induction hypothesis for ℓ and Lemma 6.6(2) again, we prove (6.11) for
ℓ` 1, and complete the induction.

Now we prove this lemma. Based on our assumption pk|r, for 0 ď ℓ ď k ´ 1 by
Lemma 6.7(2), we have

1 ´ λr`pℓ „ pr{pℓ ` 1qµp
ℓ

“ µp
ℓ

;
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and by Lemma 6.3,
ˆ

r ` pℓ ` 1

αpr ` pℓ, r ` pℓ`1q

˙

p

“

#
r ` 1 ` 1 “ 2 for ℓ “ 0,
r`pℓ

pℓ
“ 1 for 1 ď ℓ ď k ´ 1.

Plugging them back in (6.11) for k and using Lemma 6.6(1), we obtain

φkpr, r ` pkq „
2a1a

pk´1

p´1

p´1

1 ´ λr`pk

k´1ź

i“0

1

µp
i
,

and hence complete the proof. �

Lemma 6.9. Given any integers 0 ď r ă s and any monomial aγ11 a
γp´1

p´1 (as a polynomial

of a1 and ap´1) in φ1pr, sq, we have

γ1 ` pp´ 1qγp´1 “ s´ r.

Proof. Consider φ1pr, sq “
ř

βPS1pr,sq Φpβq. Note that for every β P S1pr, sq, Φpβq is the sum

of terms of the form ˚
śmpβq

j“0 a
α

pjq
1

1 a
α

pjq
p´1

p´1 , where ˚ P K and αpjq P I 1pβj , βj`1q for 0 ď j ď

mpβq. From α
pjq
1 ` pp ´ 1qα

pjq
p´1 “ βj`1 ´ βj for every 0 ď j ď mpβq, we have

mpβqÿ

j“0

α
pjq
1 ` pp ´ 1q

mpβqÿ

j“0

α
pjq
p´1 “

mpβqÿ

j“0

pβj`1 ´ βjq “ s´ r.

Clearly, this equality is independent to the choices of β and tαpjqu
mpβq

j“0 . Hence, we complete
the proof. �

Lemma 6.10. For any 0 ď r ă s and β P S1pr, sq, let A P K be the coefficient of aγ11 a
γp´1

p´1

in Φpβq, then

valµpAaγ11 a
γp´1

p´1 q ě γ1valµpa1q ` γp´1valµpap´1q ´mpβq ´ pvalppsq.

Proof. Note that Aaγ11 a
γp´1

p´1 is a sum of terms of the form

mpβqź

j“0

1

λp1 ´ λβj`1q

ˆ
βj ` 1

αpjq

˙

p

λα
pjq
0 a

α
pjq
1

1 a
α

pjq
p´1

p´1 ,

where tαpjqu
mpβq

j“0 satisfies

αpjq P I 1pβj , βj`1q,

mpβqÿ

j“0

α
pjq
1 “ γ1 and

mpβqÿ

j“0

α
pjq
p´1 “ γp´1.

Note that valµpλq “ 0 and valµp1 ´ λβj`1q “

#
pvalppsq for βj`1 “ s

1 otherwise
. We have

valµ

¨
˝

mpβqź

j“0

1

λp1 ´ λβj`1q

ˆ
βj ` 1

αpjq

˙

p

λα
pjq
0 a

α
pjq
1

1 a
α

pjq
p´1

p´1

˛
‚

ě valµpa1q

mpβqÿ

j“0

α
pjq
1 ` valµpap´1q

mpβqÿ

j“0

α
pjq
p´1 ´mpβq ´ pvalppsq

“ γ1valµpa1q ` γp´1valµpap´1q ´mpβq ´ pvalppsq.
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This completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.6. As noted in the beginning of the section, we only need to prove that
fpzq “ λz`a1z

2 `ap´1z
p P Krzs is non-linearizable if a1 ‰ 0. By Criterion ⋆, it is enough

to show that it is k-dominant for some k ě 1.
Note that by Lemma 4.1,

M0 “

#
valµpa1q ´ 1 if T ă 1,
valµpap´1q´1

p´1 if T ě 1.

According to the ranges of T , we split our discussion into three cases.
Case I: T ď 1 and T ‰ p´2

p´1 .

By Lemma 6.9,

(6.18) φ1p0, pq “ A1a1ap´1 `B1a
p
1 for some A1 P K and B1 P K.

We first study A1a1ap´1. Note that

(6.19) φ1p0, pq “
ÿ

βPS1p0,pq

Φpβq;

and that A1a1ap´1 can only be obtained from β “ p0, pq, p0, p ´ 1, pq and p0, 1, pq. From

I 1p0, pq “ H and Lemma 5.2, the contributions from p0, pq and p0, p ´ 1, pq are both 0.
Therefore, we obtain

(6.20) A1a1ap´1 “ Φpp0, 1, pqq “ Φp0, 1qΦp1, pq “
1

λp1 ´ λq
a1 ˆ

2

λp1 ´ λpq
λap´1,

and

(6.21) valµpA1a1ap´1q “ valµpa1q ` valµpap´1q ´ 1 ´ p.

We next study B1a
p
1. By Lemma 5.2, for β P S1p0, pq if p´ 1 P β then Φpβq “ 0. Therefore,

for β P S1p0, pq with Φpβq ‰ 0, we have mpβq ď p´ 2 with equality if and only if β is equal

to β1 :“ p0, 1, . . . , p ´ 2, pq. Combining it with Lemma 6.10, we conclude that for every

β P S1p0, pqztβ 1u the monomial ˚ap1 in Φpβq is either 0 or satisfies

(6.22) valµp˚ap1q ě pvalµpa1q ´mpβq ´ p ě pvalµpa1q ´ 2p` 3.

For β1, we have

Φpβ1q “
1

λp1 ´ λpq

ˆ
p´ 1

p´ 3, 2, 0

˙

p

λp´3a21 ˆ
p´3ź

j“0

1

λp1 ´ λj`1q

ˆ
j ` 1

j, 1, 0

˙

p

λja1

“ a
p
1

λp´4

1 ´ λp
ˆ

p´3ź

j“0

λj´1

1 ´ λj`1
pj ` 1q,

and hence

valµpΦpβ1qq “ valµ

˜
a
p
1

λp´4

1 ´ λp
ˆ

p´3ź

j“0

λj´1

1 ´ λj`1
pj ` 1q

¸
“ pvalµpa1q ´ 2p` 2.

Combining this equality with (6.22), we obtain

valµpB1a
p
1 ´ Φpβ1qq ě pvalµpa1q ´ 2p` 3 ą valµpΦpβ1qq,

and hence

valµpB1a
p
1q “ valµpΦpβ1qq “ pvalµpa1q ´ 2p ` 2.
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Combined with (6.21) and our assumption T ‰ p´2
p´1 in this case, this equality implies that

valµpB1a
p
1q ‰ valµpA1a1ap´1q.

Together with (6.18) and M0 “ valµpa1q ´ 1, this above inequality implies that

M1p0, pq ď
valµpB1a

p
1q

p
“
pvalµpa1q ´ 2p` 2

p
“ M0 ´

p´ 2

p
ď M0 ´

1

p
,

where the last inequality is from our assumption p ě 5. This shows that f is 1-dominant.
Case II: T “ p´2

p´1 .

Note that in this case, we have

(6.23) valµpap´1q “ pp´ 1qvalµpa1q ´ p` 3

and

valµpA1a1ap´1q “ valµpB1a
p
1q “ pvalµpa1q ´ 2p` 2.

If A1a1ap´1 `B1a
p
1 “ pvalµpa1q ´ 2p` 2, by (6.18) we have

φ1p0, pq “ pvalµpa1q ´ 2p` 2,

and hence

M1p0, pq “ valµpa1q ´ 2 `
2

p
“ M0 ´ 1 `

2

p
ď M0 ´

1

p
.

Now we assume A1a1ap´1 ` B1a
p
1 ą pvalµpa1q ´ 2p ` 2, i.e. A1a1ap´1 „ ´B1a

p
1. Note

that in this case, valµpφ1p0, pqq can be arbitrarily large, so it is not feasible to prove by

M1p0, pq ď M0 ´ 1
p
that f is 1-dominant. Instead, we use φ1p0, 2pq for this case.

By Lemma 6.9,

φ1p0, 2pq “ A2a
2
1a

2
p´1 `B2a

2p
1 `C2a

p`1
1 ap´1

for some A2, B2, C2 in K.

We first study A2a
2
1a

2
p´1 with the consideration of

(6.24) φ1p0, 2pq “
ÿ

βPS1p0,2pq

Φpβq.

Note that every β P S1p0, 2pq such that Φpβq has nonzero a21a
2
p´1 term satisfies

(6.25) mpβq ď 3;

and that by Lemma 5.2, every β P S1p0, 2pq with Φpβq ‰ 0 satisfies βj ‰ p´ 1, p or 2p´ 1.

Hence, the equality in (6.25) is achieved uniquely by β1 :“ p0, 1, 2, p ` 1, 2pq.

By Lemma 6.10, for every β P S1p0, 2pqztβ 1u the monomial ˚a21a
2
p´1 in Φpβq is either 0

or satisfies

(6.26) valµp˚a21a
2
p´1q ě 2valµpa1q`2valµpap´1q´mpβq´p ě 2valµpa1q`2valµpap´1q´2´p.

On the other hand,

Φpβ1q “
1

λp1 ´ λq

ˆ
1

0, 1, 0

˙

p

a1 ˆ
1

λp1 ´ λ2q

ˆ
2

1, 1, 0

˙

p

λa1

ˆ
1

λp1 ´ λp`1q

ˆ
3

2, 0, 1

˙

p

λ2ap´1 ˆ
1

λp1 ´ λ2pq

ˆ
p` 2

p` 1, 0, 1

˙

p

λp`1ap´1 ` ˚1a
2p
1

“
12λp

p1 ´ λqp1 ´ λ2qp1 ´ λp`1qp1 ´ λ2pq
a21a

2
p´1 ` ˚1a

2p
1 ,
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where ˚1 P K. From our assumption p ě 5, we have

12λp

p1 ´ λqp1 ´ λ2qp1 ´ λp`1qp1 ´ λ2pq
‰ 0,

and hence

valµ

ˆ
12λp

p1 ´ λqp1 ´ λ2qp1 ´ λp`1qp1 ´ λ2pq
a21a

2
p´1

˙
“ 2valµpa1q ` 2valµpap´1q ´ 3 ´ p.

Combined with (6.26), this implies

valµpA2a
2
1a

2
p´1q “ 2valµpa1q ` 2valµpap´1q ´ 3 ´ p;

further with (6.23),

(6.27) valµpA2a
2
1a

2
p´1q “ 2pvalµpa1q ´ 3p ` 3.

We next estimate B2a
2p
1 . By Lemma 5.2, every β P S1p0, 2pq with Φpβq ‰ 0 satisfies

βj ‰ p ´ 1, p or 2p ´ 1, and consequently mpβq ď 2pp ´ 2q. By Lemma 6.10, for every

β P S1p0, 2pq the monomial ˚a2p1 in Φpβq is either 0 or satisfies

(6.28) valµp˚a2p1 q ě 2pvalµpa1q ´mpβq ´ p ě 2pvalµpa1q ´ 3p` 4.

This implies

(6.29) valµpB2a
2p
1 q ě 2pvalµpa1q ´ 3p` 4.

Now we study C2a
p`1
1 ap´1. Note that for every β P S1p0, 2pq such that Φpβq has nonzero

a
p`1
1 ap´1, there exists 0 ď j1 ď mpβq such that βj1`1 ´ βj1 ě p ´ 1. Assuming in addition

that β does not contain p´ 1 or 2p´ 1, so that by Lemma 5.2 the number Φpβq is nonzero.
If βj1`1 ´ βj1 ě p ` 1, then clearly mpβq ď p ´ 1. If p ´ 1 ď βj1`1 ´ βj1 ď p, the interval
pβj1 , βj1`1q contains at most one of p´ 1 and 2p´ 1. Hence, we have

mpβq ď 2p´ pβj1`1 ´ βj1q ´ 1 ď p

with equality if and only if β is equal to one of the following sequences

(6.30) βpjq :“ p0, 1, . . . , j, j ` p´ 1, . . . , 2p ´ 2, 2pq P S1p0, 2pq for every 2 ď j ď p´ 2.

We first determine the ap`1
1 ap´1 term in Φpβpjqq for each 2 ď j ď p´ 2 by

Φpβpjqq “
j´1ź

i“0

Φpi, i ` 1q ˆ Φpj, j ` p´ 1q ˆ
2p´3ź

ℓ“j`p´1

Φpℓ, ℓ` 1q ˆ Φp2p´ 2, 2pq

“
j´1ź

i“0

pi` 1qλia1
λp1 ´ λi`1q

ˆ
pj ` 1qλjap´1

λp1 ´ λj`p´1q
ˆ

2p´3ź

ℓ“j`p´1

pℓ ` 1qλℓa1
λp1 ´ λℓ`1q

ˆ

`
2p´1

2p´3,2,0

˘
p
λ2p´3a21

λp1 ´ λ2pq
.

By Lemmas 6.6(2) and 6.7, we have

Φpβpjqq „
j´1ź

i“0

a1

µ
ˆ

pj ` 1qap´1

pj ´ 1qµ
ˆ

2p´3ź

ℓ“j`p´1

a1

µ
ˆ

a21
2µp

“
a
p`1
1 ap´1

2µ2p
ˆ
j ` 1

j ´ 1
,

and hence for every 2 ď j ď p´ 2,

valµ

˜
Φpβpjqq ´

a
p`1
1 ap´1

2µ2p
ˆ
j ` 1

j ´ 1

¸
ą valµ

˜
a
p`1
1 ap´1

2µ2p
ˆ
j ` 1

j ´ 1

¸

“ pp` 1qvalµpa1q ` valµpap´1q ´ 2p.
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Hence, we have

valµ

˜
p´2ÿ

j“2

Φpβpjqq ´
a
p`1
1 ap´1

2µ2p
ˆ

p´2ÿ

j“2

j ` 1

j ´ 1

¸
ą pp` 1qvalµpa1q ` valµpap´1q ´ 2p.

By calculation,

p´2ÿ

j“2

j ` 1

j ´ 1
“

p´1ÿ

j“1

j ` 2

j
´

p

p´ 2
´
p` 1

p´ 1
“

1

2

˜
p´1ÿ

j“1

p´ j ` 2

p´ j
`

p´1ÿ

j“1

j ` 2

j

¸
` 1

“
1

2

˜
p´1ÿ

j“1

j ´ 2

j
`

p´1ÿ

j“1

j ` 2

j

¸
` 1 “ 0.

Hence, we have

(6.31) valµ

˜
p´2ÿ

j“2

Φpβpjqq

¸
ą pp ` 1qvalµpa1q ` valµpap´1q ´ 2p.

By Lemma 6.10, for β P S1p0, 2pq not in the list (6.30), we have either Φpβq “ 0 or the

µ-adic valuation of the ap`1
1 ap´1 term in Φpβq is greater or equal to

pp` 1qvalµpa1q ` valµpap´1q ´mpβq ´ p ě pp` 1qvalµpa1q ` valµpap´1q ´ 2p ` 1.

Combined with (6.31), this implies

valµpC2a
2
1a

2
p´1q ą pp` 1qvalµpa1q ` valµpap´1q ´ 2p;

and further with (6.23),

valµpC2a
2
1a

2
p´1q ą 2pvalµpa1q ´ 3p` 3.

From (6.27), (6.29) and the strict inequality above, we have

valµpφ1p0, 2pqq “ valµpA2a
2
1a

2
p´1q “ 2pvalµpa1q ´ 3p ` 3.

Note that M0 “ valµpa1q ´ 1. Thus,

M1p0, 2pq “
2pvalµpa1q ´ 3p ` 3

2p
“ M0 ´

p´ 3

2p
ď M0 ´

1

p
,

where the last inequality is from our assumption p ě 5. This shows that f is 1-dominant.
Case III: T ą 1.

Let k ě 1 be the integer such that pk´1 ă T ď pk. We are going to show that f is

pk ` 1q-dominant. To this end, we will use several times that M0 “
valµpap´1q´1

p´1 , which

follows from the definition of T and from Lemma 4.1. We also note that for any given
1 ď ℓ ď k ´ 1 and pℓ-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s we have

Mℓpr, sq “
valµpψℓpr, sqq

s´ r
“

valµpφℓpr, sqq ` pvalppsq ´ pℓ

s´ r
;

and that by Lemma 6.4(3), Mℓpr, sq ě M0 with equality if and only if s´ r “ pp´ 1qpℓ and
pℓ`1 ∤ r. Hence, we have

(6.32) Mℓ “ M0 for every 1 ď ℓ ď k ´ 1.
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Recall that for any integers 0 ď r ă s with p ´ 1|s ´ r we put αpr, sq :“ pr ` 1 ´
s´r
p´1 , 0,

s´r
p´1q P I 1pr, sq. Now for any pk-divisible integers 0 ď r ă s with p´ 1|s´ r, we have

valµ

˜
1

λp1 ´ λsq

ˆ
r ` 1

αpr, sq

˙

p

aαpr,sq

¸
ě
s´ r

p´ 1
valµpap´1q ´ pvalppsq

“ ps´ rqM0 `
s´ r

p´ 1
´ pvalppsq ě ps´ rqM0 ` pk ´ pvalppsq

ě ps ´ rqM0 ` T ´ pvalppsq,

where the equality conditions for the three inequalities are
`

r`1
αpr,sq

˘
p

‰ 0, s ´ r “ pp ´ 1qpk

and T “ pk, respectively.
Note that if s “ r ` pp ´ 1qpk, by Lemma 6.3 we have

`
r`1
αpr,sq

˘
p

“ r
pk
, and hence the

equality conditions can be further simplified to s´ r “ pp ´ 1qpk, pk`1 ∤ r and T “ pk.
Therefore, by Lemma 6.4(2), for any pk-divisible 0 ď r ă s with p´ 1|s ´ r we have

valµpφkpr, sqq ě ps´ rqM0 ` T ´ pvalppsq,

with equality if and only if s´ r “ pp ´ 1qpk, pk`1 ∤ r and T “ pk.
Combined with Lemma 6.4(1), this implies that for any pk-divisible 0 ď r ă s,

(6.33) valµpφkpr, sqq ě ps´ rqM0 ` T ´ pvalppsq,

with equality if and only if

#
s´ r “ pk if T ă pk,

s´ r “ pk, or s´ r “ pp ´ 1qpk and pk`1 ∤ r if T “ pk;

and

Mkpr, sq “
valµpψkpr, sqq

s´ r
“

valµpφkpr, sqq ` pvalppsq ´ pk

s´ r
ě M0 `

T ´ pk

s´ r
ě M0 `

T ´ pk

pk
,

with equality if s´ r “ pk. As a consequence, we have

(6.34) Mk “ M0 `
T ´ pk

pk
.

Now we are going show that either

Mk`1

´
0, pk

¯
or Mk`1

´
0, 2pk

¯

is less than or equal to Mk ´ 1
p
. Together with (6.32) and (6.34), this implies that f is

pk ` 1q-dominant. To achieve it, we further split our discussion into two subcases.
(a) T ă pk. Consider

(6.35) φk`1p0, pk`1q “
ÿ

βPS1p0,pq

mpβqź

j“0

φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq,
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By (6.33), for every β P S1p0, pq we have

valµ

¨
˝

mpβqź

j“0

φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq

˛
‚ě

mpβqÿ

j“0

´
pβj`1 ´ βjqpkM0 ` T ´ pvalppβj`1q`k

¯

“pk`1M0 ` pmpβq ` 1qT ´mpβqpk ´ pk`1

“pk`1M0 ` pmpβq ` 1qpT ´ pkq ` pk ´ pk`1

ěpk`1M0 ` ppT ´ pkq ` pk ´ pk`1,

with equality if and only if β “ p0, 1, . . . , pq.
By (6.35), this implies

valµpφk`1p0, pk`1qq “ pk`1M0 ` ppT ´ pkq ` pk ´ pk`1.

Hence, by (6.34) we have

Mk`1p0, pk`1q “ M0 `
ppT ´ pkq ` pk ´ pk`1

pk`1
ď Mk ´

1

p
.

As noted above, this proves that f is pk ` 1q-dominant.
(b) T “ pk.

Note that in this case, we have Mk “ M0. Similar to the reason mentioned in Case II,
we need to study both φk`1p0, pk`1q and φk`1p0, 2pk`1q in this case. Consider (6.35) again.
From (6.33) and our assumption T “ pk, for every β P S1p0, pq we have

(6.36) valµ

¨
˝

mpβqź

j“0

φk

´
βjp

k, βj`1p
k
¯
˛
‚ě

mpβqÿ

j“0

´
pβj`1 ´ βjqpkM0 ` pk ´ pvalppβj`1q`k

¯

“ pk`1M0 ` pk ´ pk`1,

with equality if and only if for every 0 ď j ď mpβq we have βj`1´βj “ 1; or βj`1´βj “ p´1

and p ∤ βj . Note that this equality can only be achieved by φkp0, pkqφkppk, pk`1q andśp´1
j“0 φk

`
jpk, pj ` 1qpk

˘
for p0, 1, pq and p0, 1, . . . , pq, i.e.

valµ

´
φkp0, pkqφkppk, pk`1q

¯
“ valµ

˜
p´1ź

j“0

φk

´
jpk, pj ` 1qpk

¯¸
“ pk`1M0 ` pk ´ pk`1.

Therefore, we have

valµ

˜
φk`1p0, pk`1q ´ φkp0, pkqφkppk, pk`1q ´

p´1ź

j“0

φk

´
jpk, pj ` 1qpk

¯¸
ą pk`1M0`pk´pk`1.

If

valµ

˜
φkp0, pkqφkppk, pk`1q `

p´1ź

j“0

φk

´
jpk, pj ` 1qpk

¯¸
“ pk`1M0 ` pk ´ pk`1,

then

valµ

´
φk`1p0, pk`1q

¯
“ pk`1M0 ` pk ´ pk`1,

and hence

(6.37) Mk`1p0, pk`1q “ M0 `
1 ´ p

p
ď M0 ´

1

p
.
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From (6.32) and (6.34), we have Mℓ “ M0 for every 0 ď ℓ ď k. Therefore, (6.37)
implies that f is pk ` 1q-dominant.

Now we assume

(6.38) valµ

˜
φkp0, pkqφkppk, pk`1q `

p´1ź

j“0

φk

´
jpk, pj ` 1qpk

¯¸
ą pk`1M0 ` pk ´ pk`1.

We put Q :“ 2a1a
pk´1

p´1

p´1

śk
i“0

1

µpi
and first prove the important similarity relation

(6.39)
1

µp
k`1

a
pk

p´1 „
Qp´1

µp
k`1´pk

.

Note that (6.38) is equivalent to

φkp0, pkqφkppk, pk`1q „ ´
p´1ź

j“0

φk

´
jpk, pj ` 1qpk

¯
,

and by Lemma 6.6(2) further to

(6.40) φkppk, pk`1q „ ´
p´1ź

j“1

φkpjpk, pj ` 1qpkq.

By Lemma 6.8, for every pk-divisible r ě 0,

φkpr, r ` pkq „
2a1a

pk´1

p´1

p´1

1 ´ λr`pk

k´1ź

i“0

1

µp
i
.

By Lemmas 6.6(2) and 6.7, this implies

(6.41) φkpr, r ` pkq „

$
’’&
’’%

Q

r{pk`1
if pk`1 ∤

`
r ` pk

˘
,

Q

µpk`1´pk
for r “ pk`1 ´ pk,

Q

2µpk`1´pk
for r “ 2pk`1 ´ pk.

On the other hand, by (6.33), for any pk`1 ∤ r we have

valµpφkpr, r ` pp´ 1qpkqq “ pp´ 1qpkM0 ` pk ´ pvalppr`pp´1qpkq.

By Lemma 6.4(2), this implies

φkpr, r ` pp´ 1qpkq „
1

λp1 ´ λp
r`pp´1qpk q

ˆ
r ` 1

αpr, r ` pp´ 1qpkq

˙

p

aαpr,r`pp´1qpkq.

Lemmas 6.3 and 6.7 simplify this similarity relation to

φkpr, r ` pp ´ 1qpkq „
1

λp1 ´ λr`pp´1qpkq
ˆ

r

pk
ˆ λa

pk

p´1,

and in particular,

(6.42) φkpjpk, pj ` pp ´ 1qqpkq „

$
’’’&
’’’%

1

µpk`1 a
pk

p´1 for j “ 1,

1

2µpk`1
a
pk

p´1 for j “ p` 1,

1

pj´1qµpk
a
pk

p´1 for 2 ď j ď p´ 1.
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Combined with (6.40), (6.41) and the transitivity property of “„”, this similarity relation
implies

1

µp
k`1

a
pk

p´1 „ φkppk, pk`1q „ ´
p´1ź

j“1

φkpjpk, pj ` 1qpkq „ ´
Q

µp
k`1´pk

p´2ź

i“1

Q

i` 1
.

Considering pp´ 1q! ” ´1 pmod pq, we prove (6.39).
Now we are ready to study

(6.43) φk`1p0, 2pk`1q “
ÿ

βPS1p0,2pq

mpβqź

j“0

φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq.

Similar to (6.36), for every β P S1p0, 2pq we have

(6.44) valµ

¨
˝

mpβqź

j“0

φkpβjp
k, βj`1p

kq

˛
‚ě 2pk`1M0 ` pk ´ pk`1,

with equality if and only if for every 0 ď j ď mpβq,

βj`1 ´ βj “ 1; or βj`1 ´ βj “ p´ 1 and p ∤ βj .

Putting the restriction p ∤ βj for 1 ď j ď mpβq in mind, the sequences β that satisfy
this equality in (6.44) are

(6.45) p0, 1, 2, p ` 1, 2pq and p0, 1, . . . , j, j ` p´ 1, j ` p, . . . , 2pq

for all 2 ď j ď p´ 1.
We first show that there is a cancellation between the terms in (6.44) corresponding to

p0, 1, 2, p ` 1, 2pq and p0, 1, 2, p ` 1, p ` 2, . . . , 2pq, i.e.

(6.46) valµ

˜
φkp0, pkqφkppk, 2pkqφk

´
2pk, pp` 1qpk

¯ 2p´1ź

i“p`1

φk

´
ipk, pi ` 1qpk

¯

`φkp0, pkqφkppk, 2pkqφk

´
2pk, pp ` 1qpk

¯
φk

´
pp ` 1qpk, 2pk`1

¯¸
ą 2pk`1M0 `pk ´pk`1.

Clearly, in order to prove (6.46), it is enough to show

φkp0, pkqφkppk, 2pkqφk

´
2pk, pp ` 1qpk

¯ 2p´1ź

i“p`1

φk

´
ipk, pi ` 1qpk

¯

„ ´φkp0, pkqφkppk, 2pkqφk

´
2pk, pp ` 1qpk

¯
φk

´
pp ` 1qpk, 2pk`1

¯
.

By Lemma 6.6(2), it can be further reduced to show

(6.47)

2p´1ź

i“p`1

φk

´
ipk, pi ` 1qpk

¯
„ ´φk

´
pp` 1qpk, 2pk`1

¯
.

By (6.41), we have

2p´1ź

i“p`1

φk

´
ipk, pi ` 1qpk

¯
„

Q

2µpk`1´pk

2p´2ź

i“p`1

Q

i ` 1
“ ´

Qp´1

2µpk`1´pk
,

where the last equality is from pp´ 1q! ” ´1 pmod pq.
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Combined with (6.39) and (6.42), this proves (6.47) by the following chain of similarity
relations

2p´1ź

i“p`1

φk

´
ipk, pi ` 1qpk

¯
„ ´

Qp´1

2µpk`1´pk
„ ´

1

2µpk`1
a
pk

p´1 „ ´φk

´
pp` 1qpk, 2pk`1

¯
.

Therefore, to prove

(6.48) φk`1p0, 2pk`1q “ 2pk`1M0 ` pk ´ pk`1,

it is enough to show that the summation over the rest β’s listed in (6.45) satisfies

(6.49)

valµ

¨
˝

p´1ÿ

j“3

¨
˝φk

´
jpk, jpk ` pp´ 1qpk

¯ j´1ź

i“0

φk

´
ipk, pi ` 1qpk

¯ 2p´1ź

ℓ“j`p´1

φk

´
ℓpk, pℓ ` 1qpk

¯
˛
‚
˛
‚

“ 2pk`1M0 ` pk ´ pk`1.

Combining (6.41) and (6.42), for every 3 ď j ď p´ 1 we have

(6.50) φk

´
jpk, jpk ` pp´ 1qpk

¯ j´1ź

i“0

φk

´
ipk, pi ` 1qpk

¯ 2p´1ź

ℓ“j`p´1

φk

´
ℓpk, pℓ ` 1qpk

¯

„
1

pj ´ 1qµpk
a
pk

p´1

j´1ź

i“0

Q

i ` 1

2p´2ź

ℓ“j`p´1

Q

ℓ` 1
ˆ

Q

2µpk`1´pk

“
a
pk

p´1Q
p`1

2pj ´ 1qjµp
k`1

ˆ
1

pp´ 1q!
“ ´

a
pk

p´1Q
p`1

2pj ´ 1qjµp
k`1

.

By Lemma 6.6(1), this gives

valµ

¨
˝a

pk

p´1Q
p`1

µp
k`1

˛
‚“ 2pk`1M0 ` pk ´ pk`1.

Note that this equality can also be obtained from the definition of Q.
From our assumption p ě 5, we have

p´1ÿ

j“3

1

pj ´ 1qj
“

p´1ÿ

j“3

ˆ
1

j ´ 1
´

1

j

˙
“

1

2
´

1

p´ 1
“

3

2
‰ 0,

and hence

(6.51) valµ

¨
˝

p´1ÿ

j“3

´
a
pk

p´1Q
p`1

2pj ´ 1qjµpk`1

˛
‚“ valµ

¨
˝a

pk

p´1Q
p`1

µp
k`1

˛
‚“ 2pk`1M0 ` pk ´ pk`1.

Combined with (6.50), this implies

p´1ÿ

j“3

¨
˝φkpjpk, pj ` pp´ 1qqpkq

j´1ź

i“0

φkpipk, pi ` 1qpkq
2p´1ź

ℓ“j`p´1

φkpℓpk, pℓ ` 1qpkq

˛
‚„

p´1ÿ

j“3

´
a
pk

p´1Q
p`1

2pj ´ 1qjµpk`1
.

By Lemma 6.6(1) and (6.51), the above similarity relation implies (6.49), and hence (6.48).
Therefore, we have

Mk`1p0, 2pk`1q “
2pk`1M0 ` pk ´ pk`1

2pk`1
“ M0 ´

p´ 1

2p
ď M0 ´

1

p
.
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Since Mℓ “ M0 for every 0 ď ℓ ď k, we prove that f is pk ` 1q-dominant. �
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