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CYCLOTOMIC AND ABELIAN POINTS IN BACKWARD ORBITS

OF RATIONAL FUNCTIONS

ANDREA FERRAGUTI, ALINA OSTAFE, AND UMBERTO ZANNIER

Abstract. We prove several results on backward orbits of rational functions over
number fields. First, we show that if K is a number field, φ ∈ K(x) and α ∈ K
then the extension of K generated by the abelian points (i.e. points that generate
an abelian extension of K) in the backward orbit of α is ramified only at finitely
many primes. This has the immediate strong consequence that if all points in the
backward orbit of α are abelian then φ is post-critically finite. We use this result
to prove two facts: on the one hand, if φ ∈ Q(x) is a quadratic rational function
not conjugate over Qab to a power or a Chebyshev map and all preimages of α are
abelian, we show that φ is Q-conjugate to one of two specific quadratic functions,
in the spirit of a recent conjecture of Andrews and Petsche. On the other hand
we provide conditions on a quadratic rational function in K(x) for the backward
orbit of a point α to only contain finitely many cyclotomic preimages, extending
previous results of the second author. Finally, we give necessary and sufficient
conditions for a triple (φ,K, α), where φ is a K-Lattès map over a number field
K and α ∈ K, for the whole backward orbit of α to only contain abelian points.

1. Introduction

This paper is motivated by the following question. Suppose that K is a number
field with algebraic closure K, φ ∈ K(x) is a rational function of degree greater than
1 and α ∈ K. Let φ−∞(α) be the backward orbit of α, namely the set of all γ ∈ K
such that φn(γ) = α for some n ≥ 1, where φn is the n-th iterate of φ. How large is
the set of all γ ∈ φ−∞(α) that belong to the cyclotomic closure Kc of K? And how
large is the set of all γ ∈ φ−∞(α) that belong to the abelian closure Kab of K?

We say that two rational functions φ,ψ are L-conjugate if there is an extension
L/K and some invertible f = ax+b

cx+d ∈ L(x) such that f ◦ φ ◦ f−1 = ψ.

In their paper [14], Dvornicich and the third author introduced a technique, based
on ideas rooting back to Mordell, Lang, and Loxton, that uses the Torsion Coset
Theorem [8, Theorem 4.2.2], to deal with a similar problem. In particular, they
proved that if φ is a polynomial of degree d ≥ 2, then φ has only finitely many
preperiodic points in Kc, unless φ is K-conjugate to a polynomial of a very special
kind, namely xd or ±Td(x), where Td is the Chebyshev polynomial of degree d.
This suggests the idea that the existence of infinitely many cyclotomic points in a
backward orbit should be an extremely rare phenomenon. The second author, in [32],
used the technique of Dvornicich and Zannier [14, Theorem 2] to prove a similar
finiteness result for the presence of cyclotomic points in backward orbits of roots of
unity. In particular, as a consequence of [32, Theorem 1.2], if φ = f/g ∈ K(x),
where f, g ∈ K[x] are such that deg f > deg g + 1, and α is a root of unity, then
φ−∞(α) contains only finitely many cyclotomic points unless φ is K-conjugate to
xd or ±Td(x). The condition on the degrees means, in dynamical terms, that ∞ is
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a superattracting fixed point for φ. Later, in [13, Theorem 1.5] Chen generalized
this result to backward orbits of regions of bounded house, but in its essence the
technique does not change and the condition on the degrees is still needed.

On the other hand, the arithmetic of backward orbits of rational functions has
attracted a lot of attention in recent years. Motivated by the seminal work of
Odoni [31], Boston and Jones [10] started studying the Galois structure of the ex-
tension of K generated by the backward orbit of a point, a topic that intriguingly
recalls the theory of Tate modules of elliptic curves. Several authors studied the
problem in detail (see, for example, [2, 7, 11, 18, 21, 22, 24, 29], or the survey [5]),
but only in 2020 Andrews and Petsche [3] formulated the conjecture below, aiming to
characterize all pairs (φ, α), where φ ∈ K[x] and α ∈ K, such that φ−∞(α) generates
an abelian extension of K.

We say that a pair (φ, α) is L-conjugate to a pair (ψ, β) if there exists an extension
L/K and an invertible f = ax+b

cx+d ∈ L(x) such that f ◦ φ ◦ f−1 = ψ and f(α) = β.

Moreover, α is exceptional for φ if φ−∞(α) is finite.

Conjecture 1.1 ([3, Conjecture 1]). Let K be a number field, let φ ∈ K[x] have
degree d ≥ 2 and let α ∈ K. Suppose that α is not exceptional for φ. Then φ−∞(α) ⊆
Kab if and only if the pair (φ, α) is Kab-conjugate to either (xd, ζ) or (±Td, ζ + ζ−1)
for some root of unity ζ.1

Conjecture 1.1 has been proven by Andrews and Petsche [3, Theorem 1] forK = Q,
deg φ = 2 and α such that (φ, α) is stable, i.e. such that φn(x)− α is irreducible for
every n, by Pagano and the first author [19] for K = Q, degφ = 2 and all α,
and of course it follows from the second author’s result [32] for K = Q and any
φ ∈ Q[x] and α ∈ Q (see Corollary 3.7). Interestingly enough, the three papers use
three completely different sets of techniques (see the first author’s survey [17] for
an explanation of the strategies). Nevertheless, both the arguments in [3] and [19]
show, as a first step, that if φ is a quadratic polynomial and φ−∞(α) only contains
abelian points, then φ is post-critically finite (PCF), i.e. the critical points of φ all
have finite orbits. This is already a rather strong restriction on φ, since as shown
in [4] post-critically finite maps that are not flexible Lattès maps are a set of bounded
height in the moduli space of rational functions of a given degree.

Our first result, Theorem A, widely generalizes the aforementioned implication, in
the following way.

Theorem A. Let K be a number field, let φ ∈ K(x) be a rational function of degree
≥ 2 and let α ∈ K. Let Kab

∞(φ, α) be the extension of K generated by all γ ∈ φ−∞(α)
that belong to an abelian extension of K. Then Kab

∞(φ, α)/K ramifies only at finitely
many primes. Consequently, if φ−∞(α) ⊆ Kab, then φ is PCF.

The last part of the statement is an immediate consequence of [12, Theorem 5],
which shows that if the set of primes ofK that ramify in the extension of K generated
by the backward orbit of α, K∞(φ, α), where α is not exceptional, is a finite set then
φ is PCF.

It is actually reasonable to expect that Kab
∞ (φ, α)/K is a finite extension except

for very special cases. In fact, in Corollary 2.6 we show that if [23, Conjecture 1.2]
holds true, then [Kab

∞ (φ, α) : K] = ∞ implies that φ is PCF. Theorems B and C

1The formulation in [3] overlooks the case of polynomials of the form −Td(x), that needs to be
included as well, since when d is odd Td(x) and −Td(x) are not K-conjugate.
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below prove that for several large classes of φ ∈ Q(x) it is indeed the case that
[Qab

∞(φ, α) : Q] <∞.
Theorem A is strong evidence towards Conjecture 1.1, since power and Chebyshev

maps are PCF, and moreover over any fixed number field K there exist only finitely
many K-conjugacy classes of PCF polynomials.

Of course one can wonder what shape should Andrews-Petsche’s conjecture have
for rational functions. Clearly the statement of the conjecture cannot hold true
verbatim for all rational functions (even including the obvious extra case where φ
is K-conjugate to x−d), because of the existence of Lattès maps (see Section 4).
However, when φ ∈ Q(x) is a quadratic map the theory of complex multiplication
shows that φ cannot be a Q-Lattès map (cf. Definition 1.3). In Theorem B, we use
Theorem A to prove the result below, in the spirit of Conjecture 1.1. In order to
state Theorem B, we introduce a preliminary definition. Recall that for K a number
field, Kc denotes the cyclotomic closure of K.

Definition 1.2. A degree d rational function φ ∈ K(x) is called special if it is
Kc-conjugate to x±d or ±Td(x), and non-special otherwise.

We refer to Lemma 3.3 to explain why conjugacy is required to happen over Kc

rather than over K.

Theorem B. Let φ ∈ Q(x) be a non-special rational map of degree d ≥ 2, let α ∈ Q
be a non-exceptional point for φ and suppose that G∞(φ, α) is abelian. Then the
following hold.

(1) φ is PCF and all of its critical points are strictly preperiodic.

(2) If d = 2, then φ is Q-conjugate to either 2x2+4x+4
−x2+4 or 1

2(x−1)2 .

Theorem B is proven via an extension of the results of [32] (see Lemma 3.4), com-
bined with the classification given in [28] of PCF quadratic maps over the rationals.

Part (1) of Theorem B follows from Theorem A together with Lemma 3.4 below,
that states that if φ ∈ K(x) has a periodic critical point (or, equivalently, if some
iterate of φ has a superattracting fixed point) then φ−∞(α) contains only finitely
many cyclotomic points unless φ is special. Note that φ−∞(α) containing only finitely
many cyclotomic points is equivalent to [Kc

∞(φ, α) : K] < ∞, where Kc
∞(φ, α) is

defined as in Theorem C, see Remark 2.2.
Of course one can wonder what happens when the condition on superattractivity,

which is crucial in the proof of Lemma 3.4, is removed. In Theorem C we focus on
quadratic rational functions over an arbitrary number field and we prove the same
conclusion of Lemma 3.4 for a different class of rational functions, as follows, using
a completely new argument. Notice that these functions need not having a periodic
critical point, so they can fall short of the hypotheses of Lemma 3.4. We denote by
h(·) the absolute logarithmic Weil height on Q.

Theorem C. Let K be a number field, let a, c ∈ K with a 6= 0 and let φ :=
ax + a/x + c. Let α ∈ K, and suppose that there exists a prime p of K lying
above 2 such that one of the following conditions hold:

(1) vp(a) = 0 and vp(c) > 0;
(2) vp(a) = 0, h(a) > log 4 and c ≡ 1 mod p.

Let Kc
∞(φ, α) be the extension of K generated by all γ ∈ φ−∞(α) that belong to a

cyclotomic extension of K. Then [Kc
∞(φ, α) : K] <∞.
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The proof makes an essential use of Theorem A; point (2) needs the results of [4]
and [23]. The hypotheses of Theorem C are very different from those of [13, 14, 32]:
maps that satisfy (1) or (2) need not have a periodic critical point (in fact, the forward
orbits of the critical points can be both infinite). From the dynamical point of view,
the existence of a prime p with vp(a) = 0 implies that the map has good reduction at
p, and therefore its p-adic Julia set is necessarily empty (see [6, Proposition 5.11]).
Notice that writing φ as ax+ a/x+ c is not restrictive with regard to the conclusion
we want to obtain, since every quadratic rational function is conjugate to one in that
shape over a finite extension of K.

Finally, in Section 4 we study abelian points in backward orbits of Lattès maps.
We will use a slightly stronger notion of Lattès map, that keeps track of the fields of
definition of the objects involved.

Definition 1.3. Let K be a number field. A K-Lattès map is a rational map
φ ∈ K(x) that fits in a commutative diagram of the following form:

E
ψ

//

π
��

E

π
��

P1 φ
// P1

,

where E is an elliptic curve defined over K and π, ψ are non-constant morphisms
defined over K.

Notice that, as an element of K(x), a K-Lattès map can be defined over a smaller
field than K, cf. Example 4.6.

If φ is a K-Lattès map and α ∈ K, complex multiplication theory easily gives
sufficient conditions for φ−∞(α) to generate an abelian extension of α; we prove in
Theorem D that these are also necessary, as follows.

We recall that Kab is the abelian closure of K.

Theorem D. Let K be a number field, let φ ∈ K(x) be a K-Lattès map of degree
d ≥ 2 associated to an elliptic curve E and let α ∈ K. Then φ−∞(α) ⊆ Kab if and
only if the following three conditions hold:

(1) α is preperiodic for φ;
(2) E has CM by an order in a quadratic number field F ;
(3) the field F = End(E) ⊗Q is contained in K.

The proof makes use of Silverman’s result [37] on the canonical height of abelian
points and of Lozano-Robledo’s classification of images of Galois representations of
CM elliptic curves [27].

Notation. Whenever K is a number field, we implicitly fix an algebraic closure
K. The cyclotomic closure of K inside K is denoted by Kc, while Kab denotes the
abelian closure. We denote by GK the absolute Galois group of K.

If φ,ψ ∈ K(x) and L/K is an extension of fields, we say that φ,ψ are L-conjugate
if there exists f = ax+b

cx+d ∈ L(x) with ad − bc 6= 0, such that ψ = f−1 ◦ φ ◦ f . If

moreover α, β ∈ K we say that the pairs (φ, α) and (ψ, β) are L-conjugate if there
exists an f as above such that ψ = f−1 ◦ φ ◦ f and f−1(α) = β.

If φ ∈ K(x) and n ≥ 0, we denote by φn the n-th iterate of φ, setting by convention
φ0 = x. If α ∈ K, we let
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φ−n(α) := {γ ∈ K : φn(γ) = α} and φ−∞(α) :=
⋃

n≥0

φ−n(α).

The latter is called the backward orbit of α. If φn = pn/qn for some coprime
pn, qn ∈ K[x] and α ∈ K then we let Kn(φ, α) be the splitting field of pn − αqn
and Gn(φ, α) its Galois group. Finally, K∞(φ, α) := lim−→n

Kn(φ, α) and G∞(φ, α) :=

lim←−nGn(φ, α) = Gal(K∞(φ, α)/K). Equivalently, K∞(φ, α) is the extension of K
generated by the backward orbit of α.

For a rational function φ ∈ K(x), the critical points of φ are the ramification
points of φ, regarded as a self-morphism of the projective line. Also, we say that an
element α ∈ K is exceptional for φ if its backward orbit is finite.

We denote by h(·) the absolute logarithmic Weil height.

2. Abelian points and finite ramification

Let K be a number field, φ ∈ K(x) and α ∈ K. In this section we show that points
in the backward orbit of α that are abelian over K generate altogether an extension
of K that is only ramified at finitely many primes. It is reasonable to expect that
this extension must even be finite, unless φ is of a very special form. We will turn
our attention to this issue in Section 3.

Definition 2.1. We say that β ∈ φ−∞(α) is an abelian point if the extension
K(β)/K is abelian. We call abelian part of K∞(φ, α), and we denote it by Kab

∞ (φ, α),
the extension of K generated by all abelian points of φ−∞(α).

Remark 2.2. Notice that [Kab
∞ (φ, α) : K] is infinite if and only if φ−∞(α) contains

infinitely many distinct abelian points. In fact, one direction is obvious, while the
other one follows from the Northcott property for number fields, together with the
fact that points in φ−∞(α) have bounded height. Same remark applies if we replace
abelian points with cyclotomic points.

The abelian part defined above is not the largest abelian extension of K contained
in K∞(φ, α). For example if K = Q, φ = x2 and α = 2, the abelian part of Q∞(φ, α)
is Q(

√
2), but Q∞(φ, α) contains Q(ζ2∞).

Theorem A. Let K be a number field, let φ ∈ K(x) be a rational function of degree
≥ 2 and let α ∈ K. Let Kab

∞(φ, α) be the extension of K generated by all γ ∈ φ−∞(α)
that belong to an abelian extension of K. Then Kab

∞(φ, α)/K ramifies only at finitely
many primes.

Proof. In order to prove the first claim, start by noticing that it suffices to prove
it for a finite extension of K. Hence up to replacing K with a finite extension and
conjugating with an appropriate m ∈ PGL2(K) we can assume that φ = f/g with
f, g ∈ K[x] coprime, deg f > deg g and f monic. Let S be a finite set of primes of K
such that α and all coefficients of f and g are S-integers. Notice that if β ∈ φ−∞(α)
and P is a prime of K(β) not lying above any prime of S, then vP(β) ≥ 0, where
vP is the corresponding valuation. This is easy to see inductively: it holds for any
β ∈ φ−1(α) because β is a solution of f(x)−αg(x) = 0, that is a monic polynomial of
degree d with S-integral coefficients, and the inductive step follows for the analogous
reason.

Now enlarge S by adding all the finitely many primes of K that lie above rational
primes that ramify in K.
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Let p be a prime of K not lying in S, suppose that p ramifies in Kab
∞ (φ, α) and let

p be the rational prime lying below p. We will show that p is bounded in terms of φ,
α and K. Clearly there exists an abelian point β ∈ φ−∞(α) such that p ramifies in
K(β) but does not ramify in K(φ(β)). Let ∆ ∈ K(φ(β)) be the discriminant of the
polynomial f(x)− φ(β)g(x). Notice that since p /∈ S then ∆ is an S′-integer, where
S′ is the set of primes of K(φ(β)) lying above S.

The assumptions on the ramification, together with the key fact that K(β)/K
is a Galois extension, show that if P is any prime of K(φ(β)) lying above p, then
|∆|P < 1. Indeed, this follows from the fact that any prime of K(φ(β)) that ramifies
in K(β) divides the relative discriminant of the extension K(φ(β))/K(β), and since
the extension is Galois, any prime ideal in K(φ(β)) that lies over p ramifies in K(β).

If we normalize | · |P so that |p|P = 1/p, then we have

|∆|P ≤ p−1

and therefore ∏

P|p
|∆|[K(φ(β))P:Kp]

P ≤ p−[K(φ(β)):K],

so that

(1) h(∆) = h(∆−1) ≥ 1

[K(φ(β)) : Q]
· [K(φ(β)) : K] · log p = log p

[K : Q]
.

Now notice that ∆ is a polynomial expression in φ(β), whose coefficients and degree
only depend on φ. It follows immediately that

(2) h(∆) ≤ C1 · h(φ(β)) + C2,

where C1 and C2 are constants that depend only on φ, see [38, Theorem 3.11]. On
the other hand, recall that φ(β) ∈ φ−∞(α), and the height of elements in φ−∞(α)
is bounded in terms of φ and h(α); this follows from the fact that h(φ(z)) ≥ deg φ ·
h(z)+C3 for every z ∈ K, where C3 is a constant that depends only on φ. Hence, (1)
and (2) imply that p is upper bounded in terms of K, φ and h(α), which concludes
the proof. �

Remark 2.3. One might be tempted to reprove Theorem A, using exactly the same
argument, for what could be called “Galois part” of K∞(φ, α), namely the extension
K ′ of K generated by all points in φ−∞(α) that generate a Galois extension of K.
However, the argument we used does not work because if p is a prime of K that
ramifies in K ′, it is not necessarily true that one can find a point β ∈ φ−∞(α) with
the properties that K(β)/K is Galois, p ramifies in K(β) and p does not ramify in
K(φ(β)), since K(φ(β))/K is not necessarily Galois (while if K(β)/K is abelian then
K(φ(β))/K is abelian as well). On the other hand, the argument can be applied
verbatim to show that if every β ∈ φ−∞(α) is Galois over K then K∞(φ, α) is
ramified only at finitely many primes.

Recall that if φ ∈ K(x) and α ∈ K we say that the pair (φ, α) is eventually stable
if, writing φn = pn/qn for coprime pn, qn ∈ K[x], the number of irreducible factors of
pn−αqn is eventually constant as n→ +∞. We say that (φ, α) is stable if pn−αqn
is irreducible for every n.

Remark 2.4. A pair (φ, α) is eventually stable if and only if there exists some n ≥ 1
such that for every β ∈ φ−n(α) the pair (φ, β) is stable over K(β). This is an easy
application of Capelli’s Lemma (for a proof see [15, Lemma 0.1]), which states that
if f, g are polynomials over a field K then f ◦ g is irreducible over K if and only
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if f is irreducible over K and g − β is irreducible over K(β) for every root β of f .
The analogous statement holds when f ∈ K[x] and φ = p/q ∈ K(x), where p, q
are coprime polynomials, that is, the numerator of f ◦ φ is irreducible if and only if
f is irreducible over K and p − βq is irreducible over K(β) for every root β of f .
Therefore, if, for some n ≥ 1, the pair (φ, β) is stable for every β ∈ φ−n(α), then,
if f is the minimal polynomial of β over K, f is φ-stable, namely the numerator of
f ◦ φm is irreducible for every m. On the other hand φ−n(α) is finite, showing that
pn − αqn factors as a product of φ-stable factors, and in turn implying that (φ, α)
is eventually stable. Conversely, if (φ, α) is eventually stable then there exists n ≥ 1
such that pn − αqn = f1 . . . fr for some r ≥ 1 and for every m ≥ n the polynomial
pm − αqm factors as a product of r irreducible factors as well. Now one can check
that the fi’s are φ-stable, and this implies that (φ, β) is stable over K(β) for every
root β of some fi.

It is conjectured in [23] that eventual stability is the generic condition, as follows.

Conjecture 2.5. [23, Conjecture 1.2] Let K be a number field, let φ ∈ K(x) and let
α ∈ K. The pair (φ, α) is eventually stable if and only if α is not periodic for φ.

We now have the following consequence of Theorem A.

Corollary 2.6. Let K be a number field, let φ ∈ K(x) and let α ∈ K be non-
exceptional.

(1) If G∞(φ, α) is abelian, then φ is PCF.
(2) If [Kab

∞(φ, α) : K] =∞ and (φ, α) is eventually stable, then φ is PCF.
(3) If Conjecture 2.5 holds true and [Kab

∞(φ, α) : K] =∞, then φ is PCF.

Proof. (1) We have K∞(φ, α) = Kab
∞ (φ, α), and hence K∞(φ, α)/K is only ramified

at finitely many primes by Theorem A. It follows by [12, Theorem 5] that φ is PCF.
(2) By Remark 2.4, eventual stability of the pair (φ, α) implies the existence of

some n ≥ 1 such that if β ∈ φ−n(α) then the pair (φ, β) is stable over K(β). Now
since

⋃
β∈φ−n(α) φ

−∞(β) differs from φ−∞(α) by a finite set, the fact that [Kab
∞ (φ, α) :

K] = ∞ and the pigeonhole principle ensure the existence of some β such that
φn(β) = α and such that [K(β)ab∞(φ, β) : K(β)] is infinite. Since (φ, β) is stable
over K(β), this implies that K(β)∞(φ, β) = K(β)ab∞(φ, β) because for every m the
elements in φ−m(β) live in the same GK(β)-orbit, and hence they are all abelian.
Now part (1) applies and we can conclude.

(3) If α is not periodic for φ, then by Conjecture 2.5 the claim follows from part
(2). Hence we can assume that α is periodic for φ. Let n be the exact period of α
and let {α = α0, α1, . . . , αn−1} be the forward orbit of α. For every i = 0, . . . , n− 1,
we let Si = {γ ∈ φ−1(αi) : γ is not periodic for φ}. Notice that at least one Si is
non-empty, since otherwise α would be exceptional. Now let F be the compositum∏n
i=1

∏
γ∈Si

K(γ)ab∞(φ, γ). We claim that Kab
∞ (φ, α) ⊆ F . In fact if β ∈ φ−∞(α) is

an abelian point that does not lie in K then β cannot be periodic for φ, since it
eventually enters a periodic orbit that is entirely contained in K. Hence there is
some maximal m ≥ 0 such that φm(β) is not periodic for φ. For the same reason we
must have φm+1(β) = αi for some i ∈ {0, . . . , n−1}, and therefore γi := φm(β) ∈ Si.
This implies, in particular, that β ∈ K(γi)

ab
∞(φ, γi) ⊆ F , since β is certainly abelian

over K(γi), too.
Since by hypothesis [Kab

∞ (φ, α) : K] = ∞, this shows that there exist j ∈
{0, . . . , n − 1} and γj ∈ Sj such that K(γj)

ab
∞(φ, γj) is an infinite abelian extension

of K, and hence also an infinite abelian extension of K(γj) in particular. But then
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we can use Conjecture 2.5 and part (2) again and conclude, since by construction γj
is not periodic for φ. �

3. Cyclotomic points for quadratic maps

When studying abelian points in backward orbits, it is a natural starting point to
focus on the simplest ones, namely cyclotomic points.

Definition 3.1. Let K be a number field, φ ∈ K(x) and α ∈ K. We say that
β ∈ φ−∞(α) is a cyclotomic point if it belongs to K(ζN ) for some N -th root of
unity ζN . We call cyclotomic part of K∞(φ, α), and we denote it by Kc

∞(φ, α), the
extension of K generated by all cyclotomic points of φ−∞(α).

Remark 2.2 holds verbatim for the cyclotomic part.
Cyclotomic points have been studied in [32], following ideas of Dvonicich and

Zannier [14], for a rather general class of rational maps. The results of [32] suggest
that having infinitely many cyclotomic points in a backward orbit is a very restrictive
condition, and only functions that are conjugate to power or Chebyshev maps should
provide instances of this phenomenon. We recall that a degree d rational function
φ ∈ K(x) is called special if φ is Kc-conjugate to x±d or to ±Td(x), where Td(x) is
the Chebyshev polynomial of degree d.

Definition 3.2. Let K be a number field, φ ∈ K(x) and α ∈ K. We say that (φ, α)
is a special pair if there exists a root of unity ζ such that (φ, α) is Kc-conjugate to
(x±d, ζ) or (±Td(x), ζ + ζ−1).

We also take this opportunity to correct the definition of special rational function
in [32, Definition 1.1] (and consequently also in [33, Definition 1.3]), with the one
above where the conjugacy of rational functions is with respect to Kc rather than
K.

We remark that being special is a notion that depends on the ground field as well,
and not only on the function. For example, the function 2x4 is not special when seen
as an element of Q(x), but it is special when seen in Q( 3

√
2)(x). To better explain

why we ask for conjugacy over Kc, rather than over K, we prove the following lemma,
that is a straightforward extension of [3, Theorems 12 and 13].

Lemma 3.3. Let K be a number field, let d ≥ 2 and let ψ ∈ {x±d,±Td(x)}.
(1) Let β ∈ K be non-exceptional for ψ. Then the following are equivalent.

(a) [Kc
∞(ψ, β) : K] =∞;

(b) [Kab
∞(ψ, β) : K] =∞;

(c) There exists a root of unity ζ such that the pair (ψ, β) is either (x±d, ζ)
or (±Td(x), ζ + ζ−1);

(d) K∞(ψ, β) = Kab
∞(ψ, β) = Kc

∞(ψ, β).
(2) Let φ have degree d and let α ∈ K. Suppose that φ is K-conjugate to ψ.

Then [Kc
∞(φ, α) : K] =∞ if and only if (φ, α) is a special pair.

Proof. (1) The implications (a) =⇒ (b), (c) =⇒ (d) and (d) =⇒ (a) are obvious,
using the fact that Td(x+x

−1) = xd+x−d. The implication (b) =⇒ (c) is essentially
proved in [3] for xd and Td(x). Although the hypothesis in [3] is that K∞(ψ, β) =
Kab

∞ (ψ, β), rather than just [Kab
∞ (ψ, β) : K] = ∞, the only property that is needed

for the implication is that there exists a sequence {βn}n≥0 entirely contained in Kab

and such that β0 = β and ψ(βn) = βn−1 for every n ≥ 1. It is easy to construct
iteratively such a sequence with the sole hypothesis that [Kab

∞ (ψ, β) : K] =∞: since
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ψ−1(β) is finite, there must be some β1 ∈ ψ−1(β) such that β1 is an abelian point
and [K(β1)

ab
∞ : K(β1)] =∞. Now the same reasoning applies to ψ−1(β1), and so on.

To prove the implication for ψ = x−d, just consider ψ2 = xd
2

. To prove it for
−Td(x), notice that when d is even, then (−Td)n = −(Td)n(x), and thus this case
follows from [3]. When d is odd, then (−Td)n(x) = (−1)nT nd (x). However, since

[Kab
∞ (ψ, β) : K] = ∞ implies [Kab

∞ (ψ2, β) : K] = ∞ and since ψ2 = Td2 , the
conclusion follows again from [3] applied with ψ2.

(2) The “if” part is obvious. Conversely, let f = ax+b
cx+d be a function in PGL2(K)

such that ψ = f ◦ φ ◦ f−1, and suppose that [Kc
∞(φ, α) : K] = ∞. Let β := f(α).

Notice that f−1 yields a bijection between ψ−∞(β) and φ−∞(α). If f is defined over
a finite extension L/K, it follows that ψ−∞(β) contains infinitely many points in Lc.

Now assume that ψ = x±d. By (1), β is a root of unity, and therefore ψ−∞(β)
only contains roots of unity. Let ζ1, ζ2, ζ3 be three distinct elements in ψ−∞(β).
Since f−1 is a bijection between ψ−∞(β) and φ−∞(α), we have f−1(ζi) ∈ Kc for
every i = 1, 2, 3. Since f−1 is determined uniquely by the images of three points, we
deduce that f−1 is defined over Kc.

If ψ = ±Td(x), by (1) there is a root of unity ζ such that β = ζ + ζ−1. Since
Td(x + x−1) = xd + x−d for every x, it follows that all points in ψ−∞(β) are of the
form µ+µ−1 where µ is a root of unity. Indeed, it is enough to look at ψ−1(β), since
the conclusion will follow by induction. Let γ ∈ ψ−1(β), that is, ψ(γ) = γd + γ−d =
ζ + ζ−1. Seeing this as a quadratic equation in γd, we conclude that γd has to be
ζ or ζ−1. Hence ψ−∞(β) ⊆ Kc, and the same argument of the x±d case allows to
conclude. �

As mentioned in the introduction, Conjecture 1.1 states that if K is a number
field, φ ∈ K[x] is a polynomial of degree d ≥ 2 and α ∈ K is not an exceptional
point for φ, then G∞(φ, α) is abelian if and only if the pair (φ, α) is Kab-conjugate
to (xd, ζ) or (±Td(x), ζ + ζ−1) for a root of unity ζ. When K = Q the abelian part
of K∞(φ, α) coincides with its cyclotomic one, and therefore the problem studied
in [32] is closely related to Conjecture 1.1.

The following lemma follows in a straightforward way from the results of [32].

Lemma 3.4. Let φ ∈ K(x) have degree d ≥ 2, and suppose that φ has a periodic
critical point. Then [Kc

∞(φ, α) : K] =∞ if and only if (φ, α) is a special pair.

Proof. We first note by Remark 2.2 that [Kc
∞(φ, α) : K] = ∞ if and only if there

are infinitely many cyclotomic points in φ−∞(α). If (φ, α) is a special pair, then by
definition it follows immediately that there are infinitely many cyclotomic points in
φ−∞(α), and thus [Kc

∞(φ, α) : K] =∞.
Therefore, we discuss the converse implication. We assume that there are infinitely

many cyclotomic points in φ−∞(α) and we want to conclude that (φ, α) is a special
pair.

By the hypothesis that φ has a periodic critical point, there exists n ≥ 1 such that
φn has a superattracting fixed point. Up to conjugating φn, possibly over a finite
extension L of K, we can assume that such superattracting fixed point is the point
at infinity. But that means precisely that φn can be written as f/g with f, g ∈ L[x]
and deg f > deg g + 1.

We can now proceed exactly as in the proof of [32, Theorem 1.2] to conclude that
φn is K-conjugate to xdn or ±Tdn(x). Indeed, by our assumption we obtain that
there are infinitely many β ∈ Kc such that φnℓ(β) = α for some ℓ ≥ 1. This is
equivalent to having infinitely many β ∈ Kc such that φnℓα (β) = 1 for some ℓ ≥ 1,



10 A. FERRAGUTI, A. OSTAFE, AND U. ZANNIER

where φα = α−1φ(αx). We note that φnα satisfies same degree property as φn, and
thus applying exactly the same proof of [32, Theorem 1.2]2 (with h replaced by φnα,
looking only at the preimages of the root of unity 1 rather than any root of unity, see
also Remark 3.5 below), we conclude that φnα is K-conjugate to xdn or ±Tdn(x). We
also refer to [17] for an exposition of the ideas used in the proof of [32, Theorem 1.2].

Now it is a classic result in arithmetic dynamics (see for example [36] or [38,
Theorem 1.7]) that if φn is K-conjugate to a polynomial for some n, then φ is itself
K-conjugate to a polynomial or to 1/xd. If φ is K-conjugate to a polynomial we can
re-apply the aforementioned proof of [32, Theorem 1.2] to φ and get that φ is in fact
K-conjugate to xd or ±Td(x). Now we apply Lemma 3.3 to conclude. �

Remark 3.5. In the proof of Lemma 3.4, we have used the proof of [32, Theorem 1.2].
We note that the extra condition in [32, Theorem 1.2] on the rational function φ is
to apply a cyclotomic version of the Hilbert Irreducibility Theorem [14, Corollary 2],
which is not needed in our present case.

Remark 3.6. We remark that the same argument that proves Lemma 3.4 can be
used to obtain a generalization of [14, Theorem 2] to rational functions with a periodic
critical point. It is a question of independent interest to get an explicit value of the
constant c in the result of Loxton [26, Theorem 1], which is one of the main tools in
the proof of [14, Theorem 2]. This, together with an effective version of the torsion
coset theorem due to Aliev and Smyth [1], would lead to an explicit bound on the
number of cyclotomic preperiodic points in the result of Dvornicich and Zannier [14,
Theorem L], as well as explicit versions of the results of [13, 32].

Lemma 3.4 immediately implies the following corollary.

Corollary 3.7. Let φ ∈ Q[x] be a polynomial of degree d ≥ 2 and let α ∈ Q be
non-exceptional for φ. Then Conjecture 1.1 holds true for (φ, α).

Proof. Just notice that Qab = Qc, and that ∞ is a fixed critical point for any
polynomial of degree at least two. �

Of course it is a natural question how to extend Conjecture 1.1 to all rational
functions. As we will see in Section 4, one cannot hope to prove in full generality
thatG∞(φ, α) is abelian if and only if the pair (φ, α) is special, as Lattès maps provide
non-special examples of rational functions with infinitely many abelian points (but
not infinitely many cyclotomic points) in backward orbits. However, Corollary 2.6
implies that in order for G∞(φ, α) to be abelian it is necessary for φ to be PCF, and
being PCF is a very restrictive condition. In particular, the main result of [4] implies
that for a given number field K and a given d ≥ 2, there exists a finite set S of PCF
rational maps in K(x) of degree d such that any PCF map in K(x) of degree d is
either K-conjugate to a flexible Lattès map or to an element of S.

For quadratic rational functions in Q(x), the set S has been determined explicitly
in [28] (it consists of 12 conjugacy classes) and of course there are no Q-Lattès maps
of degree 2 with rational coefficients. This allows to prove the following result for
rational functions in the spirit of Conjecture 1.1.

Theorem B. Let φ ∈ Q(x) be a non-special rational map of degree d ≥ 2, let α ∈ Q
be a non-exceptional point for φ and suppose that G∞(φ, α) is abelian. Then the
following hold.

2We take the occasion to remark that the formulation of [20, Corollary], that is used in [32,
Theorem 1.2], is incorrect, as ±xd should be replaced by x±d.
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(1) φ is PCF and all of its critical points are strictly preperiodic.

(2) If d = 2, then φ is Q-conjugate to either 2x2+4x+4
−x2+4

or 1
2(x−1)2

.

Proof. (1) By Corollary 2.6, φ must be PCF. By Lemma 3.4, no critical point can
be periodic since φ is not special.

In order to prove (2), first use again the fact that, by Corollary 2.6, the map φ is
PCF. Now the authors of [28] classified all 12 Q-conjugacy classes of quadratic PCF
rational functions, by giving one explicit representative for each class. Moreover,
they show that the only ones with non-trivial twists (i.e. the only ones that admit
Q-conjugates that are not Q-conjugates) are x2 and 1/x2, and these are treated in
Lemma 3.3. We refer to [28, Table 1] for a list of representatives with their post-
critical portraits. Hence it is enough for our purposes to study the remaining 10
representatives. Two of the remaining classes are represented by polynomials: x2−2
and x2 − 1. The first one is the Chebyshev polynomial of degree 2 (which is special
and thus excluded by our hypothesis), and the second one fulfils the hypothesis
of Lemma 3.4 (and moreover it has been proven in [19] by completely different
arguments that G∞(x2 − 1, α) is nonabelian for every α ∈ Q).

Of the remaining 8 classes, 4 of them have at least one periodic critical point.
Hence, they fulfil again the hypotheses of Lemma 3.4. The last four classes represent
PCF rational functions whose critical points are both strictly preperiodic. Represen-

tatives for these classes are: 2
(x−1)2

, 2x2+4x+4
−x2+2

, 2x2+4x+4
−x2+4

and 1
2(x−1)2

. To conclude the

proof, we have to show that G∞(φ, α) is not abelian for any α ∈ Q when φ = 2
(x−1)2

or 2x2+4x+4
−x2+2

. This has been done via computations in Magma [9], as we now explain.

Let t be an indeterminate over Q. First, let φ = 2
(x−1)2

, and let M be the splitting

field of φ5 − t over Q(t). Using the Magma intrinsic GaloisSubgroup one can verify

that the constant field of M contains Q(i,
√

2 + 2
√
2), that is a normal non-abelian

extension of Q. Now it is a standard fact in the theory of function fields that if α ∈ Q
and Pα is the associated place of degree 1 of Q(t), then the decomposition group of
any place of M lying above Pα surjects onto the Galois group of the constant field
of M (see for example [34, Proposition 9.8]). On the other hand, when Pα does not
ramify in M then the decomposition group of any place of M lying above Pα is iso-
morphic to the specialized Galois group Gal(φ5−α) (for a proof, see for example [25,
Lemma 2]). Hence, for every α ∈ Q such that Pα is unramified in M we have that

G5(φ, α) is non-abelian, since it surjects onto Gal(Q(i,
√

2 +
√
2)/Q), and therefore

in particular G∞(φ, α) is non-abelian. Now it is just a simple finite computation to
verify that Gal(φ5 − α) is non-abelian for the ramified α’s, that are just α = 0, 2.3

The case of φ = 2x2+4x+4
−x2+2

is treated in the same way: one checks, using the same

intrinsic, that the splitting field of φ4 − t contains again Q(i,
√

2 + 2
√
2), so that

G4(φ, α) cannot be abelian for unramified α’s. The only ramified value in this case
is α = −2. �

It is plausible that even when φ = 2x2+4x+4
−x2+4

or 1
2(x−1)2

the group G∞(φ, α) cannot

be abelian for any α ∈ Q; however in order to use the same trick we used in the
proof of Theorem B it is not sufficient to consider the first five iterates of φ, because

3We remark that if F is the constant field of M , it is also true that for all but finitely many
α ∈ Q the splitting field of φ5

− α over Q contains F , as can be argued by writing a generator for
F in terms of the roots of φ5

− t and then specializing. However, finding the exceptional α’s in this
case would require a tough computation, since the splitting field of φ5

− t has large degree.
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for those the constant field of the splitting field of φn− t is abelian. We remark that
extending Lemma 3.4 to all rational functions would allow to prove directly that if
φ ∈ Q(x) and α ∈ Q is not exceptional for φ, then G∞(φ, α) is abelian if and only if
the pair (φ, α) is special.

Pairs (φ, α) with φ ∈ Q(x) and α ∈ Q that fulfil the hypotheses of Lemma 3.4
enjoy a stronger property than the one assumed by Theorem B: it is enough for
them to have [Qc

∞(φ, α) : Q] =∞, rather than Qc
∞(φ, α) = Q∞(φ, α), in order to be

special. This is not entirely surprising, as according to Conjecture 2.5 most of them
are expected to be eventually stable. As shown in the proof of Corollary 2.6, if (φ, α)
is eventually stable and [Qc

∞(φ, α) : Q] = ∞, then there exists some β ∈ φ−∞(α)
such that Q(β)∞(φ, β) = Q(β)ab∞(φ, β).

To conclude this section, we will show that for certain classes of degree two rational
functions φ over a number field K that do not necessarily fulfil the hypotheses of
Lemma 3.4, the extension Kc

∞(φ, α)/K is still finite for any α.
Notice that if φ ∈ K(x) is a rational function of degree 2 not conjugate to a

polynomial, then φ is conjugate over K to a function of the form ax+ a
x + c for some

a 6= 0.
First, recall the following result from [23] and the notation therein. Let v be a

discrete valuation on a field K and denote by p the associated prime ideal {t ∈ K :
v(t) > 0} of the ring R = {t ∈ K : v(t) ≥ 0}. Let k be the residue field R/p. We
denote by t ∈ P1(k) the reduction modulo p of t ∈ P1(K), and we denote by φ the
rational function obtained from φ ∈ K(x) by reducing each coefficient modulo p. We
say that φ has good reduction at p if deg φ = deg φ.

Theorem 3.8 ([23, Theorem 4.6]). Let K be a field and let v be a discrete valuation
on K with valuation ring R, maximal ideal p and residue field k. Let φ ∈ K(x) have
degree d ≥ 2 and let α ∈ K. Suppose that φ has good reduction at p, φ(α) 6= α and

φ
−1

(α) = {α}, where φ is seen as a self-rational map of P1
k. Then (φ, α) is eventually

stable.

We also need the following result.

Lemma 3.9. Let K be a number field, let φ ∈ K(x) and let α ∈ K. If p > d = deg φ
is a prime such that pN−1 does not divide [K : Q] for some N ≥ 2, and ζpN is a

primitive pN -th root of unity, then ζpN /∈ K∞(φ, α).

Proof. We first notice that for every n the group Gn(φ, α) is a subgroup of Sd ≀ . . . ≀Sd
(n-fold wreath product), and |Sd ≀ . . . ≀ Sd| is a power of d! (see for example [16]).
Hence if ℓ is a prime dividing |Gn(φ, α)| then ℓ ≤ d.

We now assume p > d, and hence p ∤ |Gn(φ, α)| for any n. On the one hand, if
pN−1 does not divide [K : Q] for some N ≥ 2 (and hence ζpN /∈ K), then p divides
|Gal(K(ζpN )/K)| = [K(ζpN ) : K]. On the other hand, if ζpN ∈ K∞(φ, α), then
by Galois theory there is a surjection G∞(φ, α) → Gal(K(ζpN )/K). This surjection
must factor through some Gn(φ, α), but this is impossible because p ∤ |Gn(φ, α)|. �

We are now ready to prove our last main result of this section.

Theorem C. Let K be a number field, let a, c ∈ K with a 6= 0 and let φ :=
ax + a/x + c. Let α ∈ K, and suppose that there exists a prime p of K lying
above 2 such that one of the following conditions hold:

(1) vp(a) = 0 and vp(c) > 0;
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(2) vp(a) = 0, h(a) > log 4 and c ≡ 1 mod p.

Then [Kc
∞(φ, α) : K] <∞.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that [Kc
∞(φ, α) : K] = ∞. By Theorem A, the ex-

tension Kc
∞(φ, α)/K is ramified at a finite set S of primes. Moreover, by Lemma 3.9

if p is a rational odd prime lying below a prime of S then there exists a non-negative
integer Np such that Kc

∞(φ, α) ∩ K(ζp∞) = K(ζpNp ). Notice that since S is finite,
the set of Np’s is finite as well. Hence up to adding a finite number of roots of unity
to K we can assume that:

Kc
∞(φ, α) = K(ζ2∞).

By Abhyankar’s Lemma there exists a large enough positive integer ℓ with the
following properties:

• ζ2ℓ /∈ K;
• if n ≥ ℓ and q is a prime of K(ζ2n) lying above 2, then q ramifies in K(ζ2n+1).

From now on, if β ∈ φ−∞(α) we will write βn to denote φn(β). Let N ≥ ℓ+1. Since
Kc

∞(φ, α) = K(ζ2∞), there must be some β ∈ φ−∞(α) such that K(β) = K(ζ2N+1)
and K(β1) = K(ζ2N ).

Let us show that if (1) or (2) hold and P is a prime of K(β1) lying above p, then we
must have vP(β1) = 0. Suppose by contradiction that vP(β1) 6= 0. Our assumptions
on a, c clearly imply that vP(βn) < 0 for every n ≥ 2, and hence vP(βn) 6= 0 for every
n ≥ 1. Now let m ≥ 1 be such that K(βm) = K(ζ2N ) and K(βm+1) = K(ζ2N−1).

Then the minimal polynomial of βm over K(βm+1) is x2+ c−βm+1

a x+1, and the choice
of N ensures that the prime P′ of K(βm+1) lying below P ramifies in K(βm). Now
on the one hand βm · σ(βm) = 1, where σ generates Gal(K(βm)/K(βm+1)) ∼= C2,
and on the other hand βm and σ(βm) must have the same valuation at P, since this
is the only prime lying above P′. This contradicts the fact that vP(βm) 6= 0.

Let then P be a prime of K(β1) lying above p and assume that (1) or (2) hold,
so that vP(β1) = 0. Since K(β) = K(ζ2N+1) and K(β1) = K(ζ2N ), it follows that

the minimal polynomial of β over K(β1) is x2 + c−β1
a x + 1, and its discriminant is

∆ =
(
c−β1
a

)2
− 4. Since P ramifies in K(β) it must be that vP(∆) 6= 0.

If (1) holds, we cannot have vP(∆) 6= 0, since vP(a) = vP(β1) = 0 while
vP(4), vP(c) > 0.

If (2) holds, in order to have vP(∆) 6= 0 we must have c ≡ β1 ≡ 1 mod P. Let
us show that the pair (φ, β1) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 3.8 with respect
to the valuation induced by P. First, notice that the choice of N implies that it
cannot be φ(β1) = β1, as otherwise we would have βn = β1 for every n ≥ 1 and
consequently ζ2N ∈ K. Next, denote by · the reduction modulo P, and consider the
reduced map φ. This has degree 2, meaning that φ has good reduction at P. Now
look at the equation φ(x) = β1: this becomes x2 + 1 = 0, which has only 1 = β1
as a root. Hence the conditions of Theorem 3.8 are fulfilled and (φ, β1) is eventually
stable over K(β1). Corollary 2.6 implies then that φ is PCF. To conclude, notice
that ∞ is a fixed point for φ. A quick computation shows that its multiplier is 1/a.
Now [4, Corollary 1.3] yields a contradiction, as it shows that multipliers of fixed
points of PCF quadratic maps have height bounded above by log 4. �

4. Abelian points for Lattès maps

In this section, we will give necessary and sufficient conditions on a triple (K,φ, α),
where K is a number field, φ ∈ K(x) is a K-Lattès map and α ∈ K, for G∞(φ, α)
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to be abelian (or, equivalently, for φ−∞(α) to only consist of abelian points). Notice
that Lattès maps are never K-conjugate to a special map (see [38, Exercise 6.8]).

Throughout the section, we will use the following standard notation: for an elliptic
curve E over a field K we denote by OE the neutral element for the group structure
on E; if m ≥ 1 is an integer we denote by E[m] the subgroup of m-torsion points of
E and E(L)tor the subgroup of L-rational torsion points, for any extension L/K.

Recall that for a number field K, a K-Lattès map is a rational function φ ∈
K(x) such that there exist an elliptic curve E/K, a rational point T ∈ E(K), an
endomorphism ϑ ∈ EndK(E) and a non-constant map π : E → P1 such that the
following diagram commutes:

(3) E
ψ

//

π
��

E

π
��

P1 φ
// P1

,

where ψ(Q) = ϑ(Q) + T for every Q ∈ E. It is possible to prove (see [38, Proposi-
tion 6.77]) that T must be a torsion point of E.

When E is in Weierstrass form, we can assume without loss of generality that π
is one of the following maps:

π(x, y) =





x j(E) arbitrary

x2 j(E) = 1728

y j(E) = 0

x3 j(E) = 0

.

Notice that changing the Weierstrass model of E has the effect of conjugating
the map φ, and the conjugation takes place over K. This is a simple consequence
of the fact that all maps involved are defined over K. For example, assume that
π = x. A change of coodinates to a Weierstrass model E′ has the form F : (x, y) 7→
(u2x+r, u3y+u2sx+t), with r, s, t, u ∈ K and u 6= 0. Letting f(x) = u2x+r ∈ K(x)
one gets the following diagram, whose squares all commute:

E′ F−1
//

x
��

E
ψ

//

x
��

E

x
��

F
// E′

x
��

P1 f−1

// P1 φ
// P1 f

// P1

.

We can therefore assume that E is given by an equation in short Weierstrass
form. Finally, the preperiodic points of φ are exactly those of the form π(P ), where
P ∈ E(K)tor. For proofs of these assertions, see [38, Chapter 6].

The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem D. Let K be a number field, let φ ∈ K(x) be a K-Lattès map of degree
d ≥ 2 associated to an elliptic curve E and let α ∈ K. Then φ−∞(α) ⊆ Kab if and
only if the following three conditions hold:

(1) α is preperiodic for φ;
(2) E has CM by an order in a quadratic number field F ;
(3) the field F = End(E) ⊗Q is contained in K.

In order to prove Theorem D, we first introduce a number of preliminary results.
The first one is the following elementary lemma.
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Lemma 4.1. Let E : y2 = x3 +Ax+B be an elliptic curve over a number field K.
Let ϑ : E → E be an isogeny defined over K. Then ϑ can be written in the following
form:

ϑ(x, y) =





(f1(x), y · f2(x)) j(E) arbitrary

(x · f1(x2), y · f2(x2)) j(E) = 1728

(x · f1(x3), y · f2(x3) j(E) = 0

(x · f1(y), f2(y)) j(E) = 0

,

for some f1, f2 rational functions in one variable with coefficients in K.

Proof. The proof simply uses the fact that ϑ commutes with automorphisms of E.
To prove the first line, write ϑ(x, y) = (g1(x) + yg2(x), h1(x) + yh2(x)) for some
g1, g2, h1, h2 ∈ K(x). Since ϑ(−P ) = −ϑ(P ) for every P ∈ E(K), it follows immedi-
ately that g2(x) = h1(x) = 0.

Now using the fact that we can write ϑ(x, y) = (f1(x), y · f2(x)), the second and
the third lines follow by the fact that ϑ ◦ σ = σ ◦ ϑ, where σ is the automorphism
of E that sends (x, y) 7→ (−x, iy) and (x, y) 7→ (ζ3x, y) in the second and third case,
respectively (see for example [38, Proposition 6.26]). Here i is a primitive 4-th root
of unity and ζ3 a primitive 3-rd root of unity.

The last line follows from the third because when j(E) = 0 then x3 = y2−B. �

The next preliminary result follows from the results of [27]. Hence we will now
recall the setting and the notation of the aforementioned paper.

Let F be an imaginary quadratic number field with discriminant ∆F and ring of
integers OF , let f ≥ 1 be an integer and OF,f be the associated order, namely the

subring Zfτ + Z. Let τ := ∆F+
√
∆F

2 . The pair {fτ, 1} is a Z-basis of OF,f . We set

ϕ := ∆F f and δ := ∆F (1−∆F )
4 f2. We denote by jF,f the j-invariant of the complex

lattice C/OF,f .
For every integer N ≥ 3 we define the following Cartan subgroup of GL2(Z/NZ):

Cδ,ϕ(N) :=

{(
a+ bϕ b
δb a

)
: a, b ∈ Z/NZ, a2 + abϕ− δb2 ∈ (Z/NZ)×

}

and its normalizer

Nδ,ϕ(N) :=

〈
Cδ,ϕ(N),

(
−1 0
ϕ 1

)〉
.

Moreover, we let Cδ,ϕ(p∞) and Nδ,ϕ(p∞) be the inverse limits of Cδ,ϕ(pn) and
Nδ,ϕ(pn), respectively.

For a prime p and an elliptic curve E over a number field K, we denote by Tp(E)
the p-adic Tate module of E and, once a Zp-basis of Tp(E) is chosen, we denote by
ρE,p : GK → GL2(Zp) the associated p-adic Galois representation.

Theorem 4.2 ([27, Theorem 1.2]). With the notation above, let E/Q(jF,f ) be an
elliptic curve with CM by OF,f and let p be a prime number. Then there exists a basis
of Tp(E) such that the image of the Galois representation ρE,p : GQ(jF,f ) → GL2(Zp)

is contained in Nδ,ϕ(p∞), and has finite index therein. Moreover, if σ ∈ GQ(jF,f )

generates Gal(F (jF,f )/Q(jF,f )), then ρQ(jF,f )(σ) /∈ Cδ,ϕ(p∞).

One can use Theorem 4.2 to prove the following result, that we will need later on.
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Lemma 4.3. Let K be a number field and let E/K be an elliptic curve with CM
by an order OF,f in a quadratic number field F . Let p be a prime number and let
ρE,p : GK → GL2(Zp) be the Galois representation attached to the p-adic Tate module
of E. If F is not contained inK, then the commutator subgroup [ρE,p(GK), ρE,p(GK)]
contains elements of infinite order.

Proof. First, let us show that it is enough to prove the following statement:

(*) if G ≤ Nδ,ϕ(p∞) is a finite index subgroup not contained in Cδ,ϕ(p∞), then the
commutator subgroup [G,G] contains elements of infinite order.

In fact, assume that (*) holds true, let jF,f be the j-invariant of E, and let E′/Q(jF,f )
be an elliptic curve with CM by OF,f and j-invariant jF,f . By hypothesis K con-
tains Q(jF,f ), and of course E and E′/K are twists of each other via a 1-cocycle

χ : GK → Aut(E). Let L := K
kerχ

; the curves E/L and E′/L are isomorphic, and
the restrictions of their Galois representations to GL are isomorphic as well. By
Theorem 4.2, up to changing the basis of Tp(E) we can assume that ρE,p and ρE′,p

coincide as maps on GL and H := ρE′,p(GL) = ρE,p(GL) is a finite index subgroup
of Nδ,ϕ. Hence if H is not contained in Cδ,ϕ we can apply claim (*) with G = H
and conclude. If, on the other hand, H ⊆ Cδ,ϕ then since [Nδ,ϕ(p∞) : H] < ∞, the
group H must contain a non-diagonal element. Since GL is a normal subgroup of
GK , ρE,p(GK) is contained in the normalizer of ρE,p(GL) inside GL2(Zp), and [27,
Lemma 5.1] shows that we must have ρE,p(GK) ⊆ Nδ,ϕ(p∞). Notice that we can-
not have ρE,p(GK) ⊆ Cδ,ϕ(p∞), as otherwise ρE,p(GK) would be abelian and hence
F ⊆ K by Theorem 4.2, contradicting the hypothesis. Hence in this case we can
apply claim (*) with G = ρE,p(GK).

Hence we reduced to proving (*). From now on, we let G be a finite index subgroup
of Nδ,ϕ not containing Cδ,ϕ. Notice that for every n ≥ 1 there is an isomorphism of
groups

Mn : (OF,f/pnOF,f )× → Cδ,ϕ(pn)
where Mn(z) is the multiplication-by-z matrix with respect to the Z-basis {fτ, 1} of
OF,f/pnOF,f (see [27, Lemma 2.5]). This of course yields an isomorphism

M : lim←−
n

(OF,f/pn)× → Cδ,ϕ(p∞),

and we will identify groups that are isomorphic via Mn or M . Clearly there is an
injection

ι : Up := {α ∈ OF,f : p ∤ NF/Q(α)} →֒ Cδ,ϕ(p∞)

whose image is dense. Now let σ be the generator of Gal(F/Q). We make the
following claim:

(**) there exist α ∈ Up such that ι(α) ∈ G and ι(α)ι(σ(α))−1 has infinite order.

To prove it, notice that if α ∈ Up is such that ι(α)ι(σ(α))−1 has finite order
m ≥ 1, then αm ≡ σ(α)m mod pn for every n ≥ 1; therefore it must be α = ζmσ(α)
for some m-th root of unity ζm, and in turn this implies m = 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 since F
is imaginary quadratic. Now for a fixed m ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 6} let Up,m denote the set
of all α ∈ Up such that α = ξmσ(α) for some m-th root of unity ξm. Let πn
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denote the natural surjection Up ։ (OF,f/pnOF,f )×. One can easily verify that

|πn(Up,m)| = o(|(OF,f/pnOF,f )×|)4 and hence

(4)
∑

m∈{1,2,3,4,6}
|πn(Up,m)| = o(|(OF,f/pnOF,f )×|).

This boils down to computing an upper bound on |πn(Up,m)| and then comparing
it to the value |(OF,f/pnOF,f )×| given in [27, Lemma 2.5]. Let us show how one
proceeds in the m = 4 case; the other ones are completely analogous. If m = 4
it must be F = Q(i). Let a + bfτ ∈ Up,m. The conditions α = ζmσ(α) for some
ζm ∈ {±1,±i} are equivalent to the four conditions

b = 0, a = bf, a = 3bf, a = 4bf.

The set of matrices

(
a+ bϕ b
δb a

)
∈ Cδ,ϕ(pn) that respect one of these four condi-

tions clearly has at most 4pn−1(p−1) elements, and this value is o(|(OF,f/pnOF,f )×|)
by [27, Lemma 2.5]. Repeating this argument for the remaining m’s yields a proof
of (4). On the other hand, since [Nδ,ϕ(p∞) : G] <∞, then [Cδ,ϕ(p∞) : G∩Cδ,ϕ(p∞)] <
∞ and this means that the projection Gn of G ∩ Cδ,ϕ(p∞) on (OF,f/pnOF,f )× has
eventually constant index in (OF,f/pnOF,f )×. Since for every n the map πn is sur-
jective, by (4) for n large enough there must be elements of (OF,f/pnOF,f )× that lie

in Gn \ πn
(⋃

m∈{1,2,3,4,6} Up,m
)
. This shows that there are elements of G∩ Cδ,ϕ(p∞)

that do not belong to ι
(⋃

m∈{1,2,3,4,6} Up,m
)
. Notice though that ι(Up,m) is closed

for every m, and hence the intersection of G ∩ Cδ,ϕ(p∞) (that is a finite index
closed subgroup of Cδ,ϕ(p∞), and hence is open therein) and the complement of

ι
(⋃

m∈{1,2,3,4,6} Up,m
)

is a nonempty open subset of Cδ,ϕ(p∞), and hence by density

it intersects ι(Up), proving (**).

Now all that remains to do is to prove claim (*). Let ε :=

(
−1 0
ϕ 1

)
, and notice

that since [Nδ,ϕ(p∞) : Cδ,ϕ(p∞)] = 2 and by hypothesis G 6⊆ Cδ,ϕ(p∞) , there is an
element g ∈ G that lies in the same coset of ε with respect to Cδ,ϕ(p∞), and hence
there is some β ∈ Cδ,ϕ(p∞) such that βε ∈ G. Now let α ∈ Up be an element as in
(**). Then

[ι(α), βε] = ι(α) · β · (ε · ι(α) · ε)−1 · β−1 = ι(α)ι(σ(α))−1 ,

by the commutativity of Cδ,ϕ(p∞) and the fact that ε · ι(α) · ε = ι(σ(α)). By (**)
it follows that the commutator [ι(α), βε] has infinite order, and the proof of (*) is
complete. �

Next, we state and prove a technical lemma that allows us to reduce to the study
of K-Lattès maps with T = OE , i.e. K-Lattès maps coming from endomorphisms
of elliptic curves. Let then K be a number field, φ ∈ K(x) be a K-Lattès map of
degree d ≥ 2, and let E/K be an elliptic curve, ϑ ∈ EndK(E), T ∈ E(K)tor and
π : E → P1 be the data that define diagram (3), so that ψ(Q) = ϑ(Q) + T for every
Q ∈ E. Of course ϑ also has degree d.

For any morphism µ : E → E of degree ≥ 2 and any Q ∈ E, we will denote by
T∞(µ,Q) the infinite regular rooted tree of degree degµ defined in the obvious way:

4Here o(·) is the usual little-o notation, namely for functions f, g : N → R we write f = o(g) if
f/g → 0 when n → ∞.
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the root of the tree is Q, the points at distance n from the root are the elements of
µ−n(Q) = {P ∈ E : µn(P ) = Q}. The level of a point P ∈ T∞(µ,Q) is the distance
of P from the root Q. A node P at level n+ 1 is connected to a node P ′ at level n
if µ(P ) = P ′ (notice that such tree is always regular since µ is unramified).

Our map ψ as above defines, toghether with a point P ∈ E, a tree T∞(ψ,P ) of
degree d = degψ = deg ϑ ≥ 2 which surjects, via π, to φ−∞(π(P )).

Now let m ≥ 1 be an integer such that mT = OE . We let m ·T∞(ψ,P ) be the tree
constructed in the following way: first we multiply by m every node of T∞(ψ,P ),
then at every level we identify equal nodes and finally we identify edges with the
same ends, so that between two nodes in m · T∞(ψ,P ) there is always at most one
edge. Clearly there is a level preserving surjection [m] : T∞(ψ,P ) ։ m · T∞(ψ,P ).
Moreover, if Q,Q′ ∈ m · T∞(ψ,P ) are nodes at level n, n− 1, respectively, then one
sees easily that they are connected by an edge if and only if ϑ(Q) = Q′. However,
notice that the tree m · T∞(ψ,P ) in general is only a proper subtree of T∞(ϑ,mP ),
since multiplication by m might have the effect of collapsing points on the same level,
whenever (m,d) 6= 1.

Lemma 4.4. Let φ,E, ϑ, π,m be as above and let P ∈ E(K). Then the following
hold.

(a) There exists an integer N ≥ 1 such that if P ′ ∈ T∞(ψ,P ) has level N , then every
node of the tree T∞(ϑN ,mP ′) belongs to m · T∞(ψ,P ). Moreover, P is torsion
if and only if mP ′ is torsion.

(b) If π(T∞(ψ,P )) ⊆ Kab then π(m · T∞(ψ,P )) ⊆ Kab and the extension K(m ·
T∞(ψ,P ))/(K(m · T∞(ψ,P )) ∩Kab) has finite exponent.

Proof. (a) Let N ≥ 1 be an integer such that ker ϑn∩E[m] = kerϑN ∩E[m] for every
n ≥ N , let ker ϑN ∩ E[m] = {R1, . . . , Rk} and let Q ∈ T∞(ψ,P ) be a point at some
level n ≥ N . We claim that all the elements of (ϑN )−1(mQ) belong to m ·T∞(ψ,P ).
To see this, first notice that since Q is at distance n ≥ N from the root, then for
every i ∈ {1, . . . , k} also Q+Ri is a node of T∞(ψ,P ) at distance n from the root.
Clearly m(Q+Ri) = mQ for every i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, which implies that all the Q+Ri’s
collapse to one single point in m · T∞(ψ,mP ). Now let Q′, S1, . . . , Sk ∈ E be such
that ψN (Q′) = Q and ϑN (Si) = Ri for every i. Then for every i we have that
ψ−N (Q+Ri) = {Q′+Si+U : U ∈ kerϑN}, and clearly [m](ψ−N (Q+Ri)) has dN/k
distinct elements. Hence if we prove that for every i 6= j we have [m](ψ−n(Q+Ri))∩
[m](ψ−n(Q + Rj)) = ∅, we will have proved that mQ has k · dN/k = dN distinct

preimages via ϑN in m ·T∞(ψ,mP ), i.e. our claim. So suppose by contradiction that
there exist U1, U2 ∈ ker ϑN such that [m](Q′ + Si + U1) = [m](Q′ + Sj + U2) for
some i 6= j. Then [m](Si − Sj + U1 − U2) = OE , i.e. Si − Sj + U1 − U2 ∈ E[m].
On the other hand, since ϑN (Si) = Ri and ϑN (Sj) = Rj , and Ri, Rj ∈ ker ϑn, it
follows that Si, Sj ∈ kerϑN+n. But kerϑN ∩ E[m] = ker ϑN+n ∩ E[m] and hence
we must have Si = Sj + Rh for some h ∈ {1, . . . , k}. It follows immediately that

{Q′ + Si + U : U ∈ ker ϑN} = {Q′ + Sj + U : U ∈ ker ϑN}, which is impossible since
points in the LHS are ancestors via ψN of Q+Ri and points in the RHS are ancestors
of Q+Rj. This argument shows that if we choose any point P ′ ∈ T∞(ψ,P ) at level
N , then all the nodes of the tree T∞(ϑN ,mP ′) belong to m · T∞(ψ,P ).

The assertion on P and mP ′ is obvious, since ψN (P ′) = P and T is torsion.
(b) Let Q ∈ m · T∞(ψ,P ) and write Q = mR for some R ∈ T∞(ψ,P ); by

hypothesis π(R) ∈ Kab. Let R = (x0, y0) and write the multiplication-by-m map
on E in the shape given by Lemma 4.1 according to π: the first claim becomes
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immediately clear. For example, if π = x2 write the multiplication-by-m map as
(x · f1(x2), y · f2(x2)) for some f1, f2 ∈ K(x); then x20 ∈ Kab by hypothesis and
therefore π(Q) = π(x0 · f1(x20), y0 · f2(x20)) = x20f1(x

2
0)

2 ∈ Kab, too.
To prove the second claim, notice that it is enough to show that there exists a

positive integer e such that for every Q ∈ m · T∞(ψ,P ) we have [K(Q) : K(Q) ∩
Kab] ≤ e. In fact, K(m · T∞(ψ,P )) is the compositum of all K(Q)’s. But this is
obvious, in fact ifQ = (xQ, yQ) lives on E : y2 = x3+Ax+B, then y2Q = x3Q+AxQ+B,

and since π(Q) ∈ Kab it is clear that [K(Q) : K(Q) ∩Kab] ≤ 12 in any case. �

Corollary 4.5. Let φ,E, ϑ, π,m be as above, and let α ∈ K. If G∞(φ, α) is abelian,
then there exists an integer N ≥ 1 and an element α′ ∈ Kab such that if φ′ is the
K-Lattès map that fits in the following diagram:

E
ϑN

//

π
��

E

π
��

P1 φ′
// P1

then G∞(φ′, α′) is a subgroup of Gal(Kab/K(α′)) (and hence in particular it is
abelian), and α is preperiodic if and only if α′ is preperiodic.

Proof. Let N be as in point (a) of Lemma 4.4, let P ′ ∈ T∞(ψ,P ) have distance
N from the root P and let α′ := π(P ′). This belongs to Kab by point (b) and
is preperiodic by (a). By the same point (a), (ϑN )−∞(α′) is entirely contained in
m · π(T∞(ψ,P )), and hence it entirely consists of abelian points by (b). �

Proof of Theorem D. First, assume that (1),(2) and (3) hold. Then α = π(P ) for
some P ∈ Etor and F = End(E) ⊗ Q is a quadratic number field. Let E : y2 =
x3 + Ax + B for some A,B ∈ K. First assume that AB 6= 0. Then, as explained
for example in [35, Example 5.5.1], the function π = x : E → P1 is a Weber func-
tion for the curve E. It follows by the theory of complex multiplication (see for
example [35, Corollary 5.7]) that F (j(E), π(Etor)) is the maximal abelian extension
of F . However F ⊆ K by point (3), and therefore by a standard fact in Galois
theory K(j(E), π(Etor)) = K(π(Etor)) is an abelian extension of K. But clearly
K(φ−∞(α)) ⊆ K(π(Etor)), and the claim follows.

Now assume that AB = 0. In these cases the field F has class number 1, since it
is either Q(i) or Q(ζ3). Then, as proved in [35, Example 5.8], the field F (Etor) is the
maximal abelian extension of F , and therefore K(Etor)/K is abelian by (3). Again,
K(φ−∞(α)) ⊆ K(π(Etor)) and the claim follows.

Conversely, assume that G∞(φ, α) is abelian. Let φ be defined via diagram (3).
Notice that since points (1) and (2) in the statement are independent of the base
field, in order to prove them we can assume (possibly enlarging K) that ψ is an
endomorphism of E, thanks to Corollary 4.5. Let P ∈ E be such that α = π(P ). Now
consider the tree T∞(ψ,P ); the map π induces a surjection T∞(ψ,P ) ։ φ−∞(α). In
order to prove (1) and (2) we will prove the following claim:

(*) there exists a finite extension L/K and a point P ′ ∈ T∞(ψ,P ) defined over L
such that every point in T∞(ψ,P ′) belongs to E(Lab).

Let us show first that claim (*) implies (1) and (2). Suppose it holds, and pick
a sequence {Pn}n≥0 of points in T∞(ψ,P ′) such that P0 = P ′ and ψn(Pn) = P0 for

every n ≥ 1. To prove (1), let ĥE be the Néron-Tate canonical height on E: we
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have that ĥE(Pn) → 0 as n → ∞ because ψ(Pn) = Pn−1 and ψ has degree d ≥ 2.

It follows by [37, Theorem 1] that ĥE(Pn) = 0 for every n, and therefore P0 = P ′

is torsion, showing that P is torsion, too (as P = ψk(P ′) for some k ≥ 0) and in
turn that α is preperiodic for φ. In order to prove (2), suppose by contradiction
that E has no CM and let p be a prime that divides d. Since E has no CM the
map ψ is multiplication by an integer and hence L(T∞(ψ,P ′)) contains L(E[p∞]).
This implies that the p-adic Galois representation ρE,p : GL → GL2(Zp) has abelian
image, contradicting Serre’s open image theorem according to which ρE,p(GL) is
open in GL2(Zp) (it is straigthforward to verify that GL2(Zp) has no open abelian
subgroups).

Let us now prove (*). This is done case by case accordingly to what map π is, but
the strategy is always the same. Start by assuming that π is the x-coordinate map
on E : y2 = x3+Ax+B where A,B ∈ K. Clearly there exists a point P ′ ∈ T∞(ψ,P )
such that P ′ /∈ E[2]. Notice that therefore no point in T∞(ψ,P ′) is 2-torsion, since
ψ is an endomorphism. Let L be the field of definition of P ′. Now it is easy to show
by induction that every point in T∞(ψ,P ′) belongs to Lab: suppose it is true for
every point at level n, and let (xn+1, yn+1) have level n + 1. Write ψ in the form
(f1(x), yf2(x)) for some f1, f2 ∈ K(x), via Lemma 4.1. Then ψ((xn+1, yn+1)) =
(f1(xn+1), yn+1f2(xn+1)). Now since by hypothesis G∞(φ, α) is abelian then xn+1 =
π((xn+1, yn+1)) ∈ Lab and hence f1(xn+1), f2(xn+1) ∈ Lab. Since ψ((xn+1, yn+1))
has distance n from P ′, by the inductive hypothesis yn+1f2(xn+1) ∈ Lab, and we are
done because f2(xn+1) 6= 0 since no point in the tree T∞(ψ,P ′) is 2-torsion.

Next, assume that π = x2 and E : y2 = x3 + Ax for some A ∈ K. Let P ′ ∈
T∞(ψ,P ) be such that no point in T∞(ψ,P ′) is 2-torsion, and let L be the field of defi-
nition of P ′. Again, assume by induction that every point at level n in T∞(ψ,P ′) is in
Lab and pick (xn+1, yn+1) at level n+1. Write ψ = (xf1(x

2), yf2(x
2)) via Lemma 4.1:

then ψ((xn+1, yn+1)) = (xn+1f1(x
2
n+1), yn+1f2(x

2
n+1)) is at level n and therefore

xn+1f1(x
2
n+1), yn+1f2(x

2
n+1) ∈ Lab. By hypothesis x2n+1 = π((xn+1, yn+1)) ∈ Lab

and on the other hand f1(x
2
n+1), f2(x

2
n+1) 6= 0 because T∞(ψ,P ′) contains no 2-

torsion. It follows by the inductive hypothesis that xn+1, yn+1 ∈ Lab.
When E : y2 = x3 + A for some A ∈ K and π = x3 or y, we pick P ′ ∈ T∞(ψ,P )

such that T∞(ψ,P ′) contains no 2-torsion nor 3-torsion. Now we proceed in the same
way we did for the other cases via Lemma 4.1. The absence of 2 or 3-torsion makes
the inductive step possible.

To conclude the proof we need to prove (3). We know that P is a torsion point, E
has CM by a quadratic field F and ψ is the composition of an endomorphism ϑ and
the translation by a torsion point T . If ϑ is a CM endomorphism then it is defined
over KF , and since it is defined over K by hypothesis, it follows that F ⊆ K. Hence
we can assume that ϑ is multiplication by the integer e =

√
d. Now let m be an

integer such that mT = O, choose an integer N as in point (a) of Lemma 4.4 and
let P ′ be at distance N from P : we have that T∞([eN ],mP ′) is entirely contained
in m · T∞(ψ,P ). This implies that if p is a prime that divides e then K(E[p∞]) ⊆
K(T∞([eN ],mP ′)) ⊆ K(m · T∞(ψ,P )). By point (b) of Lemma 4.4, the group
Gal(K(m · T∞(ψ,P ))/K) has a normal subgroup of finite exponent with abelian
quotient. Hence the same must be true for Gal(K(E[p∞]/K), that is a quotient of
the former. However, this implies that all commutators in Gal(K(E[p∞]/K) have
finite order, contradicting Lemma 4.3 unless F ⊆ K. �

Example 4.6. The simplest examples of maps satisfying the conditions of Theo-
rem D are quadratic K-Lattès maps coming from endomorphisms (i.e. with T = OE)
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with K an imaginary quadratic number field. In these cases, the elliptic curve from
which the map descends must be defined over Q. Moreover, such maps come from
elements of norm 2 in an order of K. There are only two instances of such behaviour:
Q(i) and Q(

√
−7), with the order being the full ring of integers. When K = Q(i),

there are three families of quadratic K-Lattès maps coming from endomorphisms:
i
2 · x

2+A
x , − i

2 · x
2+A
x and −1

4 ·
(x+A)2

x , where A ∈ K×. All maps in one single family are

Kab-conjugate to each other. This follows from the theoretical reason that curves
of the form y2 = x3 + Ux, for U ∈ K×, are all quartic twists of each other, but
it can also easily be verified by hand. For example, if A,A′ ∈ K then the maps
i
2 · x

2+A
x and i

2 · x
2+A′

x are conjugate via the linear transformation x 7→
√
A/A′x,

that is defined over Kab. However it is false, in general, that two maps in the same
family are K-conjugate to each other. Moreover, it can be easily checked by looking
at multipliers that maps in one family are not K-conjugate to maps in a different

one. We remark that certain arithmetic dynamical properties of the map i
2 · x

2−1
x

have been studied in [30].
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