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ON EFFECTIVE «INTEGRALITY IN ORBITS OF
RATIONAL MAPS OVER FUNCTION FIELDS AND
MULTIPLICATIVE DEPENDENCE

JORGE MELLO

ABSTRACT. We give effective bounds for the set quasi-integral
points in orbits of non-isotrivial rational maps over function fields
under some conditions, generalizing previous work of Hsia and Sil-
verman (2011) for orbits over function fields of characteristic zero.
We then use this to prove finiteness results for algebraic functions
whose orbit under a rational function has multiplicative depen-
dent elements modulo rings of S-integers, generalizing recent re-
sults over number fields.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let K be a function field of a smooth projective curve over an al-
gebraically closed field of characteristic 0, endowed as usual with a set
M of absolute values(places) satisfying the product formula, S a finite
subset of places of Mg, and € > 0. An element z € K is said to be
quasi-(S, €)-integral if

> log(max{|z|,, 1}) > eh([z, 1)),

veS
where h is the absolute logarithmic height in P'(K) and [z, 1] € P}(K).

Let ¢ € K(z) a of rational functions of degree at least 2, let P € K
and let
Oy(P) = {¢"(P)|n € N}

denote the forward orbit of P under ¢. When K is a number field and
®* = ¢po¢ ¢ K[z], Hsia and Silverman proved [8] that the number
of quasi-(9, €)- integral points in the orbit of a point P with infinite
orbit is bounded by a constant depending only on ¢, iL¢(P), €,5, and
[K : Q] ( see Section 2 for the correspondent definitions). We also note
that these results, according to [8, Remark 1], have some applications
as the existence of quantitative estimates for the size of Zsigmondy
sets for such orbits and their primitive divisors, as well for quantitative
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versions of a dynamical local-global principle in orbits on the projective
line. This research was also used to prove finiteness of multiplicatively
dependent iterated values by rational functions in [4].

In this present paper we generalize this bound for cases over function
fields. This is presented all over Section 2. Making use of such results,
this work is also place for the study of multiplicative dependence mod-
ulo S-integers for elements in orbits of rational functions over function
fields, generalizing the results of [4] for this context, but now also with
effective bounds. This is done in Section 3. Sometimes it is only pos-
sible to bound, although effectively, the height of algebraic functions
studied, instead of their cardinality. This is related with the fact that
even the so called Northcott finiteness property (which is a particu-
lar case of finiteness for elements with multiplicative dependent orbit
elements) fails over function fields. One can see once again that the am-
bient of function fields is relevantly different to number field one. For
this, we made use of specific tools from the function field case. Namely,
a recent version of effective Roth type of theorem over function fields
due to Wang [16], a certain finiteness property for canonical heights
due to Baker [1], and some effective results for superellitic equations
over function fields in one variable.

2. EFFECTIVE BOUNDS FOR QUASIINTEGRAL POINTS IN ORBITS
OVER FUNCTION FIELDS

2.1. Canonical Heights, Distance and dynamics on the projec-
tive line. We always assume that K is a fixed function field of a curve
over an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0 and K(z) is the
field of rational functions over K for the rest of the paper. We identify
K U {o0} = P}(K) by fixing an affine coordinate z on P!, so o € K
is equal to [a,1] € PY(K), and the point at infinity is [1,0]. In this
way, we assume z is the first left coordinate for points in P!, and with
respect to this affine coordinate, we identify rational self-maps of P*
with rational functions in K(z).

If P = [xg,...,zx] € PY(K), the naive logarithmic height is given by

WP) =3 ven, log(max; [zil,),
where, M is the set of places of K, and for each v € Mg, |.|, de-
notes the corresponding absolute values on K satisfying the product
formula, and can be extended to any algebraic closure and respective
completions of K, so that h can be well defined on K. Also, we write
K, for the completion of K with respect to [.|,, and we let K, denote
the completion of an algebraic closure of K. Initially, we also recall
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any a € K, called the canonical height associated with f, which also
satisfies hs(f(c)) = dhs(), and that o has infinite orbit (is not prepe-
riodic) if and only if hs(f()) > 0( see [14, Theorem 3.20]).
For each v € My, we let p, denote the chordal metric defined on
P'(K,), where we recall that for [z, 1], [z2, y2] € PH(K,),
212 — 2y o
max{|z1]v, [y1]o} max{|zz|o, [y2|,}

that one can define the convergent limit izf(a) = lim,, o

pv([l'la yl]a [IQ, yQ]) =

Definition 2.1. The logarithmic chordal metric function
Ao : PYK,) x PYK,) = RU{oc}
1s defined by
Ao([T1,91], [22, y2]) = —log pu([T1, y1], [T2, Y2]).-

It is a matter of fact that \, is a particular choice of an arithmetic
distance function as defined by Hsia and Silverman [8] over number
fields, which is a local height function Ap1,p1 A, where A is the diagonal
of P! x Pt. The logarithmic chordal metric and the usual metric can
relate in the following way.

Lemma 2.2. Let v € Mg and let A\, be the logarithmic chordal metric
on PY(C,). Then for x,y € C, the inequality \,(x,y) > A,(y,0)
implies

>\U(y7 OO) S )‘U(xvy) _'_ lOg |LE - y‘U S 2>\U(y7 OO)

Proof. The proof works in the same way as the proof over number fields
appearing in [8, Lemma 3]. O

Now, let ¢ : P! — P! be a rational map of degree d > 2 defined over

K. In this situation we let
oW =¢o.. 00

with ¢(® =Id. For simplicity ¢(™ = ¢".

For a point P € P!, the ¢-orbit of P is defined as

Oy(P) = {6"™(P)|n > 0}.

The point P is called preperiodic for ¢ if O4(P) is finite.

We set Wanderg (¢) = {P € P1(K) : P is not preperiodic for ¢}.

We recall that for P = [z, z;] € P(K) the height of P is

hP) =3 e, Jog(max{|z: ], |21, }.

And using the definition of \,, we see that

h(P) = 2 veny Ao(P500) + O(1).
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For a polynomial f = Y a;z* and an absolute value v € My, we
define |f], = max;{|a;|,} and

h(f) = 2D verr 108 | flo-
Given a rational function ¢(z) = f(z)/g(z) € K(z) of degree d written
in normalized form, let us write f(z) = >, a:2",g(z) = Y .o 07"
with ag and by different from zero, and f and ¢ relatively prime in
K|[z].
For v € Mg, we set |¢|, = max{|f|,,|g|,}, and then the height of ¢
is defined by

h’(¢) = ZUEMK IOg ‘(Mv

Proposition 2.3. Let ¢ be a rational function with deg¢ = d > 2.
Then for all n > 1, we have

h(¢") < <‘Z__11) h(F) + d? <%) log 8.

Proof. [8, Proposition 5 (d)]. O

Lemma 2.4. For a rational map ¢ : P* — P! of degree d > 2 defined
over K and L = Op:1(1), it is true that

(a) [h(¢(P)) — dh(P)| < c1h() + c2.

(b) hy(P) = limy h(6™(P))/d".

(¢) |hg(P) — h(P)| < csh(¢) + ca.

Where cq, ca, c3 and cq4 above depend only on d.

Proof. This is stated in [8, Proposition 6] over number fields. For (a),
the same procedure given in [5, Proposition A] works over the referred
function fields. For (b) and (c), the proof of the existence of the limit
defining the canonical height ([14, Theorem 3.20]) together with (a)
yields the desired. l

Lemma 2.5. [1, Theorem 1.6] Let ¢(z) € K(z) of degree at least 2,
and assume that ¢ is not isotrivial, and iAzSD 1s the canonical height
associated with ¢. Then there exists € > 0 ( depending on K and ¢)
such that the set

(P ePYK): hy,(P)<e}
1s finite.
2.2. A distance estimate and an effective version of Roth’s
Theorem. We will state three results that will be needed to prove our

main theorems. The first one is a result that gives explicit estimates
for the dependence on local heights of points and function.
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Let us recall that, for a rational function f(z), P # oo and f(P) #
0o, the ramification index of f at P is defined as the order of P as a
zero of the rational function f(z) — f(P), i.e.,

ep(f) = ordp(f(z) — f(P)).
If P = o0, or f(P)= oo, we change coordinates through a linear frac-
tional transformation L, such that L=1(P) = 8 # oo, LY(f(L(B))) #
o0, and define ep(f) = eg(L~ o foL). It will not depend on the choice
of L. We say that f is totally ramified at P if ep(f) = deg f. It is also
an exercise to show that

ep(go f)=ep(fleg(f(P))
for every f, g rational functions and P € K U {oc}.
The result is as follows.

Lemma 2.6. Let ¢ € K(z) be a nontrivial rational function, let S C

My be a finite set of absolute values on K, each extended in some way
to K, and let A, P € P/(K). Then

max eq ()N (P, A") >
3 e (P A) >

D M(U(P), A) = O(h(A) + h(¥) + 1),

vES
where the implied constant depends only on the degree of the map .

Proof. This is stated in [8, Proposition 7] over number fields. Its proof
uses a higher dimensional version of Lemma 2.4(b) applied for maps in
dimension 1, thus Lemma 2.4 is enough and works over function fields.
More importantly, the proof uses strong distribution value theorems
related with inverse function theorem due to Silverman. It was found an
error in these proofs, which were accordingly corrected in [11, Sections
4 and 5], that work over global fields. O

Lemma 2.7. [8, Lemma 9] Fiz an integer d > 2. Then there ezist two
positive constants k1 > 0 and 0 < kg < 1 depending only on d such
that for all rational functions ¢ : PY(K) — PYK), all points Q that
are not exceptional for ¢, all integers m > 1, and all P € $~™(Q), we
have that

ep(¢™) < K1(kad)™ for any m > 0.
Proof. The proof of ([14, Lemma 3.52]) works here, since the Riemann-

Hurwitz formula works for this context as well.
O

The third result is the following effective version of Roth’s theorem
over function fields due to Wang.
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Lemma 2.8. [16] Let S be a finite subset of My. We assume that
each place in S is extended to K in some fashion. Assume that for
each v € S, we have an element B, € K. Then, for any pn > 2, the
elements x € K satisfying

> logt |z — By > ph(x)
vES

have their heights bounded by an effective constant depending on u, |S|,
the genus of K, and the elements 3,.

2.3. A bound for the number of quasiintegral points in an or-
bit. In this section, we show explicit bounds for the number of S-
integral points in a given orbit of a wandering point for a dynamical
system of rational functions extending previous work by Hsia and Sil-
verman [8].

The next quantitative theorem generalizes Theorem 11 of Hsia and
Silverman [8] to function fields of zero characteristic. The definitions
and strategy of the proof are inspired by their ideas with diophantine
approximation.

Theorem 2.9. Let ¢ € K(z) be a non-isotrivial rational function of
respective degree d > 2, and P € PY(K) not preperiodic for ¢. Fix
A € PY(K) which is not an exceptional point of ¢. For any finite set of
places S C My and any constant 1 > € > 0, define a set of nonnegative
integers by

Lps(A Poe) = {0 (P) 1 3 ,cg M(07(P), A) = ehg(¢"(P))}.

(a) There exist effective constants
M= 71(¢a €, |S|> K, A) and Y2 = 72(¢a 6 |S|> K, A)
such that
hs(A) + h
{¢(n)(P) €Tys(A, P€)in >y +log) (M> }
he(P)

has bounded height from above by o
(b) If P is not ¢-preperiodic, there is an effective constant y3(o, €, |S|, K, A)
that is independent of P such that

max{n > 0: ¢ (P) € [y g(A, P,e)} < 3+ log} ( h((b)A ) .
F inf; | pyso he(P)

Proof. For simplicity, we write I'g(€) instead of I'g 5(A, P, €). Taking

and kg < 1 the constants from Lemma 2.7, we choose m > 1 minimal

such that k%' < €/5k;. Then Ky, k2 and m depend only on d and on e.
If n < m for all n such that ¢"(P) € I's(e), then
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log(5r1) + log(e™!)

A == T o)

+1,

which is in the desired form. If there is an n with ¢"(P) € T's(e) such
that n > m, we fix n for instance. Then by definition of I'g(€) we have

(2.1) ehy(¢"(P)) < Z)\ (¢™(P

vES

We can write ¢" = ¢™ 0 ¢ and ¢ = ¢™.
For our chosen m, we denote

e, = ma ().
A'ewf‘?:(A) e (V)

By Lemma 2.7 and our choice of m, we notice that

en < K1(ka)™degt < edegt)/b

Therefore, Lemma 2.6 yields, for Q € P!(K), that
(2.2)
S A (@(Q), A) = O(h(A) + h(¥) + 1) < emZA,maX M (Q, A,

vES

Gathering 2.1 and 2.2 with Q) := ¢" "™ (P), we obtain that

cho(@"(P) < en Loes , max | Au(6""(P), A)+ O(h(A) +h(¥) +1),

where the involved constants depend only on the degree d™, d and on
€.
For each v € S, we choose A/, € ¥"1(A) such that

MG T(P) A = max A (6"(P), A),

so that
ehg(0"(P)) < em 3 pes Mo(¢"™(P), A,) + O(h(A) + h() + 1),

For instance, we can assume that z(A') # oo for all A" € ~1(A). If
this is not the case, we use z for some of the A’ and z~! for the others.
Let S” C S be the set of places in S defined by

={v €552 (¢"(P), A) > A(A, 00)}.
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Set S” := S —S’. Applying Lemma 2.2 to the places in S” and using
the definition of S” we find that

eho(¢"(P)) < em > A(¢" ™ (P), A,) + O(h(A) + h(¥) + 1)
veS
<em (2 —log |2(¢"™(P)) — 2(A,)| + log )
ves’

+em > (A(A],00) +1logly) + O(h(A) + h(y) + 1)

< e Y log [2(6" " (P)) — 2(A)]

ves’
+em > (2M\,(A),00) +logl,) + O(h(A) + h(¥) + 1).
veS
Now using Lemma 2.4 it can be checked that

D (A 0) < D> Y A (Ao

veS Aleyp—1(A) veS

gZhA’

Aleyp=1(A)

< D hg(A)+O(h(g) + 1)

Aleyp=1(A)

= D (deg) hg(w(A)) + O(h(9) +1)
Aleyp=1(A)
< Y (degy)hg(A) + O(h(0) + 1)
Aleyp=1(4)
< hy(A) + O(h(¢) + 1).
The constants depend only on m and d. Also, from Proposition 2.3 it

follows that h(1) = O(h(¢) + 1).
All the inequalities above together imply that

cho(6"(P) <
en(3 log|2(6" " (P)) — (A7) + Olho(A) + h(9) +1).

ves’

Let us set some definitions in order to apply Wang’s Theorem. We
define 3, := A/ and analyze the points z = ¢"~™(P) for ¢"(P) € T's(e).
Applying Lemma 2.8 for the set of places S" and u = 5/2, yields that
there exist a constant r; depending only on K, ¢, |S| and € such that
the set of ¢"(P) € I's(€) with n > m can be written as a union
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{¢n(P) € Ps(E) n > m} =TT UTy,UT;s

such that

T7 has all its elements with height bounded from above by 71,

Ty = {¢"(P) € I's(e) : n > m,Zdvlog\z(gb"_m(P)) —z(A)|T <

veSs’

5 n—m
_h(e" M (P)},

We already have a bound for the height of T}. We consider the set
T,. Again using Lemmas 2.4 we derive

(@™ (P)) < ho(¢""™(P)) + e1h(9) + ¢

= A" ™hy(P) 4 c1h(®) + o,
and then, for n with ¢"(P) € Ty, using that e, < edeg1)/5
ehg(¢"(P)) = ed"he(P)
<en( ) log|z(¢"™(P)) — 2(A)[7Y) + caa(ho(A) + h(9) + 1)

veSs’

deg b
5 )2
— %d”@(P) + cra(hg(A) + h(9) +1).

< (e (d*™Vhg(P) + c10(hs(A) + h(¢) + 1)

Thus

%d"i%(P) < c14(hg(A) + h(¢) + 1), which implies that

5d1he(P) < cia(hy(A) + h(9) + 1),

equivalent to

ho(A) + h(¢)> |

n S Ci5 + lOg;li_ ( =
he(P)

We observe that the set r; does not depend on the point, so the elements
in 77 have height bounded independently of P by the constant r;. We
also note that the quantity

ﬁgl‘}é .= inf{hy(P) : P € P'(K) is not preperiodic for ®}



10 JORGE MELLO

is strictly positive. This is a consequence of Lemma 2.5. For ¢"(P) €
Ty, we can see from this and Lemma 2.4 that d"hy(P) = hy(¢™(P)) <
r1 4+ O(h(¢) + 1), and thus

n < log, (m +O(h(9) + 1))

7 min
h¢7K

in this case.
Therefore, max{n : ¢"(P) € (11 U T3)} can be bounded indepen-
dently of P. O

Corollary 2.10. Let S C Mg be a finite set of places, let Rgs be the
ring os S-integers of K, and let 2 < d. Then, there is an effective
constant v = (¢, |S|, K) such that for all ¢ € K(z) non-isotrivial
rational maps of degrees d > 2 with ¢* ¢ K|z], all P € PY(K) that are
not preperiodic for ¢, the number of S-integers in the ¢—orbit of P is
bounded by

#{n > 1;2(¢"(P)) € Rg} <+ logy (ﬁw) )

he(P)

Proof. An element o € K is in Rg if and only if |a, < 1 for all v & S,
or equivalently, if and only if

h(a) =, cqglogmax{|al,, 1}.
Another fact is that
log max{|a|,, 1} < Ay (ar, 00).

This implies for o € Rg that h(a) < >, o Ao(a, 00).
Let n > 1 satisfy z(¢"(P)) € Rg. Then

h(@"(P)) < X pes Ao(@"(P), 00).
Lemmas 2.4 tell us that
W(@"(P)) = hy(6"(P)) = esh(@) — cx = deg(¢")ho(P) — esh(9) — e,
which implies that
d"h(P) = csh(9) — c1 < 3 e5 dudu(@"(P), 00).
The rest of the proof is divided in two cases: First one, when
d"hy(P) < 2¢sh(¢) + 2¢4.

In this case,



BOUNDS FOR INTEGRAL POINTS IN ORBITS OVER FUNCTION FIELDS 11

n < logh <_203hﬁ(¢();) 20_4) .
()

In the second case , d"%(P) > 2c¢3h(¢) + 2¢4. Therefore

Dues M(9"(P),00) = 3d"hy(P) = 3ho(¢"(P)).
Now Theorem 2.9 with e = 1/2, A = oo (00 is not exceptional for ¢)
tells us that n is at most

4 [ 1(8) + hg(o0)
7+10gd ( }Al(z)(P) )7

for an effective constant v depending only on K, ¢ and |S|. Both bounds
are on the desired form since hy(0c0) < h(oco) +0(1) =0+ 0(1). O

Remark 2.11. Theorem 2.9 delivers, in particular, under its condi-
tions, an explicit upper bound for

1
#{n > 1, ——— is quasi-(S, €)-integral }.
(=2 (5,0) )
Corollary 2.12. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 2.9,
"(P), A "(P), A
lim Mn)’) = lim M =0 for every v € Mk.

Proof. Applying Theorem 2.9 for the set of places that contains just
the place v, we conclude that for every natural n big enough, it will be
true that

Ao(@™(P), A)
dn
Choosing e sufficiently small, the result is proven.
O

3. MULTIPLICATIVE DEPENDENCE IN ORBITS OVER FUNCTION
FIELDS

3.1. S-units, algebraic dynamics, and multiplicative depen-
dence.

Lemma 3.1. Let o(z) € K(z) suppose that |~ (c0)| > 3. Then

{f € K:p(f) € Rs}

is finite, and each f in this set has height bounded by a constant
Clp, K, |S])

Proof. This is [9, Theorem 12(i)]. O
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The following is a version of [4, Theorem 1.2] for function fields.

Theorem 3.2. Let ¢(z) € K(z) of degree at least two, and assume
that ¢ is not isotrivial. Then

(a) If [¢71({0, 00})| = 3, then
{f e K:o(f) € R}

1s finite, and its elements have height bounded from above effectively in
terms of ¢,|S| and K. In other words, if the referred set is infinite,
then ¢ has one of the following forms:

P(X) = f(X—=g)™ f#0, or p(X) = f(X—g)"/(X—=h)?, f(g—h) # 0.
(b) Let
Fo( K, 0, Rs) = {(n,a) € Zsy x Wanderg(¢) : ¢\ (a) € R5}.

If (n,a) € Fo( K, p, RY), then n belongs to a finite set bounded by an
explicit constant depending on , K, |S| and infh¢(P)>0 hy(P), and o to

a set of height bounded effectively from above effectively in terms of
©,|S| and K, unless p has the form o(X) = fX*.

Proof. For (a), such fact follows from the ideas in the proof of [10,
Proposition 1.5(a)], namely, by our hypothesis, the function ¥ (z) :=
©(z) + 1/p(z) satisfies the hypothesis of the previous Lemma, thus
{f € K :9Y(f) € Rg} is finite. But ¢(f) € Rg whenever ¢(3) € R,
hence it follows that {f € K : o(f) € R%} is finite, and each f in it
has height bounded by C(¢ + 1/p, K, |5|).

For (b), we consider the well-defined map

FoK, 0, RY) = {f € K: oP(f) € R}

sending (n, a) to "2 (a). By (a), if 9@ is in the same conditions of
in (a), then there are only finitely many possibilities for such ™2 (a),
whose heights are bounded by C(p® + 1/¢®? K |S|). Hence we also
obtain an effective bound (¢, K, |S|) for the canonical heights of
such points, and thus also for the heights of the referred a’s. Taking
a certain ("2 (a) among such possibilities, and using by Lemma 2.5
that inf;, p) iﬁ(P) exists, we have by the same calculations in the

proof of [4, Lemma 2.3] that n is bounded by 2 + log <J001(L5D(P)) ,
M b (Py>0'te

unless ¢ has one of the special forms from (a). Using the Riemann-
Hurwitz formula, which is valid in characteristic zero, the same method
carried out in the end of the the proof of [4, Theorem 1.2] can be

performed, concluding the desired results.
O
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The next result generalizes [4, Theorem 1.3] to function fields.

Theorem 3.3. Let r,s € Z with rs # 0, and set

log(s|/]rl)
= ——"+41
P logd *

Let ¢ € K(z) not isotrivial with degree d > 2. Assume that 0 is not a
periodic point for ¢ and that |~ ({0,00})| > 3. We let E,(K, ¢, S, 1, )
to be

{(n, k, f,u) € Zs, X Z=oy x Wanderg(¢) x R : PR = ugb(k)(f)s} )

If (n,k, f,u) € E,(K,¢,S,r,s), then n and k are bounded effectively
in terms of ¢, K, p,|S| and infﬁw(P)>0 hy(P), and f and u have height
bounded from above effectively in terms of ¢, p,|S| and K.

Proof. Arguing in the same way as in the proof of [4, Theorem 1.3], we
can assume that 0 is not an exceptional point for ¢, which allows us to

apply Theorem 2.9(b) with A = 0, and € to be specified later, yielding
an effective constant v3(¢, €, |S|, K) such that

max {n >0: Zlog+(|¢"(a)|;1) > E}Alqb(Cbn(a))} <73
vES

We study triples (n, k, ) € Zs1 X Z>o x Wanderg(¢) such that
0" ()l = 6" (@)l for all v € My \ S.

We then divide the proof in two cases.
Case 1: n+k > 3.
In this case Theorem 2.9 tells us that (n, k, ) satisfies

(3.1) > log™ (197 (@)l ") < ehy(¢7H(a)).

vES

we compute
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(@™ (@) = h(¢" ™ (@)71) = D _log™ [¢" ()|t + D log™ [¢"H(a)l,

veSs vgS

S ¢n+k CY —I-ZlOg |¢k |—s/r

vgS

#[Hl et

vgS
< ehg(¢" () + dPTI (6" ()
< ehg(¢" () + @7 (hy(6F(a)) + O(h(8) + 1))

IN

€ﬁ¢( n+k

implying that
(1= )d" hy(a) < d""*Fhg(a) + O (h(9)) + 1),
which with e = 1/3 yields that
A" hg(a) < O(d! (h(9)) + 1),

n,k < 4+ logy ( h(qb)A )
1nfﬁ¢(P)>o hy(P)

for an effective constant v4( K, |S|, ¢, p). Given that there are at most
finitely many possibilities for n and k, this also yields a desired effective
height bound for the referred a’s.

Case 2: n+k < 3.

Sincen and k are bounded, we may assume that they are fixed. In this
case, we let

and hence

g9(z) = ¢"(2)"/=*

so that we have

9(¢"(@)) = ¢""M(a)"/¢"(a)* € R
This says that
¢"(a) e {f € K : g(f) € R}
By 3.1, the set above has cardinality effectively bounded, and its ele-
ments as well as the referred o’s have height effectively bounded from
above as desired, except if g has at most two zeros and poles. But the
assumption that 0 is not periodic implies that 0 is a pole of g, and the

assumption that ¢(X) # cX*? implies that ¢" has at least two poles
or zeros distinct from 0. Hence g has at least three poles and zeros. [J
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3.2. Polynomial dynamics and multiplicative dependence over
function fields in one variable. In this subsection, we consider K
to be an algebraic function field in one variable of characteristic zero.
When we deal with polynomials in this setting, one can obtain inde-
pendence on the exponents r, s from Theorem 3.3.

The result stated below is analogous to a Schinzel-Tijdeman result,
now over the fields treated here.

Lemma 3.4. [6] Let f € K[X] be a polynomial of degree n with at least
two distinct zeros in some algebraic closure of K. Then the equation

flz)=y™ inz,ye K,m € Z>o,y ¢ k

implies
m < B(f, K),
where B = B(f, K) is an effective constant.

The next result generalizes [4, Theorem 1.7] to function fields in one
variable.

Theorem 3.5. Let ¢ € K|z] be a non-isotrivial polynomial of degree
d > 2 such that ¢ and ¢* have no multiple roots, and 0 is not a periodic
point of ¢. Let S € Mg be a finite set of places. Then there exist a
set Ty with cardinality effectively bounded in terms of K, ¢ and S, and
a set Ty whose elements have height effectively bounded from above in
terms of K, ¢ and S, such that

{(feK: (™) =u@d"(f)ue Rym>n>0,rs€eZ} =TUD,

Proof. Let a € Wander,(K') such that there exist non-negative integers
m > n > 0, integers r and s, and u € R% such that

(3.2) (0™())" = u(¢"(a))”.

If r =0 or s = 0, the result follows from Theorem 3.2, so we may
assume that rs # 0. Also, due to the saturation R%, we may assume
that ged(r,s) = 1. We enlarge S by the places for which ¢ has bad
reduction, namely, those v € M such that if f(z) = co+crz+...+cq2?
then v(c¢;) < 0 for some i or v(cq) > 0, obtaining a new finite set of
places Sy. In fact, proving the results for the larger Sy gives results
that are stronger than the original statements. In this case, one can
see that

Sd)m C S¢ fOl” a].l m Z 1

Since rs # 0, replacing 7, s by —r, —s if necessary, we may assume that
r > 0. We now divide the proof in cases.
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Case A: a € Rg,.
By definition one can check that ¢*(«) € Ry, for every k > 0, so that

v(¢F(a)) >0 for all k > 0,v ¢ S,.
We now divide this step in some subcases.
Case A.1: r > 0,5 < 0.
Here, equation 3.2 becomes
(¢™(a)) (¢™(a))t = u with t = —s > 0.

As u € Ry, it follows that

rv(¢™(a)) + tu((¢"(a)) = 0 for all v ¢ S.
Since r,t > 0, this implies that

(@™ (@) = v((¢"(v)) = 0 for all v ¢ Sy,

and hence that ¢ (a) € RE. The conclusions come then from Theorem
3.2.

Case A.2: r > 0,5 > 2.

Since ged(r, s), we can choose a and b with ar + bs = 1 so that 3.2

becomes
¢ () = u® ((¢"()" (™ (@))")"
Since ¢"(a) € Rg, and u € Rf%, we have that (¢"(a))%(¢™(a))® €
Rs,. If (¢™(a))"(¢™())" € Ry, then ¢™(a) € Ry, and we have
the desired results by Theorem 3.2. If not, then we also have that
(¢"())*(¢™ ()" & k. Writing
¢"(a) = o(¢"Ha)),

we use Lemma 3.4 to conclude that the exponent s > 2 is effectively
bounded in terms of ¢ and K.

If we first assume that deg ¢ > 3, then we can apply [2, Proposition
4.6] to effectively bound the referred ¢™~!(a)’s, and then m and h(«)
as desired after using the similar method to the one used in the proof
of Theorem 3.2(b).

If otherwise deg¢ = 2, we can apply [2, Proposition 4.7], and con-
clude similarly.

Case A.3: r>2,s=1.
If n > 2, then the same discussion as above holds again (replacing m
by n and r by s). It is enough then to consider the case n = 1, so that
3.2 becomes

¢lar) = u™' (9" (a))".
If r > 3, then we can apply [2, Proposition 4.7] again to conclude. If
otherwise r = 2, we can apply Theorem 3.3 to conclude as desired.
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Case A4: r=1,s=1.

This case is covered by Theorem 3.3.

Case B: a ¢ Rg,.

Choosing v € Mk \ Sg such that v(a) < 0, we have also that v ¢ Sy
for all k > 1. In this case, we have that v(¢*(a)) = d*v(«) for all k > 0
and hence 3.2 implies

rd™v(a) = sd"v(«).
Therefore r =1 and s = d™", and 3.2 becomes

¢ (a) = u(¢" ()"
Ifn =1, ¢**(a) = u(¢*(a))?", and we can use Theorem 3.2(a) applied
to the rational function f(X)/X? to conclude the desired.
Otherwise, we first enlarge S, in a controlled way such that disc(¢), disc(¢?) €
Ry,. Moreover, we note that the group Rj, / (1?24))‘l2 is finite and effec-
tively bounded due to [12, III, Prop.2.3.2], allowing us to replace K by
the finite extension L generated by the set of values

{BeX: 8" e Ry},

which depends only on K, d and S.
If d > 3 or d = 2, we consider respectively the curves

H(X) =Y or *(X) =Y.

In both cases, we are able to apply [7, Theorem 2| to obtain a set T3
as in the statement with the desired finiteness properties. 0

3.3. Iterates as zeros of split polynomials. Here we would like
to point that Theorem 1.10 of [4] also is true over function fields of
characteristic 0, making use of Lemma 2.5. We start recalling the
following definition

Definition 3.6. We define a multilinear polynomial with split variables
to be a vector of polynomials
F(Ty,...To) =Y [ T) € K[, ..., Ty]
=1 jeJ;
for some disjoint partition J; U ...U J. = {1,...,s} and ¢; € K*,i =
1,...,7.

Theorem 3.7. Let K be a function field of a smooth projective curve
over an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0. Let F(Th, ..., Ty) €
K[Ty, ..., Ty| be a multilinear polynomial with split variables and let
¢ € K(z) be a non-isotrivial rational function degree d > 2.
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The set of a« € K not preperiodic for ¢, for which there exists a
k-tuple of distinct non-negative integers (ny, ...,ng) satisfying

F(¢")(a),...,¢""™)(a)) =0

1s a set of bounded height. If d > 3, such heights are bounded effectively
in terms of ¢, F and K.
Moreover, there are only finitely many k-tuples of integers ny > ny >
. > ny satisfying F(¢™)(a), ..., ") (a)) = 0, and there is a bound
for such integers that depend only on ¢, F, K and infﬁ¢(P)>0 iz¢(P), in-
dependent on .

Proof. The proof follows the number field situation [4, Theorem 1.10]
almost ipsis literis, except that we have to point th:at the quanitity
Cy(K, f) in that proof is replaced here by infj, p)so hs(P), which we
know to exist due to Lemma 2.5. O
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