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A GENERAL CRITERION FOR THE POLYA-CARLSON
DICHOTOMY AND APPLICATION

JASON P. BELL, KEIRA GUNN, KHOA D. NGUYEN, AND J. C. SAUNDERS

ABSTRACT. We prove a general criterion for an irrational power series f(z) =
oo

Z anz™ with coefficients in a number field K to admit the unit circle as a

gatoural boundary. As an application, let F' be a finite field, let d be a positive
integer, let A € My(F[t]) be a d X d-matrix with entries in F[t], and let
Ca(2) be the Artin-Mazur zeta function associated to the multiplication-by-A
map on the compact abelian group F((1/t))?/F[t]*. We provide a complete
characterization of when (4 (z) is algebraic and prove that it admits the circle
of convergence as a natural boundary in the transcendence case. This is in
stark contrast to the case of linear endomorphisms on R¢ / 7% in which Baake,
Lau, and Paskunas prove that the zeta function is always rational. Some
connections to earlier work of Bell, Byszewski, Cornelissen, Miles, Royals, and
Ward are discussed. Our method uses a similar technique in recent work of
Bell, Nguyen, and Zannier together with certain patching arguments involving
linear recurrence sequences.

1. A GENERAL CRITERION FOR THE POLYA-CARLSON DICHOTOMY

Throughout this paper, let N denote the set of positive integers and let Ny =
N U {0}. We begin with the well-known Pélya-Carlson dichotomy [Car21]:

Theorem 1.1. A power series f(z) = Zanz" € Z[[x]] that converges inside
the unit disk is either rational or it admits the unit circle as a natural boundary.
Moreover, if f(z) is rational then each pole is located at a root of unity.

For an algebraic number «, we define its denominator, denoted den(a), to be
the smallest positive integer d such that do is an algebraic integer. Our first main
result is the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let S be a subset of N such that |[SN[1,n]| = o(n/logn) asn — co.
Let K be a number field and let f(z) = Zanz" € Klz]] such that o(f) =

Za(an)z" converges in the open unit disk for every embedding o : K — C.
Suppose that for every 8 > 1, we have

(1) lem{den(ay) : k<mn,k¢S}<p"
for every sufficiently large integer n. Then either f(z) admits the unit circle as
a natural boundary or there exists anz" € K|[#]] that is the power series of a
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rational function whose poles are located at the roots of unity such that a, = b, for
everyn € N\ S.

Remark 1.3. Theorem [[]is a special case of Theorem [[.2 when K = Q and S = ().
Any > b,z™ as in the conclusion of Theorem [[.2] satisfies that den(b,,) is bounded,
hence the LHS of () is bounded. Without any further assumption on the a,’s for

n € S, the conclusion a,, = b,, for n € N\ S is best possible given examples such as
1

1—=2

Z’ﬂ
+ Z — that is convergent in the open unit disk and extends to an analytic
n

nes
function on the whole complex plane except at z = 1.

Remark 1.4. Although we do not know whether the upper bound o(n/logn) for
|S N [1,n]| can be improved, it is at least very close to being optimal: we explain
why Theorem [[.2]is no longer valid when o(n/logn) is replaced by o(n/(logn)!=¢)
for any € > 0. Consider

22 28

2" = log(1 L2
Zaz og(l+2)==z 2—|—3

in which den(a,) = n for every n € N. In the recent paper by Bell, Nguyen,
and Zannier [BNZ|, Equation (7)], the authors construct a subset S of N such that
SN [1,n]| = O(nloglogn/logn) and for every 8 > 1, we have:

lem{i: i <n,i ¢ S} < g"

for all sufficiently large m. Therefore, in Theorem we cannot replace the
upper bound o(n/logn) by o(g(n)) where g(n) is any function that dominates
nloglogn/logn as n — co.

Remark 1.5. While Theorem [I.T] as well as a couple more results in earlier work by
other authors discussed later in this section are special cases of Theorem when
S = (), the appearance of S in the statement of Theorem is not merely for the
sake of a generalization without any further use. On the contrary, the set S brings
much extra flexibility and is truly necessary in certain applications. The readers
who are interested in applications of Theorem [[.2] are referred to Section dlin which
we provide a complete characterization of when the Artin-Mazur zeta function of a
linear endomorphism on a positive characteristic torus is algebraic and establish a
result on the natural boundary of this zeta function in the transcendence case.

In the paper [BMWT4], Bell, Miles, and Ward consider the class of endomor-
phisms on compact abelian groups for which the number of periodic points of a
given period is always finite and conjecture that the Artin-Mazur zeta function
satisfies the Polya-Carlson dichotomy: either it is rational or it admits the cir-
cle of the radius of convergence as a natural boundary. Some partial results are
given in [BMW14, Theorem 15] using [BMW14, Lemma 17]. More partial results
for endomorphisms on abelian varieties in positive characteristic are obtained by
Byszewski-Cornelissen [BCI18| Theorem 5.5] using a result by Royals-Ward [BC18|

Theorem Al]. The power series considered in [BMWI4, Lemma 17] and [BCIS|

Theorem A1l] are very special case of power series of the form f(z) = Zanz"

that converge in the open unit disk and each a,, is either an integer or has the
Cl,n Cm,n

form an, = p;"" - pm" where {p1,...,pm} is a given set of prime numbers, the
¢in’s are rational numbers of bounded denominator, and |¢; .| = O(logn). Let L
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be the lem of the denominators of all the ¢; ,’s. Then we can apply Theorem
immediately with K = Q (p}/L, . ,p}n/L), S =10, and

(2) lem{den(az) : k < n} =nCW

to conclude that either f(z) is a rational function or it admits the unit circle as a
natural boundary.

In order to illustrate the method of this paper, we continue with the above
example and explain how to establish the desired Pélya-Carlson dichotomy. For
n € N, consider the Hankel determinant

ap aj NN Qp,

a a e a
An — det 1 2 n+1

ap  QAp41 ... a2n

Let Nk /g denote the norm function on the field K = Q (pi/L, e ,p}n/L). Suppose

that f(z) can be extended analytically beyond the open unit disk, then Pdlya’s
inequality [BNZ| Section 2.4] implies that there exists r € (0,1) such that

| Ni/g(An)| < 7™

for all sufficiently large n. However N ,g(A,) is a rational number whose de-
nominator is n®™ thanks to @). This implies that A,, = 0 for all large n and
Kronecker’s criterion [BNZ, Section 2] yields the rationality of f. This gives a
much shorter proof to [BC18, Theorem Al] by Royals-Ward. We emphasize that
the power series in our application in Section dl do not have the above form for f(z)
(i.e. the form a, = pi"" - py" with |c; | = O(logn), etc.) and therefore one
cannot use the earlier results in [BMW14] or [BCI8|, Theorem A1l].

We are back to a general power series f(z) = Z anz" € K[[7]], a number field
n=0
K, and an arbitrary subset S of N. In order to “avoid” den(ay) for k € S, our

oo
first idea taken from the paper [BNZ| is to consider Z P, (k)ayz* where, roughly
k=0
speaking, P, (z) is an integer-valued polynomial that vanishes on [1,Cn]N.S where
C' is a large but fixed integer. In [BNZ, Theorem 3.9], this method is successful
even with the much weaker condition |S N [1,n]| = o(n) compared to the condition
|SN[1,n]| = o(n/logn) imposed in Theorem[[21 The reason is that the power series
f(2) in [BNZ] satisfies the powerful D-finiteness property and hence the authors of
[BNZ] can afford to work with a weaker property on S. On the other hand, in the
current paper the power series f(z) need not satisfy any extra global property and a
new idea is needed for the proof of Theorem Our way to proceed is to compare

the different power series Z P,(k)ay 2" for different polynomials P, (z) that vanish
k

on [1,Cn] NS and compare those series with the different Z Pi1(k)agz® as well.

k
We can use a slight variant of the above method to prove a result establishing

the rationality of f(z). In view of Remark [[3] a further condition on the a,’s for
n € S is needed for this purpose:
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Theorem 1.6. Let S, K, and f(z) be as in Theorem[D We assume the further
condition:

(3) den(a,) = e®™  forn €S and n — .

Then either f(z) admits the unit circle as a natural boundary or it is a rational
function whose poles are located at the roots of unity.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In the next sections we present
some preliminary results concerning Hankel determinants, Pélya’s inequality, and
polynomial-exponential sequences of finitely many terms. A large part about the
first two topics is taken from [BNZ] while the third topic is needed for certain
patching arguments involving polynomial-exponential sequences. Then we present
the proof of Theorem following the aforementioned method. The proof of The-
orem uses essentially the same method with some changes; we will describe
these changes carefully while skipping the similar details. Finally in Section [ we
introduce the Artin-Mazur zeta function associated to a matrix multiplication map
on positive characteristic tori, provide a complete characterization of when this
zeta function is algebraic, and apply Theorem to prove a result on the natural
boundary in the transcendence case.

Acknowledgements. Jason Bell was supported by NSERC grant RGPIN-2016-
03632. Keira Gunn was supported by a Vanier Canada Graduate Scholarship. Khoa
Nguyen and J. C. Saunders were supported by NSERC grant RGPIN-2018-03770
and CRC tier-2 research stipend 950-231716. The authors wish to thank Professor
Tom Ward for helpful discussions.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Parts of this section are taken from [BNZ| Section 2]. The paper [BNZ| refines
several results in [BNZ20] and introduces the idea of using Pdlya’s inequality for

the series ZPn(k)akzk for certain polynomials P,(z). This idea also plays an
important role in the proof of Theorem and Theorem

2.1. Hankel determinants. Throughout this subsection, let k£ be a field and let
ord denote the order function on k((z)): it is the discrete valuation with uniformizer
z. For g(z) € k((z)) we use the notation g = O(z™) to mean that ord g > m.

For a power series f(z) = Z anz" € k[[z]] and integers £, m > 0 we define the
n=0

Hankel matrix Hy ,(f) and Hankel determinant Apm(f) by:

Qy ag+1 e Ap+m
apy1 ap42 .. Qy 1
Hem(f)=| "7 " T Ag(f) = det Hym (f)
Ar+m  A4m4+1 ---  AQp42m

We begin with the following:

Lemma 2.1. Let ¢ and m be nonnegative integers. Then Ay, (f) =0 if and only
if there exist polynomials P(z),Q(z) € klz] with degP < £+ m — 1, Q(z) # 0,
degQ < m and P(z) — Q(2)f(z) = O(z*F2m+1).

Proof. This is [BNZ, Lemma 2.1] O
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From now on, we let A,,(f) denote the Hankel determinant Ag ,,,(f). We have
the following:

Corollary 2.2. Let m and d be nonnegative integers. If Ap1i(f) =0 for0<i<d
then there exist P(z),Q(z) € k[z] with degP < m — 1, Q(0) # 0, deg@ < m,
ged(P,Q) = 1, and [(2) — P(2)/Q(z) = O(z"++1),

Proof. This is [BNZ| Corollary 2.2]. O

2.2. Polya’s inequality. In this subsection, we let G C C be a simply connected
domain containing 0 with conformal radius p > 1 from the origin. This means we
have a (unique) conformal map ¢ from G onto the disk D(0, p) with ¢(0) = 0 and
¢©'(0) = 1. Let r € (1,p) and let T' = »=1(dD(0,7)). A more general version of
Pélya’s inequality treats functions with isolated singularities, the following version
for analytic functions is sufficient for our purpose:

Theorem 2.3 (Pdlya’s inequality). Let f(z) be an analytic function on G with
the Taylor series f(z) = > .- qanz™ at 0. Then there exists a constant C > 0
depending only on the data (G, r) such that

[An () < (04 DUCISIe) 0D for every n € No,
where || f||r := max{|f(z)|: z €T}.

Proof. The more general version in which f can have isolated singularities is proved
in [Bieb5l pp. 121-124]. O

We need the following estimate when applying Poélya’s inequality for certain
auxiliary functions g constructed from f:

Corollary 2.4. Let f(z) be an analytic function on G with the Taylor series f(z) =
ZZO:O anz™ at 0. There exist constants C1 > 0 depending on (G,r, f) and Co > 1
depending on (G, 1) such that for every d > 0 and co,...,cq € C, we have

n+1
d
|AL(g)] < (n+1)ICTH Z lc; Ulc; F—n(n+1)
§=0
for every n € Ny, where g(z) := E?:o ;2 fD(z).
Proof. This is [BNZ], Corollary 2.7]. O

For a polynomial P(z) € C[z] of degree d > 0, we express

=)

i=0

for unique «y, . ..,aq € C so that
9] d a
Z P(n)apz" = Z Z,—!Zzlf(z)(z)
n=0 =0

where f(z) = Z anz". In order to apply Corollary 2.4] we will use the following
n=0

crude estimates for the |;|’s:
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Lemma 2.5. Let P(z) € Clz] with d := deg(P) > 0. Let M = max{|P(i)|: i =
d

0,1,...,d}. Express P(z) = Zai <Z>, then we have |a;| < M2%! for 0 <i < d.
i
i=0
Proof. We may assume M = 1 and proceed by induction on i. The cases i = 0,1
are immediate since ag = P(0) and oy = P(1)— P(0). Suppose the inequality holds
for 0 <i <k with 1 <k <d— 1. From the induction hypothesis, we have:

k
k+1

1=0
k41
|ak+1|§1+;2m( ] )
1 - 1
=21+ 1) <2k+l(k+ IAPPEERES _i>!>

1
< 2k (k1) <§ +el/?2 - 1) < 2k +1)!

2.3. Polynomial-exponential sequences.

Definition 2.6. Let M < N be integers and let (un)fy:M be a sequence of N—M+1
algebraic numbers.

(a) Let r € No. The sequence (un)N_,, is called a polynomial-exponential
sequence of rank r if there exist s € No, distinct non-zero algebraic numbers
ai,...,as, and non-zero polynomials Py(z),. .., Ps(z) € Q[z] such that

(4) un, = Pi(n)al + -+ Ps(n)al for M <n<N
and s + Zdeg(Pi) =r.
i=1
(b) Letr € Ng. The sequence (un)N_,, is called a proper polynomial-exponential
sequence of rank r if it is a polynomial-exponential sequence of rank r and
N-M+1
5 .

Remark 2.7. In Definition [2.6(a), the case » = 0 means that s = 0 and the data
(a1y...,a4,P1,..., Ps)is empty. Then @) means u,, = 0 for M <n < N. In other
words, a sequence is a (proper) polynomial-exponential sequence of rank 0 if and
only if every member of the sequence is 0.

r <

Ezxample 2.8. Consider the sequence u; = us = ug = uq = 2022. Let d > 3 and
let P(z) € Q[z] be a polynomial of degree d such that P(1) = P(2) = P(3) =
P(4) = 2022. From u, = P(n)-1™ for 1 < n < 4 we have that the given sequence
is a polynomial-exponential sequence of rank d 4+ 1. We can also take the constant
polynomial P(z) = 2022 and have that the given sequence is a proper polynomial-
exponential sequence of rank 1.

Lemma 2.9. Let M < N be integers and let (un)fy:M be a sequence of algebraic
numbers. Suppose (un)N_,; is a polynomial-exponential sequence of rank r and let
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s € Ny, distinct non-zero algebraic numbers az, ..., as, and non-zero polynomials
Py, ..., P € Q[z] such that

un, = Pi(n)al + -+ Ps(n)al for M <n<N

S

S
and s+ Z deg(P;) = r. Suppose (un)N_,, is a polynomial-exponential sequence of

i=1
rank 7 and let $ € Ny, distinct non-zero algebraic numbers &z, ..., &s, and non-zero
polynomials Py, ..., Ps € Q[z] such that

Uy = ]51(71)6/11—|—~-—|—I:’5(n)&2 for M <n<N

S
andé—l—Zdeg(ﬁ’i) =7 Ifr+7 < N—-—M+1thenr =7, s =3, and up to
i=1
rearrangement the pairs (a;, P;)’s for 1 < i < s coincide with the pairs (&;, P;)’s
for1 <i<s.

Proof. Put w,, = Z Pi(n)al — Z P;(n)a? for n € Z. Tt is well-known (see [Sch03),
i=1 i=1

p. 174]) that (wy,)nez is a linear recurrence sequence of recurrence length at most
r+7 with constant coefficients: there exist algebraic numbers ¢;’s for 0 < i < r4+7—1
such that
r+7r—1
(5) wy, = Z ciwpy; for every integer n.
i=0

Since w, =0 for M <n < N and r+7 < N— M+ 1, we can run the recurrence ([l
forward and backward to conclude that w, = 0 for every integer n. Then [Sch03|
Lemma 2.2] gives that s =  and the (a;, P;)’s coincide with the (a;, P;)’s. It follows
that r = 7. [l

Corollary 2.10. Let M < N be integers and let (u,)_,, be both a proper polynomial-
exponential sequence of rank r and a proper polynomial-exponential sequence of rank
7. Thenr = 7. The number s and the pairs (ca;, P;)’s for 1 <i < s in Definition[2.0
are unique up to rearrangement.

Proof. We have r +7 < N — M + 1 since r,7 < (N — M + 1)/2. Then the corollary
follows immediately from Lemma 2.0 O

Remark 2.11. One can use the equivalence notion of linear recurrence sequences
with constant coefficients. Instead of the rank r (which is well-defined in the proper
case thanks to Corollary 2I0]), one can use the length of a minimal recurrence
relation. This is just a matter of taste and we find it more convenient to work with
r through the explicit expression ().

Definition 2.12. Let M < N be integers and let (u,)N_,, be a proper polynomial-
exponential sequence of rank r. The integer s in Definition[2.6 is called the number
of characteristic roots of (un)N_,,; this is well-defined thanks to Corollary 210

Remark 2.13. Let M < N be integers and let (u,)"_,, be a proper polynomial-
exponential sequence of rank r and number of characteristic roots s. Express u,, for
M <n < N asin ). Then for every non-zero polynomial Q(z) € Q[z] of degree
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d, the sequence (Q(n)u,)"_,, is a polynomial-exponential sequence of rank r + ds
since

Qn)uy, =Q(n)Pi(n)al + -+ Q(n)Ps(n)al for M <n < N.

N-M+1
Moreover, if r + ds < % then (Q(n)u,)N_,, is a proper polynomial-

exponential sequence of rank r + ds.
We conclude this subsection with the following:

Lemma 2.14. Let M < N be positive integers. Let P(2),Q(z) € Q[z] with

Q(0) #0, ged(P, Q) =1, deg(P) < M — 1, and deg(Q) < M. Let Y _unz" be the
n=0

power series of P(2)/Q(z) centered at 0. We have that the sequence (u,)_,, is a

polynomial-exponential sequence of rank r = deg(Q).

Proof. The case when deg(Q) = 0 is obvious since u, = 0 for n > M. Consider
the case deg(Q) > 0 and assume without loss of generality that Q(0) = 1. Write
Q(z)=(1—a12) - (1 — asz)°, express

P(z) R(z)

ot~ a0
with A, R € C[z], deg(A4) < M — 1, and deg(R) < deg(Q), and use partial fraction
decomposition for R(z)/Q(z) in order to have:

up = Pi(n)al + -+ Ps(n)al forn>M

with polynomials P;(z) € Q[z]’s such that deg(P;) = ¢; — 1 for 1 < i < s. The
resulting rank is:

s+ Z deg(P;) = Z ¢; = deg(Q).
i=1 i=1

3. PROOF OF THEOREM AND THEOREM
We need the following:

Lemma 3.1. Let S be a subset of N such that SN [1,n] = o(n/logn) asn — oo.
Let g(z) € Q(z) that is not a polynomial and n is not a pole of g(z) for every
n € N\ S. Then there exists 8 > 1 such that

lem{den(g(k)): ke N\ S, k<n}>pg"
for all sufficiently large n.

Proof. By replacing g(z) by g(z + M) and replacing S by {s e N: s+ M € S}
for a large integer M, we may assume that n is not a pole of g(z) for every n € N.
Let K be a number field with ring of integers O such that g(z) = A(z)/B(z) with
A(z), B(z) € Ok]|z] having no common factor in K [z]; by the earlier assumption we
have B(n) # 0 for every n € N. There exist A1(z), B1(z) € Ok[z] and D € O\ {0}
such that
A1(2)A(2) + B1(2)B(z2) = D.

Therefore, if p is a prime number greater than N := |Ng/o(D)| and k € N such
that B(k) is divisible by a prime lying above p then p | den(g(k)).
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Let B(z) € Z[z] be the norm of B(z) over K. For n € N, put
P, = {prime p in [N +1,n] : p| B(k) for some integer k € [1,n]} and
P, ={pe€P,: ptB(k) for every integer k € [1,n] \ S}.

It follows that H p = H pl|/ H p | divides lem{den(g(k)) : % €
PEPR\P], PEPn pEP,
N\ S,k <n}.

The set P, is exactly the set of primes in [N + 1,n] such that B(z) has an
integer root modulo p. It follows from the Chebotarev density theorem (for natural
density) that there exists C' € (0, 1] such that |P,| > Cn/logn when n is large.
Pick any £; € (1,e%) then we have

Il »>sr

PEPn

for all sufficiently large n thanks to the prime number theorem. From the definition
of P, and P, every p € P, must divide B(k) for some k € [1,n] N S. Since
[[1,n] N S| = o(n/logn), we have:

0< H |B(I€)| _ no(n/logn) _ eo(n)
ke[l,n]NS
and therefore
H p=e’™
pEP],
for all sufficiently large n.
Combining all the above, we may take any 8 € (1, 1) and have that

lem{den(g(k)) : k€ N\ S,k <n}>pg"

for all sufficiently large n. This finishes the proof. O

3.1. Proof of Theorem Throughout this subsection, let S, K, and f be as
in the statement of Theorem [[.21 We assume that f can be extended to an analytic
function on a simply connected domain G that strictly contains the open unit disk.
Let p > 1 be the conformal radius from the origin of G and fix r € (1,p). Let C;
and Cs be the constants in the conclusion of Corollary 2.4l Fix C35 > 1 such that:

(6) o <
Fix C4 > 0 such that
(7) |o(an)| < C4C¥

for every embedding o of K into C; this is possible since o(f) converges in the open
unit disk. Fix a positive number € such that
(8) e < (log C3)/4.

For n € N, let d, = |S N [1,20n]| and let A,(z) be the monic polynomial of
degree d,, with only simple roots that are exactly the elements of SN [1,20n]. We
assume that n is sufficiently large so that

9) d, <e

logn’
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For k € Ny with k < en/logn, put

(10) Poi(2) = 2" A, (2).

Then we have:

(11) max{|P, 1(2)] : z € [0,20n]} < (20n)*+dn < (20n)2/ 18" < B
when n is sufficiently large thanks to (8). By Stirling’s formula, we have:
(12) log((dy, + k)!) < log(|2en/logn]!) < 3en

for sufficiently large n and for k € Ny with & < en/logn. By Lemma 2.5 we can
express

1 Pust)= 3 ons°)

i=0
with
(14) ot | < CH24TH(d,, + k) < Cp2en/loeneden < Cgn
thanks to (§) and (I2).

Now we consider the power series

dn+k

= An ki po(i
ZPn)k(f)agzé = Z ki p( )(2),
=0

7!
i=0

its Hankel matrix

Hn,k,m L= HO,m (Z Pn)k(f)agzé>

P, 1(0)ag P, x(1)ay e P, p(m)am,
P x(1)ay P k(2)as coo Pog(m 4 Damsq
P x(m)am Pox(m+Damer ... P, k(2m)azm

and Hankel determinant A,  n, = det(Hy k) for integers m € [n, 10n].
By Corollary 24 ([I3]), and ([I4]), we have:

m—+1
1A som| < (m+ 1)lOTH ((dn Ty 1)0§ncgn+’“) pom(met1)

< (Cgr—l)m(m-i-l)

(15)

when n is sufficiently large, & < en/logn, and m € [n,10n]; the last inequality
in () follows from the fact that C3" (1) Jominates the remaining factor (m +

m—+1
nemtt ((dn +k+ 1)Czd"+k) . For every embedding ¢ of K into C, we use ()
and (II)) to obtain:
(16) 0(Anem)| < (n+ DICRTD gt omimtl) o oam(m+1)
Combining (&) and (I8]), we have:

. m(m+1)
K: _
(17) | Ni/a(Bnam)| < (C5H1)
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Now we let
Ly o = lem{den(Py n(£)ag) : £ <2m,l & S}
as) <lem{den(ay) : £<2m, ¢ S}

< (Tl/[K:@]CB—B)"‘

since r/IKUCy3 > 1 (see (@) and the property (d). Since Py, (¢)a; = 0 for
¢ < 2m and £ € S, we have that Lf];%]l(mﬂn Nk,o(Ap km)| is a natural number

that is less than 1 thanks to (IT7)) and (I8]). We have proved the following:

Proposition 3.2. For every sufficiently large n, for 0 < k < en/logn, and for
m € [n,10n], we have Ay jm = 0.

By Corollary[2.2] there exist By, x(z) and C), x(z) in K[z] with deg(By, 1) < n—1,
Ch.x(0) # 0, deg(Ch k) < n, and ged(By, k, Cp k) = 1 such that

(19) Pn,k(g)(lgzl _ Bn,k(z) _ O(ZIOnJrl)'
£=0 Cni(2)

By Lemma 24 the sequence (P, x(€)as);2" is a proper polynomial-exponential
sequence of rank

(20) Tn,k = deg(On,k) S n.

Let s, i denote the number of characteristic roots of the sequence (Pnﬁk(é)ag)%gz.

Recall our definition P, x(2) = 2*A,(2) from ([{0). Our next step is to compare
the sequences (P, 0(0)ae);2" = (An(€)ar)(2" as n varies. For this step, first we
need to compare the (P, (¢)as)}2" when n is fixed and k varies. While stronger
results can be obtained in a similar manner, the following inequality is enough for

our purpose:

Proposition 3.3. When n is sufficiently large, we have

(21) Tn,0 + |€n/logn|sn o < n.

Proof. Put n’ = |en/logn]|. We prove by induction on integers k € [0,n/] that
Tn,0 + ksp,0 < n.

The case k = 0 is simply 20)). Suppose the desired inequality holds for &k < n’ — 1.
Then Remark Z T3] gives that (P, x41(£)ae);" = (A1 A, (0)ae)2 is a polynomial-
exponential sequence of rank

o+ (k+1)spo<n+sp0<n+r,o<2n

where the first inequality follows from the induction hypothesis. On the other hand,

(Prk+1(€)ag)i2m is a (proper) polynomial-exponential sequence of rank ry, g1 < n.

Since there are 9n + 1 > 3n many terms in our sequence, Lemma [Z.9] implies:
Tn,0 + (k + 1)Sn,O = Tn,k+1 <n.

We finish the proof by the principle of induction. (Il

Notation 3.4. We write r(n) := rn0 and s(n) := s, 0 to avoid towers of subscripts
in the following notation. For a sufficiently large integer n, let Bn 1, ..., B s(n) e
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distinct non-zero algebraic numbers and let Qu 1, . - -, Qn s(n) be non-zero polynomi-
als in Q[z] such that

(22)  An(D)ar = Qui(O)Bh 1+ + Qus) (DB o(ny Jorn < €< 10n.

The pairs (Bn,i, Qn,i)’s for 1 <i < s(n) are unique up to rearrangement thanks to
Corollary 210
AnJrl(Z) Dn(z) .
— th ged(D,), E,) = 1.
4, Bafz) D0 B
From our definition of the A,(z)’s, we have E,(z) = 1 and D,(z) is the monic

polynomial with only simple roots and these roots are exactly the elements of S N
[20n + 1, 20n + 20].

Notation 3.5. Write in simplest form

Proposition 3.6. Let n be a sufficiently large integer, we have s(n) = s(n + 1)
and the pairs (Bnt1.4, Qny1,i(2))’s for 1 < i < s(n + 1) coincide with the pairs
(Bris Dn(2)@n.i(2))’s for 1 < i < s(n) up to rearrangement.

Proof. From A, 11 = D, A, and [22]), we have:
Ani1(O)ae = Dn(O)Qni(0)By 1 + -+ + Du(0)Qn s(n)(0)Bh sny  forn << 10n

10n

making the sequence (A4 1(€)ae); 2

1 a polynomial-exponential sequence of rank
r(n) + deg(Dy)s(n) < r(n) +20s(n) <n

thanks to Proposition This same sequence is also a polynomial-exponential
sequence of rank r(n + 1) < n + 1 by using the instance of ([22)) for n + 1. We get
the desired result thanks to Lemma 2.9 O

Notation 3.7. We let s denote the common value of s(n) for all sufficiently large
n. We also rearrange the (Bni,Qni)’s for 1 < i < s so that we may assume

(Brsiy DnQn.i) = (Bnt1,is Qnir,i) for 1 <i <s for all sufficiently large n.

Remark 3.8. Suppose there is a sufficiently large ng such that s(ng) = 0, then s(n) =
0 for all sufficiently large n thanks to Proposition 3.6l This means A,,(¢)a, = 0 for
n < ¢ < 10n for all sufficiently large n. Since the roots of A,, are in .S, we conclude
that ap = 0 for all sufficiently large ¢ ¢ S. Theorem follows. In the following,
we assume that s > 0.

Corollary 3.9. There exist distinct non-zero algebraic numbers By, ..., Bs and non-
zero rational functions Ri(2),..., Rs(z) € Q(2) such that every n € N\ S is not a
pole of R;(z) for 1 <i<s and

(23) ag = Ri(0)Bf + -+ + Rs(0) B2
for every sufficiently large £ that is not in S.

Proof. For 1 < ¢ < s, let 3; be the common value of the 3, ; for all large n. From

QQ;rll =D, = A;rl for 1 < i < s and for all large n, we have ?47::1 = 6;24” .
We now let R;(z) be the common value of this latter quotient for all large n. O

Proposition 3.10. The 51,...,8s are roots of unity.
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Proof. Suppose that at least one of the ;’s is not a root of unity. Note that it
is possible to have that f3;/3; is a root of unity for some 1 < i # j < 's. After
restricting to an arithmetic progression

A={ng+nb: neN}

if necessary, we have non-zero algebraic numbers 71, ...,y and non-zero rational
functions Ui (2),...,Us(z) € Q(z) with the following properties:

® any 09 = Ur(O)yi+- - U (€)f for all sufficiently large £ such that ng+£6 ¢

S.
® v;/7; is not a root of unity for 1 < ¢ # j <t.
e At least one of the v;’s is not a root of unity.
Enlarge K so that all the «;’s are in K and all the U;(z)’s are in K(z). Since

one of the ~;’s is not a root of unity, there must be a place v of K such that

M = max{|yi|v, ..., [V} > 1.
Pick any M; € (1, M). By [KMNI9, Section 2], we have
|@ng+e0]o = ’Ul(é)% + Ut(f)%é’v > M

for all sufficiently large ¢ such that no + £6 ¢ S.

If v is an archimedean place, the condition that o(f) converges in the open unit
disk for every embedding ¢ of K into C is violated. If v is a non-archimedean
place, the condition lem{den(ay) : k < n,k ¢ S} = e°™) is violated. We arrive at
a contradiction either way and this finishes the proof. O

Completion of the proof of Theorem[L2 Since the fi,...,[s are roots of unity,
there exist # € N and rational functions V5(z), ..., Vy_1(2)Q(z) that have no poles
in N'\ S such that

airog = Vi(i + £0)
for 0 < ¢ < 0 —1 and for all sufficiently large ¢ such that i + 0 ¢ S. Since the a,’s

are in K, we have that the V;’s are in K(z). By Lemma[Bdland the given condition
6—1

(@), we have that V; is a polynomial for 0 < i < §—1. Then Z Z Vi(i+£0)2+ is
i=0 £=0

a rational function whose poles are located at the roots of unity and the coefficient

of z™ is equal to a,, for all sufficiently large n € N\ S. By changing the coefficients

of 2™ for the first finitely many n, we obtain the desired Z bpz" € K[[z]] as in the
conclusion of Theorem O

3.2. Proof of Theorem The proof of Theorem follows the same steps in
the above proof of Theorem Therefore we explain the changes and skip the
similar details. As before, we assume that f(z) can be extended analytically to a
simply connected domain that strictly contains the unit disk.

For n € N, if SN[n, 20n] is non-empty we define S,, to be the singleton consisting
of the smallest element in S N [n,20n], otherwise we define S,, = @. Let A, be the
monic polynomial with only simple roots and these roots are exactly the elements
of (SN [1,20n])\ Sn. The degree d, := deg(A,) is either d,, or d,, — 1 depending
on whether S,, is empty or a singleton. We have

(24) A,(n) #0 for every n € N
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for the simple reason: if n ¢ S then obviously n ¢ (S N[1,20n])\ S, and if n € S
then S, = {n} and hence n ¢ (SN 1, 20n]) \ Sn.

For 0 < k < |en/logn], let P,; = z¥A,(z). Then we consider the Hankel
matrix

Py 1 (0)ag Poi(Dax o Pug(m)an,
ij o = Pn,k(l)al Pnﬁk(2)a:2 ... Pnﬁk(m + 1)am+1
Pn,k(m)am Pnk(m +Damyr .- Pn,k(2m)a2m

and Hankel determinant An,k,m = det(ﬁnykym) for integers m € [n, 10n]. Similarly,
let
L . = lem{den(Py ,,(0)ag) : €< 2m,l ¢ S}.

If S;, = 0, by the same reasoning as before we have that ilgﬁg]k(mﬂn NK/Q(An,k,m”
is a natural number that is less than 1 and hence A,, j ,, = 0 when n is sufficiently
large. If S,, = {N} is a singleton and this means N is the smallest number in
S N [n,20n] then we have that

(Ln,m,k den(aN))[K:Q](m+1) | NK/Q(An,k,m”

is a natural number that is less than 1 and hence A, ., = 0 by using the additional
assumption den(ay) = e®¥) = ¢°(™) in (@) and similar estimates as before.

In either case, we have A, ., = 0 when n is sufficiently large, 0 < k <
len/logn], and m € [n,10n]. Hence

(Pro(0)ar)i2;, = (An(O)ae)iZ,

is a proper polynomial-exponential sequence of rank 7#(n) < n and number of char-
acteristic roots §(n). We have

7(n) + |en/logn|§, <n
by similar arguments used in the proof of Proposition 3.3l Express

(25)  An(Dar = Qua(0)Bh 1 + -+ + Quysn)(O)Bh sy forn < €< 10n

as in ([22)).

Write in simplest form Arf“(z) = l?n(z)
that E,(z) = 1 and D, (z) has degree at most 20. In the current case, we have
deg(E,) < 1 and deg(D,) < 21. This is to take into the possibility that both
n,n+1 € S and then n (respectively n + 1) is a root of A, (respectively A,,) and
is not a root of A, (respectively A,,1)); in this case we have E,(z) = z — n while
D,(2) has only simple roots that are n and elements of S N [20n + 1, 20n + 20].

By similar arguments to Proposition B.0] we have §(n) = 5(n + 1) and the
pairs (ﬁn+1z, En(2)Qni1.i(2))s for 1 < i < 3(n 4 1) coincide with the pairs
(Br.is Dn(2)Qn.i(2))’s for 1 < i < 3(n) up to rearrangement. Then we let § de-
note the common value of the 5(n ) for large n and make the arrangement so that
(B, En(2)@n11,6(2)) = (Bnyi» Dn(2)@n,i(2)) for 1 < i < 5 for all large n. Let f;
be the common value of the ﬁn ; for 1 <i¢<3. From EnQnH i = DnQn i, we have

Qniti Dn _ Anpa

. Previously in Notation 3.3 we have

Qn,i En An
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and therefore

Qni1i  Qunyi

An+1 B An
for 1 < < s and large n. For 1 <4 <5, let Rl(z) € Q(z) be the common rational
function @y /A, for large n. From ([24)) and (25), we have:

an = Ri(n)B 4 ---+ Rs(n)BY for every sufficiently large n.

We prove that the 8;’s are roots of unity as in Proposition[3I0l Then we partition
Ny into congruence classes modulo a 6§ € N so that a,, is given by the value at n of
rational function on each congruence class. Then we apply Lemma [3.1] to conclude
that those rational functions must be polynomials and finish the proof.

4. AN APPLICATION TO THE ARTIN-MAZUR ZETA FUNCTIONS FOR LINEAR
ENDOMORPHISMS ON POSITIVE CHARACTERISTIC TORI

Throughout this section, let F' be the finite field of order ¢ and characteristic p.
Let Zr = F[t] be the polynomial ring over F, Qp = F(t), and

Rrp =F((1/t)) = Zaiti: meZ, a; € Ffori<m

i<m
The field Rp is equipped with the discrete valuation
v:Rp = ZU{co}

given by v(0) = oo and v(x) = —m where z = Z a;it’ with a,, # 0; in fact Rp
i<m
is the completion of Qp with respect to this valuation. Let |- |p denote the non-
archimedean absolute value |2|p = ¢~*(®) for x € Rp. We fix an algebraic closure
of Rr and the absolute value |-|r can be extended uniquely to the algebraic closure
[Neu99, pp. 131-132].
Let Tp = Rp/Zp and let 7 : Rp — Tp be the quotient map. Every element
a € T has the unique preimage & € Ry of the form

a= Z aiti.

i<—1

This yields a homeomorphism Ty =2 H F of compact abelian groups. The analytic
i<—1

number theory, more specifically the_theory of characters and L-functions, on Tp
has been studied since at least 1965 in work of Hayes [Hay65]. For a recent work
in the ergodic theory side, we refer the readers to the paper by Bergelson-Leibman
[BL16] and its reference in which the authors establish a Weyl-type equidistribution
theorem.

Let f: X — X be a map from a topological space X to itself. For each k > 1,
let Ni(f) denote the number of isolated fixed points of f¥. Assume that N (f) is
finite for every k, then one can define the Artin-Mazur zeta function [AMG65]:

Cr(z) =exp (Z Nkkgf) zk> .

k=1
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When X is a compact differentiable manifold and f is a smooth map such that
Ni(f) grows at most exponentially in k, the question of whether (;(2) is algebraic
is stated in [AMG5]. The rationality of (;(z) when f is an Axiom A diffeomorphism
is established by Manning [Man71] after earlier work by Guckenheimer [Guc70]. On
the other hand, when X is an algebraic variety defined over a finite field and f is the
Frobenius morphism, the function (f(z) is precisely the classical zeta function of the
variety X and its rationality is conjectured by Weil [Weid9] and first established by
Dwork [Dwo60]. For the dynamics of a univariate rational function, rationality of
Cr(x) is established by Hinkkanen in characteristic zero [Hin94] while Bridy [Bril2
Bril6] obtains both rationality and ¢ranscendence results over positive characteristic
when f belongs to certain special families of rational functions. More recently,
Byszewski and Cornelissen [BCI8, Theorem 4.3] settles the algebraicity problem
for the Artin-Mazur zeta function associated to endomorphisms on abelian varieties
over positive characteristic; the stronger problem concerning the natural boundary
of this zeta function in the transcendence case is settled [BC18| Theorem 5.5] under
the assumption of the unique dominant root of a related linear recurrence sequence.

Let d be a positive integer and let A € My(ZF) be a d x d-matrix with entries
in Zrp. We use the same notation A to denote the multiplication-by-A map from
T¢ to itself. We will show that Nj(A) < oo for every n and hence one can define
the Artin-Mazur zeta function (4(z). In this section, we resolve the algebraicity
problem for (4(z): we provide a complete characterization and an explicit formula
when (4(z) is algebraic. Moreover, we apply Theorem to establish a natural
boundary result in the transcendence case as predicted in the general conjecture
of Bell-Miles-Ward [BMW14]. We need a couple of definitions before stating our
result.

Let E be a finite extension of Rg. Let

Op:={a€E: |or <1},
Op={a€E: |alp =1}, and
pp:={a€eK: |ar <1}

respectively denote the valuation ring, unit group, and maximal ideal. In particular:

O = Og, = F[[1/1] and p = ps, — %F[[l/t]] IS ati:aeFvi

i<—1

Note that p is the compact open subset of Rg that is both the open ball of radius
1 and closed ball of radius 1/q centered at 0. The field Og/pg is a finite extension
of O/p = F and the degree of this extension is called the inertia degree of E/Rp
[Neu99, p. 150]. Let § be this inertia degree, then Og/pg is isomorphic to the finite
field GF(¢°). By applying Hensel’s lemma [Neu99, pp. 129-131] for the polynomial
X9 =11, we have that E contains all the roots of X7 ~! — 1. These roots together
with 0 form a unique copy of GF(¢?) in E called the Teichmiiller representatives.
This allows us to regard GF(q°) as a subfield of E; in fact GF(¢°) is exactly the set
of all the roots of unity in F together with 0. For every a € Of, we can express
uniquely:

(26) = aq) +aq)
where Q) € GF(q‘;) and Q1) € PE-
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Definition 4.1. Let « be algebraic over Ry such that |o|p < 1. Let E be a finite
extension of Rp containing a. We call ooy and o1y in (26) respectively the constant
term and p-term of «; they are independent of the choice of E. When |a|p = 1, the
order of a modulo p means the order of a(y) in the multiplicative group GF(¢°)*
where 0 is the inertia degree of E/Rp; this is independent of the choice of E as
well. In fact, this order is the smallest positive integer n such that |a™ — 1|p < 1.

We have the following:
Theorem 4.2. Let A € My(Zp) and put r(A) = Hmax{l, [Al} where A ranges

over all the d eigenvalues of A. Among the d eigem?alues of A, let pa,...,un be
all the eigenvalues that are roots of unity and let n1,...,nn be all the eigenvalues
that have absolute value 1 and are not roots of unity. For 1 < i < M, let m; denote
the order of u; modulo p. For 1 <1i < N, let n; denote the order of n; modulo p.
We have:

(a) Suppose that for every j € {1,...,N}, there exists i € {1,..., M} such
that m; | nj. Then Ca(z) is algebraic and

Calz)=(1=r(A)2)"" ] 11 Raii,...in(2)

1<0<SM 1<iy <ig<...<ig <M

gy )\ ("D temmima,)

where RAJ'l _____ ie (z) = (1 _ (T(A)Z)lcm(mil ,,,,,
(b) Otherwise suppose there exists j € {1,...,N} such that for every i €

{1,..., M}, we have m; { n;. Then both ZNk(A)Zk and Ca(z) converge
k=1

in the open disk {z € C: |z|] < 1/r(A)} and they admit the circle of

radius 1/7(A) as a natural boundary. Consequently, the function Ca(z) is

transcendental.

Remark 4.3. When det(A) # 0, the quantity r(A) in Theorem B2 is €4 where
h(A) is the entropy of the endomorphism A. This can be proved using a straightfor-
ward adaptation of arguments in the classical case of R%/Z4 [Wal82l VO16, [GNS].

Remark 4.4. We allow the possibility that any (or even both) of M and N to be
0. When N = 0, the condition in (a) is vacuously true and (a(z) is algebraic
in this case. When N = 0 and M = 0 meaning that none of the eigenvalues
of A has absolute value 1, the product H in (a) is the empty product and

1<j<M
1
Calz) = =) When M = 0 and N > 0, the condition in (b) is vacuously
—r(A)z

true and the conclusion in (b) holds.

Our results are quite different from results in work of Baake-Lau-Paskunas
[BLP10]. In [BLPI0], the authors prove that the zeta functions of endomorphisms
of the classical torus R?/Z? are always rational. In our setting, we have cases when
the zeta function is rational, transcendental, or algebraic irrational:

Ezample 4.5. Let F' = GF(7) and let A be the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries
a, B € GF(7)* where « has order 2 and 8 has order 3. Then

(1 _ 22)1/2(1 _ 23)1/3
(1—2)(1—25)1/6

Calz) =
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is algebraic irrational.

Remark 4.6. In [BMW14], the authors consider automorphisms 7' on compact
abelian groups X such that T* has finitely many fixed points for every k € N
and conjecture that the Artin-Mazur zeta function satisfies the Pélya-Carlson di-
chotomy. In our setting, the property that A* has only finitely many fixed points
for every k is equivalent to the property that none of the eigenvalues of A is a root
of unity. In other words, M = 0 in Theorem As explained in Remark 4] we
have that either (4(z) = ﬁ or {4(z) admits the circle of radius 1/r(A) as

a natural boundary.

First we derive a formula for N(A) which is well-known in the classical case of
R?/7¢ [BLP10)]:

Lemma 4.7. Let B € My(Zp). The number of isolated fized points N1(B) of the
multiplication-by-B map

B: T% — T4
is |det(B — I)|p. Consequently Ny(A) = |det(A* — I)|r for every k > 1.

Proof. When det(B — I) = 0, there is a non-zero x € R% such that Bz = x. Then
for any fixed point y € T%, the points y + cx for ¢ € Rp are fixed. By choosing ¢ to
be in an arbitrarily small neighborhood of 0, we have that y is not isolated. Hence
Ny(B) =0.

Suppose det(B — I) # 0. There is a 1-1 correspondence between the set of fixed
points of B and the set Z%/(B — I)Z%. Since Zp is a PID, we obtain the Smith
Normal Form of B — I that is a diagonal matrix with entries b1,...,bq € Zp \ {0}

and a Zg-basis x1,...,xq of Z% so that byzy,...,bgxy is a Zp-basis of (B — I)Zp.
Therefore the number of fixed points of B is:
d d

[[card(Zr/biZr) =[] Ibilr = | det(B — I)| .
i=1 i=1
O

We fix once and for all a finite extension E of Rr containing all the eigenvalues
of A and let § be the inertia degree of E/Rp. For each p; in the (possibly empty)
multiset {u1,...,un} of eigenvalues of A that are roots of unity, we have the
decomposition:

Hi = [ 0) T My (1)
with 4; (o) € GF(¢°)* and p; (1) € pp as in @8); in fact p1; (1) = 0 since y; is a root
of unity. Likewise, for each n; in the (possibly empty) multiset {m1,...,nn}, we
have:

i = 1i,0) + 1i,(2)
with 771')(0) S GF(q‘;)* and 771')(1) € PE \ {0}

Proposition 4.8. Let v, denote the p-adic valuation on Z. Recall that the orders
of pi0) and nj o) in GF(¢%)* are respectively denoted m; and nj forl <i <M
and 1 < j < N; each of the m;’s and n;’s is coprime to p. Let k be a positive
integer, we have:

0 if k=0modm;

. - k — pu—
(i) For1<i<M, |u; —1[F { 1 otherwise
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vp(k) . _
(ii) For1<j <N, Inf—llF_{ gnj,ml’} if k =0 mod n;

otherwise
vp (k)
M N P
(iii) Ni(A) = [det(A* — I)|p = r(A)* [ [ air [] i where
i=1 j=1

0 ifk=0modm; | mjwlr  if E=0mod n;
Gik = { 1 otherwise and bj . = { 1 otherwise

for1<i<M and1<j<N.

Proof. Part (i) is easy: uf—1= '“f(o) —11is an element of GF(¢%) and it is 0 exactly
when k£ = 0 mod m;. For part (ii), when k # 0 mod n;, we have:

nf—lzni(o)—1$0mode,

hence |77§C —1|r = 1. Now suppose k = 0 mod n; but k # 0 mod p, we have:

k
k
k k k—1 k—t£ ¢
ny =1 =0 + 1) = 1= kg + ) <g> j(0)5.(1)
(=2

and since |I€77;?7Z01) 0,0y |F = nj,(1)|F is strictly larger than the absolute value of each
of the remaining terms, we have:

|77;'C —1r = |77j,(1)|F-

Finally, suppose k = 0 mod n;. Since ged(n;,p) = 1, we can write k = kopvr(F)
where kg = 0 mod n; and ko # 0 mod p. We have:

vp (k) vp (k)
g =

k
I} —1|F = n;° — = [n5,1)

and this finishes the proof of part (ii). Part (iii) follows from parts (i), (ii), and the
definition of r(A). O

Proof of Theorem[.2 First, we prove part (a). We are given that for every j €
{1,..., N}, there exists i € {1,..., M} such that m; | n;.

Let k > 1. If m; | k for some 4 then N;(A) = 0 by part (c) of Proposition L8
If m; t k for every i € {1,..., M} then n; { k for every j € {1,..., N} thanks to
the above assumption, then we have Ny (A) = r(A)* by Proposition 28 Therefore
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i Ni(A4)

A z" is equal to:
k=1

E>1
m;tk for 1<i<M

k
- Z r(A) k
= z
k
E>1
m;tk for 1<i<M

T(A)k k T(A)k k
:Z R Z P
E>1 E>1
m;|k for some 1<i<M

=—log(l —r(4)z)
M
-1 r(A)*
-2 2 > i

(=11<iy<...<ig<M E>1
lem(miy,...;mq,) |k

=—log(l —r(4)z)

M 1V+1
+)° > (=)™ )log (1—(T(A)z)lcm<mnx~~7mu>)

lem(m;, ,...,m;
0=11<i1<...<ig <M (miy, » e

where the third “=" follows from the inclusion-exclusion principle. This finishes
the proof of part (a).

For part (b), without loss of generality, we assume that m; { ny for 1 < i < M.
Put

g9(z) = Z Ni(A)z".
k=1

Proposition gives that |Nj(A)| < r(A)*, hence g and C4(z) are convergent in

!
the disk of radius 1/r(A). From the relation g(z) = ZEAEZ§7
AlZ
that g(z) admits the circle of radius 1/7(A) as a natural boundary. Assume this is
not the case and we will arrive at a contradiction. Consider

it remains to prove

(27) cp = ];](k/(lj)? for k=1,2,...
then the series -
f2) = ere® = g(z/r(A))
k=1

converges in the open unit disk and does not admit the unit circle as a natural
boundary.
Let 7 denote the ramification index of E/Rp, then each |n; q)|r has the form

where d; is a positive integer [Neu99, p. 150]. Combining this with (27]) and

d;j/T

q J

Proposition FL8[(iii), we have that there exists a finite subset £ of Ny such that:
Wp(k)

P
(28) c, =0o0r ¢ = <d—> for some d € £
pYT
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for every k € N. Let K = Q(p'/7) and let Ok be its ring of integers, we have
f(z) € K|[z]]. For every embedding o of K into C, since |o(c)| = |cx| for every k
thanks to (28]), we have that o(f) converges in the open unit disk. Since p is totally
ramified in K, we extend v, uniquely to K and use the same notation v, for this
extension.

In order to apply Theorem [[.2] we construct the subset S of N as follows. Let

Cs = —— so that
logp
(29) %5 —e.
For £ e N, let
(30) Se = {integer ke ™1 p]: k=0modpL% 10ng}
so that
(31) 1S0] < €8t < ¢ thanks to (23).

Let S := U S¢. We can easily prove that [S N [1,n]| = o(n/logn) as follows.
=1
Given a large integer n, let U be the integer such that pY~! < n < pV. Then we
have

U
(32) 1SN [1,n) <Y [Se] = OU?) = O((log n)*) = o(n/ logn)
(=1

using (3I) and the choice of U.
Let C¢ := max{[d/7]: d € £} so that

(33) ]Dcﬁpvp(k)c;C € Ok for every k € N
thanks to ([28)). Given g > 1, fix a large integer B such that
(34) pCor' " < .

Let n € N be a large integer and let U be the integer such that pV = < n < pV.

From our definition of S and the S;’s, we have that when n is sufficiently large:
vp(k) <U —B for every k € [1,n]\ S.

Combining this with ([33]), we have:

(35) lem{den(ag) : k€ [1,n]\ S} < plor" 7 < pCor' "n < gn

where the second inequality follows from pU < pn and the third inequality follows

from (34).

We can now apply Theorem [[.2] to conclude that there exists a rational function
whose poles are located at the roots of unity with Maclaurin series anz" such
that

en =7 forneN\S.
There is a finite collection of polynomials such that when n is large, each ~, is the
value at n of a polynomial in the collection. Therefore:
(36) the vp(cp)’s for n € N\ S are bounded from below.

We now use the property m; f ny for 1 < i < M to arrive at a contradiction as
follows.
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Write
1
(37) H ni,lr = —5
1<G<N,nj[ny p
with D € Qs¢. Let V be a large integer, then let £ be a larger integer so that
(38) V <t —|Cslog/].

-1 ¢
By increasing ¢ further if necessary, we have that the interval (—V, p—v} con-
nmpT mp

tains a prime number
p > max{p,mi,...,mp,N1,..., NN}

We now have that nip¥Vp € (p°~!,pf] and nip¥Vp ¢ Se thanks to (B8) and the
definition of S, in B0). Then we have ni1p"'p ¢ S thanks to the definition of S.
From (27), (1), Proposition FLg(iii), the assumption m; { n; for every i, and our
choice of p, we have:

1 14
CrapVp = prv hence U:D(anvﬁ) =-Dp".

Since V' could be arbitrarily large and D > 0, we obtain a contradiction to (B4]).
This finishes the proof. O
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