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AUTOMORPHISM LOCI FOR DEGREE 3 AND DEGREE 4
ENDOMORPHISMS OF THE PROJECTIVE LINE

BRANDON GONTMACHER, BENJAMIN HUTZ, GRAYSON JORGENSON, SRINJOY SRIMANTI,
AND SIMON XU

ABSTRACT. Let f be an endomorphism of the projective line. There is a natural conjugation
action on the space of such morphisms by elements of the projective linear group. The group of
automorphisms, or stabilizer group, of a given f for this action is known to be a finite group.
We determine explicit families that parameterize all endomorphisms defined over Q of degree 3
and degree 4 that have a nontrivial automorphism, the automorphism locus of the moduli space
of dynamical systems. We analyze the geometry of these loci in the appropriate moduli space of
dynamical systems. Further, for each family of maps, we study the possible structures of Q-rational
preperiodic points which occur under specialization.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let K be a field and P! the projective line. Throughout, K is a finite extension of Q. An
endomorphism of P! of degree d can be represented as a pair of homogeneous polynomials of degree
d with no common factors. The space of all such maps is denoted as Raty. There is a natural
conjugation action on Raty by PGLjy, the automorphisms of P!, given as

f*:=alofoa for feRaty and o € PGLs.

The quotient by this action is a geometric quotient in terms of geometric invariant theory and
forms the moduli space of degree d dynamical systems on P!, M, := Raty / PGLy [46]. We denote
a conjugacy class as [f] € My and a representation of a conjugacy class as f € Raty. Our primary
objects of study are those conjugacy classes [f] € My for which there is a nontrivial o € PGLg so
that f* = f. Such an « is called an automorphism of f, and the set of all such automorphisms
forms a group
Aut(f) ;== {a € PGLy: f* = f}.

In additional to being special from the existence of these extra symmetries, conjugacy classes with
nontrivial automorphisms are exactly the singular points of the moduli space M for d > 3 [34].

Since every automorphism must leave certain sets of points invariant (such as the set of periodic
points of a given period), the automorphism group of a given f must be a finite subgroup of PGLs.
Sharper bounds than this permutation bound on the size of an automorphism group in terms of d
can be obtained but do not concern us here [26]. Key to this work is the (classical) classification in
characteristic zero of the finite subgroups of PGLj restated in modern notation by Silverman [45].

It is important to note that Aut(f) is well defined on conjugacy classes. In particular, given
a € PGLs, the action on Aut(f) defined by ¢ — a~! oo o a provides a group isomorphism
Aut(f) = Aut(f®). The conjugacy class of Aut(f) in PGLy is, thus, an invariant of [f] rather
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than just f. Denote by Ay C Mg the set of all conjugacy classes with a nontrivial automorphism.
Let I' € PGLsy be a finite subgroup with representation p : I' — SLo. Denote the set of conjugacy
classes whose automorphism group contains a subgroup isomorphic to I by A4(T"). Similarly denote
Ay C Ratg as the set of rational maps with nontrivial automorphism group with p(T") as a subgroup,
ie, Ay(T) = {f € Aq : Aut(f) 2 p(I")}. Tt is important to note that while every finite subgroup
of PGLy has only one inequivalent representation, the choice of group representation affects the
representation in homogeneous coordinates of the map. In particular, questions about the field of
definition for elements of A4(T") are heavily dependent on the choice of representation of T', e.g.,
[8, [45].

The goals of this work are two-fold. The first is to give explicit parameterizations for all maps
in Ay for 3 < d < 4. The case d = 2 is well known [I5]. The case d = 3 can be derived from the
unpublished work of West [53], but he focuses on the parameterizations of M3 as a whole and a
side result is the ability to determine which elements lie in A3. However, it is nontrivial to move
between West’s parameterization of M3 and elements of Rats. Further, his methods are not easily
applicable in degree d > 3. The methods here can be used for any degree, and we produce explicit
families in Rats and Raty, (M3 and My). The second goal is to study other arithmetical dynamical
properties of these families with nontrivial automorphisms focusing on the structure of the set of
rational preperiodic points. The motivation for this portion is the uniform boundedness conjecture
of Morton and Silverman.

Conjecture 1.1 ([37]). Fix integers d > 2, N > 1, and D > 1. There is a constant C(d, N, D)
such that for all number fields K/Q of degree at most D and all morphisms f : PN — PV of degree
d defined over K,

# PrePer(f, K) < C(d,N, D),
where PrePer(f, K) is the set of preperiodic points for f defined over K.

This conjecture is equivalent to a uniform bound on the number of K-rational preperiodic graph
structures, where the vertices are K-rational preperiodic points and edges connect a point @ to its
forward image f(Q) [LI]. While an unconditional bound remains out of reach, we use Poonen [4]]
and Manes [31] as our model and classify graph structures assuming an upper bound on the period
of a rational periodic point.

We now give a summary of the main results and an outline of the article. Section [2| gives
parameterizations of the automorphism locus A3z C Mjs. The classification of finite subgroups of
PGL; is given in modern notation in Silverman [45] as

Cyclic group of order n, denoted as Cj,.

Dihedral group of order 2n, denoted as D,,.

Tetrahedral group 2l (or alternating group on 4 elements).
Octahedral group Sy (or symmetric group on 4 elements).
e Icosahedral group 25 (or alternating group on 5 elements).

Combining this classification with the known dimensions of A3(I') from Miasnikov-Stout-Williams
[34], we find families in the parameter space Rats that map finite-to-one onto families in M3 of the
appropriate dimension.

Theorem 1.2.
(1) The locus A3(Cy) = As(Dy) is a single conjugacy class in M3 given by f(z) = Z% (Corollary
73)
(2) The locus A3(Rl4) is a single conjugacy class in M3 given by f(z) = 2_33;:2)’. This single
conjugacy class is exactly the intersection of A3(Cs) and A3(Cs) (Proposition [2.4)).

_ 2%4a

(3) The locus A3(C3) is an irreducible curve in M3 given by fo(2) = =5,

27).

a # 0 (Proposition
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(4) The locus A3z(D3) consists of two irreducible curves given by

2 2
az®+1 az®—1
fa(2) = m,a;&il and  gq(2) = mﬂ#il,

which intersect at the single point A(D4) = A(C4) (Proposition [2.8)).
(5) The locus A3(Cs) is the union of two irreducible surfaces given by

3 2
z2° +az az? +1
fa,b(Z) = m,ab # 1 and ga7b(z) = m

which intersect in a curve that is the f, component of A3(D3) (Proposition [2.9).

,ab# 1

The methods are a combination of invariant theory as utilized in deFaria-Hutz [§], explicit forms
for maps with cyclic or dihedral automorphism groups from Silverman [45], and explicit calculation
using the generators of the finite subgroups.

In the process of studying A3z, we were able to complete the rational realization problem over Q
started in [9].

Theorem 1.3. Every finite subgroup of PGLy can be realized as the automorphism group of a
map defined over Q.

Section [3] studies these parameterizations as families in moduli space giving explicit maps to sets
of periodic point multiplier invariants that are finite-to-one. To construct the multiplier invariants,
recall that to each fixed point ) we can compute an algebraic number called the multiplier Ao =
f’ (Q), where f is a dehomogenization and ' represents the derivative. The multiplier is conjugation
invariant and the set of fixed points is invariant (as a set) under conjugation. So, taking the
elementary symmetric polynomials evaluated on the set of multipliers produces invariants of the
moduli space [46]. We can similarly construct invariants from the set of periodic points (or formal
periodic points) of any period. We denote these invariants o*i(n), where n denotes the period of
the points used and 1 < i < (deg(f))™ + 1. These invariants were first studied by Milnor [36] to
construct an isomorphism My = A2, In higher degrees, we no longer get an isomorphism to an
affine space, but utilizing enough multiplier invariants does produce a finite-to-one map producing
an embedding of M3 into affine space [33]. We can then examine the image of A3(I") as a variety in
this affine space. In all families but one component of A3(D3), using the fixed points multipliers is
sufficient; in that component the multiplier invariants of the 2-periodic points are needed. Theorem
summarizes the embeddings of the familes A3(I") into the moduli space M3 and the geometric
results on A3z(I"). The details of the embeddings into affine space via the multiplier invariants that
are used to analyze the geometry can be found within the referenced propositions.

Theorem 1.4.
(1) The map
+ a]

3
¥4
Al\{O}—)M?,,aH |:az2

is one-to-one. The locus A3(C3) is an irreducible curve of genus zero with one singular
point corresponding to Asz(2l4). (Proposition
(2) The map

2
1 az+1
A\ {£1} > M3,a— [23+M]

is two-to-one. This component of A3(Ds) is a smooth irreducible curve of genus zero.

(Proposition
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(3) The map

A\ {1} = Ma,a [“zz - 1]

23 —az
is six-to-one. This component of A3(D2) described by the image is a smooth irreducible

curve of genus zero. (Lemma Proposition
(4) The map
A%\ {ab = 1) - My, (a,b) > |t %
ab = a —
3 ) b252 n 1
is two-to-one. This component of A3(Cs) is an irreducible rational singular surface. (Propo-

sition

(5) The map
az? +1
A%\ {ab =1} = M3, (a,b) = | ———
Vb =1} = Ma,(00) = |55
is four-to-one. This component of A3(C?) is an irreducible singular surface. (Lemma
Proposition

Section [4] gives parameterizations of the automorphism locus Ay C My. The methods are similar
to Section 21

Theorem 1.5.

(1) The locus A4(C5) = A4(Ds) is the single conjugacy class given by f(z) = 2—14. (Proposition
4.2

(2) locus A4(Cy) is an irreducible curve in My given by the 1-parameter family fi(z) =
22;1 for k # 0. (Proposition

(3) The locus A4(Ds3) is an irredcible curve in My given by the family fi(z) = éﬁfﬁ for k # +1.
(Proposition

(4) The locus A4(C3) is an irreducible surface in My given by the family fi, ,(2) = ;zjgﬁi
kiko # 1. (Proposition

(5) The locus A4(C>) is given by the 3-parameter family fi, k,ks(2) = % for k3 + k3 #
k1koks. (Proposition .

Section [5| studies these parameterizations as families in moduli space giving explicit maps to sets
of periodic point multiplier invariants that are finite-to-one. In all families but 44(C3), using the
fixed point multipliers is sufficient; in that family the multiplier invariants of the formal 2-periodic
points are needed. Theorem summarizes the embeddings of the familes A4(I") into the moduli
space My and the geometric results on A4(I"). The details of the embeddings into affine space via
the multiplier invariants that are used to analyze the geometry can be found within the referenced
propositions.

for

Theorem 1.6.
(1) The map

A {0} = My, ks [24“]

k23
is one-to-one. The locus A4(Cy) is an irreducible curve of genus zero with one singular

point. (Lemma Proposition
(2) The map

1 e —
A\ {£1} - My, k— [kz3—i—1

4

z4+k‘z]



is one-to-one. The locus A4(D3) is an irreducible curve of genus zero with one singular

point. (Lemma Proposition
(3) The map
4
+ k12
A2\ {kiky =1 Ky, k S
\ {k1ke =1} = My, (k1, 2)H[k223+1]
is one-to-one. The locus A4(C3) is a singular irreducible surface. (Proposition
(4) The map

14 ki22+1
A3\ (K3 + K3 = kikoks} — My, (k1 ko, k) — [Wﬁ_}

]{722’3 + k3Z
is generically two-to-one. (Proposition

Note that the singular point in the curves in parts and still have the appropriate auto-
morphism group, so we are not seeing the phenomenon of changing automorphism group we saw in
the singular point in Theorem (and in the cuspidal cubic which is A3). However, these two
points do correspond to non-conjugate maps with the same set of fixed point multiplier invariants.
Since the embeddings in affine space for these families use only the fixed points invariants, in some
sense this point is the point of intersection of the image of these two families in A*. This common
point is the only (nondegenerate) such point of intersection.

Having given parameterizations of A3 and A4, we turn to studying rational preperiodic struc-
tures. From the set of preperiodic points S for f, we create a directed graph whose vertices are the
points in S and for P,@ € S there is an edge from P to @ if and only if f(P) = Q. An important
consideration for rationality questions on A4 is which representative of the conjugacy class is used.
Studying Q-rational preperiodic points, conjugaing by an element of PGL2(Q) would not affect the
rational preperiodic structure. However, conjugating by an element over a field extension would
affect the rational preperiodic structure. This effect on rationality still occurs even when the new
map is still defined over the original field of definition, the rational twist case; see [27] for uniform
boundedness for families of twists. Consequently, we study rational preperiodic structures for the
paramater space locus Ag.

Section [f] classifies the Q-rational preperiodic structures that occur for maps in the locus A3 given
by these parameterizations with Q-rational parameter values. The graph structures are specified
in the theorems of Section [f] and summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.7.

(1) Single conjugacy classes A3(C4) = Az(D4), and A3(A4): Each has one possible rational
preperiodic graph structure. (Theorem [6.3)

(2) As(C3): Assuming there are no points of minimal period 4 or higher, then there are four
possible Q-rational preperiodic graph structures for f,(z) = Zs:;“ Fach of these graph
structures occurs infinitely often. (Theorem [6.9)).

(3) A3(D2):
(a) Assuming there are no points of minimal period 4 or higher, then there are four pos-
sible Q-rational preperiodic graph structures for f,(z) = ggij; Each of these graph

structures occurs infinitely often. (Theorem |6.12)).

(b) Assuming there are no points of minimal period 4 or higher, then there are four pos-
az’—1
23—az"

sible Q-rational preperiodic graph structures for f,(z) = Each of these graph

structures occurs infinitely often. (Theorem [6.15)).
(4) A3(Cy): ,
(a) The family fq4(2) = szf‘lz has at least 33 different Q-rational preperiodic graph struc-

tures. (Section :




(b) The family g,(2) = Zii:g; has at least 23 different Q-rational preperiodic graph struc-

tures. (Section .

The methods of this section are to first classify the occurrence of Q-rational periodic points up
to some bound, then to classify the rational preimages of the possible cycle structures. Further, we
must classify when distinct connected components can occur for the same choice of parameter. In
all these cases, the problems come down to finding all the rational points on a curve. In the case
of rational or elliptic curves, this set can be infinite. In the case of higher genus curves, there can
only be finitely many rational points (Faltings’ Theorem). For the two A3(C2) components that
are dimension two, the task moves to finding all rational points on surfaces. The tools available
for such problems are much more limited, so instead we perform a census of Q-rational preperiodic
graph structures with Q-rational parameter values.

In Section [7| we study the Q-rational preperiodic structures that occur for maps in the locus
Ay given by these parameterizations with Q-rational parameter values. The graph structures are
specified in the Theorems of Section [7] and summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.8.

(1) Single conjugacy classes A4(C5) = A4(D5) have one possible rational preperiodic graph
structure. (Theorem |7.1])

(2) A4(Cy4): Assuming there are no points of minimal period 3 or higher, then there are four
possible Q-rational preperiodic graph structures for fx(z) = Z;;gl. Each of these graph
structures occurs infinitely often. (Theorem [7.4)).

(3) A4(D3): Assuming there are no points of minimal period 3 or higher, then there are five
possible Q-rational preperiodic graph structures for fx(z) = ;iﬁf with possibly finitely
many exceptional values of the parameter k. Each of these graph structures occurs infinitely
often. (Theorem [7.7).

4) A4(C3): The family fx, 1, (2) = Z4+3k12 has at least 13 different Q-rational preperiodic graph

1,k2 k22341
structures. (Section [7.4)).
5) A4(Cs): The family fi, g, 1 (2) = %722‘“ has at least 55 different Q-rational preperiodic
1,R2,R3 k;zz +k332
graph structures. (Section .

The methods parallel those in Section [6] but the increase in degree causes an increase in the
complexity of the curves. The finitely many possible exceptions for A4(D3) correspond to the
rational points of two explicitly given genus 6 curves.

Finally, in Section [§| we make some remarks on further problems.

The computations were done primarily in Magma [30] and Sage [42]. Code used for the compu-
tations can be found in the arXiv version of this article.

2. AUTOMORPHISM LOCI IN M3

In this section we determine A3, the conjugacy classes of degree 3 endomorphisms of P! that
have a nontrivial automorphism. We will always be working over Q.

We know that if I' C Aut(f) for some f € Ratg, then I" must be isomorphic to Cy,, Dy, 4, S4,
or As; see [45]. Also, from the classification of finite subgroups of PGLy, all isomorphic subgroups
are in fact conjugate to each other; see [34, Lemma 2.3]. Thus, given a group, we can simply fix an
SLs representation and work only with this representation.

From previous work of Miasnikov, Stout, and Williams [34] (henceforth abbreviated as MSW),
we are able to determine the dimension of A3(I") for any I

1h‘l'.tps ://arxiv.org/abs/2007.15483
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Lemma 2.1. When deg(f) = 3, Aut(f) must be Cy, Cs, Cy, D2, Dy or 4. The dimensions of
As(T") for these groups are given by

(1) dim A3(C>) = 2,dim A3(C3) = 1, and dim Az(C4) = 0.
(2) dim Ad(Dg) = 1, and diIIl.Ag(D4) =0.
(3) dim . Az(24) = 0.

Moreover,

(4) As(Dy4) C A3(Cy) C A3(C2).
(5) .A3(D2) C Ag(CQ).
(6) .A3(f2l4) C Ag(Cg) and Ag(Ql4) - .A3(D2) - A3(CQ).

Proof. The groups that occur and the dimensions are calculated in Section 2 of MSW [34]. The
second half follows from the observation that if G is a subgroup of H, then A4(H) C A4(G). O

To determine A3(I"), we proceed in two steps. First we find a family in A3 C Rats which
parameterizes all maps that have I' contained in their automorphism group. Then we find a normal
form for elements in this family. By normal form, we mean that the projection 7 : Rats — M3 is an
isomorphism on this family, i.e., every member of the family represents a distinct conjugacy class.
However, in practice we typically end up with a finite-to-one projection so that the dimension of
the family in parameter space is the same as the dimension in moduli space. Stated more precisely,
given a group I', we want to find a k-parameter family in Ratg such that k£ = dim A3(T") and for all
maps f € A3(T"), f is conjugate to some member of this k-parameter family.

2.1. A3(Cy4) and A3(Dy). From Silverman’s classification of maps with cyclic automorphism groups
[45] Proposition 7.3], we know that if a degree 3 map f has a Cy symmetry generated by z — iz,
then f must be of the form % for some a € Q. This family of maps is actually a family of twists
corresponding to a single conjugacy class in Msj.

Proposition 2.2. Let f € Rats. If Cy C Aut(f), then f is conjugate to Z%

Proof. Let ¢(z) = Z%, and f,(z) = # for any nonzero a € Q. Consider the Mobius transform
a(z) = pz, where p* = a. We can compute

o -1 (pz)3 1 1
= = = = = f,. ]
® (a " opoa)(z) » e fa

Note that the automorphism group of Z% is actually all of Dy with the extra symmetries coming
from z — % By the containments from Lemma we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.3. The automorphism locus A3(Cy) = As(D4) is a single point in M3 given by the
conjugacy class of Z%,

2.2. A3(20y). We know that Cy and C3 are subgroups of 24 so that Az(2y) C A3(Cs) N A3(Cs).
This intersection turns out to be a single conjugacy class giving A3(2l4).

Proposition 2.4. The locus A3(24) is a single point in moduli space represented by f(z) =

%. This point is exactly the intersection of A3(C3) and A3(C3) in Ms.
Proof. We start by computing the intersection A3(C2) N A3(C3). To determine this intersection,
we use a Groebner basis calculation similar to the end of the proof of Proposition Recall that

_ 22+a

A3(C3) is given by the family g,(2) = 5.
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234k z
koz24+1"

Consider the component of Az(C3) given by fi, k,(2) = Taking a generic element of

a
PCILQ,@-— <C d

>, we consider the system of equations obtained from the coefficients of

f’?l,kg = tga
for some nonzero constant t. Note that f® is degree 3, so that if f¢ = g, then its numerator and
denominator differ from those of g only by a constant multiple. The resulting equations have no
solutions. ,
Now consider the component given by fi, r, = ’Z%i]:; Again we set f* = tg and solve the
resulting system of equations. In this case, there are two solutions

a=-3, (ki k)= (£V3,FV3).

These two choices of (k1, k2) are in fact conjugate to each other. Furthermore, the automorphism
group of fi, , has order 12 at these values. The only group with order 12 in our list of possible
automorphism groups is 4. Thus, A3(C2) and A3z(Cs) intersect at a single point in the moduli
space, and the point of intersection is As3(2ly). O

Intersection of C_2, C_3 and D_2

Intersection between (z"3+k1z)/(k2z"2+1) and (z~3+k)/(kz"2)
empty intersection
.<a,b,c,d,t,s,kl,k2,k3>=PolynomialRing (QQ, order=’lex’)
.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (FractionField(R) ,1)

U X H* H H

; f=DynamicalSystem_projective ([x"3 + kil*x*xy~2, k2*x"2*y+y~3])
g=DynamicalSystem_projective ([x~3 + k3*y~3, k3*x"2*xy])

: m=matrix (FractionField(R) ,2,[a,b,c,d])

f2=f.conjugate (m)

f2.scale_by (a*d-b*c)

gens=(£f2[0] - txg[0]).coefficients () + (£f2[1] - t*xg[1]).coefficients() + [1-s*t]
I=R.ideal (gens)

G=I.groebner_basis ()

G

Intersection between (k1z~2+1)/(z"3+k2z) and (z"3+k)/(kz"2)
two points in intersection
.<a,b,c,d,t,s,kl1,k2,k3>=PolynomialRing (QQ, order=’lex’)
.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (FractionField (R) ,1)
f=DynamicalSystem_projective ([kl*x"2*%y + y~3, x"3+k2x*xx*xy~2])
g=DynamicalSystem_projective ([x"3 + k3xy~3, k3*x"2*y])
m=matrix (FractionField(R) ,2,[a,b,c,d])

f2=f.conjugate (m)

f2.scale_by(a*d-b*c)

5 gens=(£f2[0] - t*g[0]).coefficients() + (£f2[1] - t*xg[1]).coefficients() + [1-sx*t]
; I=R.ideal (gens)

U o™ H H

7 G=I.groebner_basis ()

28 G

# the two intersection points are conjugate

A.<z>=AffineSpace (QQbar,1)
fl1=DynamicalSystem_affine ((QQbar (-sqrt (3))*z"2+1) /(z~3+(QQbar (sqrt (3))*z)))
f2=DynamicalSystem_affine ((QQbar (sqrt (3))*z"2+1)/(z"3+(QQbar (-sqrt (3))*z)))
Fi=f1.homogenize (1)

5 F2=f2.homogenize (1)



36 print (len(F1.automorphism_group()))
37 F2.is_conjugate (F1)

As mentioned in the introduction, the choice of representation affects the field of definition and
it is natural to ask whether a map defined over Q has 24 as automorphism group. Hutz-deFaria
[8] proved that the “standard” representation of 24 given by Silverman [45] does not have a map
defined over Q with tetrahedral automorphism group. However, when computing the intersection
of A(C2) and A(C3) in Proposition we discovered that the map

22 -3
f(Z) - _322
has tetrahedral automorphism group (and is conjugate to the maps in Proposition , which can
be verified with direct computation by the algorithm of Faber-Manes-Viray [14] as implemented in
Sage. This example completes the construction started in Hutz-deFaria to show that every finite
subgroup of PGLy can be realized as the automorphism group of a map defined over Q.

Theorem 2.5. Every conjugacy class of a finite subgroup of PGLs can be realized as the auto-
morphism group of a map defined over Q.

2.3. A3(C3). From Silverman’s classification of maps with cyclic automorphism groups [45, Propo-
sition 7.3], we know that if f € Ratg has a C3 symmetry, then f belongs to one of the following

two families: 5
az®+b az
fi(z) = T2 or f2(z) = m

Since all parameters must be nonzero to be a degree 3 map, we can divide through by a and b,

respectively, to get

2+ a b1z

(1) fi(z) = 1272 or fa(z) = P

where ay,as,b1,be € Q\{0}. These two families in parameter space are exactly A3(Cs3), and we
next show they project onto the same irreducible curve in moduli space.

Now that we are working with positive dimensional components of A3, we set some terminology
for parameterized families. A k-parameter family of rational degree d maps is a set of rational maps
P! — P! of the form

fla,y) = (For* + Fia 'y + ...+ Fy® : Fypaa® + ..+ Fogy1y)
for some polynomials Fy, ..., Fogy1 in indeterminants uq, . .., ug, where we may require that some
of the F; never vanish and the two defining polynomials of f have no common factors for all
(u1,...,uy) considered. In particular, a k-parameter family is parameterized by an open subset of
Ak,
Lemma 2.6. A k-parameter family in Rat; induces a map

F:U— My

for an open subset U C A* and this map is a morphism of varieties. In particular, the image is
irreducible and so is its closure.

Proof. A k-parameter family is represented in the form

fla,y) = (For* + Pz ty + ...+ Fyy® : Fypaa® + ..+ Fogy1y?)

where the F} are polynomials in parameters (ui,...,u;). These F; determine a morphism of
varieties ¢ : AF — A29+2 defined as
(ul, . ,uk) — (Fo(ul, . ,uk), . ,F2d+1(u1, cee uk))
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The complement of the origin A2¢+2\ {0} is an open subset and, thus,
U’ = ¢~ (A*2\ {0})

is also open in A¥. So restricting ¢ gives a morphism U’ — A29+2\ {0}.
There is a projection morphism A2¢+2\ {0} — P24+! defined

(ao, ..., az+1) = (ao : ... : agd41)-

Composing the restriction of ¢ with this projection yields a morphism U’ — P24+1,

By definition, Raty is the complement of a hypersurface in P2¢*! and is open itself. Therefore,
its inverse image by the composite map from U’ is also an open subset U of A*.

One may further refine U as needed by intersecting it with the inverse image of the complement
of the hyperplane in P24*+! defined by the vanishing of a given a;. This amounts to requiring the
corresponding coefficient of the rational maps in the k-parameter family to be nonzero.

Finally, geometric invariant theory can be used to show the quotient map Raty — My [47,
Theorem 4.36] is a morphism; thus, altogether we obtain the desired map F': U — Mg.

From point set topology, nonempty open subsets of varieties are irreducible, the closure of an
irreducible subset of a larger topological space is irreducible, and the continuous image of an
irreducible set is irreducible. Therefore, the image of F' and its closure are both irreducible. O

For example, with the notation from Lemma [2.6] the 1-parameter family of rational maps of the

form f,(z) = o257 Written projectively as

(z:y) — (azy® : az® + o),
where a # 0 corresponds to taking

Fo=F=F3=F;=Fs=0
Frb=F,=a
F;=1.

We have refined the open subset U from the proof by intersecting it with the inverse image of the
complement of the hyperplane defined by as = 0 (or, equivalently, that defined by a4 = 0), if the
coordinates for P” are (ag : a3 : az : ... : a7). Lemma then shows that the set of all conjugacy
classes of maps of the form f,(z) = #11 is an irreducible subset of Ms3.

Let f € Raty. To each periodic point z of period n for f, we can compute the multiplier as
Az = ( f“)’ (z) for a dehomogenization f of f. The set of all multipliers of a given period is invariant
under conjugation (but may be permuted) so applying the elementary symmetric polynomials to
this collection of multipliers produces a set of complex numbers that are invariants of the conjugacy
class—these multiplier invariants have also been called Milnor parameters. See Silverman [47, §4.5]
for more details on dimension 1 and Hutz [21] for dimension > 1. The key fact we need is that
they are invariants of the conjugacy class. In particular, if f,g € Raty have different multiplier
invariants for any fixed n, then they cannot be conjugate. However, the converse is not true; having
the same multiplier invariants for some (or all) n does not make two functions conjugate.

Proposition 2.7. A3(C3) is an irreducible curve in M3 given by either one-parameter family,

S +a bz

fal2) = a2 g(2) = b3 +1°

Proof. We first show that we can conjugate the two-parameter families in equation to the one-
parameter families given in the statement. We first consider f. Let 8% = Z—f, and consider the
10



Mébius transform a(z) = %z so that a~!(z) = Bz. We can compute

ffé(z) = 22

3
1 3
(32>7+a1 5_<23+a1) B4 apt B+ P ta
a2 53
B

: a
as (%z)
z

asBz?2  az?  agz?
Thus, the two-parameter family % is conjugate to the one-parameter family f,,. Similarly for

fa, we can set v3 = by, and consider the M&bius transform «(z) = vz and its inverse a~1(z) = %z
We can compute
F9(2) b1z 1 b1z ;%Z bz
Z) = _— _= = = N
2 VB 4by )y PP +b P41 b2+
where b = Z—;. Thus, the two-parameter family zé’be is conjugate to the one-parameter family gp.
Next, consider the Mdbius transform «a(z) = % We can compute
1 1 bz
&4 — — — —
502 = 555 = o = g = 9l
Zbi bz
2

Thus, the two one-parameter families f, and g, are conjugate and we can consider either one. In

particular, every f with a C'3 symmetry is conjugate to some member of the family f,(z) = Zz;a. O

2.4. Asz(D3). The representation of Dy we will be working with is

0 R i B 2

where [BZ ﬂ and [S (Z)] are the two generators. They correspond to Mobius transforms a; = —z

1

and a9 = -

Proposition 2.8. As3(Ds) consists of two irreducible curves which intersect at the single point

A3(Dy) = Az(Cy).

Proof. Let f(z) = ‘Zﬁii‘gii;ig;jigf be a degree 3 map. If f has a Dy symmetry, we can obtain
restrictions on the coefficients from the equations f = f¢ and f = f“2.

We get 14 equations and compute the irreducible components of the variety generated by these
equations as a subvariety of P7. There are 8 irreducible components, but only 4 of them correspond
to degree 3 maps. Thus, f € Rats has a Dy symmetry (with this representation) if and only if it

has one of the following four forms:

k:122 -1 ]43222 +1
fl(Z)—m f2(2)—m
23 + k3z 23 — kyz
f3(z) = T2+ 1 fa(z) = EZ 1

where none of the parameters can be 1. We will show that fo, f3, and f4 are all conjugate to each
other, whereas f; is not in general conjugate to the rest. First, consider the families f3 and fo.

Conjugating fo by the element oo = [_12 11} , we get

3 | kot3
z2° 4+ T 1%



Thus, f2 is conjugate to the map f3(z) = Zz;kﬁ, where k3 = % Now we show that fy is
kq+3 2
- + . .
conjugate to fs. For every ky # 1, set ko = % and work with fo(z) = %. Conjugating
z kg—1

kqz2—1

this map by a = [_@1 ﬂ, we get f§(z) = 2—kyz fa(z). Thus, fa, f3, and fy are all conjugate

to each other.
To see that fi is not conjugate to the rest, we compute the multiplier invariants for the fixed
points of fi. Interestingly, they are independent of the parameter kq:

o1 =—-12 o09=54 o03=-108 o4 = 8l.

However, the multiplier invariants for the fixed points of f; are dependent on the parameter ky:

2

o1(ks) = 2£4j16
s (k) = - 2k§2+ 10k3 + 6ks + 9

k3 +2ks + 1

—2k} + 6k3 — 6k2 + 18k,
oske) = k2 + 2k + 1
oalks) = k3 —6k§’+9k§.
k3 4+ 2ks +1

Solving the equations
o1(ky) = =12, o9(ky) =54, o3(ky) = —108, o4(ks) = 81,

we see that the only possible conjugacy occurs for ky = —3. Setting k4 = —3, we compute the

multiplier invariants for the periodic points of period 2 for f; and f4, denoted ai@) for 1 <4 < 10.
For fi the invariants depend on k1, and for f; at k4 = —3 they are constants. Solving the equations
JZ@)(fl) = a§2)(f4), we see that the three values k1 € {3,0,—3} are all conjugate to fy with
k4 = —3. Further, note that the three elements of the f; family with k; € {3,0, —3} are all in the
same conjugacy class as Z% These are the only conjugacies in the families f; and fj.

In summary, every degree 3 map f with Dy symmetry is conjugate to some member of the family
filz) = Mz"—1 o the family fo (z) = k2241 and we can conclude that A3(D3) has two irreducible

— 2-ki1z 23+koz?
components which intersect at the calculated conjugacy class. O

1 #Irreducible components of the subscheme for D2 symmetry

2 A.<al,a2,a3,a4,bl,b2,b3,bd>=ProjectiveSpace(QQ,7)

3 R=A.coordinate_ring ()

| I=R.ideal ([al*ad4-blx*b4,

5 (al*a3 + a2#*a4)-(bl*b3 + b2*b4),

6 (al*a2 + a2#*a3 + a3*a4)-(bl*b2 + b2*b3 + b3*b4),

7 (al1"2 + a272 + a372 + a4°2)-(b1°2 + b272 + b3"2 + b4"2),
8 (al*a2 + a2*a3 + a3*a4)-(bl*xb2 + b2*b3 + b3*b4d),

9 (al1*a3 + a2*a4)-(bl*b3 + b2*b4),
10 al*xad-blx*xb4,

11 al*bl-(-al*bl),
12 (-a2*bl + al*b2)-(-a2*bl + alxb2),
13 (a3*bl - a2*b2 + al*b3)-(-a3*bl + a2*b2 - alxb3),

14 (-a4*bl + a3*b2 - a2*b3 + alx*xb4d)-(-ad*bl + a3*b2 - a2*xb3 + alxbd),
15 (-a4*b2 + a3*xb3 - a2*b4d)-(ad*b2 - a3*b3 + a22xb4d),
16 (-a4*b3 + a3*b4)-(-ad*b3 + a3*b4),

12



17 -ad*bd-ad+*b4d])
18 print (A.subscheme (I).dimension())

19 irreds = A.subscheme(I).irreducible_components ()
20 for i in irreds:

21 print (i)

22 print (i.dimension ())

23 print ("")

24

25 #f_2 and f£_3 are conjugate to each other

26 R.<i>=QuadraticField (-1)

27 FF.<k2> = PolynomialRing(R,1)

28 A.<z> = AffineSpace(FF,1)

29 £3 = DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"3+(k2+3)/(k2-1)*z)/((k2+3)/(k2-1)*z"2+1))
30 £2 = DynamicalSystem_affine ((k2*z"2+1)/(z"3+k2%z))

31 m = matrix ([[1,-1*%i],[-1%i,1]])

32 £2.conjugate (m)==£3

34 #£f_2 and f_4 are conjugate to each other

35 RR.<i>=QuadraticField (-1)

36 FF.<k4> = PolynomialRing(RR,1)

37 P.<x,y> = ProjectiveSpace(FractionField (FF) ,1)

38 £2 = DynamicalSystem_projective ([(((k4+3)/(k4-1))*x"2%xy+y~3) ,(x"3+((k4+3)/(kd-1))x*
xxy~2)1)

39 f4 = DynamicalSystem_projective ([(x"3-ké4x*xxy~2) ,(kd*xx"2*xy-y~3)])

100 m = matrix([[i,i],[-1,111)

41 £f2.conjugate (m)==£4

13 #sigma invariant calculation

14 R.<a> = QQI[]

15 P.<x> = R[]

16 P = FractionField (P)

47 A AffineSpace(P,1)

18 f1 DynamicalSystem_affine ((a*x~2-1)/(x"3-a*x))
19 F1 = f1.homogenize (1)

50 print (F1.sigma_invariants (1))

51 print ("")

52 R.<k4> = QQI[]

53 P.<z> = R[]

54 P = FractionField (P)

55 A = AffineSpace(P,1)

56 £2 DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"3-k4x*z)/(k4*z"2-1))
57 F2 = f2.homogenize (1)

58 print (F2.sigma_invariants (1))

60

61 #f_4 and f_2 conjugacy

62 f1s1=F1l.sigma_invariants (1)

63 £2s1=F2.sigma_invariants (1)

64 I=R.ideal ([f2s1[i].numerator () - R(f1s1[i])*f2s1[i].denominator () for i in range(
len(£f1s1))1)

65 I.gens () [0].factor ()

13
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R.<k1>=QQ[]

A.<z> = AffineSpace(R,1)

f2 = DynamicalSystem_affine ((k1*z"2-1)/(z"3-k1x*z))

F2 = f2.homogenize (1)

£f2s2=F2.sigma_invariants (2)

k=-3

f4 = DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"3-k*z)/(k*xz"2-1))

F4 = f4 .homogenize (1)

f4s2=F4.sigma_invariants (2)

I=R.ideal ([f4s2[i].numerator () *£f2s2[i].denominator () - £2s2[i].numerator ()*f4s2[i
].denominator () for i in range(len(£f2s1))])

I.gens () [0].factor ()

#check is_conjugate:
P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(QQ, 1)
f4=DynamicalSystem ([x"3+3*xx*y~2,-3*x"2*y-y~3])
R.<k>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (R, 1)

5 f2=DynamicalSystem ([k*x"2*%y-y~3,x"3-k*x*xy~2])
) #check is_conjugate:
7 for t in [3,0,-3]:

f2t = f2.specialization({k:t})
print (f4.change_ring(QQbar).is_conjugate (f2t.change_ring (QQbar)))

2 #Intersection locus of the two irreducible components of D_2

R.<a> = QQI[]

P.<z> = R[]

P FractionField (P)

A AffineSpace (P, 1)

f2 = DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"3-a*z)/(a*xz"2-1))
F2 = f2.homogenize (1)

print (F2.sigma_invariants (1))

A.<a>=AffineSpace (QQ,1)

R=A.coordinate_ring ()

I=R.ideal ([(2*a"2 + 6)-(a + 1)*(-12),
(a4 - 2*xa”~3 + 10*a"2 + 6%a + 9)-(a"2 + 2xa + 1)*(54),
(-2*xa~4 + 6*%¥a~3 - 6*xa"2 + 18%a)-(a"2 + 2xa + 1)x*(-108),
(a”4 - 6*%*a"3 + 9*xa~2)-(a”"2 + 2*xa + 1)*(81)1]1)

7 A.subscheme (I).dimension ()

A.subscheme (I).irreducible_components ()

A.<x>=AffineSpace (QQbar,1)
f=DynamicalSystem_affine ((x~3+3*x)/(-3*x"2-1))
F=f .homogenize (1)
g=DynamicalSystem_affine (1/x73)
G=g.homogenize (1)

5 F.is_conjugate (G)

2.5. A3(Cy).

14



Proposition 2.9. The locus A3z(C>) is the union of two irreducible surfaces which intersect in the
fa(2) component of As3(Ds).

Proof. From Silverman’s classification of maps with cyclic automorphism groups [45, Proposition
7.3], we know that if f is degree 3 with a Co symmetry; then f is conjugate to one of the forms

f( ) klz3 + koz o 1122 + 19
Z)=——5—— or )= ——5—
k322 + ky 1323 + 1y’
where k1k4 # 0 and lsl3 # 0. Thus, we can divide through by k; and I3, respectively, to obtain:
2B +az b122 + by
16 = mye & T =

We first reduce these two three-parameter families to two-parameter families. Consider the first
3
family f1(2) = Z5%2 . Conjugating it by the Mobius transform a(z) = /azz, we get

a2z°+a3
N 1 [ (Vazz)? + a1 /azz asz® + a1z 2+ Rz
fi(z) = Vas < asaszz? + as > T a3z +az  ap 1
Thus, for every choice of ay, as, ag, we can set k1 = Z—; and ko = ag; note that as # 0 since kg # 0.
Thus, the family fi(z) = ;23;511;3 is conjugate to the family ¢(z) = ;z;kﬁ .
Similarly, given fa(z) = lgsz;gb;’ we can set 84 = é and consider the M&bius transform a(z) =

%z. We can compute

bidy +ba\ 5822 4 beBt by 2241
15(2) = ( - - -

25+ bs5 P byfs 28+ byf
Thus, for any choice of by, by, bs, we gan set Iy = b1 5% and Iy = b33%. So the family fo(z) = %7:;22
is conjugate to the family ¢(z) = lzlaerlJ;-

Finally, we need to determine if these two-parameter families are ever conjugate to each other.
. . b i : .
Taking a generic PGLy element o = Z d and conjugating, we can setup a system of equations

for p® to be of the form ¢ by equating the known coefficients (up to scalar multiple). This produces
a variety with three irreducible components:

X1 =V(la 43,11+ 3,k1 + k2, k3 +9),
Xo =V(ly — g, k1 — ko, kalo — ka — I3 — 3),
Xs =V (ly —la, k1 — ko, kalo — ko +1— 2+ 3).
The component X; is dimension 0 containing the three pairs of maps with
(I1,12, k1, k2) € {(—3,-3,0,0), (-3, -3, 37, —37), (—3, -3, —3i,3i) }.
All four such maps are conjugate to Z% The components X9 and X3 we now show are the component
fa(z) of A3(D2). Note that when I = Iy, this is exactly the family f,(z). The last defining equation

for each variety solves as

lb+3 lo —3
_ d ki =y — 27°
o —1 an ! 2 lo + 1’
respectively. Recall that lo = +1 is degenerate, so every (nondegenerate) map with pair (ki k2) is

conjugate to a corresponding map with pair (I1,l2) and vice versa. In other words, the two forms
represent the same family f,(z) as families in moduli space. Since Z%, is in the f,(z) component of
As(D3), we have proven the intersection statement. O
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The code we ran is attached below.

#Are the two two-parameter family conjugate to each other?
R.<a,b,c,d,t,k1,k2,11,12>=PolynomialRing (QQ, order=’lex’)
P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (FractionField(R) ,1)
f=DynamicalSystem_projective ([x"3 + 1llxx*y~2, 12*x"2xy+y~3])
g=DynamicalSystem_projective ([kl1*x"2*y + y~3, x"3+k2*x*xy~2])
 m=matrix (FractionField(R) ,2,[a,b,c,d])

» £2=f . conjugate (m)

; £2.scale_by(a*d-b*c)

gens=[a*d-b*c- t] #scale the conjugation
poly=£f2[0]*g[1] - £f2[1]*xg[0] #equate the maps
gens += poly.coefficients ()

I=R.ideal (gens)

.saturation(k1*k2-1) [0] #remove degenerate

.saturation(11%*12-1) [0] #remove degenerate
.saturation(t) [0] #remove degenerate

.groebner_basis ()

[
H H H H H

I
I
;I
G
J

.elimination_ideal ([a,b,c,d,t])
A.<k1,k2,11,12>=AffineSpace (QQ,4)
S=A.coordinate_ring ()
C=A.subscheme (J.gens ())
C.irreducible_components ()

This completes the proof of Theorem

Remark 2.10. It is worth noting that for each of the cyclic automorphism groups, the same
procedure was able to produce a family in moduli space. Fix an integer m > 2. The following
algorithm will produce a k-parameter family in A4(C,,) where k = dim(A4(Cp,)).

(1) Start with the normal form zi(z™) from Silverman [45, Proposition 7.3]. The number
of parameters of this normal form is dim A(Cy,) + 2. Moreover, there are at least two
parameters that are nonzero.

(2) Divide through by one of the nonzero parameters.

(3) Apply a matrix of the form

* 0 .
0 1 to eliminate another parameter.

3. GEOMETRY OF CERTAIN AUTOMORPHISM LOCI IN M3y

In this section, we examine the geometry of automorphism loci A3(T") C M3, such as smoothness
and genus. The method in general is to embed M3 into an affine space with a collection of multiplier
invariants, i.e.,

Tn : M3z — A3+
1= (0™l ).

We can then examine the image 7,,(A3(I')) € A3"*! and talk about the geometry of the resulting
variety.

3.1. A3(C3). Recall that every map with a Cs symmetry is conjugate to some map of the form

3
falz) = 325

16



Proposition 3.1. Define f,(z) = Z+a The map

Al \ {O} — ./\/l3
a— [fal

is one-to-one.The locus A3(C3) is an irreducible curve of genus zero with one singular point corre-
sponding to As(2ly).

Proof. We compute the multiplier invariants associated to the fixed points for the family f,(z) as
functions of a as

() a?—6a+9
o =
! a
—6a® + 21a? — 36a + 27
UQ(CL) = a2
12a* — 44a3 + 63a? — 54a + 27
0—3(a) = a3
—8a? + 36a% — 54a + 27
os(a) = - .

Then, to see which choices of parameters a and b have f, and f;, with the same invariants, we solve
the system of equations

JZ‘((Z) = Ul(b) 1 S 7 S 4.

The only solutions occur with @ = b. In particular, since for each choice of a, f, has distinct
multiplier invariants, each choice of a corresponds to a distinct conjugacy class.

Because every choice of a provides a distinct set of fixed point multiplier invariants and, hence,
a distinct conjugacy class in M3, we can use the fixed point multiplier invariants to parameterize
this curve in M3. In particular, we have a map 71 : A3(C3) — A3 defined by [f,] — (01, 02, 03). We
can omit o4 because it is dependent on (o1, 02, 03) through the standard index relation (see Hutz-
Tepper [19] or Fujimura-Nishizawa [15, Theorem 1]). Then we can consider the ideal generated
by

a? — 6a + 9 — aoy,
—6a> + 21a® — 36a + 27 — a%oo,
(12a* — 44a® 4 63a® — 54a + 27) — d’os.
We compute the saturation with the ideal (a) to avoid the vanishing of a and compute the Grobner

basis of the resulting ideal using lexicographic ordering to eliminate a. We obtain the following
relations among the multiplier invariants:

0 = 602 + 0109 + 1507, — 1803 — 903 — 36
0 =02 — 30103 — 2401 + 1209 + 36.

These relations define a curve in A3. This curve is irreducible over Q and has genus 0. It is not
smooth, and the only singular point is (—12,54, —108). This singular point corresponds to a = —3
and, thus, to the rational map f_3(z) = 2_33_23. This rational map has a tetrahedral automorphism

group. ]

The code we used to compute sigma invariants and checking the irreducible components of the

subscheme is attached below.
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#Sigma invariants for the family (z~3+a)/(az"2)
.<a> = QQI[]
.<z> = R[]
FractionField (P)
AffineSpace(P,1)
DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"3 + a)/(a*xz"2))
= f.homogenize (1)

M Hh > U U™
]

.sigma_invariants (1)

#Irreducible component of the subscheme
A.<a,b>=AffineSpace (QQ,2)
R=A.coordinate_ring ()
I=R.ideal([(a"2 - 6*%a + 9)*b-(b"2 - 6%b + 9)*a,
(-6%a"3 + 21%a"2 - 36*a + 27)*(b"2)-(-6*xb"3 + 21*b~2 - 36xb + 27)*(a”2)

(12*xa~4 - 44%a”~3 + 63*a”2 - 54*a + 27)*(b~3) -(12*b"4 - 44%b~3 + 63*b"2
- B4xb + 27)*(a"3),
(-8*xa~3 + 36*%a"2 - 54xa + 27)*b"2-(-8*xb~3 + 36*b"2 - 54xb + 27)*a~2])

A.subscheme(I).irreducible_components ()
Here are the codes we ran:

#first sigma invariants
-<a> QQ [1]
.<z> = R[]
FractionField (P)
AffineSpace(P,1)
= DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"3+a)/(a*xz"2))
= g.homogenize (1)

Q@ Q0 > U ‘U W
I

.sigma_invariants (1)

#Curve

R.<a,s1,s2,s3>=QQ[]

A=AffineSpace (R)

gl=(a"2 - 6xa + 9) - axsl

g2=(-6*a"3 + 21*xa"2 - 36%a + 27) -a"2%xs2

5 g3=(12%a~4 - 44%xa~3 + 63xa”2 - 54xa + 27)-a"3*s3

I=R.ideal(gl,g2,g3)

J=R.ideal (a)

IJ=I.saturation(J) [0]
A.<s1,s2,s3>=AffineSpace (QQ,3)
phi=R.hom([0,s1,s2,s3],A.coordinate_ring())
C=A.curve ([phi(F) for F in IJ.elimination_ideal(a).gens()])
print (C.defining_polynomials ())

print (C.genus ())

print (C.is_smooth())

print (C.singular_points ())
CP=C.projective_closure ()

7 CP.degree ()

#check singular point
R.<a> = QQI[]
P.<z> = R[]
P = FractionField(P)
18



Y v A W

~

= AffineSpace(P,1)
= DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"3+a)/(a*z"2))
= g.homogenize (1)
=G.specialization ({a:-3})
.sigma_invariants (1)

3.2. A3z(D3). There are two components in the locus A3(D3). We examine each separately.

Proposition 3.2. Define f,(z) = az?+l T map

z3+az

AV {£1} — M3
a— [fal

is two-to-one. The component of the locus A3(D2) described by the image in M3 of the family f,
is a smooth irreducible curve of genus zero.

Proof. We first compute the fixed point multiplier invariants for this family as functions of a as

4a? + 12
0'1((1) = 702 — 1
B 6a* + 4a2 + 54
o2(a) = at —2a2 +1
4a* — 24a% — 108
o3(a) = a* —2a2 +1

To show the map is two-to-one, we fix ¢ and determine how many b satisfy

(2) (01(a), 02(a), 03(a)) = (01(b), 02(b), 73(b))

and then show that both solutions are conjugate. We start with the ideal defined by equation
and exclude the cases a® = 1 and b?> = 1 through saturation. The resulting ideal is (a® — b%).
We conclude that f, and f; have the same fixed point multiplier invariants if and only if a = +b.

We know that f,(z) = Z§i‘£i and f_,(z) = ;‘1%2;;1 are conjugate to each other via the Mobius
transform «a(z) = —iz:
N 1 a(—iz)?+1 1 —az?2+1 —az?+1
fa(z)=—=- 33 N T T o3 — =3 = f_a(2).
i (—iz)3 +a(—iz) i 23— aiz 23 —az

Furthermore, this shows we can parameterize the image of the family f, in M3 by the fixed point
multiplier invariants. To study its geometry, consider the ideal generated by

(4a® +12) — (a® — 1)o7,
(6a* + 4a® + 54) — (a* — 2a% + 1)0,
(4a* — 244 — 108) — (a* — 242 + 1)03.
After saturation by (a? — 1), we eliminate a to obtain the relations
0=01—209 —03+12
0 = 403 + 40903 — 6009 + 03 — 2803 + 216.

These define a curve in A%. The curve is smooth, irreducible, and has genus 0. O

The code we ran is attached below:
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#first sigma invariants

.<a> = QQI[]

.<x> = R[]
FractionField (P)
AffineSpace(P,1)
DynamicalSystem_affine ((a*x"2+1) /(x"3+a*x))
= g.homogenize (1)

Q Q0@ = 'U 'Y o
]

.sigma_invariants (1)

#Irreducible components

A.<a,b>=AffineSpace (QQ,2)

R=A.coordinate_ring ()

I=R.ideal ([(4*a"2 + 12)*(b"2 - 1)-(4*b"2 + 12)*x(a"2 - 1),

(6xa~4 + 4xa”~2 + 54)*(b"4 - 2*b"2 + 1) -(6*b"4 + 4xb"2 + 54)*(a"4 - 2x*a

"2+ 1),
(4xa~4 - 24%a”2 - 108)*(b~"4 - 2*b"2 + 1) -(4*b"4
2¥a”2 + 1),

24*b~2 - 108)*(a"4 -

(a4 - 18*xa”2 + 81)*(b"4 - 2*xb"2 + 1)-(b"4 - 18*b~2 + 81)*(a"4 - 2*a”2

+ 1)1)
R.ideal ([a"2-1])
=I.saturation (J) [0]
R.ideal ([b~2-1])
I.saturation(J) [0]
.subscheme (I).irreducible_components ()

#The curve information

R.<a,s1,s2,s3>=QQ[]

gl=(4*%xa"2 + 12)-(a"2 - 1)=*s1

g2=(6*a"4 + 4*a"2 + 54)-(a"4 - 2*a"2 + 1)*s2

7 g3=(4%a"4 - 24*%a”2 - 108)-(a"4 - 2xa”2 + 1)*s3

I=R.ideal(gl,g2,g3)

J=R.ideal(a"2-1)

I=I.saturation(J) [0]

A.<s1,s2,s3>=AffineSpace (QQ,3)

phi=R.hom ([0,s1,s2,s3],A.coordinate_ring())

C=A.curve ([phi(F) for F in I.elimination_ideal(a).gens()])
print (C.genus ())

print (C.is_smooth ())

CP=C.projective_closure ()

7 CP.degree ()

The other component of Az(D2) is given by the family g,(z) =

az?
z3—az"

-1

Recall that this family

has fixed point multiplier invariants that are independent of the parameter a. We consider the
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multiplier invariants of the periodic points of period 2:

2) _ 2a5 +36a* + 184 + 72

91 = 1 2
a* —2a*+1

2) _ a'?+76a'% + 514a® + 12284 + 9a* + 2268
%2 = a® —4a8 + 6a* — 4a? + 1
40a'? + 1208a'? 4 7304a® + 32528a° + 30744a* + 51192a? + 40824

a8 — 4a% + 6a* — 4a2 + 1

(2) _ 636a'? + 11232a'% + 85806a® + 33544848 + 785376a* + 927288a* + 459270
74 = a® — 4ab + 6a* — 4a? + 1

(2) _ 5080a'? + 74700a'® + 624024a® + 2354184a5 + 6805944a” + 7637004a® + 3306744
% = a8 — 4a% + 6a* — 4a2 + 1
21286a'? + 365112a10 + 2597184a® + 1191477645 + 25286094a’ + 321226564 + 14880348

a® — 4a8 + 6a* — 4a? + 1
45720a'? + 1030968a'° + 694591248 + 29498256a° + 47711592a* + 637729204 + 38263752
ad — 4a% 4+ 6a* — 4a? + 1

(2) _ 51516a'? + 979776a'? + 11396457a® + 12045996a° + 86093442a* + 573956284 + 43046721
7% = a® — 4ab + 6a* — 4a% + 1

(2) _ 29160a'? + 13122a'" — 7085880a® + 4038951645 + 860934424>
% = a® — 4a8 + 6a* — 4a? + 1
6561a'? — 236196a'" + 31886464 — 19131876a° + 43046721a’

a® —4ab + 6a* — 4a? + 1 '

o)

o) _

o) -

2
050) =

a

Lemma 3.3. Define g,(z) = Zg:; The map

@ AN\ {£1} = M3
a — [ga]
is six-to-one. The map
7y : p(Al) — A3
90 = (01,057, 05?)

is injective.
Proof. The ideal generated by (052), - ,0%)) is, in fact, generated by (052), 052), 0§2)), so we just
need to focus on these three invariants. Thinking of the invariants as functions of a, we need to

find all b so that
(o17(@). 087 (@), 07 (@)) = (o7 (0), 087 (). 05 (1))

Taking the ideal generated by these equations and saturating by the ideals (a? — 1) and (b? — 1),
we have the principal ideal generated by the polynomial

(—a+b)(a+b)(ab—a—-b—3)(ab—a+b+3)(ab+a—b+3)(ab+a+b—3).

We check that the six parameter values

be {ia,ia+3 i“?’}

a—1"""a+1

produce functions that are all conjugate.
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If b = —a, g, is, in fact, conjugate to g, via the Mobius transform a(z) =iz
1 a(iz)? -1 1 —az®? -1 —az? -1

Ja =757 (12)% — a(iz) T S —aiz | Btraz U
-1 1
1 1

Ifb= Z—f?, then g, is conjugate to g, via the Mdbius transform o = ( > This calculation is

straightforward, but omitted.

Ifb= Z—j = —:Zfi’, then ¢g_, is conjugate to g since :Zfi’ = E:Z%fi’ Thus, this choice of b is
also conjugate to a.

If b= _a"“:l?’ = —Z—ff, then g, is conjugate to gats and g,.

Ifbo= _a‘flg = _aa__31 = —ZT_:;’, gy is conjugate to ga=s and g, as well.

The six parameter values that produce the same triple (052), 052), 0§2)) are all conjugate, so ¢ is
six-to-one and 7y is injective on the image p(Al). ([l
Proposition 3.4. The curve given by the component g,(z) = Z:f:i of As(D3) is a smooth irre-

ducible curve of genus 0.
Proof. By Lemma, we can parameterize the curve with the coordinates (09, agm, a:(f)) in A3
In terms of the parameter a, this gives the equations
(2a% + 36a* + 18a% + 72) — (a* — 2a® + 1)oy = 0,
(a'? 4+ 764" + 514a® + 122848 + 9a* + 2268) — (a® — 4a® + 6a* — 4a® + 1)y = 0,
(40a'? + 120840 4 7304a® + 32528a° + 30744a* + 5119242 + 40824)
— (a® — 4a® + 6a* — 4a®> + 1)o3 = 0.
Saturating with respect to (a?> — 1) and eliminating a yields the relations
0 =91601 — 4009 + 03 — 16056
0 = 160003 — 800903 + 05 + 85945609 — 10539203 — 136334016.
These relations define a smooth, irreducible curve of genus 0 in A3. g

The code we ran is attached below:

#Sigma Invariants
.<a> = QQI]
.<x> = R[]
= FractionField (P)
AffineSpace(P,1)
= DynamicalSystem_affine ((a*x~2-1)/(x"3-(a*x)))
= f.homogenize (1)

I I G I
I

.sigma_invariants (2)

10 #Checking redundancy of sigma invariants
11 R.<a>=QQ[]
12 A=AffineSpace (R)
13 g2=a”12 + 76%a”10 + b514*xa~8 + 1228*%a"6 + 9*xa"4 + 2268
14 g3=40*%a~12 + 1208*a”~10 + 7304*a”8 + 32528*%a"6 + 30744*a"4 + 51192xa”2 + 40824
15 I=R.ideal(g2,g3)
1€
17 g4=636*a”~12 + 11232*a~10 + 85806*a”"8 + 335448*a”6 + 785376*a"4 + 927288*a"2 +
459270
22
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g5=(5080*a~12 + 74700*a"~10 + 624024*a"8 + 2354184*a"6 + 6805944*a"4 + 7637004*a"2

+ 3306744)

g6=(21286*xa"12 + 365112*xa~10 + 2597184*a"8 + 11914776*a"6 + 25286094*a"4 +

32122656*a"2 + 14880348)

g7=(45720*xa~12 + 1030968*a~10 + 6945912xa”~8 + 29498256*a"6 + 47711592*xa"4 +

63772920*xa"2 + 38263752)

g8=(51516*xa~12 + 979776*xa~10 + 11396457*a"8 + 12045996*a"6 + 86093442%xa"4 +

57395628*xa~2 + 43046721)

22 g9=(29160*%a~12 + 13122*xa~10 - 7085880*a"8 + 40389516*a”"6 + 86093442*a"2)
23 g0=(6561*a~12 - 236196*a~10 + 3188646*a~8 - 19131876*a"6 + 43046721*a"4)

24 print (g4
25 print (gb
26 print (g6
27 print (g7
28 print (g8
29 print (g9
30 print (g0

32 #Irreducible components
33 A.<a,b>=AffineSpace (QQ,2)
34 R=A.coordinate_ring ()

in
in
in
in
in
in

in

I)
I)
1)
I)
I)
I)
I)

35 I=R.ideal ([(2*a"6 + 36*a”"4 + 18*a"2 + 72)*(b"4 - 2xb~2 + 1) -(2*b"6 + 36*b~4 + 18x*Db

36

13

"2 + 72)*(a"4 - 2*%xa"2 + 1),

(a~12 + 76*a~10 + 514%a~8 + 1228*a"6 + 9*a~4 + 2268)*(b"8 - 4xb"6 + 6%*b
"4 - 4xb"2 + 1)-(b"12 + 76*b~10 + 514*b"8 + 1228%b"6 + 9*b~4 + 2268)*x(a"8 - 4*a
"6 + 6%¥a"4 - 4%xa"2 + 1),

(40*a~12 + 1208*a~10 + 7304*a”~8 + 32528*a"6 + 30744*a"4 + 51192%xa”~2 +
40824) *(b~8 - 4*xb"6 + 6*b"4 - 4*%b"2 + 1) -(40%xb~12 + 1208*b~10 + 7304*b"8 +
32528*b"6 + 30744*b"4 + 51192*b~2 + 40824)*(a"8 - 4%a"6 + 6*a”4 - 4*xa~2 + 1)])

A.<a,b>=AffineSpace (QQ,2)
R=A.coordinate_ring ()
I=R.ideal ([(2*a"6 + 36*a”4 + 18*a"2 + 72)*(b"4 - 2xb~2 + 1) -(2*b"6 + 36*b~4 + 18x*Db

"2 + 72)*x(a"4 - 2*xa”"2 + 1),

(a”12 + 76*a~10 + 514%a~8 + 1228*a"6 + 9*a~4 + 2268)*(b"8 - 4xb"6 + 6%*b
"4 - 4xb"2 + 1)-(b"12 + 76*b~10 + 514*b"8 + 1228%b"6 + 9*b~4 + 2268) *(a"8 - 4*a
"6 + 6*%¥a"4 - 4xa"2 + 1),

(40*a~12 + 1208*a~10 + 7304*a~8 + 32528*a"6 + 30744*a"4 + 51192%xa”2 +
40824)*(b"8 - 4*xb"6 + 6*b"4 - 4*%b"2 + 1) -(40%xb~12 + 1208*b~10 + 7304*b"8 +
32528*b"6 + 30744*b"4 + 51192*b~2 + 40824)*(a"8 - 4*a"6 + 6*a”4 - 4*xa~2 + 1)])

Ja=R.ideal ([a~2-1])

14 Jb=R.ideal ([b~2-11)

45

I=I.saturation(Ja) [0]
; I=I.saturation(Jb) [0]
7 I.gens () [0].factor ()

#Checking conjugacy between a and (a+3)/(a-1)
51 R.<a,b,c,d,k,t>=QQ[]

52 P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (FractionField (R) ,1)

53 f=DynamicalSystem_projective ([k*x"2*y - y~3, x"3-k*xx*xy~2])

54 m=matrix (FractionField(R) ,2,[-1,1,1,1])
55 f.conjugate (m)
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7 #Curve information
8 R.<a,sl1,s82,s3>=QQ[]
59 A=AffineSpace (R)

gl=(2*xa"6 + 36*xa"4 + 18*a"2 + 72)-(a"4 - 2*xa”2 + 1)xsl

g2=(a"12 + 76*a”10 + 514%a"8 + 1228%a"6 + 9*a"4 + 2268)-(a”"8 - 4*a"6 + 6*a"4 - 4xa
"2 + 1)*s2

g3=(40%¥a~12 + 1208*xa~10 + 7304*a~8 + 32528*a"6 + 30744*a"4 + 51192%xa"2 + 40824)-(a
"8 - 4*xa”6 + 6*a”4 - 4%a”2 + 1)*s3

I=R.ideal(gl,g2,g3)

55 J=R.ideal(a~2-1)

I=I.saturation (J) [0]

" print(I.elimination_ideal (a))

A.<s1,s2,s3>=AffineSpace (QQ,3)
phi=R.hom([0,s1,s2,s3],A.coordinate_ring())

C=A.curve ([phi(F) for F in I.elimination_ideal(a).gens()])
print (C.genus ())

print (C.is_smooth ())

3 CP=C.projective_closure ()

CP.degree ()

3.3. A3(Cs). We start with the family f,5(2) = 2522
Lemma 3.5. The map
@ : A%\ {ab=1} = M3

(a,0) = [fas]

is two-to-one. The map
71 A%\ {ab=1}) — A?

[fap] = (01,02,03)
is injective.
Proof. We calculate the fixed point multiplier invariants as functions of (a, b) as

a’b + ab® — 2ab +3a + 3b — 6

Gl(a’ b) = a/b _ 1
a’b’ — 2a3b% — 2a2b? + 4a3b + Ta2b? + 4ab® — 8a%b — 8ab?® + Tab — 6a — 6b+ 9
o2(a,b) = (ab—1)2
1
o3(a,b) = W< — 26363 + 5a3b% + 5a2b° — 4a3b — 12a2b% — 4ab® + 4a®

+ 1402b + 14ab? + 46° — 1242 — 18ab — 126> + 9a + 95),

where we have omitted o4 as usual due to its dependence from the standard index relation. To
determine the degree of ¢, we consider the equations

(0'3((17 b)u 0'2((17 b)u 0'3((17 b)) = (Ul (Ca d)7 02(07 d)> 03(67 d))
We saturate the resulting ideal with respect to (ab — 1) and (ed — 1), the parameter values where
the family is degenerate, and find the irreducible components of the resulting variety in A® as

(c,d) = (a,b) or (c,d)=(b,a).

The maps f,p and f, are conjugate by a(z) = L.

z
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In no other situation are the fixed point multiplier invariants equal, so 71 is injective on the

image of . O

The code we ran is attached below:

#find the invariants

R
P
P

Q T @ >

.<a,b,c,d> = QQ[]

.<z> = R[]

= FractionField (P)

= AffineSpace(P,1)

= DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"3+axz)/(b*z"2+1))
= DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"3+c*z)/(d*z"2+1))
f.homogenize (1)

= g.homogenize (1)

sF=F.sigma_invariants (1)

sG=G.sigma_invariants (1)

#
I

create the ideal and saturate

=R.ideal ([sF[i].numerator () *sG[i].denominator () -sG[i].numerator () *xsF[i].

denominator () for i in range(len(sF))])

Ja=R.ideal (a*xb-1)

s
0 I

5 Jb=R.ideal (c*d-1)
=I.saturation (Ja) [0]
=I.saturation (Jb) [0]

#get the irreducible components

A
X

=AffineSpace (R)
=A.subscheme (I)

IC=X.irreducible_components ()

#
F

check conjugation

=f . homogenize (1)

m=matrix(QQ,2,2,[0,1,1,0])
g=F.conjugate (m)

F

Proposition 3.6. The component of A3(C5) given by f,p, =

> 8

23+az

b2 is an irreducible rational surface

defined by

0 = 3607 — 120109 + 0302 — 20305 — 120103 + 8030903 — 020303 + 40?0’% — 600} — 1940309
+ 640205 — 40105 + 803 + 40303 + 60070903 — 36010503 + 4003 — 18010203 + 03 + 318020
+ 1800103 — 5605 + 2610303 — 108010903 — 360503 — 810105 + 5doaos + 2705 + 68407
— 5760109 — 14403 — 6480103 4+ 10803 — 21600 + 86409 + 43203 + 1728

whose projective closure is parameterized by the map

$:P*—Scp?
(w:y:2) > (f1: ¢2: d3: ¢a)
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for

1

o1 = Ex5y + 62°2 4 22t yz + 245122 + 1823y 22 + 7202%y23 + 288222 + 108zy2* — 864220
13 37

P2 = ﬂ$5y + 92°2 + Zm‘lyz — 272122 + 5123y 22 + 2162323 4 9022y 23 — 504222 + Bdayz?

— 43222° 4 324125 + 12962°
b3 = Oy + %x‘lyz + 3623y 22 + 362%y2> — 648y2°
o1 = oz + 2?3:0422 + 362323 + 36222* — 648:25.
This surface is singular with singular locus given by the conjugacy classes described by
3
a+2 b

Proof. To obtain the surface equations, take the fixed point multiplier invariants and consider the
ideal generated by

(a*b + ab* — 2ab + 3a + 3b — 6) — (ab — 1)o7y,

(a0 — 2a3b% — 2a%b® + 4a°b + 7ab? + 4ab® — 8a%b — 8ab® + Tab — 6a — 6b + 9) — (ab — 1)0y,
(—2a3b% + 5a>b? + 5a%b® — 4a3b — 12a%b? — 4ab® + 4a® + 146?b + 14ab® + 4b® — 124 — 18ab

— 1202 + 9a + 9b) — (ab — 1)?0s3.

{(a,b):a=b}U{(a,b):a+b=—-6}U{(a,b): b=

We saturate by the ideal (ab — 1) to avoid the parameters where the family is degenerate and
compute the elimination ideal to eliminate the variables a and b. This results in the single equation
in (01,09,03) in the statement.

The parameterization was computed in Magma and is easily checked by substituting (o1, 02, 03) =
(¢1/ P4, P2/ P4, P3/04) into the surface equation.

The singular locus is also computed in Magma and its irreducible components computed in Sage
are given by

o3 =4
S1:{09=6
o1 =4

S, - 01—202—0'3+12:0
2" 402 + 40905 + 02 — 6005 — 2803 + 216 = 0

3. . U% — 30103 — 2401 + 12024+ 36 =0
1602 + 0109 + 1501 — 1803 — 903 — 36 = 0.

To analyze the components, we proceed similarly through elimination of variables. Starting with
the ideal defined by the equations of the component along with the defining equations of the fixed
point multiplier invariants we eliminate (o1, 02, 03) to get an ideal in @ and b. Then we saturate by
(ab — 1) to avoid the degenerate elements. The component S; corresponds to the degenerate case
a=b=1.

The component Sy results in the components

(a+b+6)(b—a)>=0.

When a = b, this is the component of A3(D2) from Proposition
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The component S3 results in the components

(ab + 2b — 3)(ab + 2a — 3)® = 0.

These correspond to a = b+i2 and b = ai—&-Q Since f,p and fp, are conjugate by a(z) = %, this is a

single component in the moduli space. g

The code used is

R.<a,b,s1,s2,s3>=PolynomialRing (QQ)

A=AffineSpace (R)

f1=(a"2*b + ax*b~2 - 2xaxb + 3*xa + 3xb - 6)-(a*b - 1)*sl

f2=(a"3*b"3 - 2%a”~3*%b"2 - 2*xa"2*xb~3 + 4*a"3*xb + T7*a"2*%b"2 + 4xa*b”~3 - 8*a"2*xb - 8%
a*b~2 + T*xaxb - 6%a - 6*b + 9)-(a”2*%b"2 - 2%a*b + 1)*s2

£f3=(-2*a"3*b"3 + 5*%a"3*%*b"2 + 5*xa”~2*%b~3 - 4*a~3*b - 12%a"2*b"2 - 4*xa*b~3 + 4*xa"3 +
14*%a~2*%b + 14*xa*b”~2 + 4*b~3 - 12%¥a”~2 - 18*a*b - 12*b~2 + 9*a + 9%b)-(a"2*b"2 -
2*xaxb + 1)*s3

; #f4=(a"3%b"3 - 4*%a"3%b"2 - 4xa"2*%b"3 + 4*a”3*b + 14*%a”2*b"2 + 4*xaxb”"3 - 12%xa"2xb -

12*xa*b"2 + 9*axb)-(a”~2*b"2 - 2*axb + 1)*s4

7 I=R.ideal (f1,£f2,£3)

Ja=R.ideal (a*xb-1)

I=I.saturation(Ja) [0]

I=I.elimination_ideal([a,b]) #since the bad point is a single point, this doesn’t
remove the degeneracy!

I.gens ()

print (I.gens () [0])

print (I.gens () [0].homogenize(’h’))

) #to magma for the surface analysis
7 P3<s1,s2,s3,h>:=ProjectiveSpace(Rationals () ,3);

S:= Surface(P3, 36%s1°5 - 12*s1”4%s2 + s51°3*%s272 - 2%s5172*%s2°3 - 12%s1°4*s3 + 8xsl
“3%xs2%s3 - s172%s272%s3 + 4xs173%xs372 - 60*sl174*%xh - 194%s1"3%xs2xh + 64%s172%s2
“2xh - 4%s1%s273%h + 8%s274xh + 4*%s173*%s3*%h + 60*xsl1 2%xs2*s3*xh - 36%sl1%*s272%s3%*h

+ 4xs273*xs3*%h - 18%sl1*xs2%s372xh + s173*xh"2 + 318%s172%s2*xh”2 + 180*s1*s272*h"2
- 56*xs273*xh"2 + 261%s172%*s3*h"2 - 108*sl*xs2*s3*h"2 - 36*xs272*xs3*h”"2 - 81%sl1x*s3
"2%xh~2 + b54%s2*%s372*%xh"2 + 27%s373*%h"2 + 684%s1°2%xh~3 - 576%sl1*s2*h”~3 - 144%s2
"2*%¥h~3 - 648%s1*s3*%*h~3 + 108%s37°2*h~3 - 2160*s1*h~4 + 864*xs2*h~4 + 432*s3*h~4 +
1728*h"5) ;

IsRational (S);

IsReduced (S) ;

IsIrreducible(S);

IsSingular(S);

GeometricGenusOfDesingularization(S);

P2<x,y,z>:=ProjectiveSpace (Rationals () ,2);

ParametrizeProjectiveHypersurface (S,P2);

; D:=SingularSubscheme (S);

h=1
r.<s1,s2,s3>=QQ[]
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gl=-30%s1"4 - 97xs173%s2 + 32%s172%s272 - 2xs1%*s273 + 4%s274 + 2%s173*s3 + 30x*xsl
“2%xs2%s3 - 18%s1%s272%s83 + 2%s273%s3 - 9%sl1xs2%s372 + s173*%h + 318%s172%s2%h +
180*s1*s272xh - 56%s273%h + 261%s172*%s3*h - 108*s1*s2*s3*h - 36%s272*%s3xh - 81
s1*s372*%h + 54*xs2%s372*xh + 27*s37°3xh + 1026*s1°2*xh"2 - 864*s1*s2*xh"2 - 216%*s2
“2%h"2 - 972xs1*s3*h"2 + 162*s372%h"2 - 4320*%s1*h”~3 + 1728%s2*h~3 + 864*s3xh”~3
+ 4320*h~4
g2=-12%s1"4 + 8%*s173*s2 - s172*%s272 + 8*s5173%s3 + 4*%s17°3xh + 60%s1”2*%s2*h - 36*slx*
s272%h + 4*s2°3%xh - 36%s1*s2*xs3*xh + 261%*s172*%h"2 - 108*s1*s2*xh~2 -36*%s272%h"~2 -
162*%s1*s3*xh~2 + 108*s2*s3*xh"2 + 81%s372*h"2 - 648*s1*h~3 + 216*s3*h~3 + 432*h
~4
g3=-6%s1"4 + s173%s2 - 3*%s5172%s272 + 4%s5173%s3 - s172%s2*s3 - 97%sl1 3*%xh +64*xsl1”2x%
s2*%xh - 6*s1%xs272xh + 16%s273%xh + 30%sl172%s3*%h - 36*%sl1*s2*xs3*%h + 6*xs272xs3xh -
9%s1*s372%xh + 159%s172%h"2 + 180*s1*s2*%xh~2 - 84%xs272%h~2 - 54%xs1%*s3*h~2 - 36%s2
*s3*%h~2 + 27*s372%xh~2 - 288%s1*h”3 - 144%s2*xh~3 + 432xh"4
g4=180%*s1"4 - 48x%s173%s2 + 3*s172%s272 - 4%s1%s273 - 48%s173%s3 + 24%s172%s2*%xs3 -
2xs1%s272%s3 + 12%s172%s372 - 240%s17°3xh - 582*s172%xs2*h + 128*s1*s272xh - 4%*s2
“3*%h + 12%xs17°2xs3*%h + 120*%sl*s2*s3*h - 36*%s272*xs3*h - 18%s2*s372xh + 3%s1°2%xh~2
+ 636*%sl1*s2*h”2 + 180%s27°2%xh~2 + 522*%s1*s3*h~2 - 108*s2*s3*xh~2 - 81%s3°2%xh~2 +
1368*s1*h~3 - 576*s2*h~3 - 648*xs3*h~3 - 2160*h~4
gb=36*s1"5 - 12*xs174%s2 + s173%s272 - 2%s172%s5273 - 12%s174%xs3 + 8%s173%s2*xs3 - sl
“2%s5272%s3 + 4%xs173%xs372 - 60%s174*%h - 194%s173%xs2*%h + 64*xs172%s272%h - 4*xsl1%xs2
“3xh + 8%s274%h + 4xs173%s3%h + 60%sl1 2%xs2%s3*%h - 36*xs1*xs272%xs3xh + 4x%xs273%s3%*h
- 18%s1*s2*xs37°2xh + s1°3*h~2 + 318%s172%s2*xh”2 + 180%s1*s2°2%xh~2 - 56%s2°3%xh"~2
+ 261%s17°2%s3*%h~"2 - 108*sl1*s2*s3*h~2 - 36*%s272%xs3*h"2 - 81*%s1%*s372%h~2 + 54x%s2
*s372%h"2 + 27*s37°3xh"2 + 684*s1°2xh"3 - 576*s1*xs2*xh”3 - 144%s2°2*xh"3 - 648*slx
s3*%h~"3 + 108*s3°2xh~"3 - 2160*s1*xh~4 + 864*s2*xh~4 + 432*xs3*h~4 + 1728xh"5

Ig=r.ideal([gl,g2,83,g4,85])

A=AffineSpace(r)
D=A.subscheme (Ig)
D.irreducible_components ()

#component 1

R.<a,b>=PolynomialRing (QQbar)

A=AffineSpace (R)

sl=4

s2=6

s3=4

fi1=(a"2*xb + a*b”2 - 2%a*b + 3xa + 3*%b - 6)-(a*b - 1)x*s1

f2=(a"3%b"3 - 2*a”~3*b"2 - 2%xa"2*b"3 + 4*xa"3%b + T*xa"2*%b"2 + 4*a*b”3 - 8*a”~2*xb - 8%
ax*b”"2 + T*xaxb - 6%a - 6%b + 9)-(a"2*%b"2 - 2%a*xb + 1)*s2

£f3=(-2%a"3*b"3 + 5*xa”"3*b"2 + 5xa"2%b"3 - 4*%a”"3*xb - 12xa"2*b"2 - 4*xaxb”"3 + 4*a”~3 +
14*a~2*b + 14*a*xb”2 + 4%b~3 - 12%a”2 - 18%a*b - 12*b~2 + 9%a + 9*b)-(a”2*xb"2 -
2%ax*xb + 1)*s3

X=A.subscheme ([f1,f2,£f3])

X.rational_points ()

#component 2

R.<a,b,s1,s2,s3>=QQ[]

A=AffineSpace (R)

fi1=(a"2*xb + a*b~2 - 2xa*b + 3*a + 3xb - 6)-(a*b - 1)x*sl
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101

f2=(a"3*b"3 - 2%a”~3*%b"2 - 2*xa”2*xb~3 + 4*a"3*xb + T7*a"2*b"2 + 4xa*b”~3 - 8*a"2*xb - 8%
a*b~2 + T*xa*xb - 6%a - 6*b + 9)-(a”2*%b"2 - 2%ax*b + 1)*s2

£f3=(-2*a"3*b"3 + 5*%a"3*%*b"2 + 5xa”~2%b~3 - 4*a~3*b - 12%a"2*b"2 - 4*xa*b~3 + 4*xa~3 +
14*a~2*b + 14*a*b”~2 + 4*b~3 - 12%¥a”~2 - 18*a*b - 12*b"2 + 9*a + 9%b)-(a"2*b"2 -
2*xaxb + 1)*s3

h1=s2"2 - 3*%sl*s3 - 24xsl + 12*s2 + 36

h2=6*%s1"2 + sl*xs2 + 15xsl - 18*s2 - 9%s3 - 36

5 hl=s1 - 2%xs2 - s3 + 12
) h2=4%s2"2 + 4%s2*s3 + s372 - 60*s2 - 28%s3 + 216
7 I=R.ideal ([h1,h2] +[£f1,£f2,£3])

J=I.elimination_ideal ([s1,s82,s3])
J2=J.saturation(R.ideal (a*b-1)) [0]
J2.gens () [0].factor ()

#componenet 3

R.<a,b,s1,s2,s3>=QQ[]

A=AffineSpace (R)

fi1=(a"2xb + a*b”2 - 2%ax*xb + 3xa + 3*%b - 6)-(a*xb - 1)x*sl

£f2=(a"3*b"3 - 2*%a”~3%b"2 - 2*xa”~2*b~3 + 4*a"3*b + 7*a"2*%b"2 + 4xa*b”~3 - 8*xa"2*b - 8%
a*b"2 + T7xaxb - 6%a - 6*b + 9)-(a"2*b"2 - 2%axb + 1)*s2

£f3=(-2*a"3*b"3 + 5%a"3*%*b"2 + 5xa”~2%b”~3 - 4*xa"3*b - 12%a"2*b"2 - 4*xa*b”~3 + 4*xa~3 +
14xa~2*b + 14*xa*xb”~2 + 4*b~3 - 12*a”~2 - 18*a*b - 12*b~2 + 9*a + 9xb)-(a”~2xb"2 -
2%a*xb + 1)*s3

hl1=s2"2 - 3*xsl*xs3 - 24*xsl + 12%xs2 + 36

h2=6%s1"2 + sl*xs2 + 1b*xsl - 18*%s2 - 9%s3 - 36

I=R.ideal ([h1,h2] +[f1,£f2,£3])

J=I.elimination_ideal ([s1,s82,s3])

J2=J.saturation(R.ideal (a*b-1)) [0]

J2.gens () [0].factor ()

) #check parameterization
7 R.<a,b,s1,s2,s3,x,y,z2>=PolynomialRing (QQ)
; A=AffineSpace(R)

f1=(a"2*b + a*b~2 - 2*xaxb + 3*xa + 3*xb - 6)-(axb - 1)*sl

£f2=(a"3*b"3 - 2%a”~3%b"2 - 2*a”2*b~3 + 4*a"3*b + 7*a"2*%b"2 + 4*xa*b”~3 - 8*a"2*b - 8%
a*b”2 + T7xaxb - 6%¥a - 6*b + 9)-(a"2%xb"2 - 2%axb + 1)*s2

£f3=(-2%a"3*b"3 + 5*xa”"3*b~2 + 5*xa"2%b"3 - 4*%a”3*xb - 12xa"2*b"2 - 4xaxb”"3 + 4*a”~3 +
14xa~2*b + 14*a*xb~2 + 4*b~3 - 12*a~2 - 18*a*b - 12*b~2 + 9*a + 9xb)-(a"2xb"2 -
2*xa*xb + 1) *s3

2 #f4=(a"3*b"3 - 4*xa”"3*b"2 - 4*a”2*b"3 + 4*a"3xb + 14%a"2xb"2 + 4xa*xb”3 - 12*xa"2*b -

12%xa*xb~2 + 9xaxb)-(a"2%b"2 - 2%a*xb + 1)*s4
I=R.ideal (f1,£2,£3)
print (I.elimination_ideal ([a,b]l))
Ja=R.ideal (a*b-1)
I=I.saturation (Ja) [0]
I=I.elimination_ideal ([a,b])
I.gens ()
print (I.gens () [0])
print (I.gens () [0].homogenize(’h’))
tl = 1/12%x75%y + 6xx 5%z + 2%x"4*xy*xz + 24*%x"4%z272 + 18%x"3*ky*z"2 + T2%x"2xy*xz~3 +
288*x72%z"4 + 108*xx*xy*z~4 - 864*xx*xz"5

29



102 t2=13/24*%x"5xy + 9%x"bxz + 37/4*x"4*y*z - 27*x"4*%xz2"2 + 51*x"3*y*xz"2 + 216*xx"3*%z"3
+ 90*xx"2*%y*z~3 - 504*x72*xz"4 + bB4xxxy*xz~"4 - 432%x*z"5 + 324*xy*xz”"5 + 1296%z76

103 t3=x"b*y + 23/2xx"4*y*z + 36*%x"3xy*z"2 + 36%x"2%y*z"3 - 648%y*z"5

104 t4=x"b*z + 23/2%x"4%z"2 + 36*x"3%z"3 + 36*xx"2%z"4 - 648%z76

105 I.gen(0) (a,b,t1/t4,t2/t4,t3/t4d,x,y,2)

Now we move to the next family with a Cy symmetry, g, 5(2) = ‘;ii:g;
Lemma 3.7. For the family g,(2) = azﬁi:g;, the image of the map 7 : [gop] — (01,02,03) is a

curve given by
0=o03—209—01+12
0 = 403 + 40901 + 0% — 6009 — 2807 + 216.
Proof. The fixed point multiplier invariants give the equations
0 = (4a® — 4ab+ 4b*> +12) — oy (ab — 1)
0 = (4a* — 12a3b + 22a%b* — 12ab® + 4b* + 2842 — 52ab + 28b* + 54) — 09(a®b? — 2ab+ 1)
0 = (—8a* 4 28a3b — 36ab* + 28ab® — 8b* — 604> + 96ab — 600> — 108) — o3(a’b* — 2ab + 1).

Saturating with respect to (ab — 1) to avoid degeneracy and eliminating a and b give the stated
equations. 0

R.<a,b,s3,s2,s1>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

f=DynamicalSystem ([a*xx"2*xy+y~3, x"3 + bxx*xy~2])

SI=f.sigma_invariants (1)

5 I=R.ideal ([SI[i].numerator () - SI[i].denominator ()*R.gen(2+i) for i in range(len(
SDH-11)

6 I.elimination_ideal ([a])

7 Ja=R.ideal (a*b-1)

8§ I=I.saturation(Ja) [0]

9 EI=I.elimination_ideal ([a,b])

10 EI

N =

To study the geometry of this family, we need to use the multiplier invariants of the periodic
points of period 2.

az’+1
23+bz

. The map
@ A%\ {ab=1} = M3
(a,0) = [ga,p]

Lemma 3.8. Define g, (z) =

is four-to-one. The map
71 (A2 {ab = 1}) — AP

[gmb}F%(U§U70§U70§Uva§mvoém)

is injective.
Proof. To compute the degree of ¢, we consider the ideal generated by
((71 (a,b),09(a,b),o3(a,b), ng) (a,b), 052) (a, b)) = <01 (¢,d),o9(c,d),03(c,d), agg) (¢, d), aéz) (c, d))

as an ideal in K[a,b] where K is the function field Q(c, d). This forms a zero dimensional variety
and Singular (via Sage) computes the degree of its projective closure as 4. For (almost) every choice
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of (¢, d), we have the four pairs (a,b) € {(c,d), (d,c), (—¢c,—d), (—=d, —c)}. The functions g, (z) and
gba(z) are conjugate via a1(z) = 1, and g,4(2) and g_, _p(2) are conjugate via as(—z) = iz. So
the four points with the same A® coordinates all are from the same conjugacy class. O

SS.<c,d>=PolynomialRing (QQ)

S.<a,b>=PolynomialRing (FractionField (SS))

gl=(4*%a"2 - 4*axb + 4%b"2 + 12)*x(cxd -1) - (4*c”2 - 4*c*xd + 4*%d"2 + 12)*(axb -1)

g2=(4*a"4 - 12xa"3%b + 22%a"2*b"2 - 12*%a*xb”3 + 4*b~4 + 28*a~2 - b2*kaxb + 28*b~2 +
54) % (c~2*%d"2 - 2%cxd + 1) - (4*%c”4 - 12xc~3*xd + 22*c~2*d"2 - 12%c*xd~3 + 4*d"4 +
28%c”2 - b2xc*d + 28%d"2 + 54)x(a"2%b"2 - 2xa*b + 1)

g3=(-8%*a"4 + 28*a"3*b - 36*a"2*b"2 + 28*xa*xb”"3 - 8*b"4 - 60*xa"2 + 96*axb - 60*xb"2 -

108) *(c~"2%xd~"2 - 2*%xcxd + 1) - (-8%c”4 + 28%c~3*%d - 36*%c”2*xd"2 + 28*xc*d”"3 - 8x%d

"4 - 60%c”2 + 96*cxd - 60*d"2 - 108)*(a"2*b"2 - 2*a*xb + 1)

f1=(2*a"3*b"3 + 16*xa"4 + 4*xa"2*xb~2 + 16*b"4 + 18*a*b + 72)*(c~2*d"2 - 2*c*xd + 1) -

(2*%c~3*d"3 + 16%c”4 + 4%xc”2xd"2 + 16*d"4 + 18xc*xd + 72)*(a"2xb~2 - 2*xa*b + 1)

f2=(a"6*b"6 + 32%a"7*b"3 + 12*xa"5*%b~5 + 32%a”~3*b"7 + 96*xa"8 + 16*xa"6*b~2 + 290*a
“4*xb~4 + 16*a”2*%b"6 + 96*b~8 + b512%a"b*b + 204*a”~3*b~3 + 512*%xa*b”"5 + 80*xa"4 -
151*a”2%xb~2 + 80%b~4 + 2268)*(c"4*xd"4 - 4*c~3*xd"3 + 6*%c~2*xd"2 - 4xc*xd + 1)-(c
“6*%d"6 + 32xc”7*d"3 + 12%c”5xd"5 + 32%c”3*d"7 + 96*%c”8 + 16*xc”"6*xd”"2 + 290*c”4xd
"4 + 16*%c”2%d"6 + 96*%d"8 + 512xc"bxd + 204*%xc”~3*xd"3 + b512xcxd”"5 + 80xc"4 - 1b5lxc
"2xd"2 + 80xd"4 + 2268)*(a"4xb"4 - 4%a”3*b"3 + 6xa”2*%b"2 - 4*xa*xb + 1)

I=S.ideal([gl,g2,g3,f1,£2])

A=AffineSpace (S)

X=A.subscheme (I)

Z=X.projective_closure ()

Z.degree ()

az’+1

z is an irreducible surface
23+4bz

Proposition 3.9. The component of A3(C3) given by g,(2) =
defined by

0=o01 — 202 — 03 + 12

0 = 402 + 40203 4+ 02 — 6002 — 2803 + 216

0 = 16320503 + 79208 + 3648020502 4+ 1760050 + 12480203 (0()? + 59602 (0()? — 11520202 (0(?)® — 54403 (o()®
— 2160303(0{?)? — 9802 (0 + 9602 (0$P)® + 4003 (0(P)? + (¢(P)° — 4148160904 — 19542405 — 60288003050 )
— 284512020\ — 1116480502 (0$?)? — 5376005 (02)? + 547200205(0$?)® + 2804802 (0{?)® + 117602 (c{?)* + 148005 (0{P)*
—624(0$?)? + 5248050302 + 25120405 + 6784020202 5(?) 4 320003 0(P 5{?) — 1280203 (c(P)20(? — 6402 (0(P)? P
— 76802 (0{)? () — 32005(0$?)3 6P —12(c(P)*0l? + 184366080502 + 994598402 + 1603520002020 + 9804928055 (?
+ 14654720505 (0$?)? + 120451202 (0()? — 31353605 (c(?)? — 43462405 (0(?)® — 6720(0{?)* — 51596802025
— 24704003082 — 30694405050 (P — 158400020(? 0P + 998465 (0()20(?) + 473605 (0$P)20$? + 4992(c(P)3(?
+ 39680503 (057)? + 182402 (6§7)? + 15360202 (6§)2 + 640050 P (6§7)? + 48(0()? (6§?)? — 2444313600202
— 20112998405 — 12070195202030 %) — 138880512020\ — 538099205 (c{?)? — 1055116803 (c{)? + 1890944(5{?)?
+ 7087104050505 + 56563200205 + 1651968050 ) {2 + 2407680030 % 0§ — 59520(c(?)?§? — 5875205 ((?)?
— 4262403(0$?)? — 998457 (6§2)? — 64(0{?)? + 1187592192005 + 188038195202 + 2650060800202 + 812934144035
+32237568(c{*)? — 2065305602052 — 4935168003057 — 996710402 0P + 345600(0$>)? — 190356480002 — 775907942407
— 15910318080?) + 12366950402 + 11418402816
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0 = 122407 + 3792050 (% — 4680002075 (c{*))? — 2056405 (0$?)? — 796800503 (6$?)? — 4085605 (5(*))® + 16800202 (c())*
— 37403 (o{P)* + 276000203 (0()® + 1398802 (0{?)® — 558002 (c{?)® — 266503 (c ()¢ — 22(0{)7 + 67015208
+ 2677747205050 + 144579200302 + 274032000205 (0$2)? + 1358130804 (0$?)? — 171239040202 (o{?)® — 857528005 (0(?)?
— 70579200505 (c{?)* — 331890202 (0{?)* + 333844805 (c{?)® + 133170405 (c?)® + 78251(0{?)® 4 1207680202 0P
+ 660960505 + 2044160305 0(P 0P + 1144640802 0P — 1427200502 (0(P)26$? — 6713603 (0()?0$? — 1799680503 (0?)? (>
— 9324802 (0?)%6$? + 5851203 (0 () () + 2846003(c(?) (P + 264(c(P)%c{? — 86503056960205 — 400268393603

— 1495966272000 0% — 6856974368020 (P — 34595675840502(0(?)? — 161987228803 (0(?)? + 16315187200505(c\?)?

+ 74308990402 (0$*))® + 4490628005 (02 )* + 4805164003 (c{*)* — 22136400(0{?)® + 5397632002050 + 28303472055
+12891609602020 2 0$? + 6384364803 0P o{? + 55310080203 (c ()20l + 266502402 (¢P)26{? — 2713420804 (0?36 (?
— 1101830405 (0$?)36$? — 884100(0$?) 6P + 3525120502 (0$2)? + 18441605 (0§2)? + 27827203030 P (62)?

+ 149184020 (0$2)? — 20025604 (0$?)2(0$)? — 9976003 (0{?)? (6§7)? — 1056(c{?)?(0$?)? + 5166537154560503

+ 26358924019204 + 48436182592002020 %) + 278148291968050{?) + 485134804480503(c{?))? + 3845827132802 (0(?)?

— 1035955257605 (0(?))® — 1332752992003 (0{?)® — 254963456(0{?)* — 14139669632020205? — 638333132805 (%

2 _ 4488508992020 P 0{?) 4 29490201604 (0?26 {?) + 9251276803 (0?2 (? + 179583360(0(?)? 5§

— 956320921603030 % 0§
+ 985523200203 (052)? + 4650864002 (052)? + 55121664020 2 (0{2)? + 22765952035 % (0{2)? + 3316752(c () ? (0$?)?

+ 22195205 (0$?)? + 11424005 (0$?)% + 14080 (6§2)® — 75785722444800502 — 591787316275203 — 390851391283205050 %)
— 4290578293248020 () — 1849085625602 (0{*))? — 35115078873603 (0{*))? + 62583639424(c{?)® + 2250025943040 05052
+ 1664763886080 02 + 55674839808020 % 0{?) + 76642562304030 % 0{?) — 1751409024 (0 ()2 6{? — 19331170560 (0$?)?

— 119776550403 ($>)? — 3641510400 (05?)? — 4129472(0{?)® + 385532530606080203 + 589223130762240°2

+ 8872047753984050 (%) + 26426257744896030 (%) + 1107358166016(0{?)? — 687110999040050$? — 15764787855360305>)

— 3364608291840 2 0:{?) 4 11296544256(0{?)? — 6339920166028805 — 25240722663628803 — 532811315957760 )

+ 4111788303360052 + 380265217671168.
This surface is singular with singular locus given by the conjugacy classes described by
{(a,b) : a* —ab+b* +3 =0} U{(a,b) : a = —b}.

Proof. We compute the fixed point multiplier invariants and the first two multiplier invariants for
the points of period 2:

4a? — 4ab + 4b% + 12

1= ab—1
-y — 4a* —12a3b + 22a2b? — 12ab?® + 4b* 4 28a% — 52ab + 28b% + 54
a?b? — 2ab+1
o — —8a* + 28a3b — 36a2b? + 28ab’ — 8b* — 60a2 + 96ab — 606% — 108
a?b? — 2ab+1

@) 2a°b% + 16a* + 4a*b? + 16b* + 18ab + 72
9= a?b? —2ab+1
o) = M(a%ﬁ + 324707 + 12a°b° + 320°b7 + 964° + 16a°b + 290a*b* + 1646 + 9665

+ 512a°b + 204ab> + 512ab° + 80a* — 151a%b? + 80b* + 2268).

We clear denominators to create the associated ideal. We saturate by the ideal (ab — 1) to avoid
degeneracy and eliminate the variables a and b. This results in the surface defined by the four

equations in the statement.
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In Magma the irreducible components of the singular locus are calculated. For each component,
we eliminate variables to have equations in (o1, 09, 03) to get

0 =03 — 2409 — 403 + 108
Sy : 0 = 0903 + 3609 + 603 — 216
0 =03 — 10809 — 3603 + 648
0=01—209—03+12
0 = 02 — 304807 — 137203 + 13500
S, 0 = o203 + 640809 + 288603 — 28512
"] 0 =02 — 1350009 — 6084073 + 60264
0=01—209—03+12
0 = 03 + 54902 — 303750002 — 1333908073 + 14819112
Sy 0 =03 — 7/3003 + 10204 + 238 /503 — 2808/5
") 0 = 0903 + 29/6003 — 11709 — 273 /503 + 3078/5
0=01—209 — 03+ 12.

To determine the pairs (a,b) for each of these components, we add in the equations defining the
invariants in terms of @ and b and eliminate o1, 09, 03. This results in the defining equations

Si:(a*—ab+b*+3)3=0
Sy:(a+b)°=0
S3: (a+b)®=0.
Note that the component(s) with a = —b is the component of A3(D5) from Proposition [3.4] O

| R.<a,b,s3,s82,s1>=QQ1[]

2 P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

3 f=DynamicalSystem ([a*x " 2*y+y~3, x~3 + b*xx*xy~2])
1 f.sigma_invariants (1)

5 f.sigma_invariants (2) #18 minutes

8 8.<a,b,sl1,s2,s3,s5,s6>=PolynomialRing (QQ)

9 gl=4*a”2 - 4*xaxb + 4*b"2 + 12 - sil*x(axb -1)

10 g2=4*a”4 - 12%¥a”~3*b + 22*xa”2%xb"2 - 12*xaxb”3 + 4*b"4 + 28*xa”2 - 52*axb + 28*xb~"2 +
54 - s2*(a”2*b”~2 - 2*a*b + 1)

11 g3=-8%xa~4 + 28%a"3%b - 36*a”2%b”"2 + 28*%ax*b”"3 - 8*b"4 - 60*xa”2 + 96*axb - 60*xb"2 -
108 - s3*(a”"2*b"2 - 2xaxb + 1)

12 £f1=(2*%a~3*b"3 + 16*a"4 + 4*a"2*b"2 + 16*b~4 + 18*axb + 72) - sb5*x(a"2*xb~2 - 2*xaxb +

1)

13 £2=(a"6*b"6 + 32%a"7*b"3 + 12*xa”~5%b~5 + 32*a”~3*b~7 + 96*a"8 + 16*a"6*b"2 + 290*a
“4%xb”"4 + 16*xa”"2*xb"6 + 96*xb~8 + H512xa~"bxb + 204*a”"3*xb~"3 + 512*a*xb”"5 + 80*xa"“4 -
161*xa”2*b~"2 + 80*b~4 + 2268)-s6*(a"4*b"4 - 4%a”3*b"3 + 6xa”2*b~2 - 4xaxb + 1)

| I=S.ideal([gl,g2,g3,f1,£2])

5 I=I.saturation(S.ideal (a*xb-1)) [0]

6 EI=I.elimination_ideal ([a,b])

8 A.<sl1,s2,s3,s5,s6>=AffineSpace(QQ,5)

9 phi=S.hom([0,0,s1,s2,s3,s85,s6],A.coordinate_ring())
0 C=A.subscheme ([phi(t) for t in EI.gens()])
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21 C.dimension ()

22

23

b

for t in EI.gens():

print (phi(t) .homogenize (’h’))

# magma:

P3<s1,s2,s3,s5,s6,h>:=ProjectiveSpace(Rationals () ,5);

3 gl:=s1 - 2*xs2 - s3 + 12%h;

g2:=4%s5272 + 4xs2*s3 + 8372 - 60*s2*h - 28*s3*h + 216%h~2;

g3:=1632%s2%s375 + 792%s3°6 + 3648*s2*%s374*%xsb + 1760%s3 b*xsb + 1248%s2%xs373%xs572 +

596%s3"4*%xsb572 - 1152%s2%s372%sb”3 - b544%s373*%sb573 - 216%s2%s3*xsb”4 - 98x%xs372x%
sb"4 + 96%s2*xsb5°5 + 40%s3*s5°5 + s576 - 414816*s2*s374*xh - 195424%s3°5xh -
602880*s2*xs3 " 3*xsb*xh - 284512%s374xsb*h - 111648%*s2*s372%s572%xh - 53760%s3"3*sb
“2xh + 54720*s2*s3*s573xh + 28048*s372%s573%xh + 1176*%s2*xs574xh + 1480*xs3*s5~4x%h
- 624*xs5°5*%h + 5248%s2*s3"3*%xs6*xh + 2512%s374*xs6*h + 6784*s2*xs3"2xsb*s6*h +
3200*%s3 " 3*%sb*s6*xh - 128%s2*s3%sb " 2%s6*h - 64*%xs372%xsb " 2xs6xh - 768%s2%xsb5~3*%xs6*h
- 320*s3*sb5"3%xs6xh - 12%sb5°4*s6xh + 18436608*s2*xs37°3*xh~2 + 9945984%s37°4*xh~2 +
16035200*%s2*s3"2*%s5xh~2 + 9804928*s3"3*sb*xh~2 + 1465472%s2%s3*s572%h"~2 +
1204512*xs3°2%s572%h"2 - 313536%s2*s573*%h"2 - 434624%s3*s573%xh"2 - 6720*xs574*h"2
- 515968%s2*xs3"2xs6*h”"2 - 247040*%s373*s6*h"2 - 306944*s2*xs3*xsb*xs6*h”~2 -
158400*%s3 " 2*xsb*xs6*xh”2 + 9984*xs2*xs572xs6*xh”~2 + 4736%s3*sb”2%s6*h~2 + 4992%sb~3x%
s6*h~2 + 3968*s2*s3%s672*h"2 + 1824%s372%s6°2*xh"2 + 1536%*s2*xsb*xs6"2xh~2 + 640%
s3*%sb5*s6"2%h"2 + 48%xs572%s6°2*xh"2 - 244431360%s2*s372%h~3 - 201129984*xs3°3*%h"3
- 120701952%s2*s3*s5*h~3 - 138880512*s3"2*%s5*xh~3 - 5380992%s2*xs572*xh~3 -
10551168*s3*s572xh~3 + 1890944*xs573*h~3 + 7087104*s2*xs3*xs6*xh"3 + 5656320*%s3"2x%
s6*h~3 + 1651968*s2*sb5*s6*h~3 + 2407680*s3*sb*xs6*xh~3 - 59520*s5°2*xs6*h~3 -
58752*xs2%s6"2*xh~3 - 42624*s3*xs6°2%xh~3 - 9984*sb*xs6"2xh~3 - 64*s6°3xh~3 +
1187592192%s2*s3*h~4 + 1880381952*xs3°2*h~4 + 265006080*s2*xs5*xh~4 + 812934144%s3
*sb*h~4 + 32237568*s572xh~4 - 20653056*s2*xs6*xh~4 - 49351680*s3*s6*xh~4 -
9967104*s5*xs6*xh~4 + 345600%s6°2*xh~"4 - 1903564800%*s2*h~5 - 7759079424*xs3*h"~5 -
1591031808*s5*h~5 + 123669504*xs6*h"5 + 11418402816*h"6;
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g4:=1224%s3°7 + 3792%s376*sb - 46800*s2*xs374%xs572 - 20564*s3°5xs572 - 79680%*s2%*s3
“3*%*s573 - 40856*s374*s5°3 + 1680*s2*s372%xs574 - 374*s373%s574 + 27600*s2*s3*sb5
"5 + 13988*s372%*s5°5 - 5580*%s2*s576 - 2665*%s3*s576 - 22*xs577 + 670152%xs376*h +
26777472%s2*xs3 " 4xsb5*h + 14457920*%s3 " 5xs5*%h + 27403200*%s2*s3"3*%s572%xh +
13581308*s374*s572%h - 17123904*s2%s372%xs573*xh - 8575280%s37"3*s573*h - 7057920%
s2%s3*s574*h - 3318902*s372%sb”4xh + 3338448+*s2*xs57°5xh + 1331704%*s3*s575%h +
78251*s576*%h + 120768*s2*s3 4*xs6*xh + 66096*s3 " 5%xs6*h + 204416*s2*s3 " 3*sb5*s6*h +
114464%s3 " 4xsbxs6*xh - 142720%s2*xs3 " 2xsb5 " 2%xs6*xh - 67136%s373%sb " 2xs6*xh -
179968*s2*xs3*s5"3*s6*h - 93248%s3"2%xs57°3*xs6xh + 58512*xs2*xs574xs6xh + 28460xs3*
s574*xs6*%h + 264*xs575xs6*h - 8650305696*s2*%s374*xh~2 - 4002683936*s3°5xh~2 -
14959662720%s2*s3 " 3*sbxh”2 - 6856974368*s3 " 4*xsb*h”~2 - 3459567584*%s2%s3 " 2%sb~2%h
"2 - 1619872288%s3°3*%s572xh”"2 + 1631518720*s2*s3*s57°3*xh~2 + 743089904*s3"2%*s5
“3*h"2 + 44906280*s2*xs574*xh~2 + 48051640%*s3*s574*xh~2 - 22136400*s5°5*h"2 +
53976320*%s2*xs3 " 3*xs6*xh™2 + 28303472*s3"4*s6*h"2 + 128916096*s2*s3 " 2*xsbxs6*xh”2 +
63843648*s3 " 3*%sb*s6*h”2 + 5531008*s2*s3*sb " 2*%xs6*xh”2 + 2665024*s37"2*xs572%s6*xh”~2
- 27134208%s2*s573*s6*h”2 - 11018304*s3*sb5 " 3*s6*xh~2 - 884100*s574*xs6*h~2 +
352512%s2%s372%s6"2*xh"2 + 184416%s373%s672*%h"2 + 278272%s2*xs3*sb*s672xh"2 +
149184%s3 " 2*xsb*s6"2*¥h"2 - 200256*s2*s572%xs672xh~"2 - 99760%*s3*sb572*%s6"2*h"2 -
1056*s5°3*s6"2xh~2 + 516653715456*s2*xs3°3*h~3 + 263589240192*s374*xh"~3 +
484361825920*%xs2*xs3 " 2*xs5xh~3 + 278148291968*s3"3*s5*h~3 + 48513480448%*s2*s3%*s5
“2*h~3 + 38458271328%s372%xs572%xh"3 - 10359552576*s2*%s57°3*xh~3 - 13327529920%s3*
s573*h~"3 - 254963456*s574*h~3 - 14139669632*%s2*xs3 " 2*xs6*h”"3 - 6383331328*s3"3%*s6
*h~3 - 9563209216*s2*s3*sb*xs6xh~3 - 4488508992*s3 " 2*xsb*s6*h~3 + 294902016*s2*s5
“2%s6xh”3 + 92512768%s3*s572*xs6*h”"3 + 179583360*s573*s6*xh~3 + 98552320*s2*s3*s6
“2xh~3 + 46508640%s372%xs6"2xh"3 + 55121664*s2*xsb*s6"2¥h"3 + 22765952%xs3*xsb*s6
“2*h~3 + 3316752%s572%s67°2*xh~3 + 221952%s2*s673*h~3 + 114240%s3*s6°3*h~3 +
1408*sb5*xs67"3*h~3 - 7578572244480*s2*s372*xh~4 - 5917873162752*xs3"3*h"4 -
3908513912832*s2*s3*sb5*h~4 - 4290578293248*s3 " 2%xsb*xh”4 - 184908562560*s2%s5~2%h
"4 - 351150788736*s3*s5"2xh~"4 + 62583639424*xs573*h"4 + 225002594304*s2*s3*s6*h
"4 + 166476388608*s3 " 2*xs6*h"4 + 55674839808*s2*xs5*xs6*xh”4 + 76642562304*s3*s5%s6
*h~4 - 1751409024*s572%s6*h~4 - 1933117056%*s2*s67°2xh~"4 - 1197765504*s3*s6"2*xh"4
- 364151040*sb5*s67"2*h"4 - 4129472xs6°3*h"4 + 38553253060608*s2*s3*h~5 +
58922313076224*s3"2*xh~5 + 8872947753984*s2*sb*xh"5 + 26426257744896%*s3*sb5*h”5 +
1107358166016*s57"2xh~"5 - 687110999040*s2*xs6*xh~5 - 1576478785536*s3*s6*h~5 -
336460829184*s5*xs6*h”5 + 11296544256*xs6"2*h"5 - 63399291660288*s2*xh"6 -
252407226636288*s3*h"6 - 53281131595776*xs5*xh"6 + 4111788303360*s6*xh"6 +
380265217671168*h"7;

S:= Surface(P3, [gl,g2,g3,g41);

D:=SingularSubscheme (S);

IC:=IrreducibleComponents (D) ;

5 for i in [1,2,3,4,5] do

print EliminationIdeal(Ideal(IC[i]) ,{s1,s2,s3,h});
end for;

IsRational (S); False
IsReduced (S); True
IsIrreducible(S); True

3 IsSingular(S); True

#irreducible components
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R.<a,b,s1,s2,s3>=QQ[]
A=AffineSpace (R)
gl=-a*bxsl + 4*xa”~2 - 4*axb + 4%b~"2 + s1 + 12
g2=-a"2*xb"2*xs2 + 4*a"4 - 12*%a”3%b + 22*%a”"2*b"2 - 12xa*xb”3 + 4*b"4 + 2*axb*s2 + 28x%
a”2 - b2*%xaxb + 28%b"2 - s2 + 54
g3 =-8%a”4 + 28*a"3*%b - 36*a"2%b”"2 + 28*axb”"3 - 8*b~"4 - 60*xa"2 + 96%ax*b - 60xb"2 -
108 - s3x(a”2*b"2 - 2xaxb + 1)

1= s272 - 24%s2*h - 4%s3*h + 108xh~2
2= s2%s3 + 36%s2*xh + 6%s3*xh - 216%h~2
h3= s372 - 108*s2*h - 36*xs3*xh + 648%h~2
4= s1 - 2xs2 - s3 + 12xh

I=R.ideal ([h1,h2,h3,h4] +[gl,g2,g3])
J=I.elimination_ideal ([s1,s2,s3])
J2=J.saturation(R.ideal (a*b-1)) [0]

for G in J2.gens():

print (G.factor ())

#irreducible components

55 R.<a,b,sl1,s82,s3>=QQ1[]

A=AffineSpace (R)

7 gl=-ax*xb*sl + 4%a”2 - 4xa*b + 4*b"2 + sl + 12

g2=-a"2%b"2xs2 + 4*a"4 - 12*%xa”3xb + 22*%a"2*%b"2 - 12%a*xb"3 + 4xb"4 + 2*axbxs2 + 28x
a2 - b2%xaxb + 28*%b"2 - s2 + 54

g3 =-8*a"4 + 28xa”"3*b - 36*a”"2*xb”"2 + 28*axb”"3 - 8*b"4 - 60*a”2 + 96*a*xb - 60*b"2 -
108 - s3*(a”2*%b"2 - 2%axb + 1)

h=1

hl= 5272 - 3048%*s2*xh - 1372*xs3*h + 13500%h~2

h2=s2%*s3 + 6408*s2*xh + 2886xs3xh - 28512xh~2

h3=s3"2 - 13500*s2*xh - 6084*xs3*xh + 60264xh~2

h4=s1 - 2%xs2 - s3 + 12x%h

I=R.ideal ([h1,h2,h3,h4] +[gl,g2,g3]1)

J=I.elimination_ideal ([s1,s82,s3])

J2=J.saturation(R.ideal (a*b-1)) [0]

for G in J2.gens():
print (G.factor ())

#irreducible components
R.<a,b,s1,s2,s3>=QQ[]

A=AffineSpace (R)

gl=-a*b*xsl + 4%xa”2 - 4*xaxb + 4%b~"2 + s1 + 12

) g2=-a”2%b"2%s2 + 4xa”4 - 12%a"3%b + 22%a"2*%b"2 - 12*%xa*b”"3 + 4*b"4 + 2xa*b*s2 + 28x*

a"2 - b2xaxb + 28%xb"2 - s2 + b4

7 g3 =-8*xa”"4 + 28*a"3*%b - 36*a"2*%b"2 + 28*xa*b”"3 - 8*b"4 - 60*xa”"2 + 96*axb - 60*xb"2 -

108 - s3*x(a”"2*b"2 - 2%xaxb + 1)
h=1
h1=s3"3 + b549%*s3°2*%h - 3037500%s2*h~2 - 1333908*s3*h~2 + 14819112%h"~3
h2=s2"2 - 7/30%s3"2 + 102*s2*h + 238/5*s3*xh - 2808/5*h~2
h3=s2*83 + 29/60%*s3°2 - 117*s2*h - 273/5*s3*h + 3078/5xh"2

2 hd4=s1 - 2%s2 - s3 + 12%*h

I=R.ideal ([h1,h2,h3,h4] +[gl,g2,g3])
J=I.elimination_ideal ([s1,s82,s3])
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J2=J.saturation(R.ideal (a*b-1)) [0]
for G in J2.gens():
print (G.factor ())

4. AUTOMORPHISM LOCI IN My

As for Az we utilize Miasnikov, Stout, and Williams [34] to determine the possible components
of A4 and their dimensions. Unlike in M3, in My there are no automorphism groups other than
cyclic and dihedral ones.

Lemma 4.1. When deg(f) = 4, Aut(f) must either be Cy, C3, Cy4, C5, D3, or D5. The dimensions
of A4(T") for these groups are given by

(1) dimA4(CQ) = 3,dim.A4(Cg) = 2, dim.A4(C4) = 1, and dimA4(C'5) =0.

(2) dim A4(D3) =1, and dim A4(D5) = 0.
Moreover,

(4) Ay(Cy) C Ag(Co).

(5) .A4(D3) C A4(03).

(6) .A4(D5) C .A4(C5).
Proof. Which groups occur and the dimensions are calculated in Section 2 of MSW [34]. The second
half follows from the observation that if G is a subgroup of H, then Az(H) C A4(G). O

The analysis in My for functions whose automorphism group contains cyclic and dihedral groups
is more or less the same as in M3 — in particular, we made use of the fact that for a function f, if
Aut(f) D C), then the equivalence class of f in My can be written as f = z - ¥ (2"), where ¢ is a
rational function [45, Proposition 7.3].

4.1. A4(Cs) and A4(Ds).

Proposition 4.2. The loci A4(C5) and A4(Ds5) both are the single conjugacy class given by
f(2) =

Proof. The only form 1) can take such that z-1(2°) is degree four is when 1 (2%) = 395 Where ab # 0.
We can divide through by a to write z - 1(2°) = CZ%; and since this is conjugate to f(z) = Z%, we
know that A4(Cj5) is just a point in My. Furthermore, Aut(f) = D5 so that A4(C5) = A4(D5). O

4.2. A4(Cy).

Proposition 4.3. The locus A4(C}y) is an irreducible curve in My, given by the 1-parameter family
fr(z) = Z]:;Sl for k # 0.

Proof. Functions of the form f(z) = z - ¢(2%) have degree 4 only when

azt+b bz
fi(z) = or fa(z) = m»

3

cz
where all the coefficients must be nonzero (or else we have a drop in degree due to cancellation).
Thus, in both cases we can divide through by the coefficient of z* to have two-parameter families.

— 24+l§21 % 0
0 1

Then in the first case, we can conjugate fi(z) = .5~ via the matrix o = [

to get a one-

parameter family f{(z) = 2;:231, which is what we should expect since the dimension of this locus is

4
1 by Lemma In the second case, we can conjugate fo(z) = -2 by the matrix 8 = [\/OE (1)]

24 +ko
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kz

to get a one-parameter family f5(z) = A4 These two one-parameter families are conjugate via

[(1) (1)] , so they are the same family in the moduli space. O

4.3. A4(Cs) and A4(D3).

_ 2k
- k223+1'

Proof. By Lemma the locus A4(C3) is dimension 2 and functions of the form f(z) = z - ¥(23)
have degree 4 only when

Proposition 4.4. The locus A4(Cs) is given by the family fi, ,(2)

az* + bz
& ="mva
where a # 0 and d # 0. Thus, dividing through by a, we get the 3-parameter family
2+ k2
O = ar ks

3
where k3 # 0. Conjugating via the matrix a = [ Ok3 (1)], we get

fa(z) _ (\3/%2)4"‘]{71%2. 1 . k32’4+k‘12 24+I€1/k32’

kz(%z)?’ + k3 % N koksz3 + ks - koz3 4+ 1

Renaming k; = ki /ks and ko = ko, we see that f*(z) = zz}ﬁi Thus, every degree 4 rational map

with a C3 automorphism is conjugate to a map of the form

2+ k2
Jr ko (2) = m
O

Recall that D3 is generated by a1(z) = (32 and ag(z) = 1/z, where (3 is a primitive third root
of unity. Maps with automorphism group containing (3z are described in Proposition SO we
can start with that family and see which members additionally have as as automorphism.

Proposition 4.5. The locus A4(D3) is an irreducible curve in My given by the family fi(z) =
2 tkz

kz3+1°
Proof. Let fr, k,(2) = zzjgkii We compute
4

02 (1) = Zt ka2

1,k2 k‘123 +1
So for fi, k,(2) = fi, (2) we must have k1 = ko. O
4.4. A4(Co).
Proposition 4.6. The locus A4(Cs) is given by the 3-parameter family fi, k, k4(2) = %

Proof. By Lemma [4.1] we know the automorphism loci of Cy in the moduli space has dimension 3.
Furthermore, we know that a degree 4 map f has a Cy automorphism if and only if it is of the form

azt +b22 +¢ az’ + bz
filz) = ————— or fo(2) =

dz3 + ez At d2+ e
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First observe that for the family f2(z), we can conjugate by the matrix § = [? (1)] to obtain
fﬁ() c+dz? + ezt
)= ———
2 az + bz3

Thus, the families f; and fo are the same in moduli space, so we consider only fi(z). For fi(z) to
be degree 4, we need a # 0 and ¢ # 0. Dividing through by a, we get
4 2
z25 + klz + ]{?2
fi(z) = 3
ksz3 + kyz

4
where k2 # 0. Conjugating via the matrix a = { ;2 (1)], we get

)

(%)4z4+k1(%)2z2+k2 1 _Z +\ﬁ2z +1

az: . — .
Y R 2 B O o s

Renaming k1 = -2, and ko = k3, and k3 =

—H- we see that every f; map is conjugate to a map

\/IT \/E

of the form
24 k2241

fk1,k2,k3(z) = k23 + ksz

5. GEOMETRY OF CERTAIN AUTOMORPHISM LOCI IN My

In this section, we examine the geometry of automorphism loci A4(T") C Ms. Similar to the
methods in Section [3] we study the embedding via multiplier invariants

Tt My — AP

] = (o™, o)

and the geometry of the image of this embedding.
5.1. A4(Cy). We start with the family fi.(z) = % +1 for k # 0.

Lemma 5.1. The maps
@ : A\ {0} = My
k= [fi]
and
p(AT\ {0}) — A

[fk] = (051)7 051)7 U§1)7 04(11))

are injective.

Proof. We show the composition 71 o ¢ is injective, and thus, both maps are injective.
Consider the ideal generated by

(01(k1), 02(k1), 03(k1), 04(k1)) = (01(k2), 02(k2), 03(k2), 04 (k2).
Computing its lexicographic Groebner basis, we get two generators:
k2 4 8ky — k3 — 8k,
k1k3 + 8kiky + 16k; — k3 — 8k3 — 16k,.
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These factor as
(k1 — ko) (k1 + k2 + 8),
(ky — ko) (ko + 4)2.

The first says that for fi, and fi, to have the same fixed point multiplier invariants, we must have

ki1 = ko or ko = —4. However, if k9 = —4, then the second generator tells us that k; = —4 and we

are still in the case k1 = ko. Thus, the map ¢ and the map 7 are one-to-one.

R.<kl,k2>=PolynomialRing (QQ, order=’lex’)

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

fi=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + y~4, klxx~3xy])

f2=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + y~4, k2xx"3xy])

sl=f1l.sigma_invariants (1)

s2=f2.sigma_invariants (1)

I=R.ideal ([s1[i].numerator () *s2[i].denominator () -s2[i].numerator () *s1[i].
denominator () for i in range (4)])

I.groebner_basis ()

0

Proposition 5.2. The curve in A* given by the image of 71 on the family fi(z) = Zzzﬁl of A4(Cy)
is given by the system of equations

0 = 3603 + 30309 + 22207 — 960109 — 803 + 2400, — 56003 — 800
0= —120% — 0109 — 1401 + 3205 + 603 + 40
0 = 1440? — 03 + 2880 — 44809 + 3604 — 640.

It is a singular irreducible curve of genus 0 and the singularity corresponds to the rational map
4
Proof. The fixed point multiplier invariants give the equations
0= (k* — 12k + 16) — koy
0 = (—12k> + 70k* — 144k + 96) — k%09
0 = (54k* — 252k3 + 528k? — 576k 4 256) — k303
0 = (—108k” + 513k* — 1008k> + 1120k* — 768k + 256) — k' .

Saturating by the ideal (k) and looking at the generators gives the stated equations. Using Sage,
we can determine that these relations define a singular, irreducible curve of genus 0 in A3. The
only point of singularity is (—20, 160, —640,1280) and it corresponds to the rational map in the
statement.

R.<k,sl1,s2,s3,s4>=PolynomialRing (QQ)

S=[s1,s2,s3,s4]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

f=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + y~4, k*xx"3*y])

sl=f.sigma_invariants (1)

I=R.ideal ([s1[i].numerator ()-s1[i].denominator () *S[i] for i in range(4)])
J=R.ideal (k)

I=I.saturation(J) [0]

I.elimination_ideal (k)

R.<s1,s2,s3,s4>=QQ[]
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fl1=s2*s3 - 6*xsl*xs4 + 150*s1 - 100*s2 + 50*xs3 - 200

£f2=30*s1*s3 + 3*s372 - 8*s2*s4 - 600*xsl + 400*s2 - 240*s3 - 160*xs4 + 800
£3=45%s52"2 + 12%s372 - 32*s2*xs4 - 2400*s1 + 1600*s2 - 960*s3 - 340xs4 + 3200
f4=136*s1*s2 - 3%s372 + 8%s2%*s4 - 750xsl + 320*s2 - 570xs3 - 320*s4 + 1000

; £56=1620%s172 + 3*s372 - 8%s2*xs4 + 2640*s1 - 4640*s2 - 240%s3 + 320%xs4 - 6400

f6=6%*s3"3 + 3*s372%s4 - 96%*s1%*s472 - 8*s2*xs472 - 1035%s372 + 1200*sl1*s4 - 440%*s2x*
s4 + 1200*s3*s4 + 320*s4°2 + 126000*xs1 - 84000*s2 + 42000*s3 - 1600*xs4 - 168000

I=R.ideal ([f1,f2,f3,f4,£f5,f6])

gfan=I.groebner_fan ()

for G in gfan:
if len(G) <= 3:

print (G)

G1=[s1"3 + 1/12%s17°2%s2 + 37/6xs1°2 - 8/3*s1*s2 - 2/9%s272 + 20/3*xsl - 140/9%s2 -
200/9, -2*%s1"2 - 1/6%sl1*s2 - 7/3*sl + 16/3xs2 + s3 + 20/3, 4%s1°2 - 1/36*s272 +
8*xsl - 112/9*s2 + s4 - 160/9]

Gl = [G1[0]1%36, G1[1]1*6, G1[2]*36]

A=AffineSpace (R)

X=A.curve (G1)

X.genus ()

: X.is_irreducible ()

X.singular_points ()

#map associated to singularity
R.<k>=PolynomialRing (QQ)
S=[-20,160,-640,1280]
P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)
f=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + y~4, kxx"3xy])

7 sl=f.sigma_invariants (1)

I=R.ideal ([s1[i].numerator()-s1[i].denominator () *S[i] for i in range(4)])
I

5.2. A4(D3). We now move on to the family fi(z) = Z;rfi with k # +1.
Lemma 5.3. The maps

Q: Al & My

k= [fx]
and
(Al - At
fil e (01" 03 o3, 031

are injective.

Proof. We show the composition 71 o ¢ is injective, and thus, both maps are injective.
We want to compute the ideal generated by

(01(k1), 02(k2), 03(k1), 04(k1)) = (01(k2), 02(k2), 03(k2), 04(k2)).
This gives the ideal generated by
k2 + 8ky — k3 — 8k,
k1k3 + 8kiko + 16k; — k3 — 8k3 — 16k,.
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This ideal is the same as the ideal considered in the proof of Lemma [5.1] so the result follows at
once.

R.<k1,k2>=PolynomialRing (QQ, order=’lex’)

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R, 1)

fi=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + kilxx*xy~3, kl*x 3*xy+y~4])

f2=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + k2*xx*xy~3, k2*x " 3*y+y~4])

sl=f1.sigma_invariants (1)

s2=f2.sigma_invariants (1)

I=R.ideal ([s1[i].numerator ()*s2[i].denominator () -s2[i].numerator () *s1[i].
denominator () for i in range (4)])

I.groebner_basis ()

0

Proposition 5.4. The curve given by the image of 71 on the family fi(z) = ;i;rﬁ of A4(D3) is
defined by

0 =0} — 1403 — To%09 + 6707 + 440109 + 1205 — 36001 — 16009 + 1200
0 =0} + 20% — 40109 — 2107 — 209 + 903 + 60
0= —203 + 507 4 80109 — 48071 — 3209 + 904 + 240.
It is a singular irreducible curve of genus 0, and the singularity (—20, 160, —640, 1280) corresponds
to the rational map
24— 4z
f=—m
—4z° 41
Proof. The fixed point multiplier invariants give the equations
0= (2k* — 4k +12) — (k+ 1)oy
0= (k" — 10k> + 25Kk% — 24k 4 48) — (k* + 2k + 1)0
0 = (—6k° + 24k* — 62k> 4 60k* + 64) — (k* + 3k* + 3k + 1)o3
0= (12k° — 52k* + 96k — 144k* + 128k) — (K + 3k* + 3k + 1)04.

Eliminating k gives the stated equations involving only the fixed point multiplier invariants. Choos-
ing an appropriate monomial ordering, we arrive at the stated relations. These relations define a
singular, irreducible curve of genus 0 in A%. The only point of singularity is (—20, 160, —640, 1280).
This choice of fixed point multiplier invariants corresponds to the rational map in the statement.

R.<k,sl1,s2,s3,s4>=PolynomialRing (QQ)

S=[s1,s2,s83,s4]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

f=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + k*x*xy~3, k*x"3*y+y~4])

sl=f.sigma_invariants (1)

I=R.ideal([s1[i].numerator ()-s1[i].denominator () *S[i] for i in range(4)1])
.ideal (k-1)

.saturation (J) [0]

.elimination_ideal (k)

g H 4
[}
H H o

R.<s1,s2,s3,s4>=QQ[]
f1,£f2,f3,f4,f5,f6=J.gens ()
I=R.ideal ([f1,f2,£f3,f4,£f5,£f6])
gfan=I.groebner_fan ()

5 for G in gfan:

if len(G) <= 3:
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print (G)

Gl=[s1"4 - 14%s1°3 - 7xs172*%s2 + 67*s172 + 44*xsl*xs2 + 12*s2°2 - 360*sl - 160%s2 +
1200, 1/9%s1°3 + 2/9*s1°2 - 4/9*s1*s2 - 7/3%sl - 2/9%s2 + 83 + 20/3, -2/9xs1°3
+ 5/9%s172 + 8/9*xs1%*s2 - 16/3%sl - 32/9%s2 + s4 + 80/3]

Gl1 = [G1[0], G1[1]1%9, G1[2]%9]

A=AffineSpace (R)

X=A.curve (G1)

print (X.genus ())

print(X.is_irreducible ())

print (X.singular_points ())

" #map associated to singularity
3 R.<k>=PolynomialRing (QQ)

S=[-20,160,-640,1280]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

f=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + y~4, k*xx"3*y])

sl=f.sigma_invariants (1)

I=R.ideal ([s1[i].numerator()-s1[i].denominator () *S[i] for i in range (4)]1)
I

5.3. A4(C3). Now we move on to study the family fi, r,(2) = ;i;kﬁ, with k1kg # 1.

Lemma 5.5. The map
¢1A2\{]{11]€2:1}—>M4
(k17k2) = [fk’l,kz]

is two-to-one. The map
1t (A2 {k1ke = 1}) — A3

il = (o1 05", o)
is injective.
Proof. To compute the degree of ¢, we consider the ideal generated by
(01(k1, ko), 0a(k1, k), 03(k1, k2)) = (01(t1,t2), 02(t1,t2), o3(t1, t2))

as an ideal in K[ky, k], where K is the function field Q(¢1,t2). This forms a zero dimensional
variety, and Singular (via Sage) computes the degree of its projective closure as 2. For (almost)
every choice of (t1,t2) we have two pairs (k1, k2) € {(t1,12), (t2,t1)} and one can easily verify that

Jriko and fi, &, are conjugate via a(z) = ;.

R.<k1,k2,t1,t2>=QQ[]
P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)
fl=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + kl*xxy~3, k2*xx " 3*y+y~4])
f2=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + tl*xxy~3, t2*xx " 3*xy+y~4])
sl=f1.sigma_invariants (1)
s2=f2.sigma_invariants (1)
A=AffineSpace (R)
I=R.ideal ([s1[i].numerator () *s2[i].denominator ()-s2[i].numerator () *xs1[i].

denominator () for i in range(3)1])
J1=R.ideal ([t1*t2-1])
J2=R.ideal ([k1xk2-1])
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11 I=I.saturation(J1) [0]

12 I=I.saturation (J2) [0]

13

14 S.<t1,t2>=QQ[]

15 A.<kl,k2>=AffineSpace(FractionField(S) ,2)
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16 F=(2*k1°3 - 3*k172xk2 - 3*xk1xk272 + 2xk273 - 6xk172%tl - 3*xkl1*k2*xtl - 6%xk2°2*%tl +
6xkl*xt172 + 6xk2*t172 - 2%t173 - 6xk172%t2 - 3*kl*xk2*xt2 - 6xk272*xt2 + 3xkl*xtlx*
t2 + 3xk2*tl1*xt2 + 3*%xtl172%xt2 + 6xkl*t272 + 6xk2*t272 + 3*tl1*xt272 - 2%t273 - b4x
k1xk2 + B54xt1*xt2 + 72%xkl + 72xk2 - 72*xtl - 72xt2, 2*%xk172xt1*t2 + k1xk2*xtl1*t2 +
2xk272%t1*t2 - kl*xtl172%t2 - k2xt172%xt2 - t173*%t2 - kl*tl*t272 - k2xtl*xt2°2 + ti
T2%t272 - t1%t273 + 6kklxtl*t2 + 6*%k2*xtlxt2 - 6*%tl172%t2 - 6xtl*t2°2 - 2%xk1°2 -
k1xk2 - 2%xk272 - 8*xklxtl - 8xk2*tl + 10*t172 - 8*xklx*xt2 - 8xk2*t2 + 17*xtl*t2 +
10xt272 + 12xk1 + 12xk2 - 12*xtl1 - 12*%t2, b5xk1*k2°3 - 2*%xk2°4 + 6%kl1"2*%xk2*xtl + 3%
k1*k272%xtl1 + 6%xk2°3%xtl - 8*xkl*k2%t172 - 6*%xk272%xt172 + 2%k2*xt17°3 + 6%kl "2%k2*t2
+ 3xk1*k272*%t2 + 6*%k27°3*%t2 - 4*xk1*xk2*tl*xt2 - 3*xk272*%xtl1*t2 + kl*xtl 2*%xt2 - 2*xk2x*
t172%t2 - t17°3%t2 - 8*%k1xk2*xt272 - 6*%k272*%t272 + kl*tl1*xt2°2 - 2xk2*t1*t272 + 2x%
t172%t2°2 + 2xk2*t273 - t1*t2°3 + 2%k1°2*%k2 + 56*xk1*k2°2 - 20*xk1l*k2*tl - 20*xklx*
k2*%t2 + 14xk1*tl1*t2 - 40*xk2*xtl1xt2 + 4*xtl172%t2 + 4xt1*xt2°2 - 14xk1°2 - 107*xk1*k2

- 86xk272 + 8xklx*tl + 80*k2*tl + 6xt172 + 8xkl*t2 + 80*k2*xt2 + 19%tl*xt2 + 6%t2
"2 + 68%kl + 68%k2 - 68%tl - 68%t2, k172xk272 + 2%kl " 2xk2%xtl + 2*xkl1*xk272*%tl1 -
2xk1*k2*t172 + 2xk172%xk2*t2 + 2xk1*k272%t2 - k1lxk2*xtl*t2 - klxtl172%xt2 - k2x*tl
T2%t2 + t173%t2 - 2*%k1xk2xt272 - k1xt1*xt272 - k2*t1*xt272 - 2xt172%t272 + tl1x*t2
"3 + 10*%k17°2%xk2 + 10*k1*xk272 + 8*xklxk2*tl + 8*xkl*xk2*xt2 - 14xkl*xtlxt2 - 14%xk2x*xtl
*t2 - 4*%xt172*%t2 - 4%t1*t2°2 - 6%xk172 + kl1*k2 - 6*%k272 + 8xkl*tl + 8*xk2*xtl - 2%
t172 + 8*xkl*xt2 + 8xk2*xt2 - 17*xtl*xt2 - 2%t272 - 44xkl - 44%xk2 + 44%xtl + 44x%t2,
3xk1*k2*%xt172%t2 - 3*xkl*xtl173*xt2 - 3*xk2*%xtl173*%xt2 + 3*%xtl174*xt2 + 3xk1l*k2*xtl1*xt2°2 +
2xk1*t172%t272 + 2xk2*t172*%t272 - 2%xt173*%t272 - 3xkl*tl1*t2°3 - 3*xk2*tl1*t2°3 -
2%t172%t27°3 + 3xtl1*xt274 + 42%k1xk2*xtl1*t2 - 12*%kl*t172*xt2 - 12*%k2*xt172*xt2 + 12%
t17°3%xt2 - 12xk1*t1*t272 - 12%k2*tl1*t272 - 18*%t172*%t272 + 12*xt1*xt2°3 - 6%kl "2*xtl

+ 21xk1*k2*%tl - 6*%k272*%tl1 + 24*xkl1*xt172 + 24*%xk2*xt172 - 18*xt1°3 - 6%kl "2xt2 +
21xk1*k2*xt2 - 6*%xk272*%t2 - 52xkl*xtl*xt2 - 52*xk2*%xtl1*xt2 + 13*xtl172*%t2 + 24*xk1*t272 +

24*xk2*%t272 + 13*xtl1*t272 - 18*%t2°3 + 12%k1°2 - 90xkl1*k2 + 12*xk2°2 - 12*xklx*xtl -
12*%k2*xt1 - 12xk1*t2 - 12*%xk2*t2 + 114*t1*xt2 + 56*xkl + 56*k2 - 56*xtl - 56*%t2, 3
k1xk272%xt1*t2 - 6%k273*%tl1*xt2 + 3*xk272*%xt172%t2 - 3xkl*tl173%t2 + 3*tl~4*t2 + 3*k2
T2%xt1xt272 + 2%k1*t172%t272 - k2xt172%xt272 - 2%xt173%xt272 - 3xklxtl1*xt2°3 - 2*t1l
T2%t2°3 + 3*xtl1*xt274 + 24xk1*k2*xtl1xt2 - 18*%k272*tl1xt2 - 12xk1*xtl1~2*%xt2 + 6*xk2*tl
T2%t2 + 12%t17°3%t2 - 12*%k1xtl1*t272 + 6*%k2xtl1*xt272 - 18*%t172%xt272 + 12*%t1%xt2°3 -

3xk1*k2°2 + 6%xk27°3 - 6*%k1°2*%xtl1l - 3*xkl*xk2*xtl + 18%xk272%tl + 24*xkl1*tl1°2 - 6*%k2x*
t172 - 18%t17°3 - 6%kl172%t2 - 3*kl1xk2*t2 + 18*%k272*%t2 - 4*xklxtl*t2 - bb*xk2*xtl1x*xt2

+ 19%t172%t2 + 24*%k1*t272 - 6*xk2*xt272 + 19%t1*t272 - 18%t27°3 + 12*%xk172 - 18x%kl
*k2 - 24%k272 - 12%kl*xtl + 24%xk2*%xtl1l - 12*%kl1*xt2 + 24*%k2*t2 + 6xtl*xt2 + 8%kl + 8%
k2 - 8*%tl - 8%t2, 30%k2°5 + 42*%xk274*xtl1 + 234*k172*xk2*t172 + 102*xk1*k2°2*xt1°2 -
306*xk27°3*%t1°2 - 102*xk1*k2*xt1°3 + 366*xk272*%t1°3 - 132xk2*t1°4 + 42xk274*t2 -
285%k27"3*%tl1*xt2 + 243*%xk272%xt172xt2 + 234xk172xk2*%xt2°2 + 102*%k1*xk272*%xt27°2 - 306%
k273%t272 + 243%k272*%t1*t272 - 416%k1*t172%t272 - 119%k2*t172*%t272 - 52*%xt1°3*%xt2
"2 - 102*%xk1xk2*xt2°3 + 366*%k272%xt2°3 - 52xt172%t273 - 132*%k2*t274 + 444%xk2°4 +
1896*xk1"2*xk2*xtl + 48xk1*xk272*%xtl1l - 1332*xk273xt1 + 1356*xk1*xk2*xt1°2 + 1332*xk272xtl
T2 - 444xk2*%t1°3 + 1896%k172%k2*%xt2 + 48xk1*k272*%t2 - 1332%xk273*%t2 + 180xk1l*k2x*
tl1*t2 + 552%xk272*xtl1*t2 - 2112%xk1*t172%t2 + 72xk2*t172*%t2 - 696*xt1°3*t2 + 1356%
k1xk2*t272 + 1332*xk272%t272 - 2112%k1*xtl1*t272 + 72%k2*xtl1*t272 - 1416*%xt172%xt272
- 444xk2*%xt2°3 - 696*%tl1*xt2°3 + 7209%kl17"2xk2 - 2628*%k1x*xk2°2 - 822%k2°3 - 204xkl
“2xtl + 10362*xk1*k2*xtl1 + 3300%xk272xtl1 - 1056*k1xt1°2 - 3738*%xk2*t1°2 + 1260*t1°3

- 204%k1°2*%t2 + 10362*%k1*xk2*xt2 + 3300*%k2°2*%t2 - 6680*kl*xtl*xt2 - 3029*xk2*xtl1*t2
- 6949%xt172%t2 - 1056*xk1*t272 - 3738*xk2*t272 - 6949*%xtl1*t2°2 + 1260*%xt2°3 - 3096%
k172 + 22026*%xk1*k2 + 8940%k2°2 - 1560*kl*tl - 13596*k2*tl + 4656*%t1°2 - 1560%*kl
*t2 - 13596*%k2*t2 - 6870*tlxt2 + 4656*xt272 - 42488*kl - 42488%k2 + 42488x*tl1 +
42488*%xt2, 9xk1*xtl1 3*xt272 + 9*xk2*xt173*xt272 - 9*%xt174*%xt272 - 12*xk1*xk2*xt1*t2"3 -
11*xk1*xt172%xt27°3 - 11xk2*xt172%t273 + 2*%t17°3*%t273 + 12xkl1*tl1*xt2°4 + 12*xk2*tl1*xt274

+ 11%xt17°2%xt274 - 12*%t1*xt2°5 + 54*k1*£§“3*t2 + B4*k2xt1°3%xt2 - Bb4*xtl174*xt2 -
168*xk1*k2*t1*xt272 - 30*xk1l*xtl1 2*%xt272 - 30*%xk2*t172%t272 - 24*%t17°3%xt272 + 102*klx
t1*%t273 + 102%xk2*t1*xt273 + 96*%xt172*xt273 - 102*%xt1*t274 + 9xk1"2xk2*tl + 9*xklxk2
“2%xtl 4+ T2%xk1xk2*xt172 + 9%k172%k2*t2 + 9xkl1xk272*%xt2 - 732*%k1l*xk2*xtl*xt2 + 84xklx*
t172xt2 + 84*k2*xt172xt2 - 165*xt173xt2 + 24*%k172*%xt272 - 12xk1*k2*xt272 + 24%xk272x
t272 + 388*xkl*tl1*t272 + 388*k2*t1*t272 + 218%t172%t272 - 96*%xk1*t273 - 96*k2*t2
"3 - 289xt1*t273 + 72*xt2°4 - 18%k1°2%xk2 - 18%k1*k2°2 + 108%k17"2*tl - 252xk1x*xk2%*



17

18 X=A.subscheme (F)

19 X.dimension ()

20 X.projective_closure () .degree ()

O

It is interesting to note that 04(11) is determined uniquely by (ogl), oél), 0§1 ). This is not typical

)
for elements of My4. We do have the standard linear relationship between (o ; ) aél), él)) and aél)

for all maps in My, but the dependence of ail) is special to this family.

24 4kiz

r5as of A4(C3) under 7 is the surface

Proposition 5.6. The image of the family fi, ,(2) =
given by
0 = 97207 — 3240109 — 1350305 — bdoios + 3240103 + 162050903 — Yoios03 + 270303 + 64807
— 57240309 + 14040303 + 4800105 + 19203 + 5400503 — 1224030903 — 648010503 + 320503
— 108010903 + 118807 — 36720309 + 77760105 — 89605 + 53640303 — 3024010903 — 3840503
+ 14040102 + 6480203 + 10803 + 21600% — 57600102 + 384003 + 43200103 — 105600203
+ 216003 — 3360007 + 2880009 — 1760003 + 32000.

This surface is reduced, irreducible, and singular with singular locus given by the conjugacy classes
described by

(k1 k2) € {(0,4/3)} U{(—4,—4)} U{(9/4, —4)}
3 2
3 {( 3888t + 46656 3+ 18t > :t#OeQ}

5+ 21662 + 19442 92 1 2167 1 1044
ot —36 8-t
( 3124 3 )'teQ\{S}}
16 —t-3
) (%52 e

Proof. As usual, we first compute the fixed point multiplier invariants using only the first three:

1
o1 = m(k%kz + klk% — 6k1ko + 8k + 8ko — 12)
1h2 —

1

o9 = m(k%k% — 6k3k3 — 6Kk3k3 + Ok ky + 28Kk3KS 4 Ok k3 — 42k ko — 42k k3 + 18K3
+ 85k kg + 18k3 — 60k; — 60k + 48)

1

o3 = m(—ﬁki"k% + 21k{k3 + 21Kk3kS — 36k1k3 — SO0k k3 — 36k ky + 27k ko + 135k3 k3

+ 135k3k3 + 2Tk1ky — 90k ko — 210k k3 — 90k k3 + 153k ko + 153k k3
— 36k? — 180k kg — 36k3 + 96k + 96ky — 64).

We look at the ideal in Q[oy,09,03] generated by the defining equations of the invariants. We
saturate by the ideal (k1k2 — 1) to avoid degeneracy and eliminate the variables k; and ky. This
results in the surface defined by the equation in the statement.
Using Magma, we see that the surface is reduced, irreducible, and singular. Since this is a
hypersurface, we compute the singular locus as the points on the surface that also vanish on the
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partial derivatives of the defining equation. This variety has irreducible components

0=o03 =09

S
0=30; -4

g, - 0 = 1501 + 609 + 03 — 20
2710 = 3602 + 120505 + 02 — 320048005

0= 150709 + 80% — 180103 — 150071 + 8002 — 9003 + 200

0 = 9002 — 403 + 90103 + 18001 — 28009 — 400

0 = 9003 + 1280305 — 2880104 + 180003 — 49500103 + 12800203 — 121503
— 450000 + 3000002 — 14800073 + 60000.

Ss3:

The general procedure of analyzing the components is similar to the one used in Section 3: we
start with the ideal defined by the equations of the component along with the defining equations of
the fixed point multiplier invariants, eliminate (01,02, 03), and finally saturate by (kjke — 1). The
first component S; corresponds to the case k; = 0 and ko = 4/3.

The component Sy results in a rational curve given by

0= (k1 + ko + 8)(9k3ky — 14K2k3 + Ok k3 + 12k3 ko + 12k k3 + 4k ko — 48k — 48Ky + 64)
0= (ko +4)%(9K3 ko — 14k7K3 4 k1 k3 + 12k ko + 12k1 k3 + 4k1ko — 48k; — 48Ky + 64).

The common factor gives the rational curve parameterized in the statement. If ko = —4, then
either k1 = —4 or k1 = 4/9 give the other two singular points.
The component S3 results in a variety with the two irreducible components

0=~Fkiky+3ky—4 and kikoy+3k1—4=0.

These are conjugate by swapping (k1, k2) — (k2, k1) via z — % This gives the two curves and
and finishes the parameterization given in the statement.

I R.<k1,k2,s1,s2,s3>=PolynomialRing (QQ)

2 8=[s1,s2,s3]

3 P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

4 f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + klx*x*y~3, k2*x 3xy+y~4])

5 sl=f.sigma_invariants (1)

6 I=R.ideal ([s1[i].numerator ()-s1[i].denominator ()*S[i] for i in range (3)])
R.ideal (k1*k2-1)

I.saturation(J) [0]
I
i

Q0 ~
(S
1

elimination_ideal ([k1,k2])
print (len(J.gens ()))

12 #singular subscheme

13 R.<sl1,s2,s3>=PolynomialRing (QQ,3)

14 A=AffineSpace (R)

15 F=972xs1°5 - 324%s174xs2 - 13b5%s173%s272 - b4xs172%s273 + 324%sl1"4xs3 + 162%s173%
s2%s3 - 9%s172%s5272%s3 + 27*s173%s372 + 648%s174 - 5724%s173%s2 + 1404%xs1"2xs2
"2 + 480x%s1%xs2°3 + 192*%s274 + 540*%xs173*%s3 - 1224%s1"2%s2%s3 - 648*sl1*s272%s3 +
32%xs273*%s3 - 108*s1*s2%xs372 + 1188*s173 - 3672%s172*xs2 + 7776%*s1*xs272 - 896%*s2
“3 + b5364%s172%xs3 - 3024*xs1*s2*xs3 - 384*%s272%s3 + 1404*%xs1*s372 + 648*s2*xs372 +
108*s3°3 + 2160*%xs1°2 - 5760*%sl*xs2 + 3840%xs272 + 4320*%s1*xs3 - 10560*s2%*s3 +
2160*xs3°2 - 33600*xs1 + 28800*s2 - 17600%s3 + 32000

16 X=A.subscheme (F)

17 f1 = F.derivative(s1)
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18 £2
19 £3 F.derivative (s3)

20 Y=A.subscheme ([F,f1,£f2,£3])
21 Y.dimension ()

F.derivative (s2)

24 #singular components

25 R.<k1,k2,s1,s2,s3>=QQ[]

26 P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

27 f=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + kl*x*y~3, k2*xx"3*xy+y~4])
28 sig=f.sigma_invariants (1)

29 S=[s1,s2,s3]

31 #S1

32 £1=s3

33 £2=82

34 £3=3*%s1 - 4

35 I=R.ideal ([sig[i].numerator () -sigl[i].denominator () *S[i] for i in range(3)] + [f1,
£2,£31)

36 J=R.ideal (k1x*k2-1)

37 I=I.saturation(J) [0]

38 J=I.elimination_ideal ([s1,s82,s3])

30 A.<k1,k2>=AffineSpace(QQ,2)

10 X=A.subscheme ([9*k1*k2 - 12*k1 - 12*xk2 + 16, 9*k1°2 + 9%k2°2 - 16, 3*k2°3 - 4x*k2
~21)

41 X.rational_points ()

13 #82

14 R.<k1,k2,s1,s2,83>=QQ[]

15 P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (R, 1)

16 f=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + kil*x*xy~3, k2*x"3*y+y~4])
47 sig=f.sigma_invariants (1)

18 S=[s1,82,s83]

50 £1=16%s1 + 6%*s2 + s3 - 20

51 £2=36%s272 + 12%s2*s3 + s372 - 320%s2 + 80%*s3

52 I=R.ideal ([sig[i].numerator () -sig[i].denominator () *S[i] for i in range(3)] + [f1,
£21)

53 J=R.ideal (k1*k2-1)

54 I=I.saturation(J) [0]

55 J=I.elimination_ideal ([s1,s2,s3])

57 A.<k1,k2>=AffineSpace(QQ,2);

58 C=A.curve (gcd ([9*k1"4*k2 - 5*k1°3%k2°2 - 5*k17°2%k2°3 + 9*k1*k2°4 + 84*xkl"3*k2 -
88%k172%xk272 + 84xkl1xk2°3 + 100%k172%k2 + 100%xk1*xk272 - 48xkl1"2 - 64*klx*xk2 -
48%xk272 - 320*%k1l - 320%k2 + 512, 9%xk173%xk273 - 14xk1°2%k274 + 9*xkl1*k2"5 + 72xkl
"3%k272 - 100*xk1°2%xk2°3 + 84*k1x*xk27"4 + 144*xk1°3%xk2 - 128*%k17°2xk27°2 + 244*xk1x*k2
"3 + 192xk172%k2 + 176xk1*k272 - 48%k2°3 - 320%kl1*xk2 - 320%xk272 - 768%kl - 256%
k2 + 10241))

59 C.rational_parameterization ()

61 #83
62 R.<k1,k2,s1,s2,s3>=QQ1[]
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Ut [\

b B B B B |
C =W 0

~
~

78
79
80
81
82
83

84

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)
f=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + klx*xx*y~3, k2*x"3*xy+y~4])
sig=f.sigma_invariants (1)

; S=[s1,s2,s3]

f1=15*s1*s2 + 8%s272 - 18%*sl*s3 - 150*sl + 80*xs2 - 90*s3 + 200

£2=90%s172 - 4%s272 + 9xsl1xs3 + 180*sl - 280%xs2 - 400

£3=90%s27"3 + 128%s272%s3 - 288*sl1*s372 + 1800%s272 - 4950*s1x%*s3 + 1280*%s2%*s3 -
1215*s372 - 45000*s1 + 30000*s2 - 14800*s3 + 60000

I=R.ideal ([sig[i].numerator ()-sig[i].denominator () *S[i] for i in range(3)] + [f1,
£2,£31)

J=R.ideal (k1%k2-1)

I=I.saturation (J) [0]

J=I.elimination_ideal ([s1,s2,s3])

print (J)

) A.<kl,k2>=AffineSpace(QQ,2)

X=A.subscheme ([k1°4xk2°4 + 6%k1°4%k2"3 + 6%xk1°3*k2°4 + 9xk17"4*k2°2 + 20*k1°3*%k2"°3
+ 9xk172xk274 - 18%k1°3*%k272 - 18x%xk172*xk273 - 72%k173*%k2 - 111%k1°2*%xk2°2 - 72x%
k1*k2°3 + 72%k172%xk2 + 72*%xk1*xk272 + 144xk1°2 + 320*%xk1*xk2 + 144%*xk2°2 - 384x*kl -
384%k2 + 256])

X.irreducible_components ()

Y=A.curve (k1*xk2 + 3xk2 - 4)
Y.rational_parameterization ()

Y=A.curve (k1*k2 + 3%kl - 4)
Y.rational_parameterization ()

. 4 2
5.4. A4(C3). We now move on to the family fi, k, 1,(2) = %

This family has infinitely many conjugacy classes that have the same fixed point multiplier
invariants. Computing the multiplier invariants for points of period two was computationally
infeasible, but computing the multiplier invariants for the points of formal period two was possible.
We recall the defintion of dynatomic polynomials and formal periodic points. For a rational map
F(2) = &} define 1 (f) = F(2) — 2G(2) and ,(f) = 1(f") for n > 1. The roots of ®,(f) are

the points with period n. We define the nth dynatomic polynomial as ®} = Hd|n y(f)Hn/4) where
1 is the Mobius function. Its roots are the points of formal period n and contain among them
the points of minimal period n. Similarly, for strictly preperiodic points, we define the generalized

(m, n)-dynatomic polynomial as @}, ,.(f) = %. Its roots are the points of formal period

(m,n) and contain among them the points of minimal period (m,n). See Silverman [47, §4.1] for

dynatomic polynomials and Hutz [20] for generalized dynatomic polynomials. We can also construct
(n)*

invariants from the multipliers of the formal periodic points of period n and notate them as o,

Utilizing just the a§2)* did result in a finite-to-one map, but there were a number of spurious

values appearing. Additionally including af)* resulted in the correct mapping. As the computation
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is quite time and memory consuming, we record the two higher multiplier invariants here.

(2)* —1 2 4 3 2 2 3
= 8k3 —12)k —8k1k 40k3 — 24k1k 40k7 — 96))k
71 (k%+k§—k1k2k3)2<( 3 ) 2+( 1k3 + 3 1 3+< 1 )) 2

+ (—8k1 k3 + (—4k? +120)k3 + (—8k3 — 64k1)ks + (—8k + 80k? — 192))k3 + (—24k3
+ (—8Kk3 + 24k ) k3 + (8K? 4 160)k3 + (—16k3 + 64ky)k3)ko + ((8kF — 60)ks — 32k k3
+ (16k2 — 64)k§))

(2)* 1 4 2 8 5 4 3
o = 24ks — 136k35 — 126)k5 + (—48k1k3 + 320k 56k k
2 (k:% + k‘% — k1k2k3)4 (( 3 3 ) 2 ( 173 3 173

+ (320k% — 600)k2 — 440k; k3 + (168kF + 288))ks + ((24k3 — 16)kS — 384k k3 + (200k7

+ 1216) k3 + (—384k3 — 408k k3 + (—64k] 4 2452k% — 2120)k3 + (—664k3 — 960k; ) k3

+ (360k] — 2704k% + 5568))kS + (16K k5 + (64k% — 32)kS + (—72k3 — 1120k )k3

+ (64K 4 664k7 + 2712) k5 + (64k7 — 1168K5 — 2680k )k3 + (—232k] + 8312k% — 9120)k2

+ (—16k] — 528k + 832k; ) k3 + (—160kS + 2656k] — 12288k7 + 16896))k5 + (—24k5

+ 160k k3 + (64kT + 32k — 296)KS + (—360k3 — 112k )k3 + (242k] — 1120k 4 6652) k3

+ (—232k7 — 624k3 — 7392k ) k5 + (40k% — 976kT + 10512k% — 21312)k3 + (32k] — 1216k

+ 4992k — 2560k, ) k3 + (16k5 — 448KS + 3872k — 13568k7 + 16896))k5 + (—96kS + (—64k3
+ 280k ) ks + (64k] 4 312k% — 2632)kS + (72k3 — 920k3 + 6008k; )k + (64kS + 952k

— 42007 + 13152)k3 + (64k] — 544k5 — 608kF + 1920k, ) k3 + (192k% + 832k

— 3072k3 — 13312)k3 + (192k] — 2368K; + 9728K3 — 13312k; ) k3)k3 + (144K5

+ (128K3 — 600k ) k% + (24KS — 280kT + 532k7 — 7720)kS + (—128k5 — 952k + 6016k; ) k3

+ (16k% + 152k] — 240k% + 5184) k5 + (—192k) — 4864k + 22528k )k3 + (—160kY + 2112k}
— 9216k3 + 13312)k3)k3 + ((—192k3 4 1224)k5 + (—48k] 4 680k3 — 712k )k + (320k]

— 824k% — 6112)kS 4 (—160k5 + 17763 — 6080k k3 + (736k] + 512k% — 13824)k; + (—64k7
+ 512K3 — 1024k )k3) ko + ((24k] — 472k3 + 1554)k5 + (—256k3 + 1696k )k

+ (80kT — 1040k? + 3392)kS + (—640k3 4 2560k k3 + (32k] — 256kF + 512)k§)>.

The first two fixed point multiplier invariants are given by

1
ol = P S (  kykZks — Ak2ks + kS + dkikoks — 3kok2 — 12k2 + 4k2 + 16k2)
2 3 — R1R2R3
(1) 1 31.3 27.37.2 313 47.2 27.4 37.2
= 4k ksks — 4k{ksks + dk1ksks + 4k1ks — 4kiks — 12k7k5k
) (k:§+k§—k1k2k3)2< 1F2R3 ikoh3 + dk1kaky + 4k kS k2 1F2 13

+ 16k1kaks + 18k3k3kS — 4kaks — 12k k3k3 4 28k2k3 — 12k + 8kikoks — 68k k3k3
— 20k2kok3 + 20k3k3 + dk1kok3 — 40kTk2 + T0kS + 96k 1 k3ks — 8k3k3 — 28k3k3
16k k3 — 2K% — 144Kk3 — 32k1koks — 16kok2 + 96K2 + 32k§).
Proposition 5.7. The map
@ A3\ {k2 + k2 = kikoks} — My

(kla k?a k3) = [fkl,k27k3]
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13

is generically two-to-one. The map

7 (A2 \ {2 4 k2 = kikoks}) — AY

[l = (01", o8, o, o)
is injective.

Proof. Trying to compute the degree generically as in the previous families was not feasible with
our hardware resources, so we instead specialize to a particular choice of invariants and show that
the degree is invariant under perturbation.

First note that the domain of ¢ is irreducible and the composition 7 o ¢ is a morphism, so the
image is also irreducible. From Milne [35], Section 10] the dimension of fibers in this situation can
only go up in a closed set, and the number of points in a specific fiber is at most the degree of the
morphism and is equal to the degree for nonsingular fibers. We choose a nonsingular fiber where
the fiber dimension is zero and has two points in it showing that the degree is two.

Choosing

((1) (1) _(2)* (2)*)

01,099,071 ;09

—22 82 2164 769442
77497 49 7 2401

generates a system of equations in (ki, ko, k3). We take the associated ideal and saturate with
respect to (—k1koks + k3 + k3) to remove any degenerate solutions from the system. The resulting
ideal is given by

I = (ky—2,3k; — ks, k2 —9).

This has the two solution (1,2,3) and (—1,2, —3), which are conjugate via z — iz. Call X the
variety associated to I. The projective closure of X is dimension 0 and degree 2, so there should be
two points when counted with multiplicity. The two given solutions are both solutions of multiplicity
1, so they are all the solutions to the system.

In general, we always get the two conjugate solutions (k1, ke, k3) and (—kq, ko, —k3), so ¢ is
two-to-one. Since these two solutions are conjugate 7 is injective. ]

<k1,k2,k3,t> = QQ[]

<z> = R[]

AffineSpace (P)

.coordinate_ring ()

DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"4+k1*xz"2+1) /(k2*xz"3+k3*z))
F=f.homogenize (1)

f2=f .nth_iterate_map (2)
phi2=S(f.dynatomic_polynomial (2))

af £2[0] .derivative (z)

dF = df.denominator ()*t - df.numerator ()

R.
D
A
S=
£

o=

default (parisize, 42000000000)
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14 F=(k274%t - k272)%z"30 + (2xk2°5*k3*t + 6*xk1*k274*xt + kl1xk2"4 + 2xk2°3*%k3*t - 3*k2
~3*%k3 - 5xk1*k2°"2 - 3*%k2*k3)*z"28 + (k2°6*xk3"2%t + 8*xk1*xk2"5xk3*t - kl1xk2 " 5xk3
+ 15%k172*%k274*%xt + 8*k274*%xk372%xt + 3*%xkl1"2%xk274 + 3*%k276 + 12*%xk1xk2"3*%xk3*xt - 4%
k1*k27"3%xk3 + 6*%xk274*%xt + k272*%xk372*%t - 9%kl172%xk272 - 15xk272*xk372 - 19%k1*k2%*k3
- 3*k2°2)*xz726 + (2*xk1*k2°6*xk372*t + 12%k1°2*xk2°5%xk3*t + 6%k2°5*xk3"3xt - ki1~ 2x
k2°5*%k3 + k2°7*xk3 + 20%k1°3*%k274*t + 32*%k1*xk274%xk372xt + 2%xkl17"3%xk274 + 3xklx*k2
"6 - T*xk1*xk2"4*%xk372 + 30*xk1°"2xk27"3*%k3*t + 8xk2°5xk3*t + 12*%k273*xk373*%xt + 13xk1l
“2%xk27°3%xk3 + 21*xk2°5xk3 + 30%k1*k274*xt + 6xk1*k272%xk372%t - b5xk173%k272 + klxk2
“4 - b0xk1*k272%k372 + 12%k273*%xk3*t - b1lxkl1l " 2%k2*k3 - 3*k2°3*%xk3 - 21*%xk2*xk3°3 -
6xk1*k2°2 - 17*xk2*k3)*z"24 + (k1°2%k2°6*k3"2*xt + 8%kl "3*k2"5xk3*t + 12*%k1*xk2"5x%
k3°3*%t + k17°3%k2°5%k3 - k1*xk2"7*xk3 + 15%kl1"4*xk274*xt + 48%xk172xk274xk372%t + 2%
k2°6*%k372%t + 15*%k274*%xk374xt - 2%kl1"4*%xk2°4 - 3*%xk172*%xk2°6 - 11xk172xk274%k372 +
O%xk2"6%k372 + 40%k1"3*xk2"3*xk3*xt + 24*%k1*k2"5*xk3*t + 48*xk1*xk2"3*xk3°3xt + 32%k1l
“3%xk27°3%xk3 + 34*xk1*k2°5xk3 - 18%k1*k27°3%xk373 + 60%kl"2*%xk274*xt + 15%kl17"2%xk272%k3
“2%t + 32%k274%k372*%t + 8*%k272%k374*t + 5xk174%k2°2 - 4xk1°2%xk2°4 - 3*%k2°6 -
49%k1"2%k272%xk372 + 54*xk274%xk372 + 60*%k1*xk27"3xk3*t - 75%xkl1"3*%k2xk3 + 25xk1xk2
"3%k3 - 84xk1*k2*k3°3 + 15*k274*xt + 6*%k272%xk372*%t + 15xk172%xk272 - 39%k27°2%k372

- 9%k3°4 - 90*xk1*k2*k3 + 3*k2°2)*z~22 + (2%xk1~"4xk2°5%k3*t + 6xkl1"2%k2°5*%xk3"3*t
+ k174%k275%xk3 + 6%xk1°5%xk274*xt + 32%kl1"3*xk274xk372*%t + 2xk1*k2°6%xk372*%t + 30%*
k1*k2"4%k3"4xt - 3%kl 5%xk2°4 - 3xk1°3%k2°6 - k1°3*xk2°4%k3"2 - 5xk1*k2°6%k3°2 +

30*xk1"4*xk2"3*xk3*xt + 24%k1"2*xk27°5xk3*t + 72xk1"2%k2°3*%k373*%t + 12*xk2°5xk373xt +

20*xk27"3xk3°5%t + 23%k1°4*%k273*%k3 + 9*%xkl17"2%xk27°5xk3 - 3%xk277xk3 - 34%kl1°2*%xk273%k3
"3 + 33%xk27°5%xk373 + 60%kl1"3*%k274*%t + 20%kl1"3*xk272%xk372xt + 96xk1*k2°4*k37 2%t +

32%k1*k272%xk374*%t + 9%kl1"5*%xk272 - 18%xk1°3*xk274 - 18%k1*k276 + 4xk1~"3*xk272%xk372
+ 101xk1*xk274%xk372 - 22%k1*k272%k374 + 120%k172%k273*xk3*xt + 12*xk2°5xk3*t + 48%
k2°3*%k37°3*%t + 2*xk2*xk3°5*%t - 65*%kl1"4*xk2*k3 + 82%k1"2*xk27°3%xk3 + 3%xk2°5%xk3 - 125%
k1"2*%k2*xk3°3 + 66*xk2°3%xk3°3 + 60*kl1*xk274*xt + 30*xkl1*k2°2%xk372*%t + 60*xkl1~3*xk272 -

6xkl1*k274 - 61%xkl1*xk272%xk372 - 39%xk1*k374 + 30*%k27°3*xk3*t - 195%k1"2*%xk2*k3 + 18%
k2°3%k3 - 69%k2*k3°3 + 45xk1*k2°2 - 39*%xk2%k3)*z"20\
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15 + (k1°6*%k274*xt + 8*%k1"4%xk274%xk372*%t + 15*%k1°2xk274*xk374*t - k176*xk27°4 + 3%kl “4xk2
“4%xk372 + 12xk17°5%k273*%k3*xt + 8%kl 3*k275xk3*t + 48%kl1 " 3*xk27°3*xk373*t + 12xklxk2
“6*%k373*t + 40*%k1*xk2°3*k375xt + 4%kl 5*xk27°3*xk3 - 4*k1"3*xk275xk3 - 14*k1"3*xk273*
k373 - 9*%k1*k27"5%xk373 + 30xkl"4xk274*t + 15xk174*xk272%xk372%xt + 96%kl"2*xk274%xk3
“2%t + k276*xk372%t + 48%k172xk272%k374*%t + 30%k274*k374*%xt + 15%k272%k3°6*%t + b*
k1°6%xk27°2 - 20%k174%k274 - 15%k172%k276 + 31xkl"4*k272%xk372 + 60%*kl " 2%xk274%xk372

- 19%k276*%k372 - 46%kl1"2*%k272xk374 + 65*%k274*%xk374 + 120%k1°3*xk27"3xk3*t + 24x*xkl
*k2"5*xk3*t + 144xk1*k273*k37 3%t + 8xkl1*k2*xk3"5xt - 33*%kl1 5*%xk2*xk3 + 66*kl " 3*k2
“3*xk3 - 49%xk1x*xk2°5%xk3 - 80%k1l"3*xk2xk373 + 124xk1*k2°3%k3"3 - 13*xk1*xk2*k3°5 +
90*k1"2%k274*%xt + 60xkl"2%k272*xk372xt + 48*k274*%xk372xt + 32*%k272%xk374xt + T7Tbx*xkl
“4%xk272 - 30*xk172%k274 - 15%xk276 + 50%kl172xk272%k372 + 42%xk274xk372 - 66%kl"2x
k374 + 39%k272%k374 + 120xk1*k273*%k3*t - 220%kl1"3*xk2*xk3 + 92%kl1*xk273%xk3 - 193*
k1*xk2*k3°3 + 20*k274*%t + 15xk272%k372%t + 150*%kl1"2%xk272 - 6%k272%k372 - 33*xk374

- 165*%k1*k2%k3 + 25*%k272)*z718 + (2*k1"6*k273*%k3*t + 12xk1°4%xk2°3*k3"3*t + 20%
k172%xk27°3*xk375*%t - k176*xk273%k3 + 2%k174%xk273%k373 + 6%kl1°5xk274%t + 6%kl ~"5xk2
“2%k372%t + 32%k173*%k274*%xk372xt + 32%k173%xk272%k374*t + 30xkl*k274*k374*xt + 30x%
k1xk2°2xk376*%t + k1°7%*k272 - 7*kl175%xk274 + 14xk1°5%xk272%xk372 + 13*kl 3*k274xk3
"2 - 26xk173%k272%k374 - b*xk1*k274%k374 + 60%kl1"4*k2°3*xk3*t + 12%kl1"2%xk275xk3*t

+ 144xk1°2xk273*%k373*t + 6*%k275%k373*%t + 12xk172%k2*xk3°5xt + 40%k2°3*k375xt +
6xk2*xk3°7*t - 9%kl "6xk2xk3 + k174*k27"3*%k3 - 50%kl17"2*xk275xk3 - 15x%xkl1"4xk2xk3°3 +

90%k1"2*%k273*xk37"3 - b51*k275%xk373 - 29%kl 2%xk2*k375 + T75%k273%xk375 + 60%*kl~3%xk2
“4xt + 60%xk17°3xk272%k372%t + 96xkl1*k274%xk372xt + 96%kl1*xk272%xk374xt + 42%kl"5xk2
"2 - 42xk17°3%k274 - 21xk1*k276 + 126%k1°3*xk272%k372 - 17xk1*k274%*k3°2 - b54xkl
“3*k374 + 61xk1*k272%k374 - 3*xk1*k376 + 180*xkl1~"2%k273*%k3*xt + 8*xk275*xk3*xt + 72x
k273*xk373%xt + 8*%k2*xk375xt - 13b65xk174%xk2%k3 + 96xkl"2xk27°3*%k3 - 57*k27°5%k3 -
162%k1"2%xk2%*k37"3 + 78%k27"3*xk373 + 9*%k2*xk3°5 + 60*kl1*xk274*%t + 60*xkl*xk272%xk37 2%t
+ 210%k17°3*k272 - 14*k1x*k274 + 112%k1*k272%xk372 - 108*k1*k374 + 40%k273*%xk3*t -
270xk1"2*k2*xk3 + 42*%k2°3xk3 - 66*k2*k3°3 + 140*xk1*k272 - 45%k2%xk3)*z716\

53



16 + (k1°6*xk2"2%k372*%t + 8xk1~4%xk272*%k3"4*xt + 15%xk1"2*k2°2*xk3°6*t + k1"6*k2°2*xk3°2 -
2xk1"4*xk2°2*xk374 + 12%k1"5*xk27"3%xk3*xt + 48%k1"3*%k273*%xk373*%t + 8%kl 3*xk2*xk3"b*xt +
40%k1*xk2"3*%xk3°b5*xt + 12%k1*k2*k3°7xt - k1"7xk2*xk3 - 11%xk1"°5xk2°3*xk3 + 4%kl "b5*xk2
*k37°3 + 32%k17°3%k27°3%xk373 - 19%k17"3%k2*k3°5 + b5xk1xk27°3*xk3°5 + 15%kl1"4*xk274*xt +
30*xk1"4*xk2"2%k372*%t + 48*%k17"2*%xk274%xk372xt + 96xkl1"2%xk272*%k374*xt + 15*xk274x%k3
“4xt + 30%k2°2*%¥k376*%t + k378*%t + 9xkl176%k272 - 18%kl174*%xk274 + 53xkl1"4xk2°2%k372
- 49%xk1°2*xk274%xk3°2 - 21%k174*%xk3°4 + 4b5xk1°2%k272%k374 - 7bxk2"4xk3°4 - Txkl
“2%xk3°6 + H51*xk272%k376 + 120%k17"3*%k273*%k3*%t + 8*k1*k2"5*%k3*t + 144x%xk1*k273%k3
“3*%xt + 24xk1*k2%k3°5xt - 42%k1"b5xk2*xk3 - 12%xk1"3*xk27°3%xk3 - 84%xk1*k2°5%k3 - 18%
k1°3*%k2*xk37°3 + 62*xk1*k2°3*%k3°3 + 2*%k1*xk2*k3°5 + 60%xk1"2*%k274*t + 90*kl " 2*xk2"2x*
k372*%t + 32%k274*%xk372*%t + 48%xk272xk374xt + 135%k174*%xk272 - 36xkl172xk274 - 9xk2
"6 + 228x%k172%k272%k372 - 78%xk274%xk372 - 126*%k172%xk374 + 57%xk272%k3°4 + 120xklx*
k27°3*%k3*%t - 210%k17"3*%k2*k3 + 86%k1*k273%k3 - 76*%k1*xk2*k3~3 + 15*xk274*xt + 20%k2
“2%k3°2*%t + 270%k1°2*%k2°2 + 66%k2°2*%k3°2 - 42%xk3°"4 - 140*k1*k2*k3 + 45*%k2°2) *z
~14 + (2*xk1°4*xk2*k3°5*%t + 6xk1°2%k2*xk3"7*xt + k1"6%k2*xk3°3 - 3*xkl1"4*k2*xk3°5 + 6%
k1°5%k27°2%xk372*%t + 32%xk173%xk272xk374*xt + 30*%k1*xk27"2xk376xt + 2*xkl1*k378xt - ki
“b*xk272%k372 - 3*%k1°5%xk374 + 23%xk173%xk272xk374 - 5xk17°3%xk376 + 9xkl1*k2°2%xk3°6 +
30*%k1"4*%xk2"3*xk3*xt + 72%k172*%k273*%k373*%t + 24xk1°"2*%k2*k3°5*xt + 20*xk2°3*xk3°b5xt +
12%xk2*xk3°7*xt - bBxkl " 6xk2*xk3 - 34*%xk1"4*xk27°3%xk3 + 23%kl1"4*k2*k373 + 4xkl1~"2xk27 3%
k373 - 3xk1°2xk2%k3°5 - 65%k273%k375 + 19%xk2*xk3°7 + 20x*xk1"3%k274*t + 60*xkl~"3xk2
"2%k372*%t + 32*%k1xk274%xk372xt + 96xk1*xk272*%xk374*xt + 33%xkl17°5xk272 - 22xk1°3%k27°4
+ 96%k1°"3*%¥k272%xk372 - 125%k1*xk2°4%xk372 - 60%xk1°3%k374 + 68*kl1x*xk272xk374 - b5xki
*k376 + 120%k172*xk273%k3*xt + 2%k2°5%k3*xt + 48*%k273%xk37"3%xt + 12*xk2*k3"5*t - T7bx*
k1~4%k2%k3 - 2%xk1"2%xk27°3*xk3 - 39%k2°5%k3 + 48%kl172*%k2*xk3"3 - 42%xk2°3*xk3°3 + 15%
k2*%k3°5 + 30*%kl1*k274*xt + 60*xkl1x*xk2°2*xk372*xt + 220*%k17°3%k272 - 11*xk1*xk274 + 202%
k1*xk27"2*xk372 - 90xk1*k3°4 + 30*k2°3*xk3*t - 150%k1"2*xk2*k3 + 33*%k27°3*k3 + 6*xk2x*
k3°3 + 165%xk1*xk272 - 25xk2*k3)*z"12 + (k1°2*k3°8*xt - k1"4xk3°6 + 8xkl " 3*k2*k3
“bxt + 12%k1xk2*xk377xt + 3%xkl1°5%xk2%k373 + 4xk173%xk2*xk3°5 + bxkl1xk2*xk3"7 + 15xkl
“4xk2°2xk372xt + 48%k172*%xk27°2%xk374xt + 15*%k272*%k376*%t + 2*%xk378*%xt - 14xk174%xk2
“2%xk372 - 9%k174%xk374 + 31xk1°2%xk272%k374 - 6%xk1°2%xk37"6 - 33*%xk2°2*%xk3°6 + 3*k3"8
+ 40%k1°3*%k27°3*%k3*xt + 48%xk1*k2°3*%k373*%t + 24*k1*xk2*k3°5%xt - 9%kl 5xk2*k3 - 46%*
k1°3*%k27°3*%k3 + 60xk1"3*xk2*xk3"3 - 80*xk1*k2°3%k3°3 + 19*%xk1*k2*k3"5 + 15%xkl1~2%xk2
“4xt + 60%k1°2*%k27°2*%xk372%xt + 8*%k274*%k372*%t + 32%xk272xk374xt + 65xkl1"4%xk2°2 -
13%k1"2*%k2°4 + 110%k1°2*%k2°2*%xk372 - 66*%xk274*xk372 - b54x%xkl1"2%xk3°4 - 3*k2°2%xk3°4 +
60*%k1*xk2"3*%xk3*xt - 60*xk1"3*%k2*k3 + 16*%k1*k273%k3 + 90*k1*k2*k37"3 + 6*xk274xt +
15%xk27°2xk37"2*xt + 196xk172%k272 + 69%xk272%xk372 - 18%xk374 - 45*xk1*xk2*k3 + 39%k2
~2)*xz~10\
17 + (2*xk1*k3°8%t - k1°3*k3°6 + k1*k3"8 + 12xk17"2%k2*xk3"5xt + 6%k2*k3"7*t + 2xk1”~4x%k2
*¥k37°3 + 14%k172*%xk2*%xk3°5 - 9%k2*k3°7 + 20%k1"3*xk272*xk372xt + 32*%k1*xk272*%xk374*xt -
26*%k1"3*xk2°2*xk3°2 - 6%k1°3*xk374 - 15xk1*k27°2xk374 - k1*k376 + 30%xkl"2*xk27"3*xk3*
t + 12%xk273%xk37°3*xt + 8*xk2*xk3"bxt - bkxkl "4xk2*xk3 - 29%xk1"2*xk27°3%xk3 + 82%kl“2%k2%*
k3°3 - 54*%k2°3*xk3°3 + 3*xk2*xk3°5 + 6xk1*k274xt + 30*%k1*xk272*xk372%xt + 75xkl~3%xk2
"2 - 3*%k1*xk2°4 + T74xk1*k272%k372 - 12*%xk1*k374 + 12%k2°3*k3*t - 15*xk1~"2xk2*k3 +
9%k2"3*%k3 + 39*xk2*k373 + 90*xk1*k2°2 - 3*xk2*xk3)*z"8 + (k3°8*t + k1°2xk3"6 - k378
+ B8*xk1*xk2*xk3"5*%t - 2%k173*%k2*k373 + 4xk1*k2*xk3°5 + 15%xk172*%k272*%xk372*%xt + 8*k2
“2%xk374xt - 19%k172%k272%xk372 + 6%kl172%k374 - 21%xk2°2*xk374 + 12%k1*k27"3*%k3*t +
5xk1"3*xk2*xk3 - 7xk1*k2°3%k3 + 56xk1*k2*k3°3 + k274*t + 6*%k2°2*%k372*%t + 51*xkl 2%
k272 + 21%k27°2xk372 + 3*xk374 + 6xk1*xk2*k3 + 17%k2°2)*xz"6 + (k1*k3°6 + 2*xk2*k3
“bxt - 3%xk172xk2*k3°3 - 3%k2*xk3"5 + 6*%kl1*xk272%xk372xt - bH*xk1*xk272*xk372 + 9xk1x*k3
“4 + 2xk2°3%k3*t + 9xkl1"2xk2*k3 + 15%xk2%k3°3 + 19*%k1xk2°2 + 3*k2*k3)*z"4 + (-ki
*k2*%k3"3 + k2"2*xk3"2%t + 3*k3"4 + 5xk1*k2*k3 + 3*xk2°2)*z"2 + k2xk3
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G=(k2 + 1)*z"12 + (k2°2xk3 + 2xk1xk2 + k2xk3 + 3xkl + k3)*z"10 + (k1*k2°2*k3 + ki
“2%xk2 - k273 + 2*%xk1xk2*xk3 + 2*xk2xk3°2 + 3*xk172 - k272 + 2%xk1xk3 + k372 + 2*k2 +
3)*%z"8 + (k1°2*xk2*k3 + 2*k1*k2*k3"2 + k1°3 - k1*k2"2 + k1°2*k3 - 2%xk27°2%k3 +
2xk1*k3"2 + k3°3 + 2%xk1*k2 + 6*xk1l + 2%k3)*z"6 + (k1°2%¥k3"2 + k1*k3"3 - k2*xk3"2
+ 3%xk1°2 - k272 + 2%k1*k3 + k372 + k2 + 3)*xz"4 + (k1*k3"2 - k2*k3 + 3*xkl + k3)=x*
z"2 + 1

r=polresultant (F,G,z)

s21=polcoeff(r,11,t)/polcoeff(r,12,t)

86+ hours, 21+Gb

sig21=-((8*k3"2 - 12)*k2°4 + (-8%k1xk3"3 + 40%xk37"2 - 24*k1x*k3 + (40*xk1°2 - 96))*k2
~3 + (-8%k1*k3°3 + (-4xk1°2 + 120)*k3"2 + (-8%k1°3 - 64*xk1)*k3 + (-8*k1°4 + 80x
k1°2 - 192))*k2°2 + (-24*xk3°4 + (-8*k1°3 + 24xk1)*k3"3 + (8*xk1~2 + 160)*k3"2 +
(-16*k1°3 + 64*k1)*k3)*k2 + ((8*k1°2 - 60)*k3"4 - 32*xk1*k3°3 + (16*k1°2 - 64)*
k3°2))/(k2°4 - 2%k1*k3*k2°3 + (k172 + 2)*k3°2xk2°2 - 2xk1*k3"3*k2 + k374)

sig22 = ((24xk3°4 - 136*%k3°2 - 126)*k2°8 + (-48xk1xk3"5 + 320%k3°4 - 56*xk1*k3°3 +
(320%k1°2 - 600)*k3°2 - 440*k1xk3 + (168*k1°2 + 288))*k2°7 + ((24*k1°2 - 16)*k3
"6 - 384xk1*k3°5 + (200*xk1°2 + 1216)*k3~4+ (-384*k1°3 - 408*k1)*k3"3 + (-64*kil
“4 + 2452xk1°2 - 2120)*k3"2 + (-664*k1°3 - 960*k1)*k3 + (360*xk1°4 - 2704*xk1°2 +

5568) ) *k2°6 + (16*xk1*k3"7 + (64*k1°2 - 32)*k3"6 + (-72xk1°3 - 1120*k1)*k3"5 +
(64*xk1°4 + 664*xk1°2 + 2712)*k3°4 + (64xk1°5 - 1168*k1°3 - 2680%k1)*k3"3 +
(-232%k174 + 8312*xk1°2 - 9120)*k3"2 + (-16*xk1°5 - 528*xk1°3 + 832xk1)*k3 +
(-160*k1°6 + 2656*k1~4 - 12288*k1°2 + 16896))*k2°5 + (-24%k3°8 + 160*xk1*k3°7 +
(64*xk1°4 + 32*%k1°2 - 296)*k3°6 + (-360*xk1°3 - 112*k1)*k3"5 + (242*k1°4 - 1120«
k1°2 + 6652)*k3°4 + (-232*xk1°5 - 624*xk1°3 - 7392%k1)*k3°3 + (40%k1°6 - 976*xk1°4

+ 10512*k1°2 - 21312)*k3°2 + (32%k1°7 - 1216*xk1°5 + 4992*xk1°3 - 2560%*k1)*k3 +
(16*xk1°8 - 448%k1°6 + 3872xk1°4 - 13568*k1°2 + 16896))*k2°4 + (-96*xk3°8 + (-64%*
k1°3 + 280*xk1)*k3°7 + (64*k1°4 + 312*k1°2 - 2632)*k3°6 + (72xk1°5 - 920*k1°3 +
6008*xk1)*k3"5 + (64*xk1°6 + 952*k1°4 - 4200%k1°2 + 13152)*k3"4 + (64*xk1"7 - 544%
k1°5 - 608*xk1°3 + 1920*k1)*k3°3 + (192*k1°6 + 832*k1°4 - 3072*xk1°2 - 13312) *k3
"2 + (192*xk1°7 - 2368*k1°5 + 9728%k1°3 - 13312%k1)*k3)*k2"3 + (144%k3°8 + (128%
k1~3 - 600xk1)*k3°7 + (24*xk1°6 - 280*k1°4 + 532%k1°2 - 7720)*k3°6 + (-128*xk1°5
- 952%k1°3 + 6016*k1)*k3°5 + (16*k1°6 + 152*%k1°4 - 240*%k1°2 + 5184)*k3°4 +
(-192*xk1°5 - 4864*xk1°~3 + 22528x%k1)*k3"3 + (-160*k1°6 + 2112*xk1°4 - 9216*xk1~2 +
13312) *k3°2)*k27°2 + ((-192xk1°2 + 1224)*k3°8 + (-48xk1°5 + 680*xk17°3 - 712xk1l)*
k3°7 + (320*xk1°4 - 824*xk1°2 - 6112)*k3°6 + (-160*k1°5 + 1776*xk1°3 - 6080*k1)*k3
“5 + (736%xk1°4 + 512%k1°2 - 13824)*k3°4 + (-64xk1°5 + 512%k1~3 - 1024%k1)*k3"3)
xk2 + ((24*k1°4 - 472%k1°2 + 1554)%k3°8 + (-256*k1°3 + 1696xk1)*k3"7 + (80*k1°4

- 1040%xk1°2 + 3392)%*k3"6 + (-640*%k1°3 + 2560%k1)*k3°5 + (32xk1°4 - 256%kl1"2 +
512)*k3°4))/(k2°8 - 4xk1*k3*k2"7 + (6*k1°2 + 4)*xk3"2*k2°6 + (-4*k1°3 - 12*k1)x*
k3°3*xk2°5 + (k174 + 12xk17°2 + 6)*k3"4%xk2°4 + (-4xk1°3 - 12xk1)*k3°5xk2°3 + (6%
k172 + 4)*k376*xk2°2 - 4xk1*xk3°7xk2 + k378)

#checking that these are the right 4 sigmas and 2-to-1
K=QQ

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (K,1)

a=1

b=2

c=3

fi=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + a*x 2%y 2+y~4,b*x"3*y+c*xx*y~3])
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R.<k1,k2,k3>=K[]
S=f1.sigma_invariants (1) [0:-1] + f1.sigma_invariants(2,formal=True) [0:2]
P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R, 1)
fi=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + k1*x"2%y~2+y~4,k2*x " 3xy+k3*x*y~3])
sl=f1.sigma_invariants (1) [:-1]
sig21 = -((8%k3"2 - 12)*k2°4 + (-8%k1*k3"3 + 40*k3°2 - 24xk1xk3 + (40*k1°2 - 96))*
k2°3 + (-8xk1*k3°3 + (-4xk1°2 + 120)*k3"2 + (-8xk1°3 - 64*k1)*k3 + (-8xk1°4 +
80*k1~2 - 192))*k2°2 + (-24*xk3°4 + (-8*k1°3 + 24%k1)*k3°3 + (8*xk1°2 + 160)*k3"2
+ (-16*k1°3 + 64%xk1)*k3)*k2 + ((8%k1°2 - 60)*k3°4 - 32*k1*k3°3 + (16*k1°2 -
64)*k3°2))/(k2°4 - 2xk1*k3*k2"3 + (k172 + 2)*k3°2%k2°2 - 2*k1*k3°3*k2 + k374)
sig22 = ((24xk3°4 - 136xk37"2 - 126)*k2°8 + (-48*k1xk3"5 + 320*k3°4 - 56*xk1*k3"3 +
(320*xk1°2 - 600)*k3°"2 - 440%xk1x*k3 + (168x*xk1°2 + 288))*k2°7 + ((24xk1°2 - 16)*k3
“6 - 384*k1*k3°5 + (200*xk1°2 + 1216)*k3"4+ (-384%k1°3 - 408xk1)*k3°3 + (-64x*kl
4 + 2452%k1°2 - 2120)*k3°2 + (-664*k1°3 - 960*k1)*k3 + (360*k1°4 - 2704%k1°2 +
5568) ) *k2°6 + (16*k1*k3"7 + (64*k1°2 - 32)*k3°6 + (-72xk1°3 - 1120*k1)*k3"5 +
(64*xk1°4 + 664xk1°2 + 2712)*k3°4 + (64*xk1°5 - 1168*xk1°3 - 2680*k1)*k3"3 +
(-232%k174 + 8312*k1°2 - 9120)*k3"2 + (-16*xk1°5 - 528%xk1°3 + 832xk1l)=*k3 +
(-160*xk1°6 + 2656*k1°4 - 12288*k1°2 + 16896))*k2°5 + (-24%k3°8 + 160*xk1*xk3"°7 +
(64*xk1°4 + 32%xk1°2 - 296)*k3°6 + (-360%k1°3 - 112xk1)*k3°5 + (242%xk1°4 - 1120%
k1°2 + 6652)*k3°4 + (-232*xk1°5 - 624*k1°3 - 7392%k1)*k3°3 + (40*k1°6 - 976*k1°4
+ 10512*k1°2 - 21312)*k3°2 + (32%k1°7 - 1216*k1°5 + 4992*xk1°3 - 2560%*k1)*k3 +
(16*xk1°8 - 448*k1°6 + 3872+xk1°4 - 13568*k1°2 + 16896))*k2°4 + (-96*xk3°8 + (-64%*
k1°3 + 280%k1)*k3°7 + (64*k1°4 + 312%xk1°2 - 2632)*k3°6 + (72*k1°5 - 920*k1°3 +
6008*k1)*k3°5 + (64*xk1°6 + 952*%k1°4 - 4200%xk1°2 + 13152)*k3°4 + (64*k1°7 - 544«
k1°5 - 608*xk1°3 + 1920*%k1)*k3"3 + (192*xk1°6 + 832%xk1~"4 - 3072xk1°"2 - 13312) *k3
“2 + (192*k1°7 - 2368*k1°5 + 9728%k1°3 - 13312%k1)*k3)*k2"3 + (144*k3°8 + (128%
k1°3 - 600*xk1)*k3°7 + (24*k1°6 - 280%xk1°4 + 532xk1°2 - 7720)*k3°6 + (-128%kl1"5
- 952%k1°3 + 6016*k1)*k3°5 + (16*xk1°6 + 152xk1°4 - 240*xk1°2 + 5184)*k3°4 +
(-192%k1°5 - 4864*k1°3 + 22528%k1)*k3°3 + (-160*k1°6 + 2112%xk1°4 - 9216*k1°2 +
13312) *k372) *k2°2 + ((-192%xk1°2 + 1224)*k3°8 + (-48%xk1°5 + 680*k1°3 - 712%kl)=*
k3°7 + (320*%k1°4 - 824*k1°2 - 6112)*k3°6 + (-160*k1°5 + 1776*xk1°3 - 6080*k1) *k3
“5 + (736%k1°4 + 512%k1°2 - 13824)%*k3°4 + (-64*k1°5 + 512xk1°3 - 1024*k1)*k3°3)
*k2 + ((24*k1°4 - 472%k1°2 + 1554)*k3°8 + (-256*k1°3 + 1696xk1)*k3"7 + (80%xkl~4
- 1040*k1°2 + 3392)*k3°6 + (-640%k1°3 + 2560*xk1)*k3°5 + (32%k1°4 - 256xk1°2 +
512) *k3°4))/(k2°8 - 4*k1*k3*k2"7 + (6*%k1°2 + 4)*k3°2%xk2°6 + (-4*xk1°3 - 12*k1)=x*
k3°3*k2°5 + (k1°4 + 12*xk1°2 + 6)*k3"4*xk2"4 + (-4*k1°3 - 12xk1)*k3"5*xk2°3 + (6%
k172 + 4)*k3°6*xk2°2 - 4xk1*xk3°7xk2 + k3°8)
sl += [sig21,sig22]
A=AffineSpace (R)
L= [s1[i].numerator ()-S[i]*(s1[i].denominator()) for i in [0,1,4,5]]
I=R.ideal (L)
J1=R.ideal ([-k1*k2x*xk3 + k2°2 + k3~2])
I1=I.saturation(J1) [0]
I1

A=AffineSpace (R)

X=A.subscheme (I1)
Q1,Q2=X.rational_points ()

Q1 .multiplicity (), Q2.multiplicity()
X.projective_closure () .degree ()

Computing the equation of the dimension three hypersurface for this family via elimination was
beyond the capabilities of our hardware.
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6. RATIONAL PREPERIODIC STRUCTURES IN M3

Having completed the description of the loci A3 and A4 and some of their geometric properties,
we now turn to arithmetic dynamical properties of the families that make up the automorphism
loci. Specifically, we look at the possible structures of Q-rational preperiodic points. The main
motivation is the far-reaching and open conjecture of Morton and Silverman that the number of
rational preperiodic points should be bounded independently of the particular map chosen.

Conjecture 6.1 (Morton-Silverman [37]). Let f : PY — PN be a morphism of degree d > 2
defined over a number field K of degree D. Then the number of K-rational preperiodic points for
f is bounded by a constant C depending only on N, d, and D.

The best known results typically make some kind of restriction of f, such as good reduction at
certain primes. We are more interested in results such as Poonen [41] or Manes [31] that restrict to
special families. There are a number of results in this area, but we focus primarily on these two as
they are closest in type to our results for the families in A3 and A4. Poonen completely classified
all possible Q-rational preperiodic graph structures for the family f.(z) = 22 + ¢ assuming that
there are no rational periodic points with minimal period at least 4. This has been generalized
to quadratic fields in [10]. Manes did the same for a family of quadratic rational maps with Cy
automorphisms assuming there were no Q-rational periodic points with minimal period at least
5. In particular, her family was the automorphism locus As. We proceed along the same lines as
follows:

(1) Provide computational evidence of an upper bound on the minimal period of a Q-rational
preperiodic point.

(2) Analyze all possible rational preperiodic structures assuming that bound on the minimal
period.

In the case of the families with dimension in moduli space at most 1, we are able to complete
the classification of rational preperiodic graph structures, with the exception of A4(D3), where the
classification has possibly finitely many exceptional parameters. These results make heavy use of
techniques for finding rational points on curves. For the families of dimension 2 and 3, the difficulty
in finding all rational points on surfaces and dimension 3 varieties is the impediment to completing
those classifications. In lieu of a full classification, we examine the existence of periodic points and
take a computational census of the possible rational preperiodic graph structures. As techniques
in these areas improve, it would be good to return to this topic and complete those classifications.

We end this introduction with a helpful lemma for points of curves and some helpful references.

Lemma 6.2. Let C' be a projective curve defined over Q. Suppose that there is a birational
map defined over Q between C and a smooth projective hyperelliptic curve X over Q. Then the
nonsingular rational points on C'is bounded above by | X (Q)].

Proof. Since both C and X are curves, and C is birationally equivalent to X, we know that there
is a Q-rational isomorphism between X and C, the smooth projective model of C' [16, Theorem 3
in Section 7.5]. In particular, |C(Q)| = |X(Q)|. Furthermore, we have a surjective map from C to
C, so the number of non-singular rational points on C' is bounded above by |C(Q)| = | X (Q)|. The
only other rational points on C' are the singular points that could come from non-rational points
on X. ]

For references on curve quotienting and blow-ups, see Lorenzini [28] and Liu [29].

6.1. The Single Conjugacy Classes. The cases A3(Cy), As(D4), and A3(24) consist of single
conjugacy classes. Using the algorithm from Hutz [20], we compute each such structure.

Theorem 6.3. We have the following rational preperiodic structures.
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e For A3(Cy) = Asz(Dy), we represent the conjugacy class as f(z) = Z% This function has
rational periodic structure given by
P 1D 1D
~_ "

23-3

#5.5. This function has rational

e For A3(4), we represent the conjugacy class as f(z) =
periodic structure given by
P20

Proof. Direct computation via the algorithm of Hutz [20] as implemented in Sage. O

6.2. A3z(Cs3). We saw in Proposition that the family f,(z) = % with a # 0 gives A3(Cs).
We first examine an upper bound on the minimal period of a Q-rational periodic point. We
make use of Lemma [6.4]

Lemma 6.4. If F' € Q|z,y] is irreducible over Q but is reducible over some extension field K of
Q, and all the components are defined over K, then every rational point on the curve defined by
F =0 is singular.

Proof. Suppose F factors into F' = g1g2 ... g, over K. Consider the set S = {¢{ : 0 € Gal(K/Q)}.
Observe first that g7 has to be another component of F, since F = ¢g{¢g9 ...g5 = F. Then the
polynomial g = [];cqh must be invariant under the Galois action and is, therefore, defined over
Q. Since g | F and F is irreducible, we know that ¢ = F' (up to scaling). In particular, for every
g; and g;, we can find a o0 € Gal(K/Q) such that g7 = g;. If P is a rational solution to F' = 0, it
is a rational solution to some g; = 0. But g;(P) = g7 (c(P)) = 0(g:(P)) = 0, so P is in fact a root
of all the components of F' and, thus, must be in the intersection. It then follows that P must be
a singular point on the curve defined by F' = 0. (|

Proposition 6.5. Let f,(z) = z1a.

az?

(1) The point oo is fixed for all choices of parameter a. There is a second Q-rational fixed point
for the parameters a = ﬁ for t € Q\ {0,1}. These are the only occurring Q-rational fixed
points.

(2) There are no rational parameters a where f,(z) has a Q-rational periodic point with minimal
period 2 or 3.

Proof. Clearly oo is fixed, so to look for additional fixed points, we examine the first dynatomic
polynomial

®i(fa) = (1-a)2’ +a,
and the associated dynatomic curve ®3(f,) = 0. We want values of a where this curve admits
rational points. Linearity in a allows us to quickly solve when z = % €Q,

23 1
-1 11—t
Each finite fixed point z € Q determines a unique a, so we can never have more than two rational

fixed points.
To determine rational 2-cycles, we compute the second dynatomic polynomial

B3(fa) = (a+ 1)25 + (—a® +a? + 20)2° + a®.

a =

The curve defined by ®3(f,) = 0, called the second dynatomic curve, has genus 3; so by Faltings’
theorem, it only has finitely many rational points. Computing with Magma we see that its projective
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closure has an order two automorphism group and the quotient curve C in P* has defining equations
— 16z9x1 + 65x122 — 49x§ =0
— 58880023 — 108160z0z2 + 1267523 + 129654123 = 0

with projection map ¢ : m — C. The curve C is genus one and has rational point

(0:1:0:0). We compute a Weierstrass model as

L2 134217728 . 40462027902156800
YT ogsesT07 Y T 7355827511386641

The curve E is rank 0 with torsion subgroup isomorphic Z/3Z. In particular, C' has at most 3
rational points. We find them through a point search as

{<11630:0:1:0),(—%2:0:1:0),(0:1:0:0)}.

Every rational point of the second dynatomic curve must project to one of these three points under
¢, so we compute all possible inverse images using Sage.

¢—1<f§):0:1;0>:{(0;0:1),(0:1;0)}

¢_1<?;2:0:1:0):{(0:0:1),(0:1:0)}

1 (0:1:0:0)={0:0:1),(0:1:0),(1:0:0)}.
In particular the Q-rational points on the second dynatomic curve are
{(0:0:1),(0:1:0),(1:0:0)}.

only one of these is affine and it corresponds to a = 0 which is degenerate. Hence, there is no
Q-rational value of a where f, has a 2-cycle with Q-rational points.

Now we look at the rational 3-cycles. We want to determine if there are any rational points on
the third dynatomic curve defined by the vanishing of

@3 4. (a,2) =(a®* 4+ a+1)2*" + (a5 + a® + a* + 66> + Ta® + 8a)z?!
+ (a4 a® + a® + 247 4 3a% + 4a® + 15a* + 2163 + 28a2)2'8
+ (a4 20 + 3a° + 24" + 5a® 4 20a® 4 35a* 4 56a3) 21
+ (a'? + 20! 4 44" — 26° — 2a® + 15a° 4 35a° + 70a) 2!
+ (a'? + 3at — a!® — 3a° — 5a® + 647 + 2148 + 564°)2°
+ (a'? — a'® — 4a® + a® 4+ 70" 4 28a5)25 + (—al® 4 a® + 8a")23 + db.
This curve is reducible over , and it has the following components:
X1 1?28 +azb + 20+ a3 + 202 + a2 =0
X5 al21? + a?2P 4+ 022 + 218 +24°212 4+ 01925 + 642
+15a%2'2 — 2a"2% + 20632° — a®2% + 15?25 + 64°2% + a® = 0.
Both components are irreducible over Q but reducible over some extension field of Q. For curves
satisfying this condition, we have Lemma [6.4l Thus, any Q-rational points on the curve X; must
be in the intersection of the two components. In particular, any Q-rational points must be singular.
The only singular point on X is (0,0). We can similarly look at the other component Xs. It turns
out that X is reducible over the extension field Q(1/—3) and both components are defined over

this extension. Thus, we can use the same argument and compute the singular points for Xs. The
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only singular point is (0,0). Thus, the only Q-rational point on the dynatomic curve is (0,0), but
we cannot have a = 0 since a = 0 gives us a zero in the denominator for the rational map f,(z).
Therefore, no member of the family has rational 3-cycles. g

The code we ran are attached below:

#Second dynatomic polynomial
.<a> = QQ[]
.<z> = R[]
FractionField (P)
AffineSpace(P,1)
= DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"3+a)/(a*xz"2))
.dynatomic_polynomial (2)

@ e = ‘U 'U D
]

#Second dynatomic curve: Magma

K := Rationals();

P<z,a,h> := ProjectiveSpace (K, 2);

Phi2 := Curve(P, (a + h)*z"6 + (-a~3 + a~2*h + 2*xa*xh~2)*z"3%h + a~2%*h"~5) ;
G := AutomorphismGroup (Phi2);

C,prj := CurveQuotient (G);

P:=C![0,1,0,0];
E,psi:=EllipticCurve(C,P);
Rank (E) ;
TorsionSubgroup (E) ;

RationalPoints (Phi2:Bound :=1000) ;
RationalPoints (C:Bound:=1000) ;

#In sage, compute the preimages of the rational points under the map prj

R.<z,a,h>=QQ[]

£f1=9/64%xz"6*xa"2 - 9/16*z"6%xa*xh - 9/64*xz"6*h~2 + 27/64%xz"3*a"~2*h~3 - 9/16*xz"3*xa*xh~4
- 27/64xz"3*xh"5 - 27/64%xa*h"7

£2=2z"8

£f3=45/26*z"6*a"2 - 9/65*%z"6*a*xh - 45/26*z"6xh~2 - 207/130%z"3%xa"2xh"3 - 9/65*xz"3*a
*h~4 + 207/130*xz"3*xh"5 + 207/130*a*h"7

f4=-3/2xz"T7Txa - 3/2*z"T*xh + 3/2%z"4%a~2+xh~2 - 3/2%z"4%xaxh”~3 - 3/2xz"4xh~4 - 3/2xzx*
a*h~6

L=[[13/160,0,1,0],[-195/736,0,1,0],[0,1,0,0]]
for Q in L:
I=R.ideal ([f1*Q[1]-f2*Q[0], f1xQ[2] - £3xQ[0], f1*xQ[3] - f4xQ[0], f2*Q[2]-Q
[11*£3, f2*Q[3] - Q[1]1=£f3, f3*Q[3]-£f3*Q[2]])
P=ProjectiveSpace (R)
X=P.subscheme (I.gens ())
print (X.rational_points ())

#Third dynatomic polynomial
.<a> = QQI1
.<z> = R[]
FractionField (P)
AffineSpace(P,1)
DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"3+a)/(a*z"2))
g.homogenize (1)

QMm@ = v 'u o
I
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15

16

g.dynatomic_polynomial (3)

#Irreducible components

A.<a,z>=AffineSpace(QQ,2)

R=A.coordinate_ring ()

I=R.ideal((a"2 + a + 1)*z724 + (a"6 + a”b + a"4 + 6*xa”3 + 7*a"2 + 8*a)*xz"21 + (a
10 + a"9 + a"8 + 2xa”7 + 3*a"6 + 4xa”b + 1bxa"4 + 21%a”"3 + 28%a”"2)*z"18 + (a
11 + 2%a”~10 + 3%a"9 + 2*xa”7 + 5*a"6 + 20%a"5 + 35*%a”4 + 56*a"3)*z"15 + (a"12 +
2*%a”11 + 4*%a”10 - 2*a”9 - 2%a”"8 + 1b5*a"6 + 35%a"b5 + 70*a"4)*z"12 + (a”"12 + 3xa
“11 - a”10 - 3%a”"9 - 5*%a"8 + 6*a”"7 + 21%xa”"6 + b6*a"5)*z"9 + (a"12 - a"10 - 4*a
"9 + a”8 + T*a”7 + 28%a”6)*z"6 + (-a"10 + a"8 + 8*xa"7)*z"3 + a”8)

S=A.subscheme (I)

S.irreducible_components ()

#Field of geometric reducibility and singular points

A<z ,a>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);

X1:=Curve(A,a"2*xz"6 + a*z"6 + z"6 + a~2*xz~3 + 2*a*z"3 + a~2);

K:=FieldOfGeometricIrreducibility (X1);

K;

IrreducibleComponents (ChangeRing (X1,K)) ;

SingularPoints (X1);

X2:=Curve(A,a"8*xz"12 + a~4*z~15 + a"9%z"9 + z~18 + 2*xa”~b*xz~12 + a~10*xz"6 + 6*ax*z
“15 + 16*%a”2xz”12 - 2*%a"7*z"6 + 20%a"3*%z"9 - a”"8%xz”"3 + 1b*a"4xz"6 + 6*%a"b*xz"3 +
a"6) ;

K:=FieldOfGeometricIrreducibility (X2);

K;

IrreducibleComponents (ChangeRing (X2,K)) ;

SingularPoints (X2);

7 #examining the components

X1,X2 = S.irreducible_components ()
F=X1.defining_polynomials () [0]
for b in QQ.range_by_height (3):
if b != 0:
K2.<v>=NumberField (F.specialization({z:b}))
A.<z> = AffineSpace(K2,1)
g = DynamicalSystem_affine((z"3+v)/(v*z~2)).homogenize (1)
print (len(g.periodic_points (3)))

7 F=X2.defining_polynomials () [0]

for b in QQ.range_by_height (3):
if b != 0:
K2 .<v>=NumberField (F.specialization({z:b}))
A.<z> = AffineSpace(K2,1)
¢ = DynamicalSystem_affine ((z~3+v)/(v*z~2)).homogenize (1)
print (len(g.periodic_points (3)))

Remark 6.6. The two components X; and Xo appear to be the values of a where there is one
3-cycle with points defined over the field of definition and where all nine periodic points of period
three are defined over the field of definition, respectively.
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A search for rational preperiodic structures with the parameter up to height 10,000 using the
algorithm from [20] as implemented in Sage yields no parameters where f, has a Q-rational periodic

point with minimal period at least 4. So we make the following conjecture.

23

Conjecture 6.7. There is no a € Q so that f,(z) = % has a QQ-rational periodic point with

a
minimal period at least 4.

| #code for periodic search

2 #one parameter families

3 def make_dict(f, P=[2,3,5,7,11]):

L D = dict()

5 ¢ = f.base_ring().gens () [0]

6 for p in P:

7 Dp = dict ()

8 for a in GF(p):

9 try:

10 fa = f.specialization({c:a}).change_ring(GF(p))
11 except ValueError:

12 continue

13 if fa.is_morphism():

14 Dp.update ({a:tuple(fa.possible_periods ())})
15 D.update ({p:Dpl})

16 return D

18 @fork

19 def period_search(f, start,end, period_bound, period_dict,prime_bound):
20 c = f.base_ring().gens () [0]

21 for a in QQ.range_by_height (start,end):

22 bad = False

23 try:

24 fa = f.specialization({c:a})

25 except ValueError:

26 continue

27 if fa.is_morphism():

28 bad_primes = fa.primes_of_bad_reduction ()
29 pos_per=set ()

30 first_prime = True

31 for p in primes (2,prime_bound):

32 if p not in bad_primes:

33 ap = akp

34 period_dict [p] [ap]

35 if first_prime:

36 pos_per = set(period_dict[p]lapl)
first_prime=False

38 else:

39 pos_per = pos_per.intersection(period_dictl[p][apl)

10 if max(list(pos_per)) < period_bound:

11 break

12

43 #if period not in period_dict[p][ap]:
14 # bad = True

15 # break

16 #if not bad:
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if max(list(pos_per)) >= period_bound:
print ("potential:",a)

hhtime

R.<c> = QQI[]

prime_bound = 100 #29s for 100

P.<x,y> = ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

f = DynamicalSystem_projective ([x"2 + cxy~2, y~2])

5 f = DynamicalSystem_projective([x"3 + c*y~3, c*x"2x*y])

period_dict = make_dict(f, P=[p for p in primes(prime_bound+1)])
#1000 2h50m “6Gb
for i in range (0,100):

print (i)

period_search(f,i*100, (i+1) *100,3,period_dict ,prime_bound)
Assuming this conjecture, we are able to classify all possible Q-rational preperiodic structures.

One of the curves appearing in the proof of Theorem is a non-hyperelliptic genus 3 with

trivial automorphism group. The standard implementations do not yield a sharp point estimate,
so we treat computing its rational points in Lemma

Lemma 6.8. Assuming the (weak) Birch-Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture, the curve C' C P? defined
by

3

C:2?y? +ay’ — a2 — 2?yz — a2+ y22 =0

has exactly the following six points as QQ-rational points.
{(1:1:1),(1:1:-2),(0:1:0),(0:0:1),(1:0:0),(=1:1:0)}.

Proof. We first show that the differences of the six known points form a rank 1 subgroup of the
Mordell-Weil group of the Jacobian of C', denoted .J. This is adapted directly from Michael Stoll’s
Magma code for computing Q-rational 6-cycles [5I]. We know that prime-to-p torsion in J(Q)
injects into J(IF,) for primes of good reduction. Magma computes

#J(F5) =379  #J(F7) =17-83.

We conclude J(Q) has trivial torsion. To show the rank assertion, we use the homomorphism

5
o5 : @ ZP; — Picg — ] Piceys, ,
=0 peS

where S is the set of primes of good reduction. We take S = {2,5,7,11, 13} and compute that the
kernel of ®g is a subgroup of rank 5 in Z% = @ZP;. We apply LLL and find that there are (at least)
four relations among the points; this gives an upper bound of the rank as 1. However, looking at
the image of ®g, we see that the degree 0 subgroup of Z% surjects onto Z/5Z; and since there is no
torsion, the rank must be at least 1. Hence, the rank is exactly 1.

This is just the rank of the subgroup supported on the known points, so is not a conclusive rank
calculation. However, Andrew Sutherland in private communication has calculated the analytic
rank as 1 assuming that the L-function lies in the (polynomial) Selberg class, which is implied by
the Hasse-Weil conjecture. Assuming BSD (and Hasse-Weil), this is a conclusive rank calculation.

The curve C is genus 3 and we assume that the rank of J(Q) is 1, so we can apply methods of
Chabauty to show that these six points are the only Q-rational points on C [5]H Recall that there

2Thanks to Michael Stoll for detailed help with the computation and Andrew Sutherland for access to preliminary
data on the analytic rank for Lemma
3Thanks to Michael Stoll for sharing the details of this computation.
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is a pairing

QL(Q,) x J(Qp) > Qy
Q
(@ Q) s /O w

that induces a perfect Q,-bilinear pairing

Q5(Qp) x J(Qp)' ®z, Qp — Qp,

where J(Q,)! denotes the kernel of reduction. If G C J(Q,) is a subgroup of rank less than
dim(J) = 3, then there is a nonzero differential w that kills G under this pairing. We apply this
with p = 2 and G the subgroup generated by the known rational points. Fix a basis of regular
differentials
x(zdx — xdz) y(zdx — xdz) 2(zdx — xdz)
wo = F, wy = 7, wo = F, ,

where F(z,y, z) is the defining polynomial of C' and F}, the partial derivative with respect to y; see,
for example, [2 Corollary to Theorem 1 p. 634]. For a given point P, find a uniformizing parameter
of C' at P that is also a uniformizer at P modulo 2. We find a basis of differentials in terms of the
uniformizer that annihilate the known rational points. Looking at the degree of vanishing, we can
determine whether one or two rational points lie above each of the points modulo 2.

The points (=1 :1:0) and (1:1: —2) are in the same residue class. We calculate the basis of
annihilating differentials as

Vbt 12 4315 468 4410 1411 4 18 4 415 4 416 4 (420)
Tt + 3+t 4 88 16+t 12 1410 1417 L O(#%0)
Since there is a non-vanishing constant term, there are at most two rational points in this residue

class modulo 2 [50], Proposition 6.3].
For the remain four points, we get the following four bases of annihilating differentials.

t b3 410 4t 418 4 7 4 10 4 g 4 12 13 18 L O(20)

t3+t5+t6+t9+t10+t12+t15+t18+0(t20)
LHtT 88+ ¢ 4412 4418 410 + 19 + O(1?)

t+t3+t5+t7+t8+t9+t11+t13+t18+t19+0(t20>
L+t 487 4t 10 17 610+t 4 412 4415 4 417 19 - O(1%°)

1+t2+t3+t6+t7+t9+t10+t12+t15+t16+t17+t18+0(t20)
t 2 10 b 8 13 M 1 18 19 O(20)

For each point there is an element such that the constant term is nonzero and the linear term is
zero. By a standard Newton polygon argument; see [24, IV.4], this implies that the corresponding
logarithm has at most one zero on the residue disk of the point, so there is at most one rational
point in the disk.

Consequently, there are at most six rational points on the curve. O

# Magma
//VWe get the differentials from the adjoint Curve of degree d-3=1
P<x,y,z>:=ProjectiveSpace (Rationals () ,2);
C:=Curve(P,[x72%y~2 + xxy~3 - x73%z - x"2%y*z - x*xy 2%z + y*xz73]);
Adjoints (C,1);
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// We first compute the class groups of the reduction mod 2,5,7,11,13.

, Pr3<x,y,z> := ProjectiveSpace (Rationals (), 2);
C:i=-y 2%x72 - y*x~3 + y 3%z + y " 2%x*z + y*xx"2%z - x*%z73;
ptsC:=Points (Curve (Pr3,C) :Bound :=1000) ;
primes := [2, 5, 7, 11, 13];
Cred := [BaseChange(Curve(Pr3,C), Bang(Rationals(), GF(p))) : p in primes];
Clgps := [<G, m> where G, m := ClassGroup(Cr) : Cr in Cred];

// Check that there is no rational torsion

Clnums := [&*[i : i in Invariants(pair[1]) | i ne 0] : pair in Clgps];
[Factorization(Clnums [2]), Factorization(Clnums[3])];

// Set up the homomorphism Phi_S

s // Get integral coordinates of P_O0, ..., P_5
ptseqs := [Eltseq(ptsC[i+1]) : i in [0..51];
ptseqs[2] := [2*a : a in ptseqs[2]]; ptseqgs;
ptseqs := [ChangeUniverse(s, Integers()) : s in ptseqs];
prodG, incls, projs := DirectProduct([pair[1] : pair in Clgps]);
Z6 := FreeAbelianGroup(6) ;
homs := [hom<Z6 -> Clgps[i,1] | [Divisor (Place(Cred[i]!pt)) @@
Clgps[i,2] : pt in ptseqs]> : i in [1..#Clgpsl];
PhiS := hom<Z6 -> prodG | [&+[incls[i](Choms[i](g)) : i in [1..#incls]] : g in

OrderedGenerators (Z6)]>;
Invariants (Image (PhiS));
3 // Since we know there is no torsion, this implies that the rank of
// our subgroup of J(Q) is at least 1

Ker := Kernel (PhiS);

// Find small relations

L := Lattice(Matrix([Eltseq(Z6!'k) : k in OrderedGenerators(Ker)]));
BL := Basis(LLL(L)); BL;

// We see 4 small elements in the kernel.
// Check that they correspond to principal divisors.

places := [Place(ptsC[i+1]) : i in [0..5]];
divisors := [&+[BL[i,jl*places[j] : j in [1..#places]] : i in [1..4]];
; assert forall{d : d in divisors | IsPrincipal(d)};

//The following code is by Michael Stoll

// Give a conditional proof that the plane quartic curve

// C : x"2 y"2 +xy"3 -%x"3z-%x"2yz-xy°2z+y2z2"3=0

// has exactly six rational points.

// The result assumes that the Mordell-Weil rank of C’s Jaobian is 1.

// Set up the projective plane over Q
Pr2<x,y,z> := ProjectiveSpace(Rationals (), 2);

// and define the curve.
pol := x72%y~2 + x*y~3 - x"3%z - X"2%y*z - X*y“ 2%z + y*z~3;
C := Curve(Pr2, pol);

// These are the known rational points:

pts := [[t1,0,0], [0,1,0], [0,0,1], [1,1,1], [-1,1,0), [1,1,-211;
ptsC := ChangeUniverse(pts, C);

// their differences all lie in a rank-1 subgroup.

65



//
//
//

//
//
//
//

T/

//
//
//

//

We want to prove that these are all the rational points

assuming that the Mordell-Weil ramnk is 1.
(Then J(Q) = Z; there is no torsion.)

We work 2-adically.

The points (-1:1:0) and (1:1:-2) are in the same
residue disk mod 2, so their difference is in

the kernel of reduction.

We fix a basis of the regular differentials:

(omx, omy, omz) = (x,

)

z)*((z dx - x dz)/F_y(x,y,2))

where F = pol is the defining polynomial of C

and F_y denotes the partial derivative w.r.t. y.

Set up the power series ring over Q.

Pws<t> := LaurentSeriesAlgebra(Rationals());

function ombas(trip)

Xs, ys, zs := Explode(trip);

// xs, ys, zs are coordinates as power series in a uniformizer t
// returns [omxs, omys, omzs] s.t. omx = omxs(t) dt etc.

om0 := (zs*Derivative(xs) - xsx*Derivative(zs))

/ Evaluate(Derivative(pol, 2), [xs, ys, zsl);

return [xs*omO, ys*omO,

end function;

//

//

zs*om0] ;

For a given point P, find a uniformizer
// (we can take a function like =x/y - x(P)/y(P) )

and return (xs, ys, 2zs) expressing the coordinates in terms of it.

7 function uniformizer (P)

// pick a coordinate that is = 1

// (possible for our rational points)
i := 1; while P[i] ne 1 do i +:= 1; end while;
// find non-vanishing partial derivative at P

j = 1; while j eq i or Evaluate(Derivative(pol, j), Eltseq(P)) eq 0 do j +:= 1;

end while;

// we set i-th coordinate

// where {i,j,k} = {1,2,3}

k :=6 -1 - j;
result := [Pws | 1, 1,
result[k] := P[k] + t;

11;

= 1, k-th coordinate - P[k] = uniformizer

// solve for the remaining coordinate

PPws := PolynomialRing (Pws) ;

subs := ChangeUniverse(result, PPws);
subs[j] := PPws.1;

rts := Roots(Evaluate(pol, subs));

// There may be additional roots;

// we need the one that is regular and takes the correct value at O.

rts := [r[1] : r in rts

115

Valuation(r[1]) ge O and Coefficient(r[1],

assert #rts eq 1; // there should be exactly one such root

result[j] := rts[1];
return result;
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end function;

// Set up Q_2.

Q2 := pAdicField(2);

// ptsC[6] is the point with t = -2 in the residue class of ptsC[5]
5 triples := [uniformizer(P) : P in pts[1..5]1];

assert pts[6] eq [Evaluate(ser, Q2!-2) : ser in triples[5]];

T/

// Integrate the differentials from ptsC[5] to ptsC[6].
omsptb := ombas(triples[5]);
logsptb := [Pws| Integral(om) : om in omsptb5]; // formal integrals
// the precision (0(t~20) for the series, 0(2720) for 2-adics) is sufficient.
values := [Evaluate(log, Q2!'-2) : log in logspt5];
// Find basis of differentials that annihilate the MW group.
kermat := KernelMatrix(Matrix([[v] : v in values]));
Find the image in differentials over F_2.

T //

Z2 := Integers(Q2);

kermat := ChangeRing(kermat, Z2);

F2, red := ResidueClassField(Z2);

kermatmod2 := ChangeRing(kermat, F2);

// mod 2, the differentials correspond to the lines x = 0 and y+z =

PwsF2<T> := LaurentSeriesAlgebra(F2);

omsptb5mod2 := ChangeUniverse (omspt5, PwsF2);

annptb5 := [&+[kermatmod2[i,jl*omsptbmod2[j] : j in [1..3]] : i in [1..2]];
Check that one of the annihilating differentials has non-vanishing

// constant term. This implies that there are at most two rational points

// in the same residue class mod 2 as ptsC[5].

// Since we know two (ptsC[5] and ptsC[6]), there are then exactly two.

assert exists{om : om in annpt5 | Coefficient(om, 0) ne O0};

// Now show that in all other residue classes, there is at most

//

//

7 CF2

one rational point.

First we check that the known rational points surject onto C(F_2).

:= BaseChange (C, Bang(Rationals(), F2));

assert Set(Points(CF2)) eq {CF2| pt : pt in pts};

//
//
//
//
//
//
//
//

Now for each point ptsC[i] with 1 <= i <= 4,

consider the annihilating differentials mod 2 in terms of
a local uniformizer

and show that there is always one such that the constant
term is nonzero and the linear term is zero.

This implies that the corresponding logarithm has at most
one zero on the residue disk of the point, so there is at
most one rational point in the disk (and we know one, of course).

for i := 1 to 4 do
// get basis of differentials in terms of local uniformizer

oms := ombas(triples[i]);

// consider them mod 2
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oms := ChangeUniverse (oms, PwsF2);
// take appropriate linear combinations to get annihilating differentials
ann := [&+[kermatmod2[i,jl*oms[j] : j in [1..3]1]1 : i in [1..2]1];
Append (“ann, &+ann); // the third nonzero differential is the sum
assert exists{om : om in ann | Coefficient(om, 0) ne O and Coefficient(om, 1) eq
0};
print ann;
end for;

// This finishes the proof.
// It remains to verify that the Mordell-Weil rank is really 1.

Theorem 6.9. Let f € A3(C5). Assuming the (weak) Birch-Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture, if fq(z) =

Zg—*f does not have a Q-rational periodic point of period at least 4, then the Q-rational preperiodic

structure for a € Q is one of the following;

\ ! t:;for(x:y:z)e{n(lz():l):

G ::. ® [ ) [ ) Q= ———
! 0 eo *> 3’ 1 -3 Ty — X2

n > 2 for addition of points on y* — y = x> — 1}

Go = 5%0‘03 03 , a:i t€Q\{0,1} and not G,

1—t3
GSZZ .‘>B‘>o.o ) a:t3,t€(@\{0}
Gy := 3%;3 , all other parameters a.

Proof. Proposition describes the periodic points, so we need only consider the strictly preperi-
odic points.

The point at infinity denoted oo is fixed for f, for every a. Its only non-periodic preimage is 0.
So we always have at least the preperiodic structure

t—~20
We can also look for preimages of 0. Solutions to 22 + a = 0 for rational a must look like a = I3
for some [ € Q. Of the three possible preimages of 0, only one can ever be rational. This describes

parameter values whose preperiodic structures contain graphs Go and G3.
To have both a second fixed point and a second non-periodic preimage of oo (i.e., the union of

G2 and G3), we need a = ﬁ and a = I3 for t,1 € Q. Setting these two equal, the problem comes
down to finding rational points on the (affine) curve
(6) BP1—t)—-1=0.

This curve has genus 1 and a rational point at (¢,1) = (0, 1), which allows us to find an isomorphism
to an elliptic curve using Magma.

K := Rationals();

A<t ,1> := AffineSpace(K,2);

C := ProjectiveClosure(Curve(A, 17°3*(1-t"3)-1));
p := C![0,1,1];

E, psi := EllipticCurve(C,p);
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Rank (E) ;
TorsionSubgroup (E) ;

We get the Weierstrass model 32 — 9y = 2% — 27, which has rank 0 and whose torsion subgroup is
isomorphic to Z/3Z. The rational points of the projective closure are (¢t : [ :r) = (0:1:0),(0:
1:1),(1:0:0). The two points (0 :1:0) and (1:0 :0) are singular. When we blow them up
they both correspond to one rational point. Since we only have three rational points on the elliptic
curve, there are only three on our original curve.

// We search for the rational points using
RationalPoints (C:Bound:=1000) ;

// We evaluate the singular points with

5 A<l,t>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);
; Y:=Curve(A,1°3*x(1-t"3)-1);

Y:=ProjectiveClosure (Y);
Points (Y:Bound :=1000) ;
sing:=SingularPoints (Y);
Pl:=sing[1];
P2:=sing[2];

P1;

Q1l:=Places (P1);

Q1;

5 Degree(Q1[11);
i Degree (Q1[21);
7 P2;

Q2:=Places (P2);
Q2;

Degree (Q2[1]) ;
Degree (Q2[2]);

Only one of these three rational points is not at infinity. This point corresponds to a = 1 and gives
®3(f)(2) = 1 which is never 0. Thus, we can never have both a second fixed point and a preimage
of 0. Note that this eliminates the union of G; and G3 as well.

We can also look at when the preimage of 0 itself has a preimage. We already know a = t3 for

3 3 . .
some t € Q, so we need thzg = —t. This determines the curve

B2t =0,

which is a singular genus 3 non-hyperelliptic curve. It has a C3 automorphism given by (z,t) —
(wz,wt), where w is a cube root of unity. Quotienting out by this action in Magma gives us
all of P!, so a different analysis is necessary. We can also perform the change of coordinates
(2,t) = (u,v) = (%,2%t) to get v® + u+ 1 =0 - this is exactly P! as expected.

The first birational transformation we perform is sending the coordinates (z,t) to (z,y) = (£, g),
which gives us y®> = —2® — 2. The simple change y — —y allows us to write the nicer version

y? =2 + 22

We see that this is now a superelliptic curve, but in a singular model so still not desirable to work

with. Another birational transformation (z,y) — (u,v) = (2, %) gives

v =t + u,
a nonsingular Picard curve.Magma computes that this curve has rank 0, and since this number
is strictly less than 3 (its genus), we can use the Chabauty-Coleman [5] [6] method to find all its

rational points. We can check that p = 2 is a prime of good reduction (define the curve in Magma
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over Fy and check if it is singular). Code written by Jan Tuitman and Jennifer Balakrishnan [4]
verifies that, in fact, there can be at most three rational points on the curve.

load "coleman.m";

f:=x"4+x;

p:=5;

N:=30;
data:=coleman_data(y~3-f,p,N);

; Qpoints:=Q_points (data,1000) ;

L,v:=effective_chabauty(data:bound:=1000,e:=50) ;

Thus, there are only three points on our original curve, which Magma finds to be (0:1:0),(0:0:
1),(1:0:0). The only affine point is (0,0), so z = 0,¢ = 0 is the only solution. However, these
values send the expression Z:;gf to infinity, not 0, so it is not a valid solution. Thus, the rational
preimage of 0 cannot have a rational preimage.

We next see if the second fixed point can have non-periodic rational preimages. To simplify the

equations instead of the parameterization a = ——, t # 0,1, for the existence of a second fixed

-
point, we replace ¢ with % to have a = %, t # 0,1 with (affine) fixed point ¢t. We know that
fﬁ(z):: t,

which produces equation

(@) o

The variety defined by equation ([7]) has two irreducible components: the case where the preimage
is the fixed point itself, z = ¢, and the genus 1 curve defined by

C:223—22—2t—t2=0.
Using the point (0 :1:0) as the point at infinity, we get the model

(B -1+ -2 %) =0.

(8) y2—y2m3—1.
It is rank 1 with generator (1:0 : 1) with trivial torsion. We have a mapping
v:E—C

U(z,y,2) = (2, 2y — x2,y2 — 2°).
So every rational point on the elliptic curve corresponds to a rational point on the curve C'. The
image of (1 : 0 : 1) gives t = 1, which is the degenerate case, but the other rational points
correspond to parameters a where the additional fixed point has a non-periodic rational preimage.
Furthermore, since the curve C' defining the pair (z,t) is degree 2 in z, if there is one rational
preimage of the fixed point, then there is typically two rational preimages of the fixed point. The
exceptions are obtained by taking the discrminant of the defining equation of C' in Q[t][z]. This

discriminant is
14 1
=272 (Bt ).
( + 27 * 9)
So the only rational ¢ value where there could be a single preimage is t = 0, which is degenerate.

So we have structure (G7.

R.<z,t>=QQ[]

A=AffineSpace (R)

I=R.ideal ([z"3*(t"3 - 1) + (-t~"4xz"2 + t~3)1)
X=A.subscheme (I)

X.irreducible_components ()
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K := Rationals();

8§ P<z,t,h> := ProjectiveSpace(K,2);

9 f := z72%xt"3 - z"2%h"3 - z*t*xh~3 - t~2%xh~3;
D := Curve(P, [f]);

E,psi:=EllipticCurve(D,D![0,1,0]);
IsInvertible (psi);

#generating parameters

5 r.<x,y,z>=QQ[]

; PP=ProjectiveSpace (r)

7 E = EllipticCurve ([0, O, -1, 0, -11)

8 P=E(1,0)

AW N =

NN NN N NN N NN
oC ~N O O

9 £(x,y,2z) = (x*z,x*y - x*z,y*z - z°2)
for n in range(1,6):

print (n*P)

X,Y,Z=1ist (n*P)

print (PP (list (£(X,Y,Z))))

#discriminant
R.<t>=QQ[]
S.<z>=R[]
f=z"3%t"3-z2"2-zxt-t"2
f.discriminant () .factor ()
Now we check if structure GGy can be extended by the finite {gxed point having a second rational

preimage. We continue to utilize the parameterization a = so we are looking for a rational

¢
31
point on a component of the curve defined by f2(z) =t

("% — 4t + 65 — 43 +1)2% 4 (4412 — 9% 4 965 — 33)20 4 (312 — 6% 4 315)23 + 12 —1?)
= t((t'2 — 269 +19)28 4 (2t12 — 219)2° 4 #1227,

After saturation by the ideal (¢, z), the degenerate case, this curve has three irreducible components.
Two of these components correspond to fixed points and preperiodic points with period (1,1),
respectively,

z=1t
1322 22—tz —t2=0.

The third component represents the preperiodic points with period (2, 1) and is an irreducible genus
13 curve defined by

2519 — 32545 — 2547 — 28 122389 +3261% 4+ 201 — 42345 — 22T 10 — 5 122383 — 46 =0,

Utilizing Magma, we quotient by the automorphism (z,t) — ({32, (st), where (3 is a primitive third
root of unity. This results in the genus 3 curve defined by

—23y + y* + 52 — 222y + xy® — 1993 + 1122 — 9zy + 136y% + 232 — 433y + 517 = 0.
Simplifying the (projective closure) equation with a change of variables defined by the SLy(Z)

1 -1 1
element m= (0 5 —4|, we get the reduced equation
0 1 -1

3—x2y—xy2—|—y:0.
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Lemma calculates the Q-rational points of the projective closure of this curve as
{1:1:1),(-1/2:-1/2:1),(0:1:0),(0:0:1),(1:0:0),(=1:1:0)}.
These give the six points on the nonreduced curve
{(1:1:0),(1:-13/2:-3/2),(1: —=4:—-1),(—=1:5:1),(1:0:0),(-2:5:1)}.
On the original curve, we find the four points
{(0:1:0),(0:0:1),(0:1:1),(1:0:0)}.

Computing the inverse image of the quotient map of the six points on the nonreduced curve, we
find only the four rational points on the original curve already known. So these are the only four
rational points on the original curve. These are all either points at infinity or degenerate cases, so
there are no non-periodic second rational preimages of the finite fixed point.

#Check that we get a rank 2 subgroup from the 6 known rational points and
#and that the jacobian as no torsion

// adapted from Stoll rational 6 cycle calculatioins:

// The next task is to prove Lemma 4.

// We first compute the class groups of the reduction mod 3,5,7,11,13.
Pr3<x,y,z> := ProjectiveSpace(Rationals (), 2);

Xpr3:=-y~2*x72 - y*x"3 + y~3*z + y 2xx*xz + y*x" 2%z - x*z73;
ptsXpr3:=Points (Curve (Pr3,Xpr3) :Bound:=1000) ;

// These are points no. 8,7,3,5,0,4,9,2,6,1, in this order.

perm := [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]; // ptsXpriil[perm[i+1]] = P_i

primes := [5, 7, 11, 13];

Xred := [BaseChange (Curve (Pr3,Xpr3), Bang(Rationals(), GF(p))) : p in primes];
Clgps := [<G, m> where G, m := ClassGroup(Xr) : Xr in Xred];

// Check that there is no rational torsion

Clnums := [&*[i : i in Invariants(pair[1]) | i ne 0] : pair in Clgps];
[Factorization(Clnums [1]), Factorization(Clnums [2])];

// Set up the homomorphism Phi_S

// Get integral coordinates of P_O, ..., P_5
ptseqgs := [Eltseq(ptsXpr3[perm[i+1]]) : i in [0..5]1];
ptseqgs [2] := [2*a : a in ptseqs[2]]; ptsegs;
ptseqs := [ChangeUniverse(s, Integers()) : s in ptseqs];
prodG, incls, projs := DirectProduct ([pair[1] : pair in Clgpsl]);
; Z10 := FreeAbelianGroup (6) ;
homs := [hom<Z10 -> Clgps[i,1] | [Divisor (Place(Xred[i]!pt)) @@ Clgps[i,2] : pt in
ptseqs]> : i in [1..#Clgpsl];
PhiS := hom<Z10 -> prodG | [&+[incls[i](homs[i]J(g)) : i in [1..#incls]] : g in

OrderedGenerators (Z10)]>;
Invariants (Image (PhiS));
// Since we know there is no torsion, this implies that the rank of
// our subgroup of J(Q) is at least 3 (or the rank of the Picard group
// of C at least 4).

Ker := Kermnel (PhiS);

// Find small relations

L := Lattice(Matrix([Eltseq(Z10'k) : k in OrderedGenerators(Ker)]));
BL := Basis(LLL(L)); BL;

7 // We see 4 small elements in the kernel.

// Check that they correspond to principal divisors.
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places := [Place(ptsXpr3[i+1]) : i in [0..5]];
divisors := [&+[BL[i,jl*places[j] : j in [1..#places]] : i in [1..4]1];
assert forall{d : d in divisors | IsPrincipal(d)};

load "coleman.m";

Q:= -x75 - x73*%y + x"2*%y~2 - x*xy"2 + y~3 + x*y;

7 data:=coleman_data(Q,7,15);

Qpoints:=Q_points (data,1000) ;
L,v:=effective_chabauty(data:Qpoints:=Qpoints,e:=30);

load "coleman.m";

Q:=-y"2*xx72 - y*x~3 + y 3 + y 2%x + y*x"2 - Xx;
data:=coleman_data(Q,2,10) ;

Qpoints:=Q_points (data,1000) ;
L,v:=effective_chabauty(data:Qpoints:=Qpoints,e:=30);

A2<x,y> := AffineSpace(Rationals(),2);
f 1= -x75 - x73%y + x72%xy"2 - x*y~2 + y 3 + x*y;
C := Curve(A2,[f]);

D:=ProjectiveClosure(C);
Points (D:Bound :=10000) ;

#(2,1) points

R.<t>=QQ[]

A.<z>=AffineSpace(R,1)

a=t~3/(t"3-1)

f=DynamicalSystem_affine ((z"3+a)/(a*xz"~2), domain=A)
F2=f .nth_iterate_map (2)

£f2= F2[0] .numerator () - t*F2[0].denominator ()

from sage.rings.polynomial.flatten import FlatteningMorphism
phi=FlatteningMorphism(£f2.parent ())
R = phi.codomain ()

A=AffineSpace (R)

I=R.ideal ([phi(£2)1])

X=A.subscheme (I)

J=I.saturation(R.ideal (R.gens ())) [0]

X=A.subscheme (J)

X.irreducible_components ()

K := Rationals();

P<z,t,h> := ProjectiveSpace(X,2);

f 1= z76%xt"9 - 3*%z"6%t"6xh"3 - z"b5*%t"7xh"3 - z"4*%t"8xh"3 + 2%z 3*%t"9*xh~3 + 3*z~"6%t
"3%*h~"6 + z"b5*xt"4*%h"6 - 4%z~ 3*%t"6*xh"6 - z"2*t"7xh"6 + t~“9*h~"6 - z"6*xh~9 + 2%z 3%
t~3*x*h~"9 - t~6*h"9;

D := Curve(P, [f]);

Genus (D) ;

RationalPoints (D:Bound:=1000) ;
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K:=CyclotomicField (3);

, P2<z,t,h> := ProjectiveSpace(K,2);

f := z76*%t"9 - 3*%z"6*%t"6*h"3 - z"5xt"7xh"3 - z"4*t"8*xh"3 + 2%z 3%t "9xh"3 + 3*z 6%t
“3*h"6 + z"5xt"4%h"6 - 4*xz"3*xt"6*%h"6 - z"2*xt"7*h”"6 + t~“9*h”6 - z"6*h~9 + 2xz~3x%
t“3*h"9 - t76*h~9;

C := Curve(P2,[f]);

phi := iso<C->C|[K.1*z,K.1xt,h],[K.172%z,K.172%t ,h]>;

// we will take the quotient by phi

G := AutomorphismGroup(C, [phil);

CG,prj := CurveQuotient (G);

P2<z,t,h> := ProjectiveSpace (K,2);

f := z76*%t"9 - 3*%z"6*%t"6*h"3 - z"b5xt"7xh"3 - z"4*%t"8*xh"3 + 2%z 3%t "9xh"3 + 3*xz"6*xt

“3*h"6 + z"5xt"4%h"6 - 4*xz"3*xt"6*h"6 - z"2*xt"7*h”"6 + t~“9*h"6 - z"6*h~9 + 2xz~3x%
t"3*h"9 - t76%h~9;

C := Curve(P2,[f]);
phi := is0<C->C|[K.1%z,K.1%t,h],[K.1°2%z,K.1°2%t,h]>;
// we will take the quotient by phi
G := AutomorphismGroup(C, [phil);
2 CG,prj := CurveQuotient (G);
P2<x,y,z> := ProjectiveSpace(Rationals () ,2);
5 f 1= -x73xy + y~4 + 5*kx73%z - 2*%xT2xyxz + x*ky 2%z - 19%xy"3*z + 11*xx72%z72 - Okx*y*

z"2 + 136*xy~2%z72 + 23*xx*z"3 - 433*%xy*xz~3 + 517*z74;
C := Curve(P2,[f]);
D,m:=ReducePlaneCurve (C) ;

m=matrix(QQ,3,3,[1,-1,1,0,5,-4,0,1,-11)
L=[[1,1,11,[-1/2,-1/2,11,[0,0,1]1,[0,1,0]1,[1,0,0],[-1,1,0]]
for p in L:

print ((m*vector (p)))

K := Rationals () ;
P<z,t,h> := ProjectiveSpace (K,2);
f := 276*xt"9 - 3*xz"6*%t"6xh~3 - z 5%t~ 7*xh~3 - z"4*xt"8*xh~3 + 2*xz"3%t~"9*xh~3 + 3xz"6%*t

“3*h"6 + z"5*xt"4*%h"6 - 4*xz"3*xt"6*%h"6 - z"2*xt”"7x*h"6 + t~“9*h”6 - z"6*h~9 + 2xz~3x%
t"3*h"9 - t76*xh~9;
D := Curve(P, [f]);
Genus (D) ;
RationalPoints (D:Bound:=1000) ;
E:=SingularPoints (D) ;
for i := 1 to #E do
pl := Places(E[i]);
print pl;
for j := 1 to #pl do;
print Degree(pl[jl);
end for;
end for;
//E[1] blows up to 3 nonrational
//E[2] blows up to one rational (and one nonrational)
//E[3] blows up to 2 rational (and 2 nonrational)
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##Finding the inverse images

K:=CyclotomicField (3) ;

P2<z,t,h> := ProjectiveSpace(K,2);

f 1= z76%t"9 - 3%xz"6*%t"6*%h"3 - z"bxt"7xh"3 - z"4xt"8xh"3 + 2%z73%t"9%h”3 + 3%z"6%t
“3%h"6 + z"5xt"4%xh"6 - 4*xz"3xt"6*h"6 - z"2xt"7*h"6 + t"9*xh"6 - z"6*%h~9 + 2%z 3%
t°3*xh"9 - t~6*%h~9;

C := Curve(P2,[f]);

phi := iso<C->C|[K.1*z,K.1xt,h],[K.172*%z,K.17°2%t,h]>;
// we will take the quotient by phi

G := AutomorphismGroup(C, [phil);

CG,prj := CurveQuotient (G);

pPrj;

5 R.<z,t,h>=QQ[]

P=ProjectiveSpace (R)
f1=t"20%xh~3 - 8*t~17*h"6 + 43*t~14*h~9 - b54%xt~11xh~12 + 28*t~8*h~15

3 £2=-z75*%t718 + 5*xz"4*t"19 + z"3*t720 - 15*%xz"5*xt”"15xh”"3 - 48*%z"4xt"16*h~3 + 2*xz 3%t

“17%h”~3 + b*zxt~19%h~3 - 4xt~20*%h~3 + b58*%xz 5%t ~12*%*h"6 + 211*%xz"4*%t~13*h"6 - 17*z
"3xt"14%h"6 - 13%z " 2xt"15%h"6 - 36%z*t~16*h"6 + 38*t~17*h"6 - 96*xz "5*xt~9xh~9 -
399%z74xt~10*h~9 + 92%z73xt"11%h~9 + 17*z " 2xt~12%h~9 + 168*z*t~13*h~9 - 196%t
“14*%xh~9 + 105*xz"b*xt"6*h~12 + 402%z 4%t~ 7*h~12 - 126%z"3*%t"8*xh~12 - 47%*z 2%t ~9*h
“12 - 220%z*t~10%h~12 + 252%xt~11xh~12 - 73*%z"5*%t"3xh~15 - 207*z 4%t ~4*xh~15 +
116*%z"3*xt"5*%h~15 + b53*%xz"2%t"6*xh~15 + 159%z*t~7*h~15 - 164*%t~8xh~15 + 22%z 5xh
“18 + 36*%xz"4*xt*xh”~18 - 34*%xz"3*%t"2*%h~18 - 22*%z"2*%t"3xh~18 - 36*%z*t~4xh~18 + 34%*t
“5xh~18

£f3=2"4%t719 - 4%z 5xt"15%h"3 - 9%z 4xt"16%h~3 + 2%z 3*xt~17*h"3 + z*xt~19xh~3 - t
"20*h~3 + 14*%z"b5*t~12*%h"6 + 40*z"4*xt~13%*h"6 - 11%z"3*xt~14xh~6 - 2%z 2%t~ 15*h"6
- T*z*xt~16*h"6 + 9%t~ 17*xh"6 - 24*%xz"5*xt"9%h~9 - 76z 4xt~10*xh"9 + 33*xz" 3%t ~11x%h
"9 + 34*%zxt"13*h"9 - 46*%t"14*xh~9 + 28*%z"5*%t"6xh~12 + T77*z74*xt"7xh~12 - 39%z 3%t
"8xh~12 - 8%z 2%t~ 9xh~12 - 43*xzxt~10*h~12 + 59t~ 11*h~12 - 20*z 5xt~3*h~15 -
39%z"4xt"4*xh~15 + 31*z"3*xt"5*xh~15 + 12*z"2xt"6*h~15 + 31*z*xt~7xh~15 - 39%t~8%h
“15 + 6%z"5xh”"18 + 6%z 4*xtxh”~18 - 8%z 3%t "2xh~18 - 6%z72xt "3xh~18 - 6%z*xt ~4x*h
“18 + 8*%t~5xh”18

F=(f1,f2,£3)

for Q in [[1,1,0],([1,-13/2,-3/2],[1,-4,-1]1,[-1,5,1],[1,0,0],[-2,5,1]1]:
I=R.ideal ([F[0]J*Q[1]1-F[1]1xQ[0], F[0l*Q[2]-F[2]+xQ[0], F[11*Q[2]-F[2]1*xQ[1]1])
X=P.subscheme (I)
print (X.rational_points())

There are no possible ways to extend the structures Gy, G2, and G3 rationally, so these are the
only possible structures of Q-rational preperiodic points for f,(z) for a € Q. O

6.3. A3(D3) First Component. There are two families with a Dy symmetry. We first look at the

family fa(z) = g§i‘2i Note that a = £1 are degenerate cases.

Proposition 6.10. The following describes Q-rational periodic points for f,(z) = a4l {1 g € Q

23 +az

(1) For every a, f,(z) has the rational periodic points
P 1DD
k\_//cn

(2) The points £1 are the only Q-rational fixed points for all a € Q \ {£1}.
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(3) If there are any additional rational periodic points with period 2, then all six points of
period 2 are Q-rational.
(4) There isno a € Q\ {£1} so that f,(z) has a Q-rational 3-cycle.

Proof. The first dynatomic polynomial is ®%(f,) = —z* + 1. In particular, every member of the
family has two rational fixed points 1 and —1 and two complex fixed points +1.

.<a> QQ [l

.<z> = R[]

FractionField (P)

AffineSpace (P, 1)

= DynamicalSystem_affine ((a*xz~2+1)/(z"3+a*z))
.dynatomic_polynomial (1)

The second dynatomic polynomial is given by
O3(fa) = (a® = 1)2° + (20° — 20)2° + (a® — 1)

The associated curve is reducible over Q and the irreducible components are

z=0
a—1=0
a+1=0
(9) A 422 +1=0.
Note that a = +1 are degenerate cases. Tilelpoints 0 and oo form a 2-cycle. From the last compo-
A

nent @, for every z, we can find a = =53= such that z is periodic with period 2. Furthermore,
we know if z is a rational point of period 2, then 1/z, —z, and —1/z are all points of period 2 since
the maps z — +1/z and z — —z are automorphism of f,(z). Since f, is a degree 3 map, we know
that there are at most three rational 2-cycles and six points of period 2. Thus, for every member
of the family, either we have only 1 rational 2-cycle (0 and co) or all 2-cycles are rational.

R.<a> = QQ[]

.<z> = R[]

P = FractionField (P)

A = AffineSpace(P,1)

g = DynamicalSystem_affine ((a*z~2+1)/(z"3+a*z))
g.dynatomic_polynomial (2)

jav)

A.<a,z>=AffineSpace (QQ,2)

R=A.coordinate_ring ()

I=R.ideal ([(a"2 - 1)*z"5 + (2*a"3 - 2*xa)*z"3 + (a"2 - 1)x*z])
A.subscheme(I).irreducible_components ()

Now we look at rational 3-cycles. The third dynatomic polynomial is calculated as
D3(fa) =224 + (a® + 24> + 9a) 22 + (a® + 9a® + 14a + 41a® +1)2%°
7a® + 284" + 55a° + 118a% + 12a)2*® + (15a'° + 54a® + 118a° + 248a* + 594> + 1)216
12a'! + 73a° + 140a” + 376a° + 180a® + 11a)z'
3a' +52a'" + 115a® + 33465 + 361a* + 5842 + 1)2'2
12a™ + 73a” + 140a" 4 3764° 4 180a® 4 11a)2"°
150! + 54a® + 118a° + 248a* + 59a? + 1)2% 4 (7a° + 28a” 4 55a° + 118a> + 12a)2°
a® +9a% + 14a* + 410 +1)2* + (a® 4 2a® 4+ 9a)2% + 1.
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The associated dynatomic curve has genus 27 and is difficult to work with directly. First observe
that if (a,z) is a point on ®%(f,) = 0, then (a, f.(2)) and (a, f2(2)) are also on the curve. Thus,
we can quotient this curve by a Cs symmetry by setting ¢t = z + fu(z) + f2(z). We need to find
the curve X obtained through this quotient. We know that finding this curve X is equivalent to
finding the minimal polynomial of t = z + fu(2) + f2(z) € K, where K is the extension field of
Q(a) defined by the third dynatomic polynomial.

The curve X defined by this minimal polynomial is given by

X : 224 (aP 4403 —a) 25+ (a®+2a° —4a* +8a% — 1) 2" + (30" +4a® — 230> +20a) 2% +9a* — 2442 4+16 = 0.

2

Observe that we can quotient out by another C5 action by identifying x = z#. This gives us the

curve
Y : 2t 4 (a® +4a® —a)2® + (a®+2a5 —4a* 4+ 8a% — 1) + (3a” +4a® — 23a% +20a)z +9a* — 244> +16 = 0.
This curve has genus 3 and is hyperelliptic with simplified model

Y y? =28 — 625 + 192 — 3022 + 9.

Observe, that this curve covers a genus 1 curve by setting = = 22,

E:y? =zt —62° + 1922 — 30z + 9.

This curve FE has smooth model as an elliptic curve

;o 10 32 4 4,

E oy 3xy 9y—:v —1—31‘.
The curve E’ has rank 0 and the torsion subgroup has order 6. Therefore, there are at most six
rational points on E. A search using height bound 1000 on the projective closure of E finds five
rational points:

(3:3:1),(3: -3:1),(0:1:0),(0: =3:1),(0:3:1).

This list is complete since (0 : 1 :0) is a singular point and blows up to 2 rational points. Observe
that affine rational points on F can be lifted to affine rational points on Y’ only if the z-coordinate
is a square. Thus, the only affine rational points on Y’ are (0,—3) and (0,3). We also know that
since Y is of the form y? = f(z), where f(x) has even degree with leading coefficient a square,
Y’ has two points at infinity, both of which are rational. Thus, on Y’, there are only four rational
points. Then Y has at most four non-singular rational points. Searching using a height bound 1000
on the projective closure of Y, we find four rational points:

(0:1:0),(1:0:0),(=1:1:1),(1:-1:1),

where the first coordinate is a, the second z, and the third a homogenizing variable. All these
points are singular points. When we blow them up, (0 : 1 : 0) blows up to be two rational points,
(1:0:0) blows up to be two rational points, (—1 : 1 : 1) becomes a single point that is not rational,
and (1: —1:1) also becomes a point that is not rational. Thus, we have found all four rational
points in the smooth projective model of Y. We only lift the affine rational point (—1,1) since
(1,—1) has 2 = —1 and we replaced x> with = to get from X to Y. This point has a = 1, which is
degenerate. Thus, there is no choice of a € Q for which f,(z) has a Q-rational 3-cycle.

.<a> = QQ[]

.<z> = R[]

= FractionField(P)

AffineSpace(P,1)

= DynamicalSystem_affine ((a*xz~2+1)/(z"3+ax*z))
.dynatomic_polynomial (3)

#Quotienting by identifying (a,z) with (a,f(z)) and (a,f"2(z)) (run in magma)
7



9 Fc<a> := FunctionField(Rationals());

10 R<z> := PolynomialRing (Fc);

11 Phi3 :=z"24 + (a"5 + 2*a"3 + 9*a)*z~22 + (a"8 + 9*xa”6 + 14*a"4 + 41*xa~2 + 1)*xz"20
+ (7xa”9 + 28*xa”7 + 55xa”5 + 118*a~3 + 12*a)*z~18 + (15%¥a”~10 + 54xa"8 + 118*a”6
+ 248*a~4 + 59*a”~2 + 1)xz~16 + (12%¥a”~11 + 73*a”9 + 140%a”7 + 376xa"5 + 180*a"3
+ 11xa)*z~14 + (3%a”~12 + 52%xa”~10 + 115*xa"8 + 334*xa"6 + 361*xa"4 + 58*xa"2 + 1)xz
12 + (12*a”~11 + 73*a”9 + 140%a”7 + 376*a"5 + 180*a~3 + 11xa)*z~10 + (15%a~10 +
54*xa~8 + 118*a”~6 + 248*a”4 + 59*a”2 + 1)*z"8 + (7*a”~9 + 28*a”7 + 5b*xa~5 + 118«
a”3 + 12*%a)*z"6 + (a"8 + 9*a"6 + 14*a"4 + 41*a”2 + 1)*z"4 + (a5 + 2*a~3 + 9xa)

¥xz"2 + 1;
12 Fcz<z> := ext<Fc | Phi3>;
13t := z+((a*z"2+1) /(z"3+a*z))+((a~3%z"7 + a~4*xz"5 + z~9 + 3*a*xz"7 + b*a~2xz"5 + 3*a

"3xz"3 + a*z"3 + a"2xz)/(a"2xz"8 + 3%a"3*z"6 + a"4*z"4 + axz"6 + 5xa"2%z"4 + a
"3%z"2 + 3%a*z"2 + 1));
14 MinimalPolynomial (t);

16 #Getting the simplified model for the hyperelliptic curve (run in magma)

17 A<a,x>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);

18 Y:=Curve(A,x"4 + (a5 + 4*%a”"3 - a)*x"3 + (a"8 + 2*a"6 - 4*xa”~4 + 8*xa"2 - 1)*x~2 +
(3*a"7 +4*a”~5 - 23*a”~3 + 20*a)*x + 9*a”~4 - 24*a”2 + 16);

19 b,X:=IsHyperelliptic (Y);

20 X

21 YY:=SimplifiedModel (X);

22 YY;

24 #Rational Points on elliptic curve (run in magma)
25 A<x,y>:=AffineSpace(Rationals() ,2);

26 E:=ProjectiveClosure(Curve(A,y"2 - (x"4 - 6%x"3 + 19%x72 - 30*x + 9)));
27 P:=E![3,3,1];

2¢ EE:=EllipticCurve (E,P);

29 RankBounds (EE) ;

30 TorsionSubgroup (EE) ;

31 Points (E:Bound:=1000) ;

32 SingularPoints (E);

33 Degree (Places (SingularPoints (E) [1]) [1]);

34 Degree (Places (SingularPoints (E) [1]) [2]);

36 #Rational Points on hyperelliptic curve (run in magma)

37 A<a,x>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);

38 Y:=Curve(A,x"4 + (a"5 + 4*a"3 - a)*x"3 + (a"8 + 2*xa"6 - 4*a"4 + 8*xa"2 - 1)*x"2 +
(3*%a"7 +4*a”~5 - 23*a”~3 + 20*a)*x + 9*a”~4 - 24*a”2 + 16);

39 Y:=ProjectiveClosure(Y);

10 Points (Y:Bound:=1000) ;

11 sing:=SingularPoints(Y);

12 P1:=sing[1];

13 P2:=sing[2];

141 P3:=sing[3];

45 P4:=sing[4];

16 Q1:=Places (P1) ;

17 Q1;

18 Degree (Q1[11);

19 Q2:=Places (P2) ;

50 Q2;
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51
52
53
54
5!

55

Degree (Q2[1]) ;
Q3:=Places (P3);

3 Q3;

Degree (Q3[11);
Degree (Q3[2]) ;
Q4 :=Places (P4);

7 Q4;

Degree (Q4[11) ;
Degree (Q4[2]) ;

O
A search for rational preperiodic structures with the parameter up to height 10,000 using the

algorithm from [20] as implemented in Sage yields no parameters when f,(z) has a Q-rational
periodic point with minimal period at least 4.

Conjecture 6.11. There are no a € Q such that f,(z) = gi‘gi has a Q-rational periodic point of
minimal period at least 4.

Theorem 6.12. Assuming Conjecture the possible rational preperiodic structures for f,(z) =
az?+1
23+az

for a € Q are the following.

N
G : ::—) ] 3 o s, a not in one of the families G, G3, or Gy
~__—
[} [ ]

N
(;2:0\\§i:ji) 0*4>431j> 8;:::j<;7 a= ﬁz%jf%l’ te(@\\{iﬂ,O}

1008 el el el =T

OO. o o L a =

~_ ~___~ ~___~ 2t2 7’

(] [ ]
N\ e
G :. : \. [ ] ,
4 13 1 ./0\/00\.

teQ\{£1,0}
a=—t*, teQ\{£1,0}.

Proof. Proposition combined with Conjecture [6.11] classifies the Q-rational periodic structure.
For preperiodic structures, we start by looking for non-periodic rational preimages of the fixed
points. Recall from Proposition that for every a € Q, f,(z) has exactly two Q-rational fixed
points £1. Observe that if f,(z) = 1, then f,(—2z) = —1, so it suffices to consider the preimages of
1. To have f,(z) = 1, we must have (az? + 1) — (23 4+ az) = 0. This defines a reducible curve over
Q, and the irreducible components are

z2—1=0 and az—2>—2—-1=0.
We only need to consider the second component. This component is linear in a so we solve as

t24+t+1
a:% t & {0,41}.

We exclude t € {0,—1} for degenerate a values and ¢t = 1 is the fixed point as its own preimage.
Thus, for every t € Q\{%1,0}, we can find an a such that 1 has a non-periodic Q-rational preimage
under f,(z). Since z — 1 is an automorphism of f,(2), if fo(z) = 1, then f,(1/2) = 1. Furthermore,
since this irreducible component is quadratic, it can have at most two rational points. Thus, the
two rational points must be z and 1/z.
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R.<a,z>=QQ[]

A=AffineSpace (R)

3 I=R.ideal ((a*xz~2+1) -(z"3+a*z))
| S=A.subscheme (I)
S.irreducible_components ()

Now we look for a second non-periodic rational preimage of 1, i.e., a z € Q with f2(z) = 1. We
need to find (rational) solutions to
(@327 4+ a*2® + 2 4+ 3a2" + 5?25 + 3323 + a2® + a%2
— (0?28 +3a32% + a2t + a2® + 5022 + a32% 4 3022 +1) = 0.
This defines a reducible curve over Q with irreducible components
z—1=0 (fixed points),
az— 22 —2—1=0 (points satisfying f,(z) = 1), and

2.5 3.3 _ 2.4 .5 6_ 2.3 4

a“z°+a’z az’ —z2° —a“z° — 2az a2z2—{—az3—|—a22—2a22—23—az—1:0.

We need only consider the third component. It defines a genus 3 curve, but we can quotient by a
Cy symmetry by identifying (a, z) with (a,1/z). If we set t = z + 1/z, we get the curve after this
quotienting as
X : 24 (—a® + a)t* + (a* + 2a — 3)t —a® 4+ 3a®> — 3a + 1 = 0.
This is a genus 1 curve and is birationally equivalent to the elliptic curve
X'y —2zy+ 2y =2® — 322 + 22

via the map on projective closures

x =2at* + 2a°t*h — 8at®h — 8a*th? + 4at*h? — 8t°h* + 16ath® + 26t*h* — 8th*

y =2at* + 4t*h — 2a>h? + 2a>th? — 26at>h?

— 14#°h* — 26a*h® + 36ath® — 6t°h* + 58ah® + 90th* — 30h°
z=—t° 4 2t*h.

We compute that X’ has rank 0 and its torsion subgroup has order 6. Thus, there are at most six
non-singular rational points on X. Searching using height bound 1000 on the projective closure
produces

(a,t,h) € {(=1:=2:1),(3:2:1),(0:1:0),(1:0:0),(1:0:1),(=1:2:1)},

where h is a homogenizing variable. The curve X has singular points (1 : 0: 1) and (=1 :2:1).
We blow up the singular points and in the blow up, (1: 0 : 1) becomes two points, both of which
are rational points and (—1 : 2 : 1) becomes one closed point which is not rational. Thus, the above
list is complete since we have found six rational points. Now we need to lift these rational points
back to the original curve. Recall that ¢ = z 4+ 1/z, so we can solve for z. Only ¢t = £+2 produces
rational points, but ¢ = £2 lifts back to z = +1, which are fixed points. Thus, there is no a € Q
such that f2(z) =1 and f,(z) # 1 for some z € Q.

I R.<a,z>=PolynomialRing (QQ)
f=((a*z"2+1)/(z"3+a*z))
g=((a*xf~2+1) /(£ "3+ax*f))

g

=W N

6 R.<a,z>=QQ[]
7 A=AffineSpace (R)
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I=R.ideal ((a"3*z"7 + a~4%z"5 + z~9 + 3*a*xz"7 + 5xa~2%xz"5 + 3*a"3*z"3 + a*xz~3 + a
“2xz)-(a"2*xz"8 + 3%¥a”"3*z"6 + a”4*z"4 + axz"6 + 5*xa"2%z"4 + a"3%z"2 + 3*a*z"2 +

1))
S=A.subscheme (I)
S.irreducible_components ()

R.<a,z>=QQ[]
A=AffineSpace (R)
I=R.ideal(a"2*z"5 + a~3%z"3 - a"2*z"4 - a*xz"5 - z"6 - a~2%z"3 -

+ a*xz"3 + a”"2%z - 2*a*xz"2 - z"3 - axz - 1)

5 C=A.curve(I.gens())

C.genus ()

3, #Quotienting by C2 (run in magma)

Fc<a>:=FunctionField (Rationals ());
R<z>:=PolynomialRing (Fc);

Phi3:=a"2%z"5 + a"3%xz73 - a”2%z"4 - a*z"b - z76 - a"2%z"3 - 2%axz"4
z"3 + a"2%z - 2%a%xz"2 - z"3 - a*xz - 1;

Fcz<z>:=ext<Fc | Phi3>;

t:=z+1/z;

MinimalPolynomial (t);

#Rational Points (run in magma)

" A<a,z>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);
C:=ProjectiveClosure(Curve(A,z"3 + (-a”2 + a)*z"2 + (a”2 + 2%a - 3)*z - a"3 + 3xa

"2 - 3%a + 1));
Points (C:Bound:=1000) ;
sing:=SingularPoints (C);

sing;
P1:=sing[1];
P1;
P2:=sing[2];
P2;

Q1:=Places (P1);
Degree (Q1[1]);

; Degree(Q1[21);

Q2:=Places (P2);

Degree (Q2[1]) ;

P:=C![1,0,1];
E,psi:=EllipticCurve (C,P);

E;

Rank (E) ;

TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
RationalPoints (E:Bound:=1000) ;

a“2xz"2 + ax

Now we look at non-periodic preimages of the 2-cycle comprised of 0 and co. First consider if
there is an a such that f,(z) = 0. It suffices to look at f,(z) = 0 since if f,(z) = oo, we have
fa(1/2) = 0 due to the automorphism z +— 1/z. Solving az? + 1 =0, we get z = £,/ _71 Thus, as

long as a = —k? for some k € Q, we have f,(z) = 0 for two Q-rational z values.
Now we consider non-periodic second preimages: f2(z) = 0 for some z such that f,(z) # 0. We
need to find rational solutions to the equation

a2 +a*2® + 22 + 302" + 5a%2° + 3a%2° + a2 + a2 = 0.
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This equation defines a reducible curve over Q. The irreducible components are

z=0
2 +a=0
(10) a3zt 4+ 2% 4 202" + 3d%22 4 a = 0.

The first two components correspond to f,(z) is the point at infinity, so we only need to study the
third component. It has genus 3, but observe that it covers a genus 1 curve:

X :a%2? + 2% + 2a2® + 3d®z +a = 0.
This curve is birationally equivalent to the elliptic curve
E:y?+8xy+2y=a3—122% — 4z
via the map (of projective closures)
z = 2a’z* — 4a®23h + dax*h — 6a’2®h? + 8ax®h? + 8z*h? — 12axh> + 42303 — 16axh?
—102?h* — 8xh® — 2h°
y = —4a’z* — 8az*h + 36ax?h? — 32ax®h? — 122*h? + 8az®h® — 3223h> + 96axh* + 3622h*
+ 32zh° + 8h°
z = —2%h — 32*h® — 22313 + 22%h* + 3zh® + RS,
where h and z are the homogenizing variables of X and F, respectively.
I r.<a,x,t>=QQ[]
2 X=2%a"2%x"4 - 4*%a 2%x"3%t + 4kaxx"4xt - 6%a 2%x"2kt"2 + 8kakx"3*%t°2 + 8*kx"4*t"2 -
12%a*x"2%t"3 + 4*x"3%t"3 - 16*%a*xx*t 4 - 10%x"2%t"4 - 8xx*t"5 - 2*t"6
3 Y=-4%a"2%x"4 - 8*axx"4xt + 36%a”2%x"2%xt"2 - 32ka*xx"3*kt°2 - 12%x"4*t"2 + 8kakx 2xt
"3 - 32%x73%t"3 + 96*a*x*xt”4 + 36*%xx"2*%xt"4 + 32xx*xt"5 + 8*t~6
| Z=-x"5%t - 3*%x74*%xt"2 - 2%x"3*%t"3 + 2%x72*%t"4 + 3*xx*t”"5 + t°6
5 F=a"3%x"2 + X 3%t°2 + 2xa*xx 24t"2 + 3*%a”2%x*t 2 + a*t "4
6 G=Y"2xZ + 8*kX*Y*Z + 24Y*Z"2 - (X"3 - 12%xX"2%Z - 4*X*Z"2)
7 G.quo_rem (F) [1]

The curve E has rank 0 and its torsion subgroup has order 6. Searching with a height bound 1000
on the projective closure, we find five rational points on X:

(a,2,h) €{(0:1:0),(0:0:1),(1:0:0),(=1:1:1),(1:—-1:1)}.
Among these five points, four of them are singular points:
(1:=1:1),(-1:1:1),(0:1:0),(1:0:0).

The first point blows up to be two rational points, the second blows up to be two rational points,
and the third blows up to be one rational point. The last one blows up to a closed point, but that
point is not rational. Thus, we have found all six points on the projective smooth model of X, and
the list must be complete. Recall that we cannot have a = 1 or —1, and we only look at affine
rational points. Thus, the only rational point on the projective closure of X that we care about
is (0:0:1). It lifts to (0 : 0 : 1) on the third irreducible component in equation , but z =0
is a periodic point. Therefore, we can conclude that there is no a € Q such that f2(z) = 0 and

fa(z) #0.

I R.<a,z>=QQ[]
2 A=AffineSpace(R)
3 I=R.ideal ((a~3%z"7 + a~4*z"5 + z~9 + 3*a*z"7 + L5xa"2*xz"5 + 3*a~3*z"3 + a*z"3 + a
"2%z))
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S=A.subscheme (I)
S.irreducible_components ()

#Rational points (run in magma)

A<a,x>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);

C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve(A,a"3*x"2 + x73 + 2*%a*x"2 + 3xa"2*%x + a));
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

sing := SingularPoints(C);
sing;
pl := singl[1];
p2 := singl[2];
5 p3 := singl[3];
p4 := singl[4];
Q1:=Places (pl);
Q1;

Degree (Q1[1]) ;
Degree (Q1[2]) ;
Q2:=Places (p2);
Q2;

Degree (Q2[11) ;
Degree (Q2[2]) ;
Q3:=Places (p3);

i Q3
" Degree(Q3[1]);

Q4:=Places (p4);

Q4;

Degree (Q4[1]) ;
P:=C![1,-1,1];
E,psi:=EllipticCurve (C,P);

3 E;

Rank (E) ;
TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
RationalPoints (E:Bound:=1000) ;

Now we look for non-periodic preimages of one of the other possible rational 2-cycles. In partic-
ular, if we can find an a such that f,(z) enters into a 2-cycle that is not the 0 — co cycle. Recall
from component @ of the second dynatomic curve in the proof of Proposition 6.10 that we need
a = —;‘;2—1 for t € Q\ {£1,0} to have extra 2-cycles. Furthermore, we can compute the (1,2)
generalized dynatomic polynomial characterizing points with formal period (1,2), (see Hutz [20),

Section 3]) as

(1,2)(fa) = (2% + a)(az® + 1) (2® + (2a° + 2a)2° + (a* + 6a® — 1)z* + (2a® + 2a)2* + 1).

—tt—1

When we set a = =

, the irreducible components of (I)?LQ)( fa) become

wtt =222+ 2% — 2 =0
wtt + 2% - 2% —x =0
20°t —wtt 2 -2t =0
2023 4 at —x — 2t =0
20%% —tt —1=0
2t 22— 22 = 0.
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The first four are quadratic in # and all have discriminant ¢® + 14¢* + 1. So rational points occur
when there are rational points on the curve

C:k* =1+ 14t* + 1.
This covers the curve
Ey? =zt 4+ 1422 + 1,
via the substitution y = k,z = t>. The curve E is birational via
(z,y,2) — (2222 + 2y2? + 1423, 42® + dayz + 28x2%, 23)

to the rank 0 elliptic curve y? = 23 — 28224192z with torsion subgroup isomorphic to Z /27 x Z/47.
A point search gives the eight points

(0:1:0),(0:0:1),(8:16:1),(8: =16:1),(12:0:1),(16:0:1),(24:48:1),(24: —48:1).
The curve E has the seven rational points
(-<1:4:1),(0: =1:1),(0:1:0),(1:—4:1),(-1:—-4:1),(1:4:1),(0:1:1),

where (0 : 1:0) is singular and blows-up to two rational points. On the original curve C, we find
the same seven rational points

(-=1:4:1),(0: =1:1),(0:1:0),(1:—4:1),(=1:—-4:1),(1:4:1),(0:1:1).

These all have t € {£1,0} so correspond to degenerate cases. The last two components are both
birational to the same rank 0 elliptic curve, y? + 2zy = x> — 422 + 2z, with torsion subgroup
isomorphic to Z/27 x 7Z/27Z, so they have at most four rational points. In both cases, we have the
rational points (x,t) = (+1,£1). Since t = £1 are degenerate cases, these components do not have
any rational points. Thus, we cannot have f,(z) entering a 2-cycle that is not the 0 — oo cycle.

R.<a>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (FractionField(R) ,1)

f=DynamicalSystem_projective ([a*x"2*y + y~3, x73 + a*xxxy~2])

f.dynatomic_polynomial (2) .factor (proof=False)

A=(-x"4 -1)/(2%x"2)

(x74 + 2%A*x~2 + 1)

print (f.dynatomic_polynomial ([1,2]) .factor(proof=False))

R.<x,t>=QQ[]

A2=AffineSpace (R)

X1=A2.curve (1024*t"8*x"8 + (-256*t~14 - 1792xt~10 - 1792*t~6 - 256*xt~2)*x"6 + (64%
t716 + 1792%t°12 + 2432%xt~8 + 1792*xt"4 + 64)*x"4 + (-256xt~14 - 1792*t~10 -
1792*xt~6 - 256%t"2)*x"2 + 1024*t~8)

X2=A2.curve (2*t"2*x"2 - t°4 - 1)

X3=A2.curve((-t"4 - 1)*x"2 + 2xt~2)

for Z in [X1,X2,X3]:
for Y in Z.irreducible_components () :

print (Y.defining_polynomials ())
F=Y.defining_polynomials () [0]
print (F.discriminant (x))

P<t,k,h>:=ProjectiveSpace (Rationals () ,2);
C:=Curve(P,k"2*h"6 - (t~8+14*t~4*h~4+h"8));
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;
SingularPoints (C) ;
P:=C![0,1,0];
Q:=Places (P);
Q;
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Degree(Q[11);

" Degree (Q[2]);

P<x,y,z>:=ProjectiveSpace (Rationals () ,2);
C:=Curve(P,y 2%z"2 - (x74+14*x72%2"2+274));
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

P:=C![0,1,0];

E,psi:=EllipticCurve (C,P);

E;

Rank (E) ;

; TorsionSubgroup (E);

Points (E:Bound :=1000) ;

HHHHHHAHS
X2.projective_closure() .rational_points (bound=100)

A<x,t>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);
C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve (A, (2*xt"2*x"2 - t~4 - 1)));
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

P:=C![1,1,1];

; E,psi:=EllipticCurve(C,P);

E;

Rank (E) ;

TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
RationalPoints (E:Bound :=1000) ;

HUHHHBHBHAHH
X3.projective_closure() .rational_points (bound=100)

A<x,t>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);
C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve(A,(-t"4 - 1)*x"2 + 2*%t~2));
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

P:=C![1,1,1];

E,psi:=EllipticCurve (C,P);

E;

Rank (E) ;

TorsionSubgroup (E) ;

3 RationalPoints (E:Bound:=1000) ;

Now that we have identified each of the separate possible components of the rational preperiodic
structure, we need to consider which of these components can occur simultaneously. First we ask
if 0 can have a non-periodic rational preimage at the same time there are the additional 2-cycles.
Recall that we need a = —k? for some k € Q to have f,(z) = 0 and we need a = —z 1

=7 to have
extra 2-cycles. Thus, we are looking for rational points on the curve

Xzt +1-2k%%=0.
This is a genus 1 curve that is birationally equivalent to the elliptic curve

E:y? 42y =2 —42% + 22
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2
3

1

via the map (of projective closures with i and z the homogenizing variables of X and E, respec-
tively,)

x = 2k2% +22% — 2kzh — 42°h + 42h% — 2R3
y = —4kz? — 423 + 422h — 42h*
2 =2%—322h +32h% — h3.

This elliptic curve E has rank 0 with torsion subgroup of order 4. Searching with a height bound
1000 on the projective closure, we find five rational points on X:

(kyz,h) e {(1:1:1),(1:0:0),(=1:1:1),(1:—=1:1),(—1:-1:1)},

where h is a homogenizing variable. Only one of these points is singular, so we know this is a
complete list of rational points. The affine rational points force z = +1, which are fixed points.
Thus, we cannot have f,(z) = 0 and extra 2-cycles at the same time.

#Rational points (run in magma)

A<k ,z>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);
C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve (A,z"4+1-2*%k"2%272)) ;
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;
SingularPoints (C) ;

P:=C!'[1,1,1];
E,psi:=EllipticCurve(C,P);

E;

Rank (E) ;

TorsionSubgroup (E) ;

RationalPoints (E:Bound:=1000) ;
SingularPoints (E) ;

Now we check if both the fixed points and the 0 — oo 2-cycle can have non-periodic rational
preimages at the same time. Recall that we need a = —k? for some k € Q to have f,(z1) = 0 and
we need a = mft‘*'l for some t # 0,4+1 € Q to have f,(z2) = 1. Thus, we are interested in the
following curve

X P +t+1+k*t=0.
This is a nonsingular curve of genus 1 that is birational to the elliptic curve
E:y? =2® — 42° + 16z,

via the map

x = 4kt
y = 8t* + 8th + 8h?
z = —kh,

where k and z are the homogenizing variables of X and F, respectively. This curve E has rank 0
and a torsion subgroup of order 4. Searching using height bound 1000 on the projective closure,
we find four rational points on X:

(k,t,h) €{(0:1:0),(1:0:0),(1:—1:1),(-=1:—-1:1)}.

The affine points all have ¢ in the excluded set {0,4+1}. Thus, we can conclude that there is no a
such that f,(z1) =0 and f,(22) = 1.

#Rational Points (run in magma)
A<k ,t>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);
C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve (A,t 2+t+1 + k~"2%t));
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;
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sing := SingularPoints(C);
sing;
P:=C![0,1,0];
E,psi:=EllipticCurve(C,P);
E;
Rank (E) ;
TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
RationalPoints (E:Bound:=1000) ;
Next we check if we can have additional 2-cycles as well as non-periodic preimages of the fixed

points. Recall that we need a = _'f;fl to have f(z) = 1 and we need a = k;;gl

2-cycles. Thus, we need to find rational points on the curve
X (2 +3)(2k) = (K* + 1)(—=t> +1).
This is a genus 1 curve that is birationally equivalent to the elliptic curve
E:y?=a2%—62" -4z +24

to have extra

via the map
x = 2tk3 + 2tkh® — 2kh®
y = Atk*h + 12k*h? + 4th3 — 4h*
z = —k3h,

where h and z are the homogenizing variables of X and F, respectively. This curve E has rank 0
and the torsion subgroup has order 4. Searching using height bound 1000 on the projective closure,
we find four rational points on the curve X:

(t,k,h) €{(0:1:0),(=1:0:1),(1:0:0),(1:0:1)}.

Among these four points, two of them are singular: (0 : 1 :0),(1:0:0). The point (0: 1 :0)
blows up to be two rational points, and the point (1 : 0 : 0) blows up to be a closed point that is
not rational. Thus, this search produces all the rational points on X. Considering only the affine
points, we are left with (=1 :0: 1) and (1:0: 1), but £ = 0 corresponds to a not being defined.
Thus, there is no a such that we can have extra 2-cycles and f,(z) = 1.

#Rational Points (run in magma)

A<t ,k>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);
C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve (A, (t"2+3) *2*xk"2-(k"4+1) *(-t"2+1)));
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

sing := SingularPoints(C);

sing;

Pl:=sing[1];

P2:=sing[2];

Q1 :=Places (P1);

Qi;

Degree (Q1[1]) ;

Degree (Q1[2]) ;

Q2:=Places (P2);

Q2;

5 Degree(Q21[1]);
;s P:=C![-1,0,1];

E,psi:=EllipticCurve(C,P);
E;
Rank (E) ;
TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
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21 RationalPoints (E:Bound:=1000) ;

We have exhausted all possibilities for rational preperiodic structures, leaving only those enu-

merated in the statement. O
6.4. A3(D2) Second Component. Now we look at the family with Dy symmetry gq(2) = Zfz_;i

We first consider the possible rational periodic points.

Proposition 6.13. Let g,(z) = a1 for g # +1.

23 —az

(1) For every t € Q\ {0,%£1}, the value a = t;;gl satisfies ¢,(z) has the four fixed points
{ +t, i%} For no other values of a € Q does g,(z) have a Q-rational fixed point.

(2) For every a € Q\ %1, the function g,(z) has exactly two 2-cycles with Q-rational points:
swapping 0 and oo and swapping 1 and —1.

(3) There is no a € Q so that g,(z) has a 3-cycle with Q-rational points.

Proof. The first dynatomic polynomial is

®i(ga) = —2* + 2a2% — 1.
This polynomial is linear in a, so it has a zero when a = Z;Z‘El Thus, for every z € Q, we can find
an ¢ such that z is a fixed point. Once z is a fixed point, we know from the automorphism group
that —z, % and —% are all fixed points. Furthermore, for every a, the first dynatomic polynomial

has at most four zeros, so z, —z, % and —% are all the fixed points.
Now we look for 2-cycles with Q-rational points. The second dynatomic polynomial is given by

D3(ga) = (—a®> + 125 + (> = 1)z=(1—aP)z(z = 1)(z + 1)(2% +1).

Since a = £1 are degenerate cases, we see that the roots of ®3(g,) do not depend on a and every
member of the family g, has exactly two 2-cycles with Q-rational points: swapping 0 and co and
swapping 1 and —1.

Now we look for 3-cycles with Q-rational points. The third dynatomic polynomial is

Di(ga) = — 224 4 (a® 4 4a® 4 7a) 22 + (—a® — 13a® — 24a* — 290° + 1)2%°

7a° + 4847 + 91a® + 76a® — 2a)z'® + (—=11a'° — 102a® — 214a° — 168a* + a* — 1)216
6a' 4 103a® + 348a” + 304a° + 304> + a)z

—a'? — 44a'° — 289a% — 470a° — 111a* — 104> 4 1)2'2

6a' 4 103a° 4 348a” + 304a° + 304> + a)z'°

—11a'® — 102a® — 214a% — 168a* + a* — 1)2°

7a° 4 484" + 91a® 4 766> — 2a)2° + (—a® — 13a°® — 24a* — 294 + 1)2*

+ (a® 4 4a® 4 7a) 2% — 1.

+(
+(
+(
+(
+(
+(

The dynatomic curve ®3(g,) = 0 has genus 31. We can quotient by a C3 symmetry by identifying
(a, 2) with (a,g.(2)) and (a, g2(2)). Setting t = z + g.(z) + g2(z), this quotienting produces the
following curve:
X : 84 (—a® — 6a® — 13a)t® + (a® + 1448 + 464" + 5642 + 1)t
+ (—4a® — 330" — 78a° — 69a® + 4a)t* + 4a® + 12a° + 25a* + 244 + 16 = 0.
This curve has genus 11. We should be able to quotient by another ('3 symmetry by identifying

(a,z) with (a,1). However, in this curve we have used ¢ = z + gq(2) + g2(2) so we need to identify
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(a,t) with (a,t"), where t' = % + gal(z) + ng(Z). We can find the minimal polynomial of ¢ + ¢, which

defines the curve
V' ut + (—a® - 2a* — 6a® — 10a® — 13a — 8)u? + 4a® + 12a° + 25a* + 364> + 34a? + 24a + 9 = 0.
This curve has genus 5, but we can identify u? = z and get
Y 2?4 (—a® + 2a* — 6a® + 10a* — 13a + 8)2 + 4a® — 126° + 25a* — 364> + 344 — 24a +9 = 0.
The new curve Y has genus 2 so is hyperelliptic. It is birational to the curve
H :y? =425 — 122° + 252% — 3023 4 2522 — 122 + 4
via tha map
x=1/2a+3/2a* +3/2a +1/2
y = 1/2za* 4 2xa® + 3za® + 2xa + 1/2x — 1/4a° — 3/24° — 547 — 25/2a5 — 49/24°
—73/2a* — 3943 — 55/2a® — 45/4a — 2
z=a?+2a+1,
where z is the homogenizing variable of H. The curve H has genus 2 and its Jacobian has rank 0
with torsion subgroup isomorphic to Z/67Z x 7Z/6Z. Using Chabauty’s method for rank 0 Jacobians
as implemented in Magma yields the six rational points on (the weighted projective closure of) H
as
(1:-2:0),(1:2:0),(1:2:1),(1:=2:1),(0:2:1),(0: —2:1).
A point search up to height bound 1000 yields the points on (the projective closure of) Y
(z,a,h) € {(4:1:0),(0: =1:1),(4:1:1),(1:0:0),(36:1:1)}.

The point (0 : —1 : 1) is a singular point which blows up to two rational points, so these are all
the rational points on Y. The affine points all have a = £1, which is the degenerate case for this
family. So there are no points that corresponds to a rational 3-cycle. U

#First dynatomic polynomial

.<a> = QQI]

.<z> = R[]

= FractionField (P)

= AffineSpace(P,1)

= DynamicalSystem_affine ((a*z~2-1)/(z"3-ax*z))

R R = U 'U X

.dynatomic_polynomial (1)

9 #Second dynatomic polynomial and its irreducible components

.<a> = QQ[]

.<z> = R[]

= FractionField(P)

AffineSpace (P, 1)

= DynamicalSystem_affine ((a*xz"2-1)/(z"3-a*z))

m® e = U 'U D
]

.dynatomic_polynomial (2)

" A.<a,z>=AffineSpace (QQ,2)

; R=A.coordinate_ring()

I=R.ideal((-a"2 + 1)*z"5 + (a"2 - 1)*z)
S=A.subscheme (I.gens ())

1 S.irreducible_components ()

23 #Third dynatomic polynomial
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.<a> = QQ[]

.<z> = R[]

FractionField (P)

AffineSpace(P,1)

DynamicalSystem_affine ((a*z"2-1)/(z"3-a*z))
.dynatomic_polynomial (3)

R R = U ‘U D
]

#Quotienting by C_3 (run in Magma)

Fc<a>:=FunctionField (Rationals ());

R<z>:=PolynomialRing (Fc) ;

Phi3:=-2z"24 + (a”5 + 4*a”~3 + T*xa)*z"22 + (-a"8 - 13%¥a”6 - 24%xa”4 - 29%a”2 + 1)*z
“20 + (7*a”9 + 48%a”7 + 91%a”b + 76%a”3 - 2*a)*z"18 + (-11*a~10 - 102*a”8 -
214%a”6 - 168*a”4 + a"2 - 1)xz"16 + (6*a~11 + 103*a~9 + 348%a"7 + 304*xa"5 + 30
a"3 + a)*z"14 + (-a~12 - 44*a~10 - 289%a"8 - 470*a"6 - 111*a~4 - 10*a”2 + 1)x*z
12 + (6*¥a”~11 + 103*a”9 + 348*a"7 + 304*a"5 + 30*a"3 + a)*xz"10 + (-11*a”~10 -
102*xa~8 - 214*a"6 - 168*a”"4 + a"2 - 1)*z"8 + (7*xa"9 + 48*xa"7 + 91*xa"b + 76*a”3
- 2*%a)*z"6 + (-a”"8 - 13%¥a"6 - 24%xa”4 - 29%¥a"2 + 1)*z"4 + (a"b + 4*a”3 + Tx*xa)*z

5% < g
5 Fcz<z>:=ext<Fc | Phi3>;
t:=z+((a*z"2-1) /(z"3-a*xz))+((a"3*%z"7 - a~4*xz"5 - z~9 + 3*xa*xz"7 - 5*a"2*z"5 + 3*a
"3xz"3 + a*z"3 - a"2xz)/(-a"2xz"8 + 3*xa"3*z"6 - a"4*z"4 + axz"6 - 5*xa"2%xz"4 + a

“3%z"2 + 3%a*xz”"2 - 1));

t2:=1/z + ((z"3-a*z)/(axz"2-1)) + ((-a"2xz"8 + 3*a"3*z"6 - a"4xz"4 + axz"6 - b5x*xa
“2xz"4 + a"3*xz"2 + 3xaxz"2 - 1)/(a"3%z"7 - a"4%xz"5 - z~9 + 3*xa*xz"7 - b5*xa~2xz"5
+ 3*%¥a"3%z"3 + a*xz"3 - a”~2%z));

MinimalPolynomial (t+t2);

#Genus of curve

A<z ,a>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);

Y:=Curve(A,z"4 + (-a"5 - 2*xa"4 - 6*xa~3 - 10*xa"2 - 13xa - 8)*z~2 + 4*%xa"6 + 12*xa”5 +
25%xa~4 + 36*%a”~3 + 34*xa”~2 + 24xa + 9);

Genus (Y) ;

5 #Simplified Model (run in Magma)
; A<z,a>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);

Y:=Curve(A,z"2 + (-a"5 - 2*xa"4 - 6*xa~3 - 10*xa"2 - 13*xa - 8)*z + 4*a"6 + 12*a"5 +
25%a~4 + 36*%a”~3 + 34*a”~2 + 24*xa + 9);

b,YY,psi:=IsHyperelliptic(Y);

YYY,psi2:=SimplifiedModel (YY) ;

YYY;

Expand (psi*psi2);

#change of coordinate in Sage

(4x(1/2%xx) "6 - 12%(1/2%x)"5 + 25x(1/2xx) "4 - 30%(1/2%x)"3 + 25x(1/2xx)"2 -
12x(1/2*x) + 4)*(16)

#Rational points on H

56 A<x,y>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);

Y:=Curve(A,y"2-(4*x"6 + (-12)*x"5 + 25xx"4 + (-30)*x"3 + 25xx"2 + (-12)x*x + 4));
b,YY:=IsHyperelliptic (Y);

YY,psi:=SimplifiedModel (YY) ;

psi;

YY;

J:=Jacobian (YY) ;
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63
64
65
66
67

68

69

RankBounds (J) ;
TorsionSubgroup (J);
Chabauty0(J);

A<z ,a>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);

Y:=Curve(A,z"2 + (-a"5 - 2*xa"4 - 6*xa”~3 - 10*xa"2 - 13%a - 8)*z + 4%a"6 + 12*%a"5 +
25xa”~4 + 36*%a”3 + 34%a”~2 + 24*xa + 9);

YP:=ProjectiveClosure (Y);

Points (YP:Bound :=1000) ;

SingularPoints (Y);

Multiplicity(Y![0,-1]);

A search for rational preperiodic structures with the parameter up to height 10,000 using the
algorithm from [20] as implemented in Sage yields no parameters where g, has a Q-rational periodic
point with minimal period at least 4.

az’—1
23—az

Conjecture 6.14. There are no a € Q such that g,(z) =
minimal period at least 4.

has a Q-rational periodic point of

Assuming Conjecture we classify all rational preperiodic structures.

Theorem 6.15. Assuming Conjecture the possible rational preperiodic structures for g,(z) =
az’—1
23 —az

for a € Q are the following.

./\. ./N. . .
Gy = 7 1 0 5 s for t not in the following cases

\/ \_/

T N e - ° ° ° 1
G2:I\/—1 8\_/0.0 :3431#371#3, a:TthortEQ\{:tl,O}

[ ] [ ]

o PN
Goa= 3 . >5 o 4= forteQ\ {0}

~_ o ~__~ ‘\\.

[ J [ ]

e e 7 o N 32 +3t+3
Gap = h , a=-—""T% ¢ —2,-1/2}.
BTN, s YT a2 QA /2

Proof. We start with non-periodic preimages of fixed points. Recall from Proposition that

we have (four) fixed points when a = t;jzl for some t € Q\ {£1,0}. We want to know if these

points can have rational preimages. Consider the equation g,(x) =t and substitute a = tz;'gl. The
resulting equation factors as

—(z — t)(2632% + (t* — 1)z — 2t).

Since t is the fixed point we need only consider the second factor component. Its vanishing defines
a genus 3 curve but is quadratic in x, so we have rational solutions when the discriminant, with
respect to x, is a square. This gives the curve

8 4 14t +1 = k2
Replacing v = t2, this becomes
ut + 140* +1 = K2
Using the point (1 : 0 : 0) as the point at infinity, this is an elliptic curve with model 3? =

23 — 2822 4 1922. This curve has rank 0 and torsion isomorphism to Z/27Z x Z/4Z. So the original
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curve has at most eight rational points. A point search up to height 1000 yields the seven points
(on the projective closure)

(r,t) e {(£4:£1:1),(£1:0:1),(1:0:0)}.

The point (1 : 0 : 0) is singular and blows up to two rational points, so we have found all eight
Q-rational points. The affine points all have ¢ values that are degenerate, so there are no a € Q
such that g,(z) has a rational fixed point with a non-periodic rational preimage.

Now we look for non-periodic rational preimages of the points of period 2. Recall that every
member of the family has exactly two 2-cycles {0, 00} and {1, —1}. We want to know if we can have
9a(21) = 0 or gq(z2) = 1. It suffices to look for non-periodic rational preimages of 0 and 1 since
preimages of —1 and oo are then obtained from the same automorphisms that produce four rational
fixed points when there is one. We first look at g,(z1) = 0. We need to find rational solutions to
the equation az? — 1 = 0. This equation defines a genus 0 curve with rational parameterization

t (t2,1/t) = (a, 2).

Thus, for every t € Q\ {0}, ga(1/t) = 0, where a = 2.
Now we look at gq(22) = 1. We need to find rational solutions to the equation (az? — 1) — (2% —
az) = 0. This equation defines a reducible curve over Q and the irreducible components are
z4+1=0
az— 22 +2—-1=0.

This first component corresponds to a periodic point, so we only look at the second component. It
defines a genus 0 curve with rational parameterization:

. 3t24+3t+3 t+2
2 +5t+2"2t+1)°

3624343

Thus, for every t € Q, we can find a = TERRTaE

under gq.
Now we look for non-periodic rational second preimages of 0; i.e., determine if we can have
g%(21) = 0 and g,(z1) # 0 or co. We need to find rational solutions to the equation

such that 1 has a non-periodic rational preimage

a®2" —a*2® — 22 + 302" — 5a2° + 3a>2% + a2 — a2 = 0.

This equation defines a reducible curve and the irreducible components are
z=0
2 —a=0
a2t — 2% 4242t — 3d%22 +a=0.

The first component corresponds to periodic points. The second component corresponds to z such
that g,(2) = oo. Thus, we can just look at the third component. Via the replacement 22 s z, it
covers an elliptic curve:

X a2 - 22+ 2422 —3a’2+a=0.
The elliptic curve X is birationally equivalent to

E:y? —8xy — 2y = 2° — 1222 — 4z,
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via the map
z = 2a%2* + 4a?23h + daz*h — 6a%2°h? — 8az®h? + 82*h? — 12a2%R3
— 42310 + 16azh* — 102%h* + 82h° — 2h°
y = 4a’2* 4+ 8az*h — 36a%2°h? — 32a23h? + 122*h? — 8az?h® — 322°K°
+ 96azh* — 3622h" + 32zh° — 8h°
2z =2°h — 32*h? + 22303 + 2220 — 3207 + KO,
where h and z are the homogenizing variables of X and FE, respectively. This elliptic curve F

has rank 0 and its torsion subgroup has order 6. Searching using height bound 1000, we find five
rational points on the projective closure of X:

(a,z,h)€{1:1:1),(0:1:0),(0:0:1),(1:0:0),(=1:-1:1)},
where h is a homogenizing variable. Among these five points, (—1: —1:1), (1:1:1), (0:1:0),
and (1:0:0) are singular points. The point (—1: —1 : 1) blows up to be two rational points, point
(1:1:1) blows up to be two rational points, point (0 : 1 : 0) blows up to be one rational point,
and point (1:0:0) blows up to be a closed point that is not rational. Thus, our search has found
all the rational points on X. The only affine rational point such that a # £1is (0:0:1). But this
corresponds to z = 0, which is the periodic point. Thus, there is no a € Q such that g2(z1) = 0
and g, (2z1) # 0 or oo for rational z;.
Now we look for non-periodic rational second preimages of 1; i.e., rational z3 so that g2(z2) = 1
and ¢,(z2) # 1 or —1. We need to find rational solutions to the equation
a®2" —at2® — 2% + 302" — 5a%2° 4+ 36323 + a2® — a%2
— (—a?2® +3a325 — a?2* + a2b — 5022t 4 a32% 4 3a2® — 1) = 0.
This equation defines a reducible curve over Q and the irreducible components are
z—1=0
az+22+2z4+41=0
a?2’ —a*P —ad?t a2’ — 8 —a?P 4 22t — a2 —aP dP e+ 2022 - B taz—1=0.
The first component corresponds to z = 1 and the second component to g,(z) = —1. Thus, we

focus on the third component. It defines a genus 3 curve. We can quotient by a Cs action by
identifying (a, z) with (a,1/z). This gives curve

X:t34+(—a®>—a)t? +(a®>—2a—3)t+a>+3a®>+3a+1=0,
where t = z + % This is a genus 1 curve birational to the elliptic curve
E:y? —2zy+ 2y = o3 — 32 4 2z,

via the map

x = 2at* — 2a°t*h — 8at®h + 8a*th? + 4at®h? + 8t>h? + 16ath® — 26t°h* + 8th*

y = 2at* — 4t*h — 2a3h? — 2d%th? — 26at®h? + 14t3h% + 26a%h3 + 36ath® + 621>

+ 58ah* — 90th* + 30n°
z =10 — 2t*h,

where h and z are the homogenizing variables of X and FE, respectively. The curve F has rank 0
and its torsion subgroup has six elements. A search for rational points on the projective closure of
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X using height bound 1000 finds
(a,t,h) e {(1:-2:1),(1:2:1),(0:1:0),(=1:0:1),(1:0:0),(—=3:2:1)},

where h is the homogenizing variable. Among these points, (—=1:0: 1) and (1:2: 1) are singular
points. The first one blows up to be two rational points, and the second one blows up to be a closed
point that is not rational. Therefore, we have found all the rational points on X. Observe that the
only affine rational point where a # +1is (=3 :2: 1). Thus, we need to solve t = z+1/z = 2. The
only solution is z = 1. Thus, there is no a such that g2(z2) = 1 and g,(22) # 1 or —1 for rational
Z9.

Next we check if both pairs of 2-cycles can have preperiodic tails at the same time; i.e., if we can

3t2+3t2+3

have gq(21) = 0 and g,(22) = 1. Recall that we need a = 3 to have g,(z1) = 0 and a = )

to have g,(z2) = 1. Thus, we need to find rational solutions to
C': (3t3 + 3tg 4+ 3) — t3(2t3 4 5ty +2) = 0.

This defines a genus 1 curve that is birationally equivalent to the elliptic curve
E :y? = 2 4 1802° 4 116646z + 279936

via the map

Tr = 54t2h
y = 108t 1ty + 216t1h
2z = —toh — 1/2h?,

where h and z are the homogenizing variables of C' and FE, respectively. The curve E has rank 0
and its torsion subgroup has order 4. Searching for rational points on the projective closure of X
using height bound 1000 produces

(t1,t2,h) € {(0:1:0),(1:0:0),(1:1:1),(=1:1:1)},

where h is the homogenizing variable. Among these points, (0 : 1 :0) and (1 : 0 : 0) are singular
points. The first one blows up to be two rational points, where as the second one blows up to be
only one closed point that is not rational. Thus, we have found all rational points on X. Checking
whether these points produce valid members of the family, we see that ¢, = 1 so that a = t2 = 1,
which produces degeneracy. Thus, we cannot have g,(z1) = 0 and g,(22) = 1 at the same time for
rational z; and zs.

Now we need to ask if we can have rational fixed points at the same time as preperiodic tails for

a 2-cycle. Recall that we have rational fixed points if a = t;ttl and we have g,(2) = 0 if a = u? and

we have gq,(z) =1 if a = 3521% We first study the curve

X:tt4+1- 20 = 0.
This defines a genus 1 curve birational to the elliptic curve
E 9?4+ 2zy = a3 — 42® 4+ 22

via the map

x =263 + 2t%u — 4t*h — 2tuh + 4th* — 2h3

y = —4t3 — 4t%u + 4t3h — Ath?

z =1t — 3t°h + 3th? — h*

94



N =

20

where h and z are the homogenizing variables of X and FE, respectively. The curve E has rank 0
and 4 rational torsion points. Searching up to height 1000 on the projective closure of X, we find

(t,u,h) € {(1:1:1),(0:1:0),(-1:1:1),(1:—1:1),(-1:—-1:1)}.

The point (0 : 1 : 0) is a singular point and does not blow up to a rational point. Thus, we have
found all rational points on X. Note that all the affine points have ¢ € {0,+1} so correspond to
either periodic t = 0 or to degenerate t = +1. Thus, we cannot have a rational preperiodic tail for
0 and rational fixed points at the same time. Now we study the curve

X:(t*+1)(20% +50+2) — 302 +3v+3)(2t%) =0

corresponding to a rational preperiodic tail for 1 and rational fixed points at the same time. This
curve is genus 1 and is birational to the elliptic curve

E:y? =2 4 922 — 54z — 216
via the map
x = 9t%0h + 18th* — 150h® — 121*
y = 27t + 54t3h — 81tvh?
z = —vh®+ h?,

where h and z are the homogenizing variables of X and FE, respectively. The curve E has rank 0,
and 4 rational torsion points. Searching using height bound 1000 on the projective closure of X’
produces:

(t,z,h)€{(1:1:1),(0:1:0),(0: —=2:1),(0: =1/2:1),(1:0:0),(—=1:1:1)}.
The singular points are
{(-=1:1:1),(1:1:1),(0:1:0),(1:0:0)}.

The points {(—1:1:1),(1:1:1),(0:1:0)} blow up to closed points that are not rational. The
point (1 : 0 : 0) blows up to two rational points. Thus, we have found all the rational points on
X. The only affine rational points have ¢t € {0, £1} which are exclude in this case. Therefore, we
cannot have a rational preperiodic tail of 1 and rational fixed points at the same time. ]

#Preimages of fixed points

r.<t>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (r,1)

a=(t~4+1)

b=(2*t"2)

f=DynamicalSystem ([(a*x"2*y-b*y~3) ,(b*x"3-a*x*xy~2)])
F=f.dehomogenize (1)

(F[0].numerator () - F[0].denominator ()*t).factor ()

A<x,t>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);
C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve(A,t"4 + 14xt"2 + 1 - x72));
P:=C![1,0,0];

E:=EllipticCurve(C,P);

E;

5 RankBounds (E) ;
; TorsionSubgroup (E);

Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;
Q1:=Places(C![1,0,0]);
Q1
Degree (Q1[1]);
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Degree (Q1[2]) ;

#Preimages of 0 or 1
R.<a,z>=QQ[]

5 A=AffineSpace(R)

26 I=R.ideal(a*xz~2-1)
C=A.curve(I.gens())

3 C.genus ()
C.rational_parameterization ()

R.<a,z>=QQ[]

A=AffineSpace (R)

I=R.ideal ((a*xz~2-1)-(z"3-ax*xz))
S=A.subscheme (I)

5 S.irreducible_components ()

#Preimage of preimages of O

38 R.<a,z>=QQ[]

A=AffineSpace (R)

I=R.ideal ((a"3%z"7 - a"4x%xz"5 - z~9 + 3*a*z"7 - 5*a"2xz"5 + 3%a”~3*z"3 + axz"3
"2%z))

S=A.subscheme (I)

S.irreducible_components ()

#rational points (run in magma)
A<a,z>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);
j C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve(A,a"3*%z"2 - z"3 + 2%a*z"2 - 3%xa"2xz + a));
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

, P:=C![1,1,1];
E:=EllipticCurve(C,P);

E;

RankBounds (E) ;

TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
sing:=SingularPoints (C) ;

sing;

55 Pl:=sing [1];
56 P2:=sing [2];

P3:=sing[3];

58 P4:=sing[4];

Q1l:=Places (P1);
Q1;
Degree (Q1[1]) ;

2 Degree (Q1[2]);

Q2:=Places (P2);
Q2;

i5 Degree (Q2[11);

; Degree (Q2[2]1);

7 Q3:=Places (P3);

s Q3

Degree (Q3[1]);
Q4 :=Places (P4);
Q4;

Degree (Q4[1]) ;
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#Preimage of preimages of 1
R.<a,z>=QQ[]

; A=AffineSpace (R)

I=R.ideal ((a"3%z"7 - a~4xz"5 - z~9 + 3*a*z"7 - b*a”"2xz"5 + 3*xa"3*z"3 + ax*xz"3 - a
“2%z)-(-a"2*xz"8 + 3*%a"3*%z"6 - a4%z"4 + axz 6 - 5¥a"2*%z"4 + a”“3*xz"2 + 3*axz"2 -
1))

S=A.subscheme (I)
S.irreducible_components ()
#Checking the second component
R.<a,z>=QQ[]

A=AffineSpace (R)

I=R.ideal ((a*z"2-1)+(z"3-a*z))
S=A.subscheme (I)

5 S.irreducible_components ()

7 #Rational Points (run in magma)
; Fc<a>:=FunctionField (Rationals());

R<z>:=PolynomialRing (Fc) ;

Phi3:=a"2%z"5 - a"3*%z"3 - a”2%xz"4 + a*xz"b - z76 - a"2%xz"3 + 2%a*xz"4 - a"2%xz"2 - ax*
z"3 + a"2%z + 2%axz~2 - z~3 + a*xz - 1;

Fcz<z>:=ext<Fc | Phi3>;

2 t:=z+1/z;

MinimalPolynomial (t);

A<a,z>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);

j C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve(A,z"3 + (-a"2 - a)*z"2 + (a”2 - 2%xa - 3)*z + a~3 + 3*a

"2 + 3xa + 1));

" Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

sing:=SingularPoints (C);
sing;

Pl:=sing[1];
P2:=sing[2];

Q1:=Places (P1);

Q1;

Degree (Q1[11);

Degree (Q1[2]) ;

; Q2:=Places (P2);

Degree (Q2[1]);

, P:=C![-1,0,1];

E:=EllipticCurve(C,P);
E;

RankBounds (E) ;
TorsionSubgroup (E) ;

#Preimages of 0 and 1 at the same time (run in magma)

5 A<tl,t2>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);

C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve (A, (3*t272 + 3%t2 + 3)-t172x(2*t272 + 5*t2 + 2)));
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

P:=C![1,0,0];

E:=EllipticCurve(C,P);

E;

RankBounds (E) ;
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TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
sing:=SingularPoints (C) ;
sing;

5 Pl:=sing[1];
; P2:=sing[2];

Q1l:=Places (P1);

28 Q1;

Degree (Q1[1]);
Q2:=Places (P2);
Q2;

Degree (Q2[1]) ;
Degree (Q2[2]) ;

#Preimages of O and extra fixed points

; A<t,u>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);
7 C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve (A,t"4+1-2%xu"2xt"2));

Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;
P:=C![1,1,1];
E:=EllipticCurve(C,P);
E;

RankBounds (E) ;
TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
sing:=SingularPoints (C);
sing;

; Pl:=sing[1];

Q1l:=Places (P1);
Q1;
Degree (Q1[1]);

#Preimages of 1 and extra fixed points

A<t,v>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);

C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve (A, (t"4+1) x(2*v~"2 + b5*v + 2)-(3*v~"2 + 3*v + 3)*(2*xt~2)))
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

P:=C![1,0,0];

; E:=EllipticCurve(C,P);

E;

RankBounds (E) ;
TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
sing:=SingularPoints (C);
sing;

Pl:=sing[1];
P2:=sing[2];
P3:=sing[3];
P4:=sing[4];
Q1l:=Places (P1);

Q1;

Degree (Q1[1]) ;
Q2:=Places (P2);

Q2;

Degree (Q2[11) ;
Q3:=Places (P3);

Q3;
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Degree (Q3[1]) ;
Degree (Q3[2]);

; Q4:=Places (P4);

Q4;
Degree (Q4[1]) ;
Degree (Q4[2]) ;

6.5. Cy First Component. We consider the two-parameter family f, ;(z) = ii;ﬁf
We start by examining the fixed points and 2-periodic points.

Proposition 6.16. For f,;(z) = iz;‘ff, we have the following periodic points.

(1) The points 0 and oo are always fixed. There are two additional Q-rational fixed points for

pairs (a,b) parameterized by

(a,t) = (a,l—f—a;l> t#0, t2 # —a.

The two additional Q-two rational fixed points are given by z = +t.

(2) The pairs (a, b) for which f,; has a 2-cycle with Q-rational points is parameterized by the

union of two surfaces.
-1 —
Sy (a,t) = <a,—1+ a4

t2

> t#0, t* # —a

Sa: (a,t) = (a,—;—a—ﬂ) E£0, £ £ —a, 24 —2,

a

For S; there is one 2-cycle with points z = +t. For S5 there are two 2-cycles with points

given by the pairs

zelt,—=py zed—t, =%,
t t

These two surfaces intersect on the line a + b = —2 and on this line there is one 2-cycle

with multiplicity 3 and points z = £1.

Proof. We first look at the fixed points. We compute the first dynatomic polynomial as

O (fap) = —b2° +2° +az — 2.

After removing the component z = 0, we set z =t and solve for b in terms of a. This is a rational
surface with parameterization given in the statement. To see that there are exactly two fixed points,

we substitute the parameterizations of a and b into ®3(f,) to get
07 (fap) = 2(a = 1)(t = 2)(t + 2).
From this we see the two new Q-rational fixed points are z = =t.

r.<a,b>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (r,1)
f=DynamicalSystem ([x"3 + a*x*xy~2, b*xx"2*y + y~3])
phi=f.dehomogenize (1) .dynatomic_polynomial (1)
s.<a,b,x>=QQ[]

phis=s(phi)

phis.factor ()

R.<a,t>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

b=1+(a-1)/t"2

f=DynamicalSystem([x"3 + a*x*y~2, bxx"2*%y + y~3])
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14
15
16

[

f.resultant () .factor ()

f.dynatomic_polynomial (1)*t~2
R.<a,t,x,y>=QQ[]
((-a + 1)*x73xy + (a*t"2 - t72)*x*xy~3).factor ()

Now we consider the second periodic points via the second dynatomic polynomial
5 (fan) = (022 + 22 +a+ 1)z + a2z + 022 +1).

Each component gives the rational surface parameterized by the given parameterization obtained
by setting z = ¢ and solving for b in terms of a. The points of period two are obtained by factoring
the dynatomic polynomial after substituting in the parameterization of a and b. Their intersection
contains two curves: a +b = —2 and ab = 1, but the second curve is the degenerate pairs (a,b).

r.<a,b>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(r,1)
f=DynamicalSystem ([x"3 + a*x*y~2, b*x"2*y + y~3])
phi=f.dehomogenize (1) .dynatomic_polynomial (2)
s.<a,b,x>=QQ[]

phis=s(phi)

phis.factor ()

R.<a,t>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

b=-1+(-1-a)/t"2

f=DynamicalSystem ([x"3 + a*x*y~2, b*x"2*xy + y~3])
f.resultant () .factor ()

R.<a,t>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

b=-1/t"2 - a - t°2

f=DynamicalSystem ([x~3 + a*x*y~2, bxx"2xy + y~3])
f.resultant () .factor ()

# 2-cycle points
R.<a,t>=QQ[]
P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (R,1)

5 b=-1/t"2 - a - t°2
; f=DynamicalSystem ([x"3 + a*x*y~2, b*x"2xy + y~3])

phi=f.dehomogenize (1) .dynatomic_polynomial (2)

s.<a,t,x>=QQ[]

phis=(-t"8 - a*t"6 + t"6 - t"4)*x"6 + (t"10 + a*xt"8 - t~"8 + a*xt"6 + 3*xt"6 + a*xt"4
- t74 + t72)*x"4 + (-a*xt”"8 - 2*%t"8 - a*t"6 + t"6 - a*t"4 - 2%t 4)*x"2 + axt"6 +
t~6

phis.factor ()

£f(P(t))

#intersection

A.<a,b,x>=AffineSpace (QQ,3)

X=A.subscheme ([(b*xx~"2 + x"2 + a + 1), (x"4 + a*x~2 + bxx~2 + 1)])
X.irreducible_components ()

r.<a>=QQ[]
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P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(r,1)
f=DynamicalSystem ([x~3 + a*xxy~2, (

-2-a)*x"2xy + y~31)

phi=f.dehomogenize (1) .dynatomic_polynomial (2)

s.<a,x>=QQ[]
phis=s(phi)
phis.factor ()

0

Periodic points with higher periods and strictly preperiodic points are difficult to study for this
family mainly because computational tools for rational points on surfaces is much less well devel-
oped than for curves. Consequently, we content ourselves with a census of Q-rational preperiodic
structures for parameters a and b in Q with small height. By no means do we think this cen-
sus is exhaustive; rather, it gives a sense of the diversity of possibilities when there are only Cs
symmetries.
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.%./' .3 .3 N, . . ./ ./
N~ N~
(-2,-13/12) (-3-9/16)
. . D AR N N
::;.ji) ::;.ji) f:> .//z'.ji> .//7"ji> .//7'.fi> .ji>
(-5/2,-7/4) (4/5,-9/4)
D e
. ~ . ~ .3 o S—" N, o
(-5/4,-16/9) (7/8,-17/2)
o\ o\
.%./. .%./.3 .\./\./. .3
° 0—4%>0’//7 ~— oe<— o 0ji>
S~
otie
(-19/3,-25/9)
I N Y
.//”'.\\\,//. .//”'.¥\\,//. .//”'.ji> .ji>

| gr=[[0,1],([0,-1],[0,0],[0,-2],[0,-3],[0,-5/4],[0,-9/16]1,[1,-9],
(-1,-1/41,[-1,-5/2],[-1/2,-15/4]1,[2,-7/4] ,[-7/4,-11/8],[0,-14/3],
[-1,-13/4]1,([1/2,-71,[-3,-5/4],[-2/3,-11/4]1,[-3/2,-1/9]1,[-1/4,-11/5],
[11/4,-16],[-1,-25/9],[-16/9,-21/4],[-17/5,-17/20] ,[-9/25,-25/16],
[-2,-13/12],[-3,-9/16]1,[-5/2,-7/4]1,[4/5,-9/4]1,[-5/4,-16/9]1,[7/8,-17/2]1,
[-19/3,-25/9]]

3 set_verbose (None)

4 P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (QQ,1)

5 L=[]

6 for A,B in gr:

7 f=DynamicalSystem([x"3 + Axx*xy~2, Bxx"2xy + y~3])

8 if f.is_morphism():

G = f.rational_preperiodic_graph()

C

)
10 found = False

11 for a,b,g in L:

12 if g.is_isomorphic(G):
13 found=True

14 break

15 if not found:
16 print (A,B,G, len(L)+1)
17 L.append ((A,B,G))
18 len (L)
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az?+1
234+bz "

6.6. C» Second Component. We move to the two-parameter family g, (2) =
We start by examining the fixed points and 2-periodic points.

az’+1
23+bz?

(1) The pairs (a,b) for which g, ; has a Q-rational fixed point are parameterized by

1
(a,b): (a,—t2+a—|—t2>,

Proposition 6.17. For g,,(2) = we have the following periodic points.

for t #0, t* # a, and t* # —%. There are exactly two Q-rational fixed points given by
z ==+t

(2) For every (non-degenerate) pair (a,b), g, has the 2-cycle 0—oco. The pairs (a,b) for which
there are additional 2-cycles with Q-rational points are parameterized by

1
(aab): <a7_t2_a_t2>7

for t # 0, t> # —a, and t? # —é. There are exactly two 2-cycles with Q-rational points
given by

(4} and {ii}

Proof. We first look at the fixed points. The fixed points are given by the equation
az? +1=z* 4022

Let z =t be a fixed point, we can solve for b in terms of a and t as
1
42
b=—-t"4+a+ ok

This gives the stated parameterization. The omitted ¢ values are those where the map is degenerate.
With this parameterization, the first dynatomic polynomial factors as

D} (gap) = (2 — t)(z + 1)(2** + 1)
so there are two (Q-rational fixed points +t.

1 r.<a,b>=QQ[]

2 P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(r,1)

3 f=DynamicalSystem ([a*x"2*y + y~3, x73 + bxx*y~2])
| f.dynatomic_polynomial (1)

6 r.<a,t>=QQ[]

7 P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(r,1)

8b = -t"2 + a + 1/t°2

9 f=DynamicalSystem ([a*x"2*y + y~3, x73 + bxx*y~2])

)
) f.resultant () .factor ()

(
11

12 r.<z,t>=QQ[]

13 F=r(-t"2%z"4 + ((t"4 - 1))*z"2 + t~2)
14 F.factor ()

Now we consider the second periodic points via the second dynatomic polynomial

D5 (gap) = 2z(ab— 1)(z* + (a + b)2" + 1).
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We see the periodic 2-cycle 0—oco occurs for every choice of (a,b). Taking the last factor and setting
z =t as a periodic point, we solve for b in terms of ¢ to get

1

_ 2
b=~ —a— 5.

Then additional 2-cycles with Q-rationl points are given by the stated parameterization. The
omitted t values are those where the map is degenerate. With this parameterization the second
dynatomic polynomial factors as

2(t — 2)(t+ 2)(—tz + 1) (tz + 1)(t* + a)(at* + 1).
So the additional Q-rational points of period 2 are £t and :I:%.

r.<a,b>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(r,1)

f=DynamicalSystem ([a*x"2*y + y~3, x~3 + b*x*xy~2])
f.dynatomic_polynomial (2)

r.<a,b,x,y>=QQ[]

F=(a*b - 1)*x"5xy + (a"2*b + a*b”2 - a - b)*x"3%y~3 + (axb - 1)*x*y~5
F.factor ()

r.<a,t>=QQI[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(r,1)

b=-t"2-a-1/t"2

f=DynamicalSystem ([a*x"2*y + y~3, x"3 + b*xx*xy~2])
f.resultant () .factor ()

5 f.dynatomic_polynomial (2)

r.<a,t,x,y>=QQ[]

F=(t"2*(-a*xt"4 - a"2*xt"2 - t72 - a))*x"b*xy + ((a*t"8 + a”2*t"6 + t°6 + 2*%a*xt"4 + a
T2%t72 4+ t72 + a))*x"3xy~3 + (t72x(-axt”4 - a"2xt"2 - t72 - a))*x*y~b

F.factor ()

0

Similar to the first two-parameter family, periodic points with higher periods and (strictly)
preperiodic points are difficult to study for this family. Again, we content ourselves with a census
of QQ-rational preperiodic structures for parameters a and b with small height.

Table: Preperiodic Graphs for Pairs (a, b)

(070) (07__1) (Oa__2)
N . . ./\./0 o N ./\.
O % 3 3 0¥~ O ~__~
C_lf_1/4) t_lf_5/2) (_1711/4)
.\\\xo’//—\‘ ° ﬂ//. .A4%>.~\\xo'//_\‘ ° .\\\so’//—\* ° .:i) .:ij
./0\_/00\. .%./"0\\_/00 ./0\_/00
(—1/2,—15/4) (2,-7/4)
o Ne N, N o e .%.:’) .%,:’)
O N o~ O ™
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o N RN VRN .3
[ o O [}

O ™ "~ ~__~ .3

./N./.
0\_/00\.

(2, —4) (8/5, —13/10) (7/8, —23/8)
et N, N, %HI o, 03
0\_/00\. ~__~ O . - e O % .\/. .3
(—1,—13/4) (1/2,—5/2)
e Ny N e N N
./0\_/0" .\/. .\/. ./0\_/00\. .\/.
(—=1/4,-1/4) (—=3/2,-3/2)
[ ] ./_\./. ./_\. [ ] [ ]
.:::[]\\_//OO‘\\. of:> of:> 0‘\‘///“) .j:::oii) .j:::o:i)
(—9/1, —16) (—1,—77/45)
0\./\./0<—0 .%.%.\./\.
./O\_/OO\.E. .%.%./O\_/Oo
(—17/8, —17/8) (3/2,-9/4)

elte

(_

572, —7/4)
\\&~.//’—\* A// //p\\\ VRN

(—13/5,—13/15)

[ ] O — 0 <— 0

NN 8

o — 0 — 0 [ ]

(_

9/4,—23/8)

(—19/3, —25/9)

\/\/ /\/
/‘\/\ \/\

\\\$~8//F\\ °
0o

.‘>./ ~— ./\.

/T ~__
[} [}

| gr=[[0,0],[0,-11,[0,-2],[-1,-1/4],[-1,-5/2],[-1,11/4],[-1/2,-15/41,[2,-7/4]1,
[2,-4],[8/5,-13/101 ,[7/8,-23/8],[-1,-13/4] ,[1/2,-5/2] ,[-1/4,-1/4]
[-3/2,-3/2],[-9/4,-16],[-1,-77/45],[-17/8,-17/8]1,[3/2,-9/4]1,[-5/2,-7/4]1,

set

[-13/5,-13/51,[-9/4,-23/8]1,[-19/3,-25/9]11

_verbose (None)

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (QQ,1)

L=[]

for

A,B in gr:

f=DynamicalSystem ([A*x~2%y + y~3, x"3 +B*xxxy~2])

if f.is_morphism():
G =
found =

f.rational_preperiodic_graph ()
False

for a,b,g in L:
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12
13
14
15
16
17

18

if g.is_isomorphic(G):
found=True
break
if not found:
print (A,B,G, len(L)+1)
L.append ((A,B,G))
len (L)

7. RATIONAL PREPERIODIC STRUCTURES IN My

In this section, we examine the Q-rational preperiodic point structures of the families covering
Ay given in Section
We start with the dimension 0 family.

7.1. The zero dimension loci A4(C5) and A4(Ds5). Recall from Proposition [4.2] that A4(Ds) =
A4(Cs) are given by the single conjugacy class f(z) = .

z

Theorem 7.1. For A4(D5) = A4(Cs) the single conjugacy class f(z) = z%l has Q-rational prepe-
riodic structure given by
N
8 .~ - —.1 - : 3
Proof. Direct computation with the algorithm of Hutz [20] as implemented in Sage. (|

7.2. The dimension one family A4(Cy). The automorphism locus of A4(Cy) is covered by the

family fr(z) = Z]::;,l We start with the periodic points.

.- : . . 4
Proposition 7.2. We have the following periodic points for fi(z) = ijgl.

(1) The point oo is a fixed point for every k. When k = 1+ t* for t € Q\ {0}, we have exactly
two additional QQ-rational fixed points, i%.

(2) There are two 2-cycles with Q-rational points for each of the following two families of
parameters

E=t*4+t2 fortcQ\{0,+1}
k=—(t2+t2) forteQ\{0,+1}
and one 2-cycle for the family
E=—(1+t") forteQ)\{0}.

Furthermore, no QQ-rational value of a appears in more than one of the given parameteriza-
tions. In particular, there are at most two 2-cycles with Q-rational points.

(3) The only Q-rational fixed point that occurs in conjunction with a 2-cycle with Q-rational
points is the fixed point oo, which occurs for every parameter value.

Proof. Starting with rational fixed points, we can immediately see that oo is always a fixed point.
The first dynatomic polynomial is ®%(f.) = (1 — k)2* + 1. Since this is linear in k, there are
additional rational fixed points when

2 +1

k= 4

z
In particular, only two of the four fixed points +z, +iz are Q-rational. Substituting z = %, we get
k=1+1th
Next we look for 2-cycles with Q-rational points. The second dynatomic polynomial is
Bi(fe) = (P — k2 + D)+ E2+ DA+ k)2 +1).
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All three components are linear in k, so we get one-parameter families each of which has two 2-cycles
with Q-rational points.

(1) The first factor vanishes when k = 24;1, which for z = £t or z = £ becomes k = t* +¢ 2.
In this case, there are two 2-cycles with Q-rational points {t, 1} and {—¢t,—1} for t € Q\ {0}
except when ¢ = +1 where the two 2-cycles collapse to fixed points.

(2) The second factor vanishes when k = ij}, which for z = £t or z = £ becomes k =

—(t* +t7?). In this case there are two 2-cycles with Q-rational points {t, —1} and {—t,
for t € Q\ {0} excpet when t = £1 where the two 2-cycles collapse to a single 2-cycle.
(3) The third factor vanishes when k = 1_+Zi4, which for z = 1 becomes k = —(1+¢*). In this
case there is one 2-cycle with Q-rational points {1, —1} for t € Q \ {0}.
We must also check if any of these three sets of 2-cycles can occur at the same time. We must find
points on the pairwise intersections of the three curves.

(1) For k =12 +t;2 = —(3 + t5 %) there are two components:
t24+t3=0

2,42

neither of which has a Q-rational point.
(2) For k=t? +t;* and k = —(1 +t3), we get the genus 5 curve

s+t + 3 +1=0.
Substituting u = ¢? and v = t%, this covers the elliptic curve
X w?+ul+u+1=0.
The curve X is birational to the elliptic curve
E:y?=a2% 2%+,
via the map
(u,v,w) = (2,y,—x)

where w and z are the homogenizing variables of X and FE, respectively. The curve E is
rank 0 with torsion subgroup isomorphic to Z/4Z. The four torsion points are

{(0:1:0),(1:0:0),(=1:1:1),(=1:-1:1)}.
Only the two points {(0 : 1 :0),(1:0:0)} correspond to rational points on the original
curve, and these points do not correspond to valid parameters.
(3) For k= —(3 +t;%) and k = —(1 +t3), we get the genus 5 curve
3 —t1 +13 —1=0.
Substituting u = 2 and v = t%, this covers the elliptic curve
X:v —ultu—-1=0.
The curve X is birational to the elliptic curve
E:y? =2 -2+,
via the map
(u,v,w) = (z,—y,x)

where w and z are the homogenizing variables of X and F, respectively. The curve F is
rank 0 with torsion subgroup isomorphic to Z/4Z. The four torsion points are

{(0:1:0),(1:0:0),(=1:1:1),(=1:-1:1)}.
107



1

2
3
3
1
5

6

7
8

9

Only the two points {(0 : 1 :0),(1: 0 : 0)} correspond to rational points on the original

curve, and these points do not correspond to valid parameters.
Now we investigate whether we can get rational fixed points other than the point at infinity if
we have rational 2-cycles. The first case is when the third factor of ®3(fx) = 0 has a solution, so
we want to see if k = —(1 4 t*) = 1 4 I* is possible for some rational ¢ and I. This gives the curve

24+ 1+t =0,
which clearly has no solutions over Q. Doing the same thing for the second component of ®3(f;) =0
yields
thra+MHtr+1=0.
The substitution « = t?,y = I? reduces this curve to
X222+ (1+yHz+1=0,

which is a genus 1 curve with the rational point (z,y) = (—1,—1). We find that this curve is
birational to the elliptic curve
(11) E:y?* =2% — 1622 4+ 962 — 192
via the map

x = 8xy — 8y>

y = —8xy — 8y* — 8xz + 8yz — 162>

z::cy—y2—|—33z—yz

where z is the homogenizing variable for both curves. The curve F is a rank 0 elliptic curve with
torsion subgroup isomorphic to Z/47Z. Thus, the curve X has four rational (projective) points,
which we find to be {(0 : 1 :0),(1:0:0),(-1:1:1),(—=1:—1:1)}. These points are all
nonsingular. The only affine points are (—1,+1). Both of these points have at least one negative
coordinate so cannot lift to any points in QQ since we covered by the squaring map. Because there
are no rational points on the original curve, there cannot be any rational values of k for which fi
has rational fixed points and rational 2-cycles in this case.
The first factor of ®5(fx) = 0 is similar. The curve we get this time is

Xt -4+ hHP+1=0,

which differs from the previous case by a minus sign. We can use the same cover by = and y to
get that this curve is birational to the same elliptic curve E in equation . Again there are only
four rational points on the curve X':

{(1:1:1),(0:1:0),(1:0:0),(1:—-1:1)}.

This time we see that one point has two positive coordinates, so the original curve has rational
(affine) solutions {(1,1),(1,—1),(—1,1),(—1,—1)}. They all correspond to the value k = 2 (t =
+1), which is the case where the 2-cycles collapse to fixed points.

#fixed points

R.<k>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)
f=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + y~4, kxx"3xy])
f.dynatomic_polynomial (1)

#2 periodic
R.<k>=QQ[]
P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)
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f=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + y~4, k*xx"3*y])
f.dehomogenize (1) .dynatomic_polynomial (2).factor ()

#multiple 2-cycles

#1,2

s.<u,v>=QQ[]

F=u~"2 + 1/u~2 + v°2 + 1/v~2

7 F=F.numerator ()

A=AffineSpace(s)

C=A.curve (F)

for D in C.irreducible_components():
D=A.curve(D.defining_polynomials () [0])
print (D.genus ())
print (D)

#1,3

s.<u,v>=QQ[]

F=u"2 + 1/u"2 + (1+v~4)
F=F.numerator ()
A=AffineSpace(s)
C=A.curve (F)

C

K := Rationals () ;

A<u,v> := AffineSpace(K,2);

C := ProjectiveClosure (Curve(A, u*v~2 + u~2+u+l));
s p = C![0,1,0];

E, psi := EllipticCurve(C,p);

Rank (E) ;

TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

#2,3
s.<u,v>=QQ[]
F=u"2 + 1/u~2 - (1+v~4)

F=F.numerator ()

; A=AffineSpace(s)

C=A.curve (F)

C

K := Rationals();

A<u,v> := AffineSpace(K,2);

C := ProjectiveClosure(Curve(A, u*v~2 - u”2+u-1));
p := C![0,1,0];

E, psi := EllipticCurve(C,p);

Rank (E) ;

; TorsionSubgroup (E);

Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

#fixed + 2-cycles case 2
K := Rationals();
A<x,y> := AffineSpace (K, 2);
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C := ProjectiveClosure(Curve(A, x72 + (1+y~2)*x + 1));

p := C![-1,-1,1];
E, psi := EllipticCurve(C, p);
Rank (E) ;

TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

#fixed + 2-cycles case 3

K := Rationals();

A<x,y> := AffineSpace (K, 2);

C := ProjectiveClosure(Curve(A, x72 - (1+y~2)*x + 1));
P crl1,1,1]1;

E, psi := EllipticCurve(C, p);

; Rank (E) ;

TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;

O

A search for rational preperiodic structures with the parameter up to height 10,000 using the
algorithm from [20] as implemented in Sage yields no parameters where fi has a Q-rational periodic
point with minimal period at least 3.

Conjecture 7.3. There is no k € Q such that fi(z) = 22;1 has a Q-rational periodic point of
minimal period at least 3.

Assuming Conjecture [7.3] we classify the Q-rational preperiodic structures.

Theorem 7.4. Assuming Conjecture[7.3] the possible Q-rational preperiodic structures for fi(z) =

Z:;Sl for k € Q are the following.

Gi:90—2 , all k not in families Go, G3, or G4

Go:f—>2 ) e ) e ), k=1+t" fortcQ\{0}

PN
Gy:0—=2 " k=—(1+tY) forteQ)\{0}
VR N
Gi:g—> ) ® ° o o, k=+(2+t"%) forteQ\{0,+1}.

~_ _“ ~_ “

Proof. Starting with rational fixed points, we can immediately see that oo is always a fixed point
and 0 is its only non-periodic rational (first) preimage for all parameters a. Since the numerator
of fr(z) is z* + 1, there are no rational preimages of 0 in Q. However, we might have non-periodic
rational preimages of the additional rational fixed points when they do appear. We examine each

of the two rational fixed points z = :I:% when k=1 +t* and t # 0.

In the first case, we look at z = % We know that k = 1 + t*, so finding the preimages of this

point amounts to solving the equation

2A4+1 1

Q+thz3 ¢
which determines the curve
(1 —2t) (223 — 22+ 242 + 1) = 0.
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The first factor corresponds to the fixed point itself since z = % is fixed. The second factor can be
reduced to the form
By =2+ +x
using the transformation « = zt,yy = 22. The curve E has rank 0 and torsion subgroup isomorphic
to Z/27Z. Since one of the coordinates of the transformation was the square map, each point
of E has one or two preimages. We find the original curve has three rational projective points
{(0:1:0),(0:0:1),(1:0:0)}. The two points (0:1:0) and (1 :0:0) are singular. The point
(0:1:0) does not blow-up to a rational point and (1 : 0 : 0) blows-up to a single rational point.
Thus, these points give us the two points which are the preimages of the torsion points of E. The
only affine one of these is (0,0), but it is not valid since ¢ = 0 corresponds to all fixed points being
the point at infinity.
Now we look at z = —%. In this case, we want to solve the equation
241 1

(1+thz3
which is the same as finding rational points on
(1+2t) (22 4+ 2% — 22 +-1) = 0.
The same transformation as above can be used to get
y? = -2 +2? —x,

which is also rank 0 with torsion subgroup isomorphic to Z/27Z. For the same reason, there are
three projective rational points but only one corresponds to an affine point. In particular, we again
see that (0,0) is the only Q-rational solution in z and ¢, which is invalid. Thus, the extra fixed
points never have non-periodic preimages.

We now investigate the case of points in 2-cycles having QQ-rational preperiodic tails. The first
case is when k = —(1+#*), in which case the points z = % and z = —% map to each other. Finding
rational preimages of these points results in the same equations as solving for preimages of fixed
points, which we know do not exist.

The second case is k = 2 + t=2 = £41 which has 2-cycles {t,1} and {—t,—1}. The cases of

t2
fr(2) = £t reduce to the curves

(2t £1)(223 F 22 £ 2t + 1) = 0.

The first component is the other point in the 2-cycle, so we focus on the second component which
is two genus 3 curves isomorphic under z +— —z. These curves as the same as analyzed earlier in
this proof and the only affine point has ¢ = 0, which is degenerate.

Next we look at fi(z) = %

() (B3 422 — 2t +13) = 0.

= :i:%, which give the curves

The first component is the other point in the 2-cycle, so we focus on the second component.
This curve is genus 3 and we can quotient by the order 2 automorphism

(z,t,h) — (—z,—t, h)
to obtain a genus 1 curve. A point search of low height gives the two points
{(-17/25:0:1:0),(17/125:0:1:0)}.
Using the first point, the curve is birational to the elliptic curve

y? = 2 + 83521 /688747536,
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which is rank 0 with torsion subgroup isomorphic to Z/2Z. So every rational point on the original
curve must map to one of these two rational points on the quotient curve. Using the equations of
the quotient map, we find the rational points in the inverse image of each point to get

{(0:0:1),(0:1:0),(1:0:0)}.

The affine point has ¢t = 0, which is the degenerate case. Thus, there are no non-periodic rational
preimages of the points in any 2-cycle for the given parameterization of k.

The final case is when k = —(t? +¢~2), but it reduces to finding rational points on the same
curves as the previous case.

1 #preimages of 2-cycles

2 R.<t>=QQ[]

3 P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

L a=(t"4+1)/(£°2)

5 f=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + y~4, a*x"3xy])
6 s.<x,t>=QQ[]

7 F=(t72x(x74+1) + t*(t"4+1)*x"3)

8 A=AffineSpace(s)

9 C=A.curve (F)

10 C.irreducible_components ()

12 K := Ratiomnals () ;

13 P<z,t,h> := ProjectiveSpace (K, 2);

14 C := Curve(P, z"2%t"3 + z~"3*h~2 - z*xt~"2*h~2 + t*xh~4);
15 phi := iso<C->C|[-z,-t,h],[-z,-t,h]>;

16 // we will take the quotient by phi

17 G := AutomorphismGroup(C, [phil);

18 CG,prj := CurveQuotient (G);

19 Points (CG:Bound:=1000) ;

20 E:=EllipticCurve (CG,CG![0,0,1,0]);
I Rank (E);

22 TorsionSubgroup (E) ;

23

24 R.<z,t,h>=QQ[]

25 P=ProjectiveSpace (R)

26 L = [[0o, O, 1, 0], [0,1,0,0]]

27 £0=t*h~4

28 £1=t"3*%*h~2

29 £2=-zxt"4 - z"2xt*xh”2 - zxh"4

30 £3=-z*%t"4 - z"2xt*h”"2 + t~3%xh”"2

31 for Q in L:

32 X=P.subscheme ([z"2%t~3 + z"3*h~2 - z*xt~"2*h~2 + t*h~4,Q[0]*xf1-f0*Q[1], Q[O]*f2-
Q[2]*xf0, QLO]1*£f3-Q[3]1*xf0, Q[11*xf2-Q[2]*f1, Q[1]1*x£f3-Q[3]1*f1, Q[2]1*£f3-Q[3]1*x£f2])

3 print (X.rational_points ())

{

37 #z=\pm 1/t
383 R.<t>=QQ[]
39 P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)
10 a=(t"4+1)/(t"2)
11 f=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + y~4, a*x"3*xyl)
12 s.<x,t>=QQ[]
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66
67

68

F=(t"3*x(x"4+1) + (t~4+1)*x73)
A=AffineSpace(s)

5 C=A.curve (F)
; C.irreducible_components ()

K Rationals () ;
P<z,t,h> := ProjectiveSpace (K, 2);

C := Curve(P, z"3%*t"3 + z"2xh~4 - z*xt*h~4 + t~2xh~4);
G := AutomorphismGroup(C);

phi := Generators(G) [2];

G := AutomorphismGroup(C, [phil);

CG,prj := CurveQuotient (G);

Points (CG:Bound :=1000) ;
E:=EllipticCurve(CG,CG!'[-17/25,0,1,01);
Rank (E) ;

TorsionSubgroup (E) ;

R.<z,t,h>=QQ[]

P=ProjectiveSpace (R)

L = [[-17/25,0,1,0],[17/125,0,1,011]

f0=-27/25*xz"2*t " 3*xh - 9/25xz*t~4*h - 27/25%z*h~5 + 27/25*xt*h"5
f1=t~3*xh"~3

5 £2=27/17%z"2*xt~3%h - 45/17*z*t~4xh + 27/17*%z*h~5 - 27/17*txh"5

£3=3*%z"2%xt"4 + 3*z*xtxh~"4

for Q@ in L:
X=P.subscheme ([z"3*%t~3 + z72%xh"4 - zxtx*h"4 + t~2*h~4,Q[0]*f1-f0*Q[1], Q[0]=*f2-
Qr2]1*f0, QLO1*£3-Q[3]1x£f0, Q[11+£f2-Q[2]1+f1, Q[11*£3-Q[3]1*£f1, Q[2]*£3-Q[3]*£2])
print (X.rational_points ())

]
7.3. A4(D3). The model for this family is fx(z) = Z:f{fi . We start by classifying periodic points.
Proposition 7.5. For the family fx(z) = ,i;f‘fi’ , we have the following Q-rational periodic points.

(1) The points 0, 1, and oo are fixed points for every choice of k € Q \ {£1}. There are no
other rational fixed points.
(2) For k =t +t+ 14+t +t72 with t € Q\ {0, £1}, fi(2) has a single 2-cycle with Q-rational
points {t, %
Proof. We start with rational fixed points and see that oo is always fixed. For additional Q-rational
fixed points, we consider the first dynatomic polynomial

DH(fr) = (1 —k)z(z — 1) (22 + 2 + 1).

Note that k = 1 is degenerate since it would lead us to cancelling a factor of 22 4+ 1 in the function,
resulting in a function that is not degree 4. The roots of 22 + z + 1 = 0 are cube roots of unity so
are not rational; thus, the fixed points are 0, 1, and oo regardless of k.

Looking for 2-cycles with Q-rational points, we consider the second dynatomic polynomial

(12) ®5(fu) = (k+1)(z" + 2>+ (1 —k)2* +2+1)
(B =2kl (k+ DS+ (B2 =2k — D)2t + (k+1)22 + k22 — 2+ 1.
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Looking at the curve ®3(fz) = 0, we do not consider the degenerate component k¥ = —1. The
degree 4 component produces a genus 0 curve since it is linear in k. Solving for k, we get

k=t +t+1+t1 2

for the 2-cycle consisting of z € {t, %} With this parameterization of k values, we look for addition
2-cycles with Q-rational points by factoring the second dynatomic polynomial

P3(fr) = (P + D)+t + 1)t —2) (2t — )22+ 2t + ) (222 + 2t + ) (2%t +2( +t+ 1) + 1)

M2+ 23(—t3 — 12 — 1) + 22t 4263 +26% 4 2t 4 1) + 2(—13 — 12 — 1) + 7).
It remains to be seen that no choice of ¢t € Q produces an additional 2-cycle with Q-rational points.
We examine each component in turn. We apply the quadratic equation to the component
Pt +t?=0

to have

_ —tEty-3
B 2
which is never rational. Similarly for the component

224 2t4+1=0

z

we get
—1++-3
2t
which is rational only for ¢ a multiple of v/—3, in which case k ¢ Q. For the third quadratic
component we also apply the quadratic formular to have

+t+1) V23 -2+ 2t + 1
2t2 '
For z to be rational we need the discriminant to be a square, so we examine the curve

X:tr 423 242t +1 =12

z =

This is a genus 1 curve birational to an ellitpic curve with Weierstrass model

E :y? + 2zy + 8y = 2° + 422
via the map

x = 2t°h + 2th?® + 20h* — 2h°

y = 4t3 + 4t2h + Atlh — Ath?

z = h3,
where h and z are the homogenizing variables of X and FE, respectively. The curve F has rank 0
and torsion subgroup isomorphic to Z/4Z. A rational point search on the projective closure of X
yields the three points

{(0: =1:1),(0:1:0),(0:1:1)}.

The point (0: 1 :0) is singular and blows-up to two rational points, so these are all of the rational
points on X. These all have t = 0 which is &k = 1, which is degenerate. The last component (degree

four in z) is irreducible over Q but is reducible over Q(w) where w is a cube root of unity. We can
factor it as

AP B )+ 22420 4 2+ 1) 213 — 2 — )+t =

(22 + wtz? +tz + (—w — 1)t + 2)(t%2 + (—w — 1)t2> + tz + wt + 2).
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Since the curve factors over an extension of QQ, rational points on it must be singular (Lemma.
The singular points are (t,2) € {(—=1,—1),(0,0)} but ¢t € {0, —1} are degenerate cases. Therefore,
there is only one 2-cycle with Q-rational points. Note that ¢ = 1 has the 2-cycle collapsing to the
fixed point z = 1.

Now the degree 8 component of ®5(fx) in is irreducible over Q but is reducible over Q(w)
where w is a cube root of unity. We can factor it as

B kS (kD) (R =2k - 1)+ (k+ 1) + k2 — 241 =
(k2 —wt + (w4122 =22 —wz+w+ D)2+ (w12t —w2d =22+ (w+ 1)z —w).

Since the curve factors over an extension of @, rational points on it must be singular (Lemma [6.4)).
The singular points are just (k,z) € {(—1,1),(1,—1)} but £ = £1 are degenerate cases, so there
are no valid Q-rational points on this component.

#fixed points

R.<k>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)
f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + k*x*xy~3, k*xx"3*y+ y~4])
f.dehomogenize (1) .dynatomic_polynomial (1) .factor ()

#2 periodic

R.<k>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)
f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + k*x*xy~3, k*xx"3*y+ y~4])
f.dehomogenize (1) .dynatomic_polynomial (2).factor ()

#only one 2-cycle:
R.<t>=QQ[]
P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)
k=t 2+t+1+1/t+1/t"2

 f=DynamicalSystem ([x74 + k*x*xy~3, kxx"3*xy+ y~4])

f.dehomogenize (1) .dynatomic_polynomial (2).factor ()

R.<t>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

k=t 2+t+1+1/t+1/t"2

f=DynamicalSystem([x"4 + k*x*xy~3, k*x"3*xy+y~4])

f.dynatomic_polynomial (2)*t"~8

r.<t,x,y>=QQ[]

F=(t"10 + t79 + 2*%t"8 + t°7 + t76)*x"12 + (3*t~12 + 6*%t~11 + 13*%t~10 + 16*t~9 +
20%t"8 + 16*%t"7 + 13%t"6 + 6xt~5 + 3*xt"4)*x"9%y~3 + (-t~16 - 4*xt~15 - 8*xt~14 -
14xt~13 - 17*t~12 - 20%t~11 - 16*xt~10 - 16*t~9 - 12*%t~"8 - 16*%xt~7 - 16xt~6 - 20
t°56 - 17*t"4 - 14%xt"3 - 8*t~2 - 4xt - 1)*x"6*xy"6 + (3*%t~12 + 6*%t~11 + 13*xt~10 +
16*xt~9 + 20%t"8 + 16*t~7 + 13%t"6 + 6*xt"5 + 3xt~4)*x"3*%y~9 + (t~10 + t~9 + 2%t
"8 + tTT7 + t76)*y~12

F.factor ()

A<t ,1>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);
C:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve(A,17°2 - ((t"2+t+1)7"2 - 4*t*t)));
Genus (C) ;
Points (C:Bound :=1000) ;
E,psi:=EllipticCurve(C,C![0,1,0]);
TorsionSubgroup (E) ;
115



Rank (E) ;
sing:=SingularPoints (C) ;

P:=sing[1];
P;

Q:=Places (P);
Q;

Degree (Q[1]);
Degree (Q[21);

K.<w>=CyclotomicField (3)

5 A.<t,z>=AffineSpace (XK,2)

C=Curve ((t"4*xz"2 - t"3*z"3 + 2%t"3*%z"2 - t 3%z + t7"2*z"4 - t"2*z"3 + 2*xt"2%z"2 - t
2%z + t72 - t*z"3 + 2*xt*xz"2 - txz + z72))

7 C.irreducible_components ()

C.singular_points ()

A.<a,x>=AffineSpace(QQ,2)

X=A.curve([x"8 - x°7 + a*xx"6 + (a + 1)*x°5 + (a"2 - 2*%a - 1)*x"4 + (a + 1)*x°3 + a
*x"2 - x + 1])

X.singular_points ()

#3-periodic

56 R.<a>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R, 1)
f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + a*x*y~3, a*x " 3*y+ y~4])
f.dehomogenize (1) .dynatomic_polynomial (3).factor ()

K.<w>=CyclotomicField (3)

2 A.<a,x>=AffineSpace (K,2)

X=A.curve([((a"2 + a + 1)*x"6 + (a"2 + 4xa + 1)*x"3 + a"2 + a + 1)1)
X.irreducible_components ()
X.singular_points ()

7 A<a,x>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);
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68 F:=(x"54 + (a5 + 2*%a”4 + 2*a”~2 + 13*%a)*x"51 + (2*xa"8 + 4%a"7 + 12%¥a”6 + 19%xa"5 +
5xa~4 + 30*%a"3 + 78*%a”"2 + 3*a)*x"48 + (a~12 + 20*a”~9 + 33*a”8 + T72*a"7 + 102*a
"6 + 60*a”~5 + 189*%a~4 + 296%a”~3 + 42*a”2 + 1)*x"45 + (a~14 + 5*a”13 - 3*a~12 +
9%xa~11 + 78xa”~10 + 123*a”9 + 295%xa”8 + 374*a"7 + 333*xa"6 + 732xa"5 + 834*xa"4 +
255%a”~3 + 10*a”2 + 14%a)*x"42 + (3*xa”15 + 10*a"14 - a~13 + 33*xa"12 + 135*xa"11 +

321*%a~10 + 795%a”9 + 958*%a”"8 + 1217*a”7 + 1992xa”6 + 1929*%a"5 + 969*xa~4 + 117%*
a"3 + 85%a”"2 + b5*a)*x"39 + (3*xa"16 + 13*a~15 + 12*a~14 + 39*a~13 + 151%a~12 +
528*%a~11 + 1251*%a~10 + 1919%a”9 + 2997*a”~8 + 3993%a”7 + 4010*xa"6 + 2616*a"5 +
618*xa~4 + 356*a”3 + 57*a”"2 + 1)*x°36 + (a~17 + 11*a~16 + 18*a~15 + 38*xa~14 +
130*a~13 + 417*a”~12 + 1226*a"11 + 2698*a~10 + 4560%xa"9 + 6475*a"8 + 7310*%a"7 +
5220*xa”~6 + 2258*a”5 + 1129%a"4 + 294*xa~3 + 28*a"2 + 11xa)*x"33 + (5*xa”~17 + 7*a
“16 + 39%a~15 + 107*a"14 + 172%*a”~13 + 684*xa~12 + 2011*a”~11 + 4391*%a~10 + 7968*a
"9 + 9862*%a"8 + 8681%a”"7 + 5733*xa”"6 + 2633*a"b + 1183*a"4 + 219%a”3 + bb*xa"2 +
8*%a)*x~30 + (a~18 + 21*a"16 + 46*xa”~15 + 84*a~14 + 318%a~13 + 710*a”~12 + 2166*a
“11 + 5688*a~10 + 9270*%a"9 + 11094*xa~8 + 9114*%xa"7 + 5600*a"6 + 3360*xa"5 + 762*a
“4 + 322*xa”3 + 63*a"2 + 1)*x°27 + (5*xa”17 + T7*a~16 + 39*a~15 + 107*a"14 + 172%a
“13 + 684%xa”12 + 2011*a”"11 + 4391*%a~10 + 7968*%a”9 + 9862*a"8 + 8681*xa”7 + 5733
a"6 + 2633*xa"5 + 1183*a"4 + 219*a”~3 + 55*a"2 + 8*a)*x"24 + (a~17 + 11*a~16 +
18*xa”~15 + 38*xa”14 + 130*xa”~13 + 417*xa”~12 + 1226*%a~11 + 2698*a~10 + 4560*%xa”9 +
6475*xa~8 + T7310*a~7 + 5220*%a"6 + 2258*a”5 + 1129*a~4 + 294*%a"3 + 28*a”2 + 11x*a)
*x~21 + (3*a"16 + 13*a”~15 + 12*a~14 + 39%a”~13 + 151*a~12 + 528*a”11 + 1251%a”10

+ 1919%a”9 + 2997*%xa"8 + 3993*%a”"7 + 4010*a”"6 + 2616*xa”"b + 618*a"4 + 356*%xa”3 +
57*a~2 + 1)*x~18 + (3*a~15 + 10*a~14 - a~13 + 33*%a”~12 + 135*a~11 + 321*xa~10 +
795%a”~9 + 958*%a”8 + 1217*a”7 + 1992*xa”6 + 1929%a”b + 969*%a”4 + 117*a~3 + 8b*a~2

+ B5*a)*x~15 + (a~14 + 5*a~13 - 3*a”~12 + 9*a~11 + 78*a~10 + 123*a”~9 + 295*a"8 +

374*%a”~7 + 333*a"6 + 732*%a"5 + 834*xa”4 + 255*%a”3 + 10*a”2 + 14*a)*x"12 + (a"12
+ 20*a”9 + 33%a”"8 + 72*xa”7 + 102*a"6 + 60*xa”5 + 189*a”4 + 296*a”~3 + 42*xa~2 + 1)
*x"9 + (2*xa”8 + 4%a”7 + 12%¥a”"6 + 19%xa”b5 + b*a”"4 + 30%a”3 + 78%a”2 + 3*a)*x"6 +
(a5 + 2%a~4 + 2xa”2 + 13%a)*x"3 + 1);
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69 FF:=(x"18 + (a5 + 2%¥a”4 + 2*%a”2 + 13%a)#*x"17 + (2*xa"8 + 4%a”7 + 12xa"6 + 19xa"b5 +
5xa~4 + 30*a~3 + 78*a"2 + 3xa)*xx"16 + (a~12 + 20*a"9 + 33*a"8 + 72*a"7 + 102*a
"6 + 60*a”~5 + 189*a~4 + 296%a”~3 + 42*a”2 + 1)*x"15 + (a~14 + 5*%*a”13 - 3*a~12 +
9%xa~11 + 78xa”~10 + 123*a”9 + 295%xa”8 + 374*a"7 + 333*xa"6 + 732xa"5 + 834*xa"4 +
255%a”~3 + 10*a”2 + 14%a)*x"14 + (3*xa”15 + 10*a"14 - a~13 + 33*xa"12 + 135*xa”"11 +
321*%a~10 + 795%a”9 + 958*%a”"8 + 1217*a”7 + 1992xa”6 + 1929*%a"5 + 969*xa~4 + 117%*
a”3 + 85%a”"2 + b*a)*x"13 + (3*a"16 + 13*a~15 + 12*a~14 + 39*a~13 + 151%a~12 +
528*%a~11 + 1251*%a~10 + 1919%a”9 + 2997*a”~8 + 3993%a”7 + 4010*xa"6 + 2616*a"5 +
618*a~4 + 356*a”3 + 57*a”"2 + 1)*x"12 + (a~17 + 11*a~16 + 18*a~15 + 38*xa~14 +
130*a~13 + 417*a”~12 + 1226*a"11 + 2698*a~10 + 4560%xa"9 + 6475*a"8 + 7310*%a"7 +
5220*xa”~6 + 2258*a”5 + 1129%a"4 + 294%xa”~3 + 28*a"2 + 11xa)*x"11 + (5*xa”~17 + 7*a
“16 + 39%a~15 + 107*a"14 + 172%*a”~13 + 684*xa~12 + 2011*a”~11 + 4391*%a~10 + 7968*a
"9 + 9862*%a"8 + 8681%a”"7 + 5733*xa”"6 + 2633*a"b + 1183*a"4 + 219%a”3 + bb*xa"2 +
8*%a)*x~10 + (a~18 + 21*a"16 + 46*xa”~15 + 84*a~14 + 318%a~13 + 710*a”~12 + 2166*a
“11 + 5688*a~10 + 9270*%a"9 + 11094*xa~8 + 9114*%xa"7 + 5600*a"6 + 3360*xa"5 + 762*a
4 + 322*%a”~3 + 63*a”"2 + 1)*x"9 + (5*a”~17 + T*a~16 + 39*%a”~15 + 107*a”~14 + 172xa
“13 + 684%xa”12 + 2011*a”"11 + 4391*%a~10 + 7968*%a”9 + 9862*a"8 + 8681*xa”7 + 5733
a"6 + 2633*xa"5 + 1183*a"4 + 219*a~3 + 55*a"2 + 8*a)*x~28 + (a~17 + 11*a~16 +
18*xa”~15 + 38*xa”14 + 130*xa”~13 + 417*xa”~12 + 1226*%a~11 + 2698*a~10 + 4560*%xa”9 +
6475*xa~8 + T7310*a~7 + 5220*%a"6 + 2258*a”5 + 1129*a~4 + 294*%a"3 + 28*a”2 + 11x*a)
*x~7 + (3*a"16 + 13*a”~15 + 12*a~14 + 39%a”~13 + 151*a~12 + 528*a~11 + 1251*a”10
+ 1919%a”9 + 2997*xa”8 + 3993*%a”7 + 4010*%a"6 + 2616*a”"5 + 618*a"4 + 356*xa~3 +
57*a~2 + 1)*x"6 + (3*a~15 + 10*a~14 - a~13 + 33*a~12 + 135*a~11 + 321*xa~10 +
795%a”~9 + 958*%a”8 + 1217*a”7 + 1992*xa”6 + 1929%a”b + 969*%a”4 + 117*a~3 + 8b*a~2
+ 5*a)*x"5 + (a~14 + 5*a~13 - 3*%a~12 + 9*a~11 + 78*a"10 + 123*a”~9 + 295*a~8 +
374*xa~7 + 333*a"6 + 732*a”"5 + 834*a~4 + 255*%a"3 + 10*a”2 + 14*a)*x"4 + (a~12 +
20*a”9 + 33*a"8 + 72xa”7 + 102*a"6 + 60*a”"5 + 189*a~4 + 296*a"3 + 42*xa”2 + 1)*x
"3 + (2*a"8 + 4xa”"7 + 12*xa"6 + 19*xa"b + bxa"4 + 30*xa"3 + 78*xa"2 + 3xa)*xx"2 + (a
"5 + 2*xa”"4 + 2*%xa”2 + 13*a)*x + 1);
70 X:=Curve (A,FF);
71 Genus (X) ;

O

Turning to periodic points of period 3, we look at the vanishing of the third dynatomic polynomial
®%(fr). It has a degree 6 and a degree 54 component. The degree 6 component is given by

K 4+k+D 4+ R +4k+ )2+ 2 +k+1=0.

This is irreducible of @, but reduced over Q(w), where w is a cube root of unity. Since the curve
factors over an extension of @, rational points on it must be singular (Lemma . The singular
points are (k,z) € {(—1,1),(1,—1)} but & = £1 are degenerate cases, so there are no (valid)
rational points on this component. The degree 54 component can be simplified by replacing z3
with z to have a degree 18 equation in z. This gives a genus 23 curve which is still problematic
computationally. The only points of small height on it corresponded to k = £1, so are degenerate;
however, we are not able to fully analyze this curve.

A search for rational preperiodic structures with the parameter up to height 10,000 using the
algorithm from [20] as implemented in Sage yields no parameters k € Q where f; has a Q-rational
periodic point with minimal period at least 3.

Conjecture 7.6. There is no k € Q such that fx(z) = ;‘;jfj has a Q-rational periodic point of
minimal period at least 3.

Assuming Conjecture [7.6] we classify the Q-rational preperiodic structures.
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Theorem 7.7. Assuming Conjecture the possible Q-rational preperiodic structures for fi(z) =
2 +kz
kz3+1

for k € Q, with possibly finitely many exceptional values of the parameter k, are the following.

Gi: % =) 8 )27, allkunotin G, Gs, Gy, or Gs
[}

N

|
Go: 4=t )88, k=t+tforteQ\{0,£1}
G3:_.1—>T:—> 0—>8:—> 0—>o.oj , k=t fortcQ\{0,%1}

VR
Gi: %=1t o e k=fatrler e orte @\ {0,41)

°
SN e ° ° ° -1t
: — for k= ———— fort +1.
Gs /—/71 1303003’ or 34t or E@\O’

Proof. We start with non-periodic rational preimages of the fixed points. We begin with 0, which
amounts to solving z* + kz = 0, giving us the point z = —t as the preimage of 0 when k = 3. The
other non-periodic preimages of 0 are not rational. Similarly, preimages of oo come from solutions
to az® + 1 = 0, which are parameterized by k = t> as well, but the preimage is z = —%. The other
non-periodic preimages of co are not rational. Thus, the parameter k = t3 gives two additional
rational points in the preperiodic structure.

Preimages of 1 come from solutions to fx(z) = 1, which gives the curve

A kB k1= -1DE+1)E*—kz+1)=0.

The factor of z — 1 is expected since 1 is its own preimage. The second factor has z = —1 as a
rational preimage of 1 for all k. Finally, the last factor is genus 0, so when k& = t 4+ ¢~! the point
z =t maps to 1. Furthermore, this image is invariant when we replace ¢ by %, so in fact there will
be two rational points that map to 1 for these values of k. Note that £ = £1 has the three rational
preimages collapsing to a single preimage of the fixed point.

Now we check if we can have additional non-periodic preimages of 1 at the same time as non-
periodic preimages of 0 and co. We need values of k such that k =t +t¢~! = ¢3 for ¢,/ € Q. The
curve

X: 2=t +1=0
is a genus 2 hyperelliptic curve with model
C:y?+a23y+1=0,
obtained by setting z = ¢ and y = —t. The curve C has a (isomorphic) simplified model
Oyt =24

whose Jacobian has rank 1 and torsion subgroup isomorphic to Z/3Z. Magma’s Chabauty method
tells us that there are only two rational points on this hyperelliptic curve. However, since the
map from the original curve was not an isomorphism, we still have some work to do: we need
to investigate the behavior at the singular points. Fortunately, the only singular point on the
projective model is (1 : 0 : 0), and an initial search on the projective closure of X finds the rational
points (0 :1:0) and (1 :0 :0), which are all we expect to have. We need to look at the places of
the divisor associated to this singular point. There is only one; because it is of degree 1, we have
not missed any rational points. Thus, the only rational points are at infinity, so the affine model
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has none and we cannot have additional Q-rational priemges of 1 at the same time as non-periodic
Q-rational preimages of the fixed points 0 and oo.

Now we look at non-periodic second preimages of the fixed point 1. First we consider preimages
of —1. We are looking for rational points on the curve

Ak 4 kz+1=0.

This equation is linear in k, so we can solve as k = _t%:f for t € Q\ {0,£1}. With this expression
for k the preimages of —1 satisfy

(= = 1/)(z = ) (= +

2t
mii” +1)=0.
Apply the quadratic equation to the last factor, we see

—t+/—1
7= ——

t2+1

so there are at most 2 rational preimages. To check whether there are one or two preimages we
compute the discriminant of the curve equation with respect to z to see that £ = £1 are the only
rational values where the two preimages collapse to a single rational preimage. The values k = +1
are degenerate so this does not occur.

Now we consider rational preimages of the preimages of —1. We substitute & = _tg,:_f and

examine f(z) = —1 which becomes
(z—1/t)(z — t)(2> + (2t/(#* + 1))z + 1) = 0.
Taking the last component, we need to find rational points on the (genus 1) curve
C:(t2+1)22+2z+12+1=0.
Over Q(i) it has the rational point (—¢: 0 : 1), which produces the Weierstrass model
E :y? = 23 4 42 — 642 — 256
via the map
(x,y,z) = (8it, —32iz, h),
where h and z are the homogenizing variables of C' and E, respectively. The curve E is rank 0

with torsion subgroup isomorphic to Z/27 x 7 /47. Taking the inverse image of the eight rational
points on F, we get the Q(i)-rational points on the curve C' are

{(0:1:0),(4:0:1),(1:0:0),(0:—3:1),[(0:4:1),(=i:0:1)}.

The only Q-rational value of ¢ is 0, which is not a valid parameter. So there are no second Q-rational
preimages of —1.

There remain a few cases that were unable to be fully resolved resulting in possibly finitely many
exceptional k values with larger graph structures. We go through those cases now.

Additional rational preimages of 1 occur for k = t +¢~! and we consider Q-rational preimages
of those additional preimages. We are looking for rational points on the (genus 6) curve

tzt 4 (2 )+ (P D)z -2 =0.

This curve is genus 6 are was not amenable to any of the methods we tried. It has no valid points
of small height.
Non-periodic Q-rational second preimages of 0 are defined by the curves

A4t 42 4+t=0
and
2Bt B o3 4 (T — ) 2P 102 — e+ 2 =0
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These curves are both genus 8 are were not amenable to any of the methods we tried. They have
no valid points of small height.

Non-periodic Q-rational second preimages of co are equivalent to non-periodic Q-rational second
preimages of 0 under the automorphism z — 1/z.

The existence of a non-periodic Q-rational preimage of 0 and a QQ-rational second preimage of 1
corresponds to rational points on the curve

t3(t5 4+ to) — (=1 —t3) = 0.

This curve is genus 6 and was not amenable to any of the methods we tried. It has no valid points
of small height.

The exists of a Q-rational 2-cycle and a non-periodic Q-rational preimage of a fixed point corre-
sponds to rational points on the curve

33 — (1 +t5 + 13+t +1) = 0.

This curve is genus 4 and was not amenable to any of the methods we tried. It has no valid points
of small height.

It remains to consider non-periodic preimages of points in the 2-cycle. The 2-cycle {t, %} occurs
for k=t>+t+1+t14+¢2 witht € Q\ {0,£1}. By the automorphism z ~ 1/z, it is equivalent
to look at the preimage of either point in the cycle. Looking at preimages of ¢, we need to find
rational points on the genus 6 curve

t23 — B+t D)2 - (Bt + D)2+ =0.

This curve was not amenable to any of the method we tried. It has no valid points of small height.

All of these unresolved cases are curves of genus at least 4 so can have at most finitely many
Q-rational points, due to Faltings’ Theorem. These possible rational points corresponds to the
possibly finitely many exceptions in the statement.

#second preimages of 0

R.<t>=QQ []

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

k=t"3

5 f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4+k*x*y~3, k*x " 3*xy+y~4])
j F=f .nth_iterate_map (2).dehomogenize (1) [0]
(F.numerator ()).factor ()

9 A<x,t>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);
C:=Curve(A,(x"4 + t"4*xx"3 + t°3*x + t));
Genus (C) ;

3 A<x,t>:=AffineSpace(Rationals(),2);
C:=Curve(A,(x"8 + (-t~4)*x"7 + t"8*x"6 + 2*xt"3%x"5 + (-t~7 - t)*x"4 + 2*xt"5xx~3 +
t " 6xx"2 + (-t"4)*xx + t72));

5 Genus (C) ;

## These are both genus 8 curves and there doesn’t seem to be anything accessible
for them. Only points of small height are degenerate

#second preimages of infty

R.<t>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

k=t~3

3 f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4+k*x*y~3, k*x"3*xy+y~4])
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F=f.nth_iterate_map (2) .dehomogenize (1) [0]
(F.denominator ()) .factor ()

A<x,t>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);
C:=Curve(A,(t*x"4 + t°3*xx"3 + t~4*x + 1));
Genus (C) ;

Points (ProjectiveClosure (C) : Bound :=1000) ;

A<x,t>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);

C:=Curve(A,(t"2%x"8 + (-t"4)*x"7 + t76*%x"6 + 2%t ~5*xx"5 + (-t~7 - t)*x~4 + 2%t ~3*x
"3 4+ t78%x72 + (-t"4)*x + 1));

Genus (C) ;

Points (ProjectiveClosure (C) :Bound:=1000) ;

## These are both genus 8 curves and there doesn’t seem to be anything accessible
for them. Only points of small height are degenerate

#all 3 fixed points with preimages

= Rationals () ;
A<t ,1> := AffineSpace (K, 2);
C := ProjectiveClosure(Curve(A, t°2 - t*1°3 + 1));
5 boo, D, psi := IsHyperelliptic(C);
; S, phi := SimplifiedModel(D);
J := Jacobian(S);
Jratpts := RationalPoints(J:Bound:=1000) ;

TorsionSubgroup (J);
RankBounds (J) ; Jrat

Order (Jratpts [5]) ;

infpt := Jratpts[5];

Chabauty (infpt) ;
RationalPoints (C: Bound:=1000) ;
singpt := SingularPoints(C) [1];
p := Places(singpt) [1];

Degree (p);

#discriminant of preimage of 1
R.<k>=QQ[]

S.<z>=R[]

f=z"2-k*z+1
f.discriminant () .factor ()

#preimages of preimages of fixed points
#preimages of -1

7 R.<k>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)
f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + k*x*xy~3, k*xx " 3*y+ y~4])
F=f.nth_iterate_map (1) .dehomogenize (1) [0]
F.numerator () +F.denominator ()

R.<t>=QQ[]
k=(-1-t"4) /(t"3+t)
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75

76

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)
f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + kx*xxxy~3, kxx"3*xy+ y~4])

7 F=f.nth_iterate_map (1) .dehomogenize (1) [0]

(F.numerator ()+F.denominator ()).factor ()

#preimages of other preimages
R.<t>=QQ[]

k=t+1/t
P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

5 f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + k*x*y~3, k*x " 3*y+ y~4])

F=f .nth_iterate_map (1) .dehomogenize (1) [0]
(F.numerator () -t*F.denominator ()) *t

s A.<t,x>=AffineSpace (QQ,2)

X=A.curve(t*x~4 + (-t~3 - t)*x"3 + (t"2 + 1)*x - t~2)

A<t ,x>:=AffineSpace(Rationals () ,2);

X:=Curve(A,t*x"4 + (-t~3 - t)*x"3 + (t~2 + 1)*x - t~2);
Genus (X) ;

Points (ProjectiveClosure (X) : Bound :=1000) ;

#looking at second preimages of 1 seems equivalently hard...

R.<k>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R, 1)

f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + k*x*y~3, k*x"3*y+ y~4])

F=f.nth_iterate_map(2) .dehomogenize (1) [0]

F.numerator () -F.denominator ()

A.<k,x>=AffineSpace(QQ,2)

X=A.curve(x~"16 + (-k~2)*x"15 + (k"4 + 4*k)*x"13 + (-k"4 - 3%xk"3 - k)*x"12 + (k~5 +
3*k"3 + 6*%k"2)*x710 + (-3%xk"4 - 4xk"3 - 3*k"2)*x"9 + (3*k"4 + 4*xk~3 + 3*k"2)*x
7 + (-k°5 - 3*k"3 - 6*k"2)*x"6 + (k"4 + 3xk"3 + k)*x"4 + (-k"4 - 4xk)*x"3 + k
“2%x - 1)

X.irreducible_components ()

; A<k,x>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);

F:=(x"8 + (-k~2)*x"7 + k™2*x"6 + 2xk*x"5 + (-k"3 - k)*x"4 + 2%k*xx"3 + k™2*x"2 + (-
k~2)*xx + 1);

; X:=Curve (A,F);

IsAbsolutelyIrreducible (X); //true
RationalPoints (ProjectiveClosure (X) :Bound:=1000) ;
Genus(X); //6

//1f we assume rank <= 5, then this gives all 6 rational points.

load "coleman.m";

Q:= y~°8 + (-x7"2)*y"7 + x72%xy~6 + 2%x*y"5 + (-x73 - x)*y~4 + 2*x*y~3 + x"2*%y~2 + (-
x"2)xy + 1;

data:=coleman_data(Q,5,15) ;

7 Qpoints:=Q_points(data,1000) ;

#second preimages of -1
R.<t>=QQ[]
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k=(-1-t"4) /(t"3+t)

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)

f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + kx*x*y~3, k*x"3*y+ y~4])

F=f .nth_iterate_map (1) .dehomogenize (1) [0]
((F.numerator ()+F.denominator (D)) *(t~3 + t)).factor ()

R<z> := PolynomialRing(Integers());
f z"2 +1;

31 K<i> := NumberField (f);

P<t,x,z> := ProjectiveSpace(K,2);
(¢
P cti-i,0,1];

E, psi := EllipticCurve(C,p);
Rank (E) ;

TorsionSubgroup (E) ;

K.<i>=QuadraticField (-1)
k=(-1-t"4) /(t"3+t)

2 P.<t,x,z>=ProjectiveSpace (K,2)

R=P.coordinate_ring ()
fO=8*ixt*xx"3 + 8*xikt*kx*z 2 + 8*xi*x7"2%z72 + 8xx*z~3

5 f1=-32%i*xt*xx"2%2z - 16*%x72%2z72 - 32*xi*t*xz~3 - 32%i*xx*xz~3 -

f2=x"3%z

7 F=[f0,f1,£f2]

for Q in E.torsion_points():

data:=coleman_data(Q,5,15);
Qpoints:=Q_points (data,1000) ;
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Curve (P, (t72 + z~2)*x"2 + 2*xt*xx*z"2 + t~2%z"2 + z74);

X=P.subscheme ([(t"2 + z~2)*x"2 + 2*xt*x*z~2 + t 2%xz"2 + z~4 ,Q[0]*xF[1] - Q[1]x*F
[0]1, QLOoI*F[2]1-Q[21*F[0], Q[11*F[2]1-Q[2]1*F[111)
print (X.rational_points())

# seconds preimges of -1 and preimages of O,infty

A<tl,t2>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);

X:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve (A,t1"3*(t273+t2) - (-1-t274)));

Genus (X) ;

; Points (X:Bound :=1000) ;

#preimages of the 2-cycle

R.<t>=QQ[]

k=t 2+t+1+1/t+1/t"2

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R, 1)

f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + kx*x*y~3, k*x"3*y+ y~4])

F=f.nth_iterate_map (1) .dehomogenize (1) [0]

((F.numerator () -t*F.denominator ())).factor ()

P<t,x,z> := ProjectiveSpace (Rationals () ,2);

C := Curve(P, -t 4*x"2 - t73%x"2%z - t " 3*x*z"2 - t 2*%x"2*z"2 + t*x"3*z"2 + t~3%z"3
- t72%x%z"3 - t*x"2*%z"3 - txx*z"4 - x*z"5);

load "coleman.m";

Q:= -y"4*x72 - y"3*x72 - y"3*x - y"2%x"2 + y*x"3 + y~3 - y 2*%x - y*x"2 - y*x - X;



174
175

176

197

# 2-cycle and preimages of fixed points

## fixed point O

A<tl,t2>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);
X:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve (A,t272%t173 - (t274 + t27°3 + t272 + t2 + 1)));
Genus (X) ;

Points (X:Bound :=1000) ;

## additional preimages of 1
A<tl,t2>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);

5 X:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve (A,t2°2%(t172+1) - t1*(t274 + t273 + t272 + t2 + 1)));

Genus (X) ;

’ Points (X:Bound :=1000) ;

boo, D, psi := IsHyperelliptic(X);
S, phi := SimplifiedModel (D) ;

J := Jacobian(S);

#now what???

## preimages of -1
A<tl,t2>:=AffineSpace (Rationals () ,2);
X:=ProjectiveClosure (Curve (A,t272x(-1-t174) - (t1°3+t1)*(t274 + t27°3 + t272 + t2 +

1))
; Genus (X) ;
Points (X:Bound :=1000) ;
O
7.4. The locus A4(Cs). This family is given by fi, x,(2) = 22:'3’1”13 We first examine periodic
points.
Proposition 7.8. For the family f, r,(2) = zzjgkii, we have the following Q-rational periodic

points.
(1) The points 0 and oo are fixed for all pairs (ki, k2).
(2) For (u,v) € A%(Q) and
ki = wro —ud + 1
ko = uv,
Jr1 k2 (2) has one additional rational fixed point z = .
Proof. We look at the first dynatomic polynomial. The points 0 and oo are factors for all choices
of parameters k1 and k2. The other component is given by
(]4}2—1)23—k1+1:0.
This forms a rational surface that has the given parameterization. Substituting the parameteriza-
tion back into ®7(fx, k,), We see there is one additional fixed point.

#fixed points

R.<k1,k2>=QQ[]

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R,1)
f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + klxx*y~3,k2*x"3*xy+y~4])
f.dehomogenize (1) .dynatomic_polynomial (1) .factor ()

#Surface information (run in Magma)
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1

P3<kl,k2,h,x>:=ProjectiveSpace (Rationals () ,3);
S:=Surface(P3,((k2 - h)*x~3 +(h- k1)*h~3));
P2<u,v,w>:=ProjectiveSpace (Rationals () ,2);

ParametrizeProjectiveHypersurface (S,P2);

R.<u,v,w>=QQ[]
P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace(R, 1)

5 ki=(u~4*xv - u"3*w"2 + w°5)/(w"~5)
; k2=(u*v*w~3)/(w"5)

f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + klxx*y~3,k2*x"3*xy+y~4])
f.dehomogenize (1) .dynatomic_polynomial (1) .factor ()

As with the degree 3 families with multiple parameters, periodic points with higher periods and
(strictly) preperiodic points were difficult to study. We content ourselves with a census of Q-rational

preperiodic structures for parameters k1 and ko with small height.
Table: Preperiodic Graphs for Pairs (ki k2)

O

(0,1/2) (0,1) (0,2) (0,0)
e 0 10D ISR
""%; oii) o;;e—oji)
(17_1) (17_3) (1/27_7/4)
P P | D
° °
‘e : 5D
(4/3,-8) (—5/12, —25/18) (5/2,5/2)
T R ] N
° e —eo °
.“>%; ;)j) S~ ;)j) o—4e>o:ij
(1/8,1/8) (11/4,11/4) (17/10,17/10)
VRN
e ) e D) B Ok
0 [e’¢) 0
S~ \\&‘o—4e>o f:)
0449-;)j) B:i) 0449-.ji> ;)j) .‘//7
gr=[[0,1/2], [0,1], [0,2], [o,0], ([1,-11, [1,-31, [1/2,-7/4], [4/3,-8],
[-5/12,-25/18], [5/2,5/2]1, [1/8,1/81, [11/4,11/4]1, [17/10,17/10]]

set_verbose (None)

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (QQ,1)

L=[]
for A,B in gr:

f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + Axx*y~3,

if f.is_morphism():
G =
found = False

for a,b,c,g in L:

B*x"3xy + y~4])

f.rational_preperiodic_graph ()
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14

16

17

1

if g.is_isomorphic(G):
found=True
break
if not found:
print (A,B,G, len(L)+1)
L.append ((A,B,G))
len (L)

7.5. The locus A4(C3). This family is given by fi, iy ks(2) = %. The point at infinity
is always a fixed point with preimage 0. Additional fixed points are given by the first dynatomic

polynomial whose vanishing defines a rational hypersurface

q)ylﬁ(f) = (k2 - 1)24 - k‘122 + k‘322 — 1.

r.<ki,k2,k3>=QQ[]
P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (r,1)

3 f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4 + kl*xx"2*y~2 + y~4, k2*xx"3*y + k3*xx*y~3])

1

f.dehomogenize (1) .dynatomic_polynomial (1)

For this family, we again content ourselves with a census of Q-rational preperiodic structures for
parameters ki, ko, and k3 with small height.

Table: Preperiodic Graphs for Triples (k1, k2, k3)

(0,0,1) (0,0,2) (0,0,/—11 (0,1,-1) (—2,0,1)
t—20) :3:3 o L ot
0 oo 0 T o o
(0,1/3,—-4/3) (0,3,-5) (0,—3,5) (0,2/3,—-8/3)
e ° ° oji) ofi) ofi) ° o o °
%) ~x_ “ ~_ _“
"‘9'°//7 A o _ o .//"\*. o o:i} .fi) o\\: i
8 0 ] ~___~ 0 00 0 00
(0,—2/3,8/3) (1,1,5) (1,—1,-5)
VRN
.\I 03 0903 o—>o\/.<—o
-2 D) P2 ) e P2
(—2,0,9/2) (—2,1,2) (=2,1,—-1/4)
o> o .ji) . I
e o
/Oﬁooj 0 oo \09000
o—> o .,//7 .ji> .‘//7 0 ﬁ
(=2,1,-5/2) (1/4,9,-9/2) (1/4,9/4,-9/2)
o//f~\&‘o o —eo ° °
° o _ o ~___~ ° o
o.oj ﬁ—)ﬁ ’ Ooj .3 .3 07 o
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(1,7,—7) (1,—7,7) (1,7/2,—7/2)
\¢ ° ° o—>o:—> i
$—20 S ERIUP N e SR SV
.%—./—\.e. v T °/ %C}e °
(—1/2,3,—5%/ (—1/2,—3,9/2) (—1/2,3/2,3/2)
8%503'@' 34)0.03.%.3 ? o%o/\o
o—>o/\o<—o o —>o ° ° 4 —
~_ “ 3 3 3 6 090/\0
(—1/2,3/2,—9/4) (—1/2,—3/2,9/4) (2,0,9/4)
VRN
? .%.%.3 090»0\/0«.«0 0\8 . 0303
'ﬁ .‘>o.o ./ > [ ] [ ]
8 o‘>o‘>03 0 3 3
(—2,0,—-9/4) (—2,1/4,7/2) (—2,4/5,-5)
. ./\. Q 0‘>5<—O
SO LT %
~—— \o%'eo/ e T
[ )
(—2,6, —3/8) (—2,7,1/2) (—2 -7 —1/2)
o—>o—>8<—o<—o . .4>.:—> e—>o
: >5 * “ .\8%° <>
e ° [ J—Y ./ e A
L
(1/3,8/3,—3/2) (—3,1,1) (—3,1,—3/2)
° ° o/\o Yy o/\o o/\o
= ¥ . =
v .\/. g o>o©o>03 v .\/.
(=3,—-1,-1) (—=3,-1,3/2) (—3,1/3,-4/3)
SN
O.O R . ° 00303 ° ° 0303
T \’/\'/ — RN \\L N
. N S, S22 ) e . S22 ) .
0 ~_ “ ~_ “
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1

(_37 2/3a _1/6) (_37 3/27 _1) (_37 _3/27 1)
° ° oe<— o (‘» }/’.\\
b L. - A
0 oo o —> o /T 00
® o//i}o o%/i}o ¢ .\\ /%.
0 ° .
0
3 ° 8 Oji> 3
e—>eo ¥ e—>eo V v
\o.o \o.o .—).—)Q»&)e.e.e.
.ﬂ-./ [ ] 0—>O/ 03 u
7N
° ° ofi) ofi) ° ° of:> of:> ° ° e—>eo °
N ~— N e
S22 ) e S22 ) 3%;3.%.\/.
°
Q N SN Q . 3 o
[ ] e o [} e — 0 o — 0
== 1 T T e
7N N . o
0 ° ° o ° : o> y—— //7 ) \\\
~_ ~_ ® e
(_3/47 7/27 _7/2) (_3/47 _7/27 7/2)
° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° °
7N
o—>eo o< o
N < N Nl N\
8443-;>i> o‘//7 ~— ‘\\o 8;;»-;)i> o —eo .443'.fi>
(7/47 87 _8) (7/47 _87 8)
7N
° ° e—>eo o< o ° ° o;;e—ofi) o;;e—.fi)
x_ “
N T N
0 — oo 0449»0‘\\d//0-<4444—0 0“9'a3i> .443'.fi> .443'.ji>
gr=[[0O, O, 11,([0, O, 2],[0, O, -2],[0, 1, -1],[0, 1/3, -4/3],[0, 3, -5],[0, -3,
51,[0, 2/3, -8/3]1,[0, -2/3, 8/3],[1, 1, &],01, -1, -5],[1, 7, -7],[1, -7,
71,01, 7/2, -7/21,[-1/2, 3, -9/21,[-1/2, -3, 9/21,[-1/2, 3/2, 3/2]1,[-1/2, 3/2,
-9/41,0-1/2, -3/2, 9/41,[-2, o0, 11,[-2, O, 9/2]1,[-2, O, 9/41,[-2, 0, -9/4]1,[-2,
1, 21,[-2, 1, -1/41,[-2, 1, -5/21,[-2, 1/4, 7/2]1,[-2, 4/5, -51,[-2, 6,
-3/81,0-2, 7, 1/21,[-2, -7, -1/2]1,[1/3, 8/3, -3/21,[-3, 1, 11,[-3, 1,
-3/21,(-3, -1, -11,[(-3, -1, 3/2]1,[-3, 1/3, -4/31,[-3, 2/3, -1/61,[-3, 3/2,
-11,0-3, -3/2, 11,[-3, 4/3, -1/3],[-3, -4/3, 1/3]1,[-8, 1/6, -2/3]1,[1/4, 9,
-9/2]1,[1/4, 9/4, -9/21,[-3/4, 1/6, -8/31,[-3/4, 7/2, -7/21,[-3/4, -7/2,
7/21,0-3/4, 7/3, -7/31,[(-4/3, 8/9, -2/91,[-5/4, 5/3, -8/31,[-5/4, -5/4,
2]1,[-5/4, 8/3, -5/31,[7/4,8,-81,[7/4,-8,8]]

3 set_verbose (None)

1

P.<x,y>=ProjectiveSpace (QQ,1)
L=[]
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6 for A,B,C in gr:
f=DynamicalSystem ([x"4+A*x" 2%y 2+y~4,B*x"3*%y+C*x*y~3])
if f.is_morphism():
G = f.rational_preperiodic_graph()
found = False
for a,b,c,g in L:
if g.is_isomorphic (G):
found=True
break
if not found:
print (A,B,C,G, len(L)+1)
L.append ((A,B,C,G))
; len (L)

Notice that there are Q-rational periodic points of (minimal) period {1,2,3,4,6}. Are there
Q-rational points of (minimal) period 57

8. CONCLUDING REMARKS

There are a number of interesting problems that come both directly and indirectly from the
results in this paper. We list a few of those here.

(1) Resolve the conjectures on the existence of periodic points for the various one-dimensional
families.

(2) Determine all the rational points on the high genus curves that were left unresolved in
A4(Ds).

(3) Do a full analysis of rational preperiodic points for the two- and three-dimensional families.

(4) Classify Ay for d > 5.

(5) Use these families for future studies. For example, when looking at the cycle statistics of
these families modulo primes, such as the average number of periodic points or the average
tail length, the number of rational elements in the automorphism group appears to play a
role. We have preliminary statistics on this topic that can be made available upon request.
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