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ARAKELOV–GREEN’S FUNCTIONS FOR DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS ON

PROJECTIVE VARIETIES

NICOLE R. LOOPER

Abstract. We introduce functions associated to polarized dynamical systems that

generalize averages of the dynamical Arakelov-Green’s functions for rational functions due

to Baker and Rumely [2]. For a polarized dynamical system X → X over a product formula

field, we prove an Elkies-style lower bound for these functions evaluated on the adelic

points of X . As an application, we prove a Lehmer-type lower bound on the canonical

height of a non-torsion point P on an abelian variety A/K, where K is a product formula

field having perfect residue fields at its completions (for instance, K may be a number field

or the function field of a curve over C or Fp). For A of dimension g, the lower bound has

the form

ĥ(P ) ≥
C

D2g+3(logD)2g
,

where C = C(A,K, ĥ) > 0, D = [K(P ) : K] ≥ 2, and P ∈ A(K) \ A(K)tors is not

contained in a torsion translate of an abelian subvariety of A having everywhere potential

good reduction.

§1 Introduction

In the arithmetic dynamics of rational functions f : P1
K → P1

K over a number field K, the

dynamical Arakelov-Green’s function introduced by Baker–Rumely [2] plays a significant role

in results concerning points of small canonical height. From providing an avenue to proving

the equidistribution of small sequences [4, Theorem 10.38] to governing the prime support

and fields of definition of preperiodic points [6, 19, 28, 29, 36], these bivariate functions

on P1 × P1 \ ∆ find ample use. Their utility stems from the confluence of two fortuitous

properties: first, their link to potential theory in one variable, and second, the simple fact

that the logarithmic distance term that they involve is subject to the product formula. The

latter fact forms what is by far the most frequent pivot of arguments which apply these

Green’s functions to global problems.
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The main purpose of this paper is to introduce generalized Arakelov-Green’s functions

associated to polarized dynamical systems in arbitrary dimension, and to prove a lower

bound for these functions (Theorem 3.1) in terms of the geometry of homogeneous filled

Julia sets. Strictly speaking, these generalized Arakelov-Green’s functions generalize the

averages of Arakelov-Green’s functions that are so often used in the dimension one setting,

rather than the functions themselves. Theorem 3.1 has the following adelic corollary when

K is a product formula field. (See Definition 3.2 for the definition of a product formula field.

Examples include number fields and the function field of a normal irreducible projective

variety.)

Theorem 1.1 (cf. Theorem 3.3). Let K be a product formula field with normalized system

of absolute values | · |v satisfying the product formula, and let X be a projective variety

over K with dim(X) ≥ 1. Suppose φ : X → X is a polarized dynamical system on X,

defined over K (cf. §2), and let f : PNK → PNK be a morphism of PNK that extends φ via an

embedding ι : X →֒ PNK. For each n ∈ Z+, let Bn be any basis for H0(X, ι∗(O(n))), and let

dBn(Kv ∩ π−1
v (Xv)) be as in Definition 2.1. Then there is a constant C = C(f) such that for

all n ≥ 2, ∑

v∈MK

log dBn(Kv ∩ π
−1
v (Xv)) ≤

C logn

n
.

In §4, we use Theorem 1.1 along with pluripotential-theoretic results due to

Boucksom–Eriksson [7, Theorem D] and Boucksom–Gubler–Martin [8, Corollary D] (see

also [16, Theorem B]) in order to prove a Lehmer-type theorem for the Néron–Tate height

of non-torsion points on an abelian variety A/K, where K is a product formula field having

perfect residue fields at its completions.

Theorem 1.2 (cf. Theorem 4.2). Let K be a product formula field having perfect residue

fields at its completions (for example, K may be a number field or the function field of a

curve over C or Fp), and let A/K be an abelian variety of dimension g. Fix a symmetric

ample line bundle L on A and let ĥL be the associated canonical height function. There is a

constant C = C(A,K,L) > 0 such that for any P ∈ A(K)\A(K)tors that is not contained in

any torsion translate of an abelian subvariety of A ×K K ′ having everywhere potential good

reduction for some finite extension K ′/K, we have

ĥL(P ) ≥
C

D2g+3(logD)2g
,
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where D = [K(P ) : K] ≥ 2.

In particular, for any geometrically simple abelian variety having at least one

nonarchimedean place of stable bad reduction, Theorem 1.2 gives a height lower bound

of the form C/(D2g+3(logD)2g), where P is any non-torsion point. The best known

lower bound in the number field case is due to Masser [33, 35], and is of the form

C/(D2g+1(logD)2g) for general A (cf. [15, 21, 30, 34] for the development as well as related

results). Theorem 1.2 also generalizes and strengthens a lower bound on the Bernoulli part

of the height [30] in the case of abelian surfaces over function fields of characteristic 0.

Outside of [30], there does not appear to be prior progress in the function field setting.

In the study of higher-dimensional dynamics, Arakelov-Green’s functions have been used

to prove arithmetic results surrounding points of small canonical height on higher genus

curves embedded in their Jacobians (see for example [10, 23, 24, 31]). The centerpiece

of the approach here is Zhang’s admissible pairing [41], which is essentially the data

of a Green’s function at each place of a product formula field. This setup of a curve

embedded into its Jacobian may be viewed as a hybrid of the dimension one and the

higher-dimensional settings, since despite the fact that the ambient dynamical system is

of dimension greater than one, it is the geometry of curves and their associated Green’s

functions that is being leveraged. Outside of this setting, progress in higher-dimensional

arithmetic dynamics has largely been made via Arakelov theory. For example, Yuan’s

well-known equidistribution theorem [39, Theorem 3.1] for polarized dynamical systems

(which has since been generalized to [40, Theorem 5.4.3]) utilizes Zhang’s fundamental

inequality on arithmetic volumes of metrized line bundles in conjunction with a variational

argument originally due to Szpiro–Ullmo–Zhang [38, p. 343–344]. While the framework

of Arakelov theory is powerful and flexible, quantitative and/or uniform results in the

higher-dimensional setting have nonetheless been generally hard to obtain. By constrast,

arithmetic dynamics in dimension one is at this point well-populated with a number of such

results (e.g., [11, 12, 13, 19, 22, 29, 37]). A common reason behind the relative success in

this latter setting is the fact that Elkies-type lower bounds on averages of Arakelov-Green’s

functions are known to hold, and moreover may often be made uniform and explicit in

families of dynamical systems. For the dynamical Arakelov-Green’s functions introduced

by Baker and Rumely, such a lower bound is due to Baker [1]. For the Arakelov-Green’s

functions underlying Zhang’s admissible pairing, the analogous lower bound is a result due

to Baker–Rumely [3], coming from harmonic analysis on metrized graphs. Each of these
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lower bounds is of the form

(1.1)
∑

Pi 6=Pj∈T

g(Pi, Pj) ≥ −Cn log n

for any set T = {P1, . . . , Pn} of n ≥ 2 pairwise distinct points, and a constant C that

depends in a “nice” way on the space or dynamical system in question. Theorem 3.1

provides an analogue to (1.1) in arbitrary dimension (an analogue which could be viewed as

a generalization if different bases of H0(P1,O(n)) had been used in defining g in (1.1)). As

will be explained in §2, the effect of choosing different bases cancels out when one sums over

all places of a product formula field, yielding Theorem 1.1.

The proof strategy of Theorem 1.1 draws its inspiration from Baker’s proof [1, Theorem

1.1] for rational functions on P1. Given a morphism f : PN → PN of degree at least 2

over a valued field K and a homogeneous lift F : AN+1 → AN+1 of f , one constructs, for

each integer n ≥ 1, a special basis F of H0(PN ,O(n)) consisting of various products of

coordinate functions of iterates of F . One then shows that these polynomials take relatively

small values when evaluated on the homogeneous filled Julia set of F . Baker’s proof that his

distinguished collection of polynomials forms a basis may be viewed through three different

lenses: one from intersection theory, one from syzygy theory, and one from elimination

theory. When applied to the higher-dimensional setting, the intersection-theoretic approach

proves the linear independence of a small subset F ′ of the analogous collection F , a

subset whose order grows as o(h0(PN ,O(n))) as n tends to infinity. While F ′ may seem

adequate from a number of different points of view, there are basic desirable properties of

the transfinite diameter (which is the concept underlying the Arakelov-Green’s functions

gn) that are lost when one works with F ′, such as translation-invariance. On the other

hand, from a more algebraic angle, the reader familiar with the theory of syzygies will see a

potential approach to generalizing (1.1) via Koszul complexes. Alas, despite appearances,

it is far from clear how to rule out certain degenerate syzygies that would prevent the

analogous F from forming a basis of H0(PN ,O(n)). Finally, Macaulay’s resultant and

its concomitant “Main Theorem of Elimination Theory” [32, §3] points to a natural

collection F ′′ of elements of H0(PN ,O(n)) closely related to F , one which may be shown

to span H0(PN ,O(n)). (This perspective also elucidates the difficulties that arise with the

approach using syzygies, as the relevant Macaulay matrix in the dimension one setting is

square, while in general it has more rows than columns. Its left null space is the syzygy

space; see [5, §2-3] for more details.) Discarding any redundant vectors leads to a basis
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H(n) for H0(PN ,O(n)), and accordingly we prove a lower bound of the form (1.1) for the

particular basis H(n) (Theorem 3.1). However, as there is no way to know which vectors

must be discarded—in particular, different vectors may need to be discarded for different

maps—we are unable for the moment to relate the determinants corresponding to H(n) to

the generalized Vandermonde determinants corresponding to the standard monomial basis.

From a number-theoretic perspective, this obstacle is of little consequence: arithmetic

applications in fact tend to rely on the aforementioned adelic version of (1.1), and this

adelic version is independent of the choice of basis for H0(PN ,O(n)). For further details,

we refer the reader to §3.

Acknowledgements: The author would like to thank Matt Baker, Joe Silverman, and

Kevin Tucker for helpful conversations about this project, as well as Rob Benedetto and

Laura DeMarco for useful comments on a draft of this article. This research was supported

by NSF grant DMS-2302586 and a Sloan Research Fellowship.

§2 Definitions, Background, and Basis Formation

Let K be a field. A polarized dynamical system (over K) is a triple (X, φ,L) consisting

of a projective variety X/K, an endomorphism φ : X → X , and an ample line bundle L on

X such that φ∗(L) ∼= Ld for some integer d ≥ 2. By a well-known theorem of Fakhruddin

[14, Corollary 2.2], such a polarized dynamical system φ may be extended to a degree d

morphism f of a suitable ambient projective space PN . In other words, there is an integer

N , an embedding ι : X →֒ PN and a morphism f : PN → PN defined over K such that the

diagram

(2.1) X
φ

//
� _

ι
��

X� _

ι
����

PN
f

// PN

is commutative. The embedding ι : X → P(H0(X,Lm)) is given by evaluating a fixed basis

for the global sections of Lm at the points of X for an appropriate m ∈ Z+. By the Weil

height machine [20, Theorem B.3.2], for any height hX,Lm with respect to Lm on X , we have

h(ι(P )) = hX,Lm(P ) +O(1)
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for all P ∈ X(K), where h is the standard Weil height on PN . Hence by Tate’s telescoping

argument [20, pp. 195–196],

ĥf (ι(P )) := lim
n→∞

1

dn
h(fn(ι(P ))) = lim

n→∞

1

dn
hX,Lm(φ

n(P )) =: ĥX,Lm,φ(P ).

Since by [20, Theorem B.4.1(ii)] we have ĥX,Lm,φ(P ) = mĥX,L,φ(P ) for all P ∈ X(K), this

yields

(2.2) ĥf (ι(P )) = mĥX,L,φ(P ).

The polarized dynamical system (X,L, φ) satisfying (2.1) may be viewed as a pair (X, f)

consisting of a morphism f : PN → PN and a subvariety X ⊆ PN such that f |X has image

contained in X , i.e., such that f leaves X invariant. In the reverse direction, any such pair

(X, f) induces the polarized dynamical system (X, ι∗(O(1)), f |X), where ι : X →֒ PN is the

inclusion map. We thus frame our polarized dynamical systems as consisting of these pairs

(X, f). We assume throughout this article that dim(X) > 0.

2.1 Generalized Arakelov-Green’s functions and the transfinite diameter. Let

(X, f) be a polarized dynamical system of degree d ≥ 2 over K, satisfying a diagram as in

(2.1). A homogeneous lift of f is a map F : AN+1 → AN+1 such that if F = (F0, F1, . . . , FN),

then Fi is a degree d homogeneous polynomial in K[x0, . . . , xN ] for all 0 ≤ i ≤ N and

f = [F0 : F1 : · · · : FN ]. If K is a valued field with absolute value | · | and P ∈ AN+1(K), we

write

||F (P )|| = max{|F0(P )|, . . . , |FN(P )|}.

We define the homogeneous filled Julia set of F to be the set

K = {P ∈ AN+1(K) : ||F n(P )|| 6→ ∞ as n→ ∞}.

Throughout, we will let

π : AN+1 \ {(0, . . . , 0)} → PN

denote the natural projection. When AN+1 and PN are defined over a completion Kv of a

valued field K, we will write this map as πv.

We now build Arakelov–Green’s functions associated to this dynamical system. Let c(n) =

dimH0(X, ι∗(O(n))). Given a choice of bases {Bn}∞n=1 of H
0(X, ι∗(O(n))) respectively, there

is a naturally induced such function

gn : Xc(n) → R ∪ {∞}
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for each n, constructed as follows. For a homogeneous lift F : AN+1 → AN+1 of f , let

ĤF : AN+1 \ {0, . . . , 0} be given by

ĤF (P ) = lim
n→∞

1

dn
log ||F n(P )||.

(That this limit exists is shown in [26, proof of Theorem 9].) Let Res(F ) be the Macaulay

resultant of the coordinate functions F0, . . . , FN defining F , and write

r(F ) =
1

d(d− 1)(N + 1)
log |Res(F )|.

For P ∈ X(K), write P̃ for a lift of P to AN+1(K), with coordinates in K. The

Arakelov-Green’s function gn : Xc(n) → R ∪ {∞} associated to the basis Bn of

H0(X, ι∗(O(n))) is given by

(2.3) gn
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
=

1

c(n)

c(n)∑

i=1

ĤF (P̃i)−
1

n · c(n)
log

∣∣∣∣det
(
ηj(P̃i)

)
ηj∈Bn

∣∣∣∣+ r(F ).

It is readily verified that for a fixed Bn, this function is independent of the choice of lifts P̃i and

F . Moreover, if B′
n is another basis forH

0(X, ι∗(O(n))), then its associated Arakelov-Green’s

function differs by a constant from that associated to Bn. In the special case of X = P1,

ι = id, and Bn the standard monomial basis of H0(P1,O(n)), this gn coincides with the

function A (g) : (P1)n+1 → R ∪ {∞} given by

A (g)(P1, . . . , Pn+1) =
1

n(n + 1)

∑

i 6=j

g(Pi, Pj)

for g the dynamical Arakelov-Green’s functions introduced by Baker and Rumely (see [2,

§3.4] and [4, §10.2]).

We will show that there is a special sequence of bases {Bn} with associated

Arakelov-Green’s functions gn such that there is a constant C = C(X, f) satisfying

(2.4) gn
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
≥ −

C log n

n

for all n ≥ 2. By itself, this statement is contentless: since we always have the trivial lower

bound

gn(P1, . . . , Pc(n)) ≥ −diam(K),

one can easily rescale any given bases Bn in order to artificially achieve (2.4). However,

it turns out that when K is a product formula field (cf. Definition 3.2), and gn,v is the
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Arakelov-Green’s function associated to our special Bn at the place v, then there is a C such

that for all v ∈MK , and all n ≥ 2,

(2.5) gn,v
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
≥ −

C log n

n
.

(This is the content of Theorem 3.1.) Such a lower bound may not simply be achieved by

rescaling any given basis, as the product formula implies that the local effects of any rescaling

cancel out across all places. This provides some justification for viewing these lower bounds

as living more naturally in a global, rather than a local setting. One may take C = 0 in (2.5)

for all but finitely many places v (cf. Remark 1), so the corresponding global lower bound

becomes

(2.6)
∑

v∈MK

max
(P1,...,Pc(n))∈X(Cv)c(n)

gn,v
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
≥ −

C ′ log n

n

for C ′ = C ′(X, f).

Finally, we reformulate the problem of proving (2.5) and (2.6) in terms of quantitative

convergence to the transfinite diameter of the v-adic homogeneous filled Julia set Kv of a lift

F : AN+1
K → AN+1

K of f . As gn,v
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
is well-defined independently of the choices

of lifts P̃i ∈ AN+1
Cv

and F ∈ K[x0, . . . , xN ], we may suppose without loss (by passing to an

extension if necessary) that r(F ) = 0 in (2.3) and that given such a lift F with r(F ) = 0,

lifts P̃i ∈ AN+1
K

of the Pi are chosen so that ĤF (Pi) = 0 for all i. We write Xv = X ×K Cv,

and

πv : A
N+1
Cv

\ {(0, . . . , 0)} → PNCv

for the natural projection map. The v-adic homogeneous set of F is defined as

Kv = {P ∈ AN+1(Cv) : ||F
n(P )||v 6→ ∞ as n→ ∞}.

Definition 2.1. Given a basis Bn of H0(X, ι∗(O(n))) of order c(n), and v ∈MK, let

dBn(Kv ∩ π
−1
v (Xv)) = exp


 max

(P̃1,...,P̃c(n))
∈(Kv∩π

−1
v (Xv))c(n)

1

n · c(n)
log

∣∣∣∣det
(
ηj(P̃i)

)
ηj∈Bn

∣∣∣∣
v


 .

In view of the preceding discussion and Definition 2.1, (2.6) becomes

(2.7)
∑

v∈MK

log dBn(Kv ∩ π
−1
v (Xv)) ≤

C ′ logn

n
.
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By the product formula, the left-hand side of (2.7) is independent of the choice of Bn.

2.2 The special basis. Let (X, f) be a polarized dynamical system as in (2.1) over a

valued field K, and let F = [F0 : · · · : FN ] be a homogeneous lift of f to AN+1(K). We now

form a special spanning set of H0(X, ι∗(O(n))) for each n. Any linearly independent subset

of this spanning set having cardinality h0(X, ι∗(O(n))) will count as a “special” basis Bn.

Consider the collection G of polynomials of the form
(
F

(k)
i

)j
, where 0 ≤ i ≤ N , k ∈ Z+,

and 1 ≤ j ≤ d − 1. For n ≥ d(N + 1) an integer, let ⌊n⌋G denote the largest element n′ of

the set

deg(G) := {deg(Ψ) : Ψ ∈ G}

such that

(2.8) (N + 1)n′ ≤ n.

By the maximality of ⌊n⌋G subject to the condition (2.8), and the fact that if n′′ is the

smallest element of deg(G) greater than n′, then n′′ ≤ 2n′, we have that there is an integer

n0 such that for all n ≥ n0,

⌊n⌋G ≥
1

2
·

n

N + 1
=

n

2N + 2
.

Hence

(2.9) n− ⌊n⌋G ≤
2N + 1

2N + 2
n

for all n ≥ n0.

Now let n1 ∈ Z+ be such that n1 ≥ (N+1)d. By the Fundamental Theorem of Elimination

Theory [32, §3], since f is a morphism and hence Res(F (k)) 6= 0 for all k, any homogeneous

degree n1 polynomial Φ in K[x0, . . . , xN ] may be written as

(2.10) Φ = η
(1)
0 Ψ

(1)
0 + · · ·+ η

(1)
N Ψ

(1)
N

for Ψ
(1)
i homogeneous of degree ⌊n1⌋G in G and η

(1)
i homogeneous of degree n1 − ⌊n1⌋G

satisfying
N

N + 1
n1 ≤ n1 − ⌊n1⌋G ≤

2N + 1

2N + 2
n1,

where the lower bound follows from (2.8) and the upper bound from (2.9). Write n2 =

n1 − ⌊n1⌋G . Then provided n2 ≥ (N + 1)d, each η
(1)
i in turn is of the form

η
(1)
i = η

(2)
0 Ψ

(2)
0 + · · ·+ η

(2)
N Ψ

(2)
N



DYNAMICAL ARAKELOV-GREEN’S FUNCTIONS 10

for Ψ
(2)
i of degree ⌊n2⌋G in G, and η(2)i of degree n2 − ⌊n2⌋G . Applying (2.9) again, we have

N

N + 1
n2 ≤ n2 − ⌊n2⌋G ≤

2N + 1

2N + 2
n2.

For n ≥ d(N +1), let t1 = logN+1
N

(max{1, n−d(N +1)}), and let t2 = log 2N+2
2N+1

n. Continuing

in this way, we see that given any n ≥ d(N +1), every degree n homogeneous polynomial in

K[x0, . . . , xN ] may be written as a K-linear combination of degree n polynomials in the set

(2.11) F =

⌊t2⌋⋃

j=⌊t1⌋

{
ηiGi : Gi ∈ Gj and ηi homog. of deg. < d(N + 1)

}

where

Gj = {G1G2 · · ·Gj : Gl ∈ G for all 1 ≤ l ≤ j} .

Thus the degree n elements of F span H0(X, ι∗(O(n))) over K.

Definition 2.2. We will denote by H(n) any basis of H0(X, ι∗(O(n))) consisting of vectors

of the form (2.11) whenever n ≥ d(N + 1), and consisting of the standard monomial basis

otherwise. We will denote by c(n) the quantity h0(X, ι∗(O(n))), even though this quantity

clearly depends on (X, f) and the diagram (2.1) in addition to n. When there is potential

ambiguity as to the underlying polarized dynamical system or the lift F used in defining

H(n), we will refer to H(n) and c(n) as being with respect to (X, f) (as well as the lift F ).

The notation (
ηj(P1, . . . , Pc(n))

)
ηj∈H(n)

will denote the c(n) × c(n) matrix whose i-th row corresponds to Pi and whose j-th column

corresponds to ηj ∈ H(n).

§3 Convergence to the transfinite diameter

3.1 Main theorems.

Theorem 3.1. Let K be a valued field with absolute value | · |, and let (X, f) be a degree d

polarized dynamical system over K satisfying a commutative diagram

X
φ

//
� _

ι
��

X� _

ι
����

PN
f

// PN .
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Let F : AN+1
K → AN+1

K be a homogeneous lift of f , and let K be its homogeneous filled Julia

set. For this F , and for n ∈ Z+, let c(n) and H(n) be as in Definition 2.2. Let

π : AN+1 \ {(0, . . . , 0)} → PN

be the natural projection. Let R be the diameter of K ∩ π−1(X) with respect to the distance

defined by the supnorm. There is a constant C = C(d,N) with the following property. For

any n ≥ 2 and any c(n)-tuple ~P =
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
of points in K ∩ π−1(X), we have

(3.1) log

∣∣∣∣det
(
ηj(~P )

)
ηj∈H(n)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cmax{logR, 1}(logn) · c(n).

(Here we define log(0) = −∞.)

Proof. Assume without loss that n ≥ d(N+1), and write t2 = log 2N+2
2N+1

n. On K, a polynomial

of the form (2.11) has absolute value at most

(3.2) max{R, 1}d(N+1)−1max{R, 1}⌊t2⌋(d−1) ≤ max{R, 1}C
′ logn

for some constant C ′ = C ′(d,N). Hadamard’s inequality states that if H is a matrix with

columns h1, . . . , hm ∈ Km, and || · || denotes the sup-norm if K is non-archimedean and the

Euclidean norm otherwise, then

(3.3) |det(H)| ≤
m∏

i=1

||hi||.

Observing that the matrix
(
ηj(~P )

)
ηj∈H(n)

has c(n) columns, each corresponding to some

ηj ∈ H(n), it follows immediately from (3.2) and (3.3) that the left-hand side of (3.1) is at

most

Cmax{logR, 1} log(n) · c(n)

for some constant C = C(d,N). �

From this we obtain Theorem 3.3 as an adelic reformulation in the setting of product

formula fields.

Definition 3.2. A product formula field is a field K together with a nonempty set {|·|v}v∈MK

of inequivalent nontrivial absolute values | · |v on K such that:

• For each α ∈ K∗, |α|v = 1 for all but finitely many v.
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• Each α ∈ K∗ satisfies the product formula
∏

v∈MK

|α|v = 1.

We note that we do not require the residue field of any completion Kv for v ∈ MK to be

finite.

Theorem 3.3 (cf. Theorem 1.1). Let K be a product formula field with normalized system

{| · |v}v∈MK
of absolute values, and let (X, f) be a polarized dynamical system over K

satisfying a commutative diagram as in (2.1). Let F : AN+1
K → AN+1

K be any homogeneous

lift of f . For each v ∈ MK, let

πv : A
N+1
Cv

\ {(0, . . . , 0)} → PNCv

be the natural projection, let Xv = X ×K Cv, and let Kv be the v-adic homogeneous filled

Julia set for F . For each n ∈ Z+, let Bn be any basis for H0(X, ι∗(O(n))), and let

dBn(Kv ∩ π−1
v (Xv)) be as in Definition 2.1. Then there is a constant C = C(f) such that for

all n ≥ 2,

(3.4)
∑

v∈MK

log dBn(Kv ∩ π
−1
v (Xv)) ≤

C logn

n
.

Proof. As observed in the discussion surrounding (2.7), it suffices to prove this in the special

case where Bn = H(n) and | · |v is the absolute value corresponding to an arbitrary choice of

v ∈MK . But in that case the statement follows from Theorem 3.1 applied to Cv. �

Corollary 3.4. With all notation as in Theorem 3.3, suppose that |Res(F )|v = 1 for all

v ∈ MK , and that for each n, the basis H(n) of H0(X, ι∗(O(n))) as in Definition 2.2 is

defined with respect to this lift F . Then for each v ∈MK,

lim
n→∞

dH(n)(Kv ∩ π
−1
v (Xv)) = 1.

Before beginning the proof of Corollary 3.4, we introduce the definition of good reduction

for f at v ∈ MK and a characterization of good reduction in terms of the geometry of the

homogeneous filled Julia set Kv of f at v.

Definition. We call a nonarchimedean v ∈ MK a place of good reduction for f , or

alternatively, a good place of f , if for any homogeneous lift F = (F0, . . . , FN) of f such
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that |Res(F )|v = 1, one has

max{||F0||v, . . . , ||FN ||v} = 1,

where ||Fi||v is the sup-norm of the coefficients of Fi. If v is either archimedean, or is

nonarchimedean and is not a good place of f , then we say that f has bad reduction at v, or

alternatively, that v is a bad place of f .

Remark 1. Equivalently, by [27, Remark 8], a nonarchimedean v ∈ MK is a place of good

reduction for f if and only if for some (hence any) homogeneous lift F of f , the homogeneous

filled Julia set Kv is a polydisk of polyradius (r, . . . , r) for some r ∈ R>0. This condition in

turn implies that for any n ≥ 1, for H(n) as in Definition 2.2 and gn,v as in (2.3) for the

basis H(n) and the absolute value given by v, one has

gn,v
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
≥ 0

for any P1, . . . , Pc(n).

Proof of Corollary 3.4. Let gn,v be given by (2.3), where | · | = | · |v and Bn = H(n). By

Remark 1, the fact that |Res(F )|v = 1 implies that f has good reduction at v if and only if

the diameter R of Kv is equal to 1. We claim that this forces

(3.5) lim sup
n→∞

dH(n)(Kv ∩ π
−1
v (Xv)) ≤ 1

for each v ∈MK . Indeed, by Theorem 3.1, for each bad place v, there is a constant Cv such

that for all
~Pv =

(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
∈ (Kv ∩ π

−1
v (Xv))

c(n),

we have

(3.6) log

∣∣∣∣det
(
ηj( ~Pv)

)
ηj∈H(n)

∣∣∣∣
v

≤ Cv log(n)c(n),

and for each good place v, (3.6) holds for all n with Cv = 0. This proves (3.5). We claim

moreover that for each v ∈MK ,

(3.7) lim inf
n→∞

dH(n)(Kv ∩ π
−1
v (Xv)) ≥ 1.

Suppose P1, . . . , Pc(n) ∈ X(K) are preperiodic points of X such that

det
(
ηj(P1, . . . , Pc(n))ηj∈H(n)

)
6= 0.
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Then we have ∑

v∈MK

gn,v
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
= 0

by the product formula. Thus if v′ ∈MK is such that

lim inf
n→∞

dH(n)(Kv′ ∩ π
−1
v′ (Xv′)) < 1,

then there is a sequence of integers i1 < i2 < · · · and an ǫ > 0 independent of in such that

for all sufficiently large in,
∑

v 6=v′∈MK

gin,v(P1, . . . , Pc(in)) < −ǫ.

This in turn forces

(3.8)
∑

v 6=v′∈MK

v bad

gin,v(P1, . . . , Pc(in)) < −ǫ

as the contribution coming from the places of good reduction is non-negative. But the proof

of Theorem 3.3 in fact demonstrates that there is a C = C(f) such that for all n ≥ 2,

∑

v∈MK

max{log dH(n)(Kv ∩ π
−1
v (Xv)), 0} ≤

C logn

n
,

contradicting (3.8) for sufficiently large in. Finally, we note that no matter how large

in is, by the Zariski density of preperiodic points, we may always find preperiodic points

P1, . . . , Pc(in) ∈ X(K) such that

det
(
ηj

(
P1, . . . , Pc(in)

))
ηj∈H(in)

6= 0,

which by the argument just given, proves that

lim inf
n→∞

dH(n)(Kv ∩ π
−1
v (Xv)) ≥ 1

for each v ∈MK . Combining this with (3.5) completes the proof. �

3.2 Equidistribution of asymptotically Fekete tuples. It is natural to ask about

whether the c(n)-tuples that realize dH(n)(Kv ∩ π−1
v (Xv)) equidistribute to a distinguished

measure on Xan
v , as they do in the dimension one case. Boucksom and Eriksson [7] have

shown such a result using pluripotential theory. The differentiability assumption appearing

in [7, Theorem D] holds in the case of a smooth variety X over either C or a complete

discretely or trivially valued field of residue characteristic 0, among other fields. In a
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subsequent paper by Boucksom–Gubler–Martin [8, Theorem A], it was shown that this

differentiability assumption holds in the case of a continuous psh metric over an arbitrary

complete nonarchimedean field. In this section, we assume that K is a complete nontrivially

valued nonarchimedean field or that K = C. Here we relate [7, Theorem D] and [8, Corollary

D] to the Arakelov-Green’s functions gn, and note how the proof of [7, Theorem D] in fact

yields a stronger theorem. This results in the following application.

Theorem 3.5. Let (X, f) be a polarized dynamical system over K, where K is either C or

a complete nontrivially valued nonarchimedean field, given by ι : X → PN and f : PN → PN

satisfying a commutative diagram as in (2.1). If K = C, assume further that X is normal.

Let π : AN+1\{(0, . . . , 0)} → PN be the natural projection. Then there is a unique probability

measure µ = µ(X, f) on Xan with the following property. Fix any homogeneous lift F of f ,

with homogeneous filled Julia set K. Let {Bn}∞n=1 be any sequence of bases of H
0(X, ι∗(O(n)))

such that the limit

lim
n→∞

dBn(K ∩ π−1(X))

exists and is nonzero. Let { ~Pn}∞n=1 be any sequence of points of (K∩π−1(X))c(n) respectively

such that

(3.9) lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣det
(
ηj( ~Pn)

)
ηj∈Bn

∣∣∣∣
1/(n·c(n))

= lim
n→∞

dBn(K ∩ π−1(X)).

For each n and each 1 ≤ i ≤ c(n), let

πi,n : (K ∩ π−1(X))c(n) → K ∩ π−1(X)

denote the projection to the ith coordinate. Then on Xan, the sequence of probability measures

(3.10) νn =
1

c(n)

∑

1≤i≤c(n)

x=πi,n( ~Pn)

δx

equidistributes to µ.

Proof. It suffices to recall the notation used by Boucksom and Eriksson and to relate it to our

setting. For X a geometrically reduced projective scheme over K of dimension N , L a line

bundle on X , and φ, ψ metrics on L, Boucksom and Eriksson construct a transfinite diameter

δ∞(φ, ψ) associated to φ and ψ. The construction is as follows. Let M = dimH0(X,L). A

basis ~s = (si) of H
0(X,L) determines a generator s1 ∧ · · · ∧ sM of detH0(X,L). Let L⊠M
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denote the M-th external tensor power of L, i.e., the line bundle

(3.11) pr∗1(L)⊗ · · · ⊗ pr∗M(L)

on XM , where pri is the i-th projection map from XM to X . There is a natural map

Υ : detH0(X,L) → H0(XM , L⊠M) given by post-composing the map

detH0(X,L) → H0(X,L)⊗M

s = s1 ∧ · · · ∧ sM 7→
∑

σ∈SM

(−1)sign(σ)sσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ sσ(M)
(3.12)

with the canonical isomorphism H0(X,L)⊗M ∼−→ H0(XM , L⊠M). In other words, we have

(3.13) Υ(s1 ∧ · · · ∧ sM)(P1, . . . , PM) = det(sj(Pi))1≤i,j≤M .

We will thus suggestively write

det s := Υ(s) ∈ H0(XM , L⊠M).

Every continuous metric φ on L induces a continuous metric φ⊠M on L⊠M via the tensor

product metric on (3.11).

For a metric φ on L, let |s|φ(P ) denote the image of (s, P ) under the associated map

H0(X,L)×X(K) → R, and likewise for the induced metric φ⊠M on L⊠M . Write

||det s||φ⊠M = sup
P∈(XM )an

|det s|φ⊠M (P ).

A Fekete configuration for the metric φ is a point P ∈
(
XM

)an
such that

|(det s)|φ⊠M (P ) = ||det s||φ⊠M .

(Here we extend |det s|φ⊠M uniquely to a continuous function on (XM)an.) Similarly, any

metric ψ on L induces a supnorm || · ||ψ on H0(X,L) via

||s||ψ := sup
P∈Xan

|s|ψ(P )

for each s ∈ H0(X,L). Finally, || · ||ψ induces a norm det|| · ||ψ on detH0(X,L) by setting

det||τ ||ψ = inf
τ=v1∧···∧vM

∏

i

||vi||ψ.
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For ~s = (si) a basis of H0(X,L), det s the associated element of H0(XM , L⊠M) where

s = s1 ∧ · · · ∧ sM , and φ, ψ continuous metrics on L as above, write

δ(φ, || · ||ψ) =
||det s||φ⊠M

det||s||ψ
.

(This quotient is clearly independent of the choice of basis ~s.) Boucksom and Eriksson [7,

Theorem C] prove that the limit

(3.14) δ∞(φ, ψ) := lim
m→∞

δ (mφ, || · ||mψ)
N !/mN+1

exists in R>0, and equals the so-called relative volume vol(L, ψ, φ) of ψ and φ. Furthermore,

combining [8, Theorem A] with [7, Theorem D/Theorem 10.10] shows that if:

• for each m ≥ 1, ~Pm is a Fekete configuration for mφ (i.e., a h0(X,Lm)-tuple realizing

the supnorm ||det s||φ for some (hence any) s ∈ detH0(X,Lm)), and

• φ is a uniform limit of nef model metrics (a “psh metric”),

then the sequence { ~Pm}∞m=1 equidistributes to a canonical probability measure µ on Xan, in

the sense of (3.10) [7, Theorem D/Theorem 10.10]. (We note that when K = C, we also

require X to be normal; see [8, Theorem B(ii) and p.12].) In fact, their proof demonstrates

even more. For metrics φ and ψ on L, s ∈ detH0(X,L), and P ∈
(
XM

)an
, write

Vφ,||·||ψ(P ) :=
|det s|φ⊠M (P )

det||s||ψ
,

so that

δ(φ, || · ||ψ) = sup
P∈(XM )an

Vφ,||·||ψ(P ).

We call a sequence { ~Pm}∞m=1 asymptotically Fekete for φ if for some (hence any) metric ψ on

L,

lim
m→∞

(
Vmφ,||·||mψ(

~Pm)
)N !/mN+1

= d∞(φ, ψ).

Combining [8, Theorem A] with [7, proof of Theorem 10.10] shows that if:

• { ~Pm}∞m=1 is asymptotically Fekete for φ, and

• φ is a uniform limit of nef model metrics,

then { ~Pm}∞m=1 equidistributes to the aforementioned distinguished probability measure µ on

Xan.

To apply this theorem to our polarized dynamical system (X, f), realized as ι : X →֒ Pr

and f : Pr → Pr for some r, let K be as above with absolute value |·|, let F be a homogeneous
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lift of f with |Res(F )| = 1 and homogeneous filled Julia set K, let H(m) be associated to

X and F as in Definition 2.2, and let φ be the unique (up to scaling) f -invariant continuous

metric on L = ι∗(O(m)), given explicitly by

(3.15) |s|φ(P ) =
|s(P̃ )|

exp(ĤF (P̃ ))

for s ∈ H0(X,L) and P̃ any lift to Ar+1(K) of P ∈ X(K). By the explicit construction of

φ given in [42, Proof of Theorem 2.2], and by the fact that pullbacks of model metrics are

model metrics [7, Proposition 5.13], we have that φ is a uniform limit of (nef) model metrics,

i.e., the metric φ is psh in the language of [7, 8].

By (3.12) and (3.13), it follows that for s ∈ detH0(X,L) and det s the corresponding

section of H0(XM , L⊠M), where M = dimH0(X,Lm), we have

||det s||φ⊠M ((P1, . . . , PM)) =
|det(s(P1, . . . , PM))|
∏M

i=1 exp
(
ĤF (Pi)

)m .

Therefore, for ~Pm = (P1, . . . , PM) such that det(s(P1, . . . , PM)) 6= 0,

log ||det s||φ⊠M ((P1, . . . , PM)) = −Mm · gm(P1, . . . , PM).

It follows from the aforementioned result of Boucksom and Eriksson that there is a unique

probability measure µ on Xan with the following property: for any sequence of bases Bm of

H0(X, ι∗(O(m))) such that

lim
m→∞

dBm(K ∩ π−1(X))

exists and is nonzero, and for any asymptotically Fekete sequence as in (3.9), the sequence

of probability measures (3.10) equidistributes to µ. �

§4 A Lehmer-type lower bound on the canonical height for abelian

varieties

In this section, we prove a Lehmer-style lower bound on the canonical height of abelian

varieties over K a product formula field with perfect residue fields (Theorem 4.2). The

method presented below combines aspects of [1, proof of Theorem 1.14] and [30]. In the

proof of Theorem 4.2, an arithmetic progression (in the translation-by-P map for P ∈ A(K ′)

a non-torsion point of A) is argued to lie in a specific subset U of A(Cw) for a place w of

K ′ above the given place v0 of bad reduction. Extending the duplication map on A to an
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endomorphism f : PN → PN as in (2.1), and applying Theorem 3.5, one can show that there

is a sequence of positive integers n1 < n2 < . . . such that

dH(nl)(Kw ∩ π−1
w (U)) < dH(nl)(Kw ∩ π−1

w (A(Cw)))

for all sufficiently large l, where H(nl) is a basis as in Definition 2.2 with respect to any lift

F of f with homogeneous filled Julia set Kw.

Lemma 4.1. Let K be a field, and let A be a dimension g geometrically simple abelian

variety over K. Let L be a very ample line bundle on A, and let ι : A →֒ P(V ) be an

embedding induced by L, where V = H0(A,L). For n ∈ Z+, let c(n) = h0(A, ι∗(O(n))), and

let Bn be any basis for H0(A, ι∗(O(n))). Let P ∈ A(K) \ A(K)tors. Then the set

{P, 2P, . . . , (2ng + c(n))P}

contains a c(n)-element subset {P1, . . . , Pc(n)} such that for ~P =
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
, we have

det(ηj(~P ))ηj∈Bn 6= 0.

Proof. Let µ : A → A be translation by the non-torsion point P ∈ A(K), and let Z be an

algebraic cycle on A of degree n, where in general the degree of Z is defined as the degree of

ι(Z) in P(V ), and the degree of ι(Z) is the sum of the degrees of its irreducible components.

The automorphism µ∗ : H0(A,L) → H0(A,L) induces an automorphism ψ : P(V ) → P(V ),

satisfying ψ ◦ ι = ι ◦ µ. Hence µ extends to the map ψ on P(V ). By abuse of notation, we

will identify µ with ψ in what follows.

Claim: If Y is of the form

Y = Z ∩ µ(Z) ∩ · · · ∩ µl(Z)

for l ∈ Z+ then

deg(Y) ≤ ncodim(Y).

(Here, Y is not necessarily pure-dimensional, and codim(Y) is defined to be the maximal

codimension in A among all irreducible components of Y .)

Proof of claim: We induct on the codimension. Clearly the claim holds when codim(Y) =

1. Suppose the claim holds whenever the codimension is at most δ − 1 for δ ≥ 2. We prove

that the claim holds when the codimension is δ. Let

Y ′ = Z ∩ µ(Z) ∩ · · · ∩ µl−1(Z)
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be such that codim(Y ′) < δ and codim(Y ′∩µl(Z)) = δ. Let Wi be an irreducible component

of Y ′. If Wi ∩ µl(Z) = Wi, then clearly deg(Wi ∩ µl(Z)) = deg(Wi). If Wi ∩ µl(Z) 6= Wi,

then

deg(Wi ∩ µ
l(Z)) ≤ deg µl(Z) · deg(Wi) = deg(Z) · deg(Wi).

Writing Y = Y ′ ∩ µl(Z), it follows that

deg(Y) ≤ deg(Z) ·
∑

i∈I

deg(Wi) = deg(Z) · deg(Y ′),

where I is an indexing set for the irreducible components of Y ′. But by the induction

hypothesis, deg(Y ′) ≤ ncodim(Y ′) ≤ nδ−1, so

deg(Y) ≤ nδ−1 · deg(Z) = nδ = ncodim(Y).

This proves the claim.

Returning to the proof of Lemma 4.1, let Y as above have dimension g0 (where we are not

assuming Y is pure-dimensional). Let Yi be an irreducible component of Y of dimension g0.

Since Yi has maximal dimension among the irreducible components of Y , either

(4.1) µ(Yj) = Yi

for some irreducible component Yj of Y , or

dim(µ(Y) ∩ Yi) < g0.

Note that (4.1) cannot occur with i = j, as P is non-torsion. Indeed, let

Stab(Yi) = {P ∈ A(K) : P + Yi = Yi}.

Since Stab(Yi) is a closed subgroup of AK , and hence an irreducible cycle in Stab(Yi) of

maximal dimension must be preperiodic under f , it follows from the fact that AK is simple

that Stab(Yi) is a finite set of torsion points. In particular, as P is non-torsion, we deduce

that P /∈ Stab(Yi), and hence µ(Yi) 6= Yi. A similar argument applied to the iterates µk of

µ shows that µk(Yj) = Yi forces i 6= j.

From this we deduce that if the number of irreducible components of Y is r, then

dim(µs(Y) ∩ Yi) < g0

for some s ≤ r. A fortiori,

dim(Y ∩ µ(Y) ∩ · · · ∩ µr(Y) ∩ Yi) < g0.
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As Yi was an arbitrary component of Y of maximal dimension g0, this gives

dim(Y ∩ µ(Y) ∩ · · · ∩ µr(Y)) < g0,

which, since r ≤ deg(Y), in turn yields

dim(Y ∩ µ(Y) ∩ · · · ∩ µdeg(Y)(Y)) < g0.

By the Claim, we have

deg(Y) ≤ ncodim(Y),

so

dim(Y ∩ µ(Y) ∩ · · · ∩ µn
codim(Y)

(Y)) < g0.

We conclude that

(4.2) dim(Z ∩ µ(Z) ∩ · · · ∩ µn
′

(Z)) = −1

for n′ = n+ n2 + · · ·+ ng ≤ 2ng, where g = dim(A).

Finally, we apply (4.2) to a degree n hypersurface Z ⊂ A containing all points Q ∈ A(K)

with the property that for any choice of z3, . . . , zc(n) ∈ A(K),

det
(
ηj

(
P,Q, z3, . . . , zc(n)

))
ηj∈B(n)

= 0,

where P ∈ A(K) \ A(K)tors is the fixed non-torsion point in the statement of the lemma.

(Note that such a hypersurface Z must exist, for otherwise, Bn is not linearly independent

on A.) Equation (4.2) applied to this Z says exactly that among the list

(4.3) P, 2P, 3P, . . . , (2ng)P,

there must be at least one element kP such that kP /∈ Z. Applying this fact repeatedly

(i.e., in the second iteration, choosing a kP /∈ Z among (4.3) and considering a degree n

hypersurface Z ′ given by the locus of points Q such that for any z4, . . . , zc(n),

det
(
ηj(P, kP,Q, z4, . . . , zc(n))

)
ηj∈Bn

= 0),

we see that among the list

P, 2P, 3P, . . . , (max{2ng, c(n)})P,

there must be a sublist of c(n) elements P1, . . . , Pc(n) such that if

~P =
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
,
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then

det
(
ηj(~P )

)
ηj∈Bn

6= 0.

�

Definition. Let A/K be an abelian variety over a product formula field K. We call a

nonarchimedean place v ∈ MK a place of bad reduction of A if there is no finite extension

L/K such that A×K L has potential good reduction over L. We say that A has everywhere

potential good reduction if no nonarchimedean v ∈MK is a place of bad reduction of A.

Theorem 4.2. Let K be a product formula field having perfect residue fields at its

completions, and let A/K be an abelian variety. Fix a symmetric ample line bundle

L on A and let ĥL be the associated canonical height function. There is a constant

C = C(A,K,L) > 0 such that for any P ∈ A(K) \A(K)tors that does not lie in any torsion

translate of an abelian subvariety of A×K L having everywhere potential good reduction for

some finite extension L/K, we have

ĥL(P ) ≥
C

D2g+3(logD)2g

whenever D := [K(P ) : K] ≥ 2.

Proof. Let A and P be as in the statement of the theorem, and suppose without loss of

generality that A is geometrically simple of dimension g. Let φ be the duplication map on

A, so that φ∗(L) ≃ L4. By [14, proof of Corollary 2.2], there is an m ∈ Z+ such that Lm

is very ample and the map ι : A → P(H0(A,Lm)) given by evaluating each point in A(K)

on a fixed basis of H0(A,Lm) yields a commutative diagram (2.1), where f is a morphism

extending φ and N = dim(H0(A,Lm)) − 1. Assume that m ∈ Z+ is chosen to be minimal

with this property. For the endomorphism f : PN → PN in the induced diagram (2.1), we

have

(4.4) ĥL(P ) =
1

m
ĥf(ι(P ))

by (2.2). We will identify points of A with their images under ι.

Let F be any homogeneous lift of f such that |Res(F )|v = 1 for all v ∈ MK . (We may

have to pass to an extension to achieve this, which we allow without loss of generality.) For

each n ∈ Z+, let H(n) be defined as in Definition 2.2 with respect to (A, f) and the lift F ,

and let c(n) = h0(A, ι∗(O(n))). For each v ∈MK , let Kv be the homogeneous filled Julia set

of F , let πv : AN+1
Cv

\ {(0, . . . , 0)} → PNCv be the natural projection, and let Av = A ×K Cv.
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Then Corollary 3.4 says that for each v ∈MK ,

(4.5) lim
n→∞

dH(n)(Kv ∩ π
−1
v (Av))) = 1.

Letting

gn,v
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
=

1

c(n)

c(n)∑

i=1

ĤF,v(P̃i)−
1

n · c(n)
log

∣∣∣det
(
ηj(P̃i)ηj∈H(n)

)∣∣∣
v

for any lifts P̃1, . . . , P̃c(n) of P1, . . . , Pc(n) ∈ A(Cv) respectively, we further have that by

Theorem 3.1, there is a C ′
1 = C ′

1(A, f) > 0 such that for each v ∈ MK , for any n ≥ 2 and

any P1, . . . , Pc(n) ∈ A(Cv),

(4.6) gn,v
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
≥ −

C ′
1 log n

n
.

If v ∈ MK is a place of good reduction for f , and if P1, . . . , Pc(n) ∈ A(Cv) are such that

det
(
ηj(P̃i)ηj∈H(n)

)
6= 0, then by Remark 1,

(4.7) gn,v
(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
≥ 0.

By (4.6) and (4.7), there is a constant C1 = C1(A, f) such that for all n ≥ 2,

(4.8)
∑

v∈MK

min

{
min

P1,...,Pc(n)∈A(Cv)
gn,v

(
P1, . . . , Pc(n)

)
, 0

}
≥ −

C1 logn

n
.

For each v ∈ MK , fix an embedding of Kv into Cv. If for each n ≥ 2 we let En =

{R1, . . . , Rc(n)} be a set of c(n) torsion points of A(K) such that for some (hence any)

lifts R̃i ∈ AN+1(K) of the Ri,

det
(
ηj(R̃i)

)
ηj∈H(n)

6= 0

(which we may achieve by the Zariski density of the set of torsion points), then by (4.7),

gn,v
(
R1, . . . , Rc(n)

)
≥ 0

for all good places v of f . Moreover, by (4.8), there is a C ′
1 = C ′

1(A, f) such that

gn,v
(
R1, . . . , Rc(n)

)
≥ −

C ′
1 log n

n
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for all bad places v of f . Since the Ri are torsion, the product formula thus forces, for each

v ∈MK ,

(4.9) lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣det
(
ηj(R̃i)

)
ηj∈H(n)

∣∣∣∣
1/(n·c(n))

v

= 1

for any lifts R̃i ∈ AN+1(Cv) of the Ri such that R̃i ∈ Kv. In particular, by (4.5), for each

v ∈MK , any sequence of such sets

En = {R1, . . . , Rc(n)} ⊂ A(K)tors

equidistributes to the distinguished measure on Aan
v that is the subject of Theorem 3.5.

On the other hand, let v0 be a place of bad reduction of A (which exists by our assumption

on P ). The sets of n-torsion points of A(K) equidistribute to the so-called canonical measure

µcan on Aan
v0

[9, Theorem 3.1]. Gubler showed that µcan is equal to the Haar measure on the

skeleton of Aan
v0

[17], which is topologically a real torus. As v0 is a place of bad reduction of

A, the skeleton is positive-dimensional. We also have that any two points of A(Kv0) lying in

the identity component of the Néron model Av0 of A×K Kv0 retract to the same point ξ of

the skeleton Σv0 of Aan
v0

(cf. [25, pp. 13-14]). Let

U = {P ∈ πv0(Kv0) ∩A(Cv0) : P retracts to ξ}.

We claim that Theorem 3.5 together with (4.5) and (4.9) implies that there is a sequence

{nl}∞l=1 of integers n1 < n2 < . . . such that

(4.10) lim
l→∞

dH(nl)(Kv0 ∩ π
−1
v0
(U))

exists and satisfies

(4.11) lim
l→∞

dH(nl)(Kv0 ∩π
−1
v0 (U)) < lim

l→∞
dH(nl)(Kv0 ∩π

−1
v0 (Av0)) = lim

n→∞
dH(n)(Kv0 ∩π

−1
v0 (Av0)).

Indeed, by (4.5), (4.9), and the preceding discussion surrounding µcan, it follows from

Theorem 3.5 that any sequence {En}∞n=1 of sets En = {En,1, . . . , En,c(n)} ⊆ A(Cv0) with

|En| = c(n) that satisfies

(4.12) lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣det
(
ηj(Ẽn,i)

)
ηj∈H(n)

∣∣∣∣
1/(n·c(n))

v0

= 1

for some choice of lifts Ẽn,i ∈ Kv0 of En,i must equidistribute to the Haar measure on the

skeleton of Aan
v0
. For a subsequential limit of {dH(n)(Kv0 ∩ π

−1
v0
(U))}∞n=1 given by the indices
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{nl}∞l=1 (such a subsequential limit must exist by the compactness of the interval [0, R] ⊂ R

for R the supnorm diameter of Kv0 ∩ π
−1
v0
(A)), let

d(n) =




dH(nl)(Kv0 ∩ π

−1
v0 (U)) when n = nl for l ∈ Z+

dH(n)(Kv0) otherwise.

For integers n of the form n = nl, let

(4.13) En = {En,1, . . . , En,c(n)}

be an arbitrary order c(n) subset of U . For the set N of positive integers not of the form

nl, let {En}n∈N be a sequence of order c(n) subsets of A(Cv0) as in (4.13) such that (4.12)

holds for some choice of lifts Ẽn,i ∈ Kv0 of En,i, where the limit is taken as n ∈ N tends to

∞. Since the sequence {En}n/∈N does not equidistribute to µcan, it follows from the above

discussion that the sequence {d(n)}∞n=1 does not converge. By the construction of the d(n),

we thus obtain (4.11), as claimed.

In particular, (4.5) combined with (4.11) yields

lim
l→∞

dH(nl)(Kv0 ∩ π
−1
v0
(U)) < 1.

Therefore there are constants C2 = C2(U) > 0 andN0 = N0(U) such that if P1, . . . , Pc(nl) ∈ U

and nl ≥ N0, then

(4.14) gnl,v0
(
P1, . . . , Pc(nl)

)
≥ C2.

Suppose P1, . . . , Pc(nl) ∈ A(L) where [L : K] = D, and let nw be local factors for the places

w above v ∈ MK characterized by the property that
∏

w∈MK
|α|nww = 1 for all α ∈ L∗.

Suppose that for w | v0 and a fixed embedding of A×K Kw into Av0 , we have Pi ∈ U for all

1 ≤ i ≤ c(nl). If nl ≥ N0, then by (4.8) and (4.14), this implies that

(4.15)
∑

w∈ML

nwgnl,w
(
P1, . . . , Pc(nl)

)
≥
C2

D
−
C1 log nl

nl
.

Let P ∈ A(K) \ A(K)tors be defined over K ′, where [K ′ : K] = D and let ΦK be the

component group of the Néron model Av0 of A×K Kv0 , with ∆ := |ΦK |. Let {nw}w∈MK′ be

a collection of local factors for K ′ such that
∏

w∈MK′
|α|nww = 1 for all α ∈ (K ′)∗. Suppose

without loss that A has semistable reduction over K. Fix any w ∈MK ′ lying above v0. Let

ΦK ′ be the component group of the Néron model of A×KKw, and let ew be the ramification

degree of Kw/Kv0 . By [18, Theorem 5.3.3.9(2) and Remark 2.2.3.1], the exponents of ΦK ′
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and ΦK satisfy

exp(ΦK ′) | ew · exp(ΦK).

(This is where we have used the assumption that Kv0 has perfect residue field; Halle and

Nicaise assume in [18, Theorem 5.3.3.9] that the residue field k is algebraically closed. We

apply their theorem to the maximal unramified extension of Kv0 , taking into account [18,

Remark 2.2.3.1] as well as our assumption that Kv0 has perfect residue field.) The exponent

exp(ΦK) of ΦK in turn satisfies

exp(ΦK) | ∆

for any place w ∈ MK ′ lying above v0, where ew is the ramification index of w above v0.

It follows that for any w ∈ MK ′ lying above v0, the points kew∆P , k ∈ Z+ all retract to

the point ξ ∈ Σw = Σv0 corresponding to the identity component of the Néron model. In

particular, for any n ∈ Z+ and any w | v0,

(4.16) Wn := {ew∆P, . . . , ew∆(2ng + c(n))P} ⊆ U.

As we have assumed that A is geometrically simple, we may apply Lemma 4.1 to the polarized

dynamical system (A, f) and the point ew∆P . Lemma 4.1 implies that for any n ≥ 1, there

is a c(n)-element subset

(4.17) Vn :=
{
Q1, . . . , Qc(n)

}

of Wn such that for any lifts Q̃i of Qi,

det
(
ηj

(
Q̃1, . . . , Q̃c(n)

))
ηj∈H(n)

6= 0.

Thus by the product formula and (4.4), we have

(4.18)
∑

w∈MK′

nwgn,w
(
Q1, . . . , Qc(n)

)
=

1

c(n)

c(n)∑

j=1

ĥf(Qj) =
1

c(n)

c(n)∑

j=1

mĥL(Qj)

where ĥf is the canonical height associated to f .

For n ∈ Z+, write

tn = 2ng + c(n).

Let N0 be as in (4.14). Suppose that ĥf(tN0ew∆P ) >
C2

2D
. Then

ĥf (P ) >
C2

2t2N0
D∆2e2w

≥
C3

D3
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for some C3 > 0, so there is nothing left to prove. Therefore we may assume that

ĥf (tN0ew∆P ) ≤
C2

2D
,

i.e., that we may choose an integer nl ≥ N0 in the indexing sequence defining (4.10) such

that

(4.19) ĥf(kew∆P ) ≤
C2

2D

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ tnl and

(4.20) ĥf (tnl+1
ew∆P ) >

C2

2D
.

For such a choice of nl, and forWnl and Vnl as in (4.16) and (4.17) respectively, the inequality

(4.19) yields ĥf (Qj) ≤
C2

2D
for all 1 ≤ j ≤ c(nl). Thus (4.18) implies

∑

w∈MK′

nwgnl,w
(
Q1, . . . , Qc(nl)

)
<
C2

2D
.

Combining this with (4.15), which we may do because Q1, . . . , Qc(nl) ∈ U at w by (4.16) and

we have assumed that nl ≥ N0, we obtain

C2

D
−
C1 lognl

nl
<
C2

2D
.

We thus obtain

nl ≤ BD logD

for some constant B independent of D. As

dim H0(A, ι∗(O(n))) = O(ng)

by [7, Theorem 9.8(i)], this implies that

tnl+1
≤ B′Dg loggD

for some constant B′ independent of D. In other words, by (4.20), we have

ĥf (ewP ) >
C2

2D∆2t2nl+1

≥
C3

D2g+1 log2gD

for all D ≥ 2 and for some C3 > 0 independent of D. From this we obtain

ĥf(P ) >
C3

D2g+3 log2gD
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whenever D ≥ 2. By the minimality of m appearing in (4.4), applying (4.4) then gives

ĥL(P ) >
C

D2g+3 log2gD

for a constant C > 0 depending only on A and L. �
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