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THE UNIFORM BOUNDEDNESS AND DYNAMICAL LANG CONJECTURES FOR
POLYNOMIALS

NICOLE R. LOOPER

ABSTRACT. We give a conditional proof of the Uniform Boundedness Conjecture of Morton
and Silverman in the case of polynomials over number fields, assuming a standard conjec-
ture in arithmetic geometry. Our technique simultaneously yields a dynamical analogue of
Lang’s conjecture on minimal canonical heights for these maps. We obtain similar results
for non-isotrivial polynomials over a function field of characteristic zero. When the latter
are unicritical of degree at least 5, the results hold unconditionally.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the dynamics of rational functions f : P! — P! of degree d > 2 defined over a number
field K, two conjectures stipulate that few points of P!(K) have small canonical height £ 7
relative to f, in a way that depends only on d and K. The first of these conjectures is the
Uniform Boundedness Conjecture of Morton and Silverman [23]. A dynamical generaliza-
tion of Merel’s theorem on the torsion points of an elliptic curve over a number field, this
conjecture can be shown to imply the well-known Torsion Conjecture on abelian varieties
[12].

Conjecture 1.1 (Uniform Boundedness Conjecture [23]). Let d > 2, N > 1, and let K be a
number field. Let f : PV — PV be a morphism of degree d defined over K. There is a constant
B = B(d, N, K : Q]) such that f has at most B preperiodic points in PN (K).

Aside from the special case of Lattes maps and the unicritical maps studied in [20, 24],
progress on Conjecture 1.1 has only been obtained by imposing strong local conditions on
the dynamics of f, as in [3, 8, 16]. We will forfeit all such local hypotheses, at the expense
of assuming a standard conjecture in arithmetic geometry, in order to prove Conjecture 1.1
for the K-rational preperiodic points of polynomials.

Our first result is the following.
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Theorem 1.2. Let K be a number field or a one-dimensional function field of characteristic
zero, and let f(z) € K|z] be a polynomial of degree d > 2. Assume the abcd-conjecture
(Conjecture 2.1), and if K is a function field, assume f is non-isotrivial. Then there is a
constant B = B(d, K) such that f has at most B preperiodic points contained in K.

The second conjecture concerning uniform bounds on points of small canonical height
is the Dynamical Lang Conjecture, proposed by Silverman [26, Conjecture 4.98]. The
technique used to prove Theorem 1.2 allows us to prove a weaker version of this conjecture
in the case of polynomial maps.

Theorem 1.3. Let K be a number field or a one-dimensional function field of characteristic
zero, and let f(z) € K|z| be a polynomial of degree d > 2. Assume the abcd-conjecture
(Conjecture 2.1). Let hei(f) be the critical height of f. Then there is a k = r(d, K') > 0 such
that for all P € K, either h;(P) = 0, or

(1) hs(P) > kmax{1, hegc(f)}.

When K is a number field, the critical height heic(f) < hat,(f) is @ moduli height [17,
Theorem 1], and by Northcott’s Theorem (1) becomes h;(P) > xmax{1, hr,(f)}. This
lines up with the formulation of the conjecture given in [26, Conjecture 4.98].

We remark that the abcd-conjecture is a consequence of Vojta’s conjecture with trun-
cated counting function, as is shown in [20]. The abcd-conjecture can be thought of as
generalizing the abc-conjecture to higher dimensions, or alternatively, to linear Diophan-
tine equations with more than two summands. Vojta’s conjecture with truncated counting
function implies what is usually referred to as Vojta’s conjecture tout court. This weaker
version already has Schmidt’s subspace theorem as a special case.

The strategy for proving Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 is as follows. First we prove a global
quantitative equidistribution result (Theorem 3.1) that is uniform across all degree d
polynomials. Specifically, we introduce a geometric notion quantifying a certain kind of
equidistribution at each place of bad reduction of f € K]z|, and then prove an upper
bound on the average pairwise logarithmic distance between points of small local canoni-
cal height realizing a given failure of equidistribution. This upper bound is uniform across
places of bad reduction, and is also uniform across degree d polynomials over K. We
derive from this a theorem stating that large sets of points having small height must be
roughly equidistributed at “most” places of bad reduction. The implied constants are again
independent of the degree d map f € K|[z]. This theorem upgrades [20, Corollary 3.8] in
passing from unicritical to arbitrary polynomials, as well as from preperiodic points to
points of small height.

Theorem 3.1 implies that differences of points of small height typically have most of their
prime support contained within the set of places of bad reduction of f. This phenomenon
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is articulated precisely in Proposition 5.1. The proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3, appearing in
86, uses this fact, combined with the geometric descriptions of these point configurations
in the local filled Julia sets, to derive a contradiction of the abcd-conjecture (Conjecture
2.1) when too many of these points are assumed to lie in K. The contradiction is obtained
by considering the prime factorizations of cross-ratios of quadruples of K-points of small
height, and then using the Grassmann-Pliicker relations satisfied by these cross-ratios to
furnish an abcd-tuple.

Quantitative equidistribution theorems have served as a tool in studying points of small
canonical height across families of dynamical systems; see for example [2, 5, 9, 10]. Many
of these have, though not always explicitly, been formulated in terms of the energy pairing
introduced in [25], and had [13, Théoreme 3] as their underlying substrate. On the other
hand, the geometric information leveraged in the proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 does not
appear to be readily accessible via equidistribution results given solely in terms of energy
pairings. Theorem 3.1 presents a formulation that is well suited both to the main theorems
of this article, and to those of [19].

Finally, we note that Theorem 3.1, along with its consequence Proposition 5.1, can be
combined with the methods appearing in [20] to prove the following.

Theorem 1.4. Let K be a number field or a one-dimensional function field of characteristic
zero, and let f(z) = 2% + ¢ € K|[z], where d > 5. If K is a number field, assume the abc-
conjecture for K. Then there is a x = s(d, ) > 0 such that for all P € K, either h(P) = 0,
or

~

h¢(P) > kmax{1, herie(f)}-

In particular, this result holds unconditionally when K is a function field. The proof is
immediate by adapting [20, §7-8] to incorporate Proposition 5.1.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Rob Benedetto, Laura DeMarco, Holly Krieger,
Joe Silverman, and Tom Tucker for helpful discussions related to this project. I thank Rob
Benedetto in particular for suggesting the use of cross ratios as a potential approach in this
problem. I also thank Matt Baker for useful suggestions concerning the exposition.

2. BACKGROUND

2.1. Notation. We set the following notation:
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K a number field, or a finite extension of a field k(¢) of
rational functions in one variable over a field & of char-
acteristic 0, where £ is assumed without loss to be al-

gebraically closed
F Qif K is a number field, and k() if K/k(t) is a function
field
My a complete set of inequivalent places of K, with ab-

solute values | - |, normalized to extend the standard
absolute values on F
MY the set of nonarchimedean places of K
Mz the set of archimedean places of K
Ly the set of places of K dividing primes < d (empty if K
is a function field)

N, [ﬁgiﬁf}}, where k,/ f, is the residual extension associated
to the finite prime p of K
[Ky:Fy)

T [K-F]

If K is a number field, let Ok denote the ring of integers. If K is a function field, let O
be the integral closure of k[t] in K. If K is a number field, n > 2 and P = (z,...,2,) €
P Y(K) with zy,..., 2, € K, let

hPy= Y —min{v(z),...,05(2) N,

primes p of Ok
1
+ = logmax{|o(z1)|,...,|o(z.)|},
[K : Q] a:Kz<—>(C
where we do not identify conjugate embeddings. (We choose to express the height in
this form, which separates the nonarchimedean and archimedean contributions, for con-
venience in applying the abcd-conjecture.) If K is a function field, let

hPy= > —minfoy(z1), ..., 0p(20) } Ny

primes p of Ok
For any P = (z1,...,2,) € P""}(K) with 2, ..., 2, € K*, define
I(P) = {primes p of Ok | vy(2;) # vp(2;) for some 1 <4, j < n}

and let

rad(P) = Z N;.
)

pel(P

2.2. The abcd-conjecture. In order to prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.3, we will use a general-
ization of the abc-conjecture. The standard abc-conjecture corresponds to the case n = 3.
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Conjecture 2.1 (The abcd-conjecture). Let K be a number field or a one-dimensional func-
tion field of characteristic zero, and let n > 3. Let [Z; : - - - : Z,] be the standard homogeneous
coordinates on P"~(K), and let H be the hyperplane given by Z, + --- + Z, = 0. For any
€ > 0, there is a proper Zariski closed subset Z = Z(K,e,n) C H and a constant Ck z ., such
that for all P = (z1,...,2,) € H\ Z with zy, ..., z, € K*, we have

h(P) < (1+e)rad(P) + Ck z.en-

For a divisor D € Div(X) and v € Mg, let A\p, be a v-adic local height on (X \ D)(K,)
relative to D. (For background on local height functions, see [15, Chapter B.8].) For
P e X(K),let hp(P) =} car,. ToApo(P). We say that an effective divisor D € Div(X) is
a normal crossings divisor if D = >"'_| D; for distinct irreducible subvarieties D;, and the
variety U_, D; has normal crossings.

Definition. Let S C M be a finite set of places of K containing M. For P € X (K)\ D, and
Ap,p a set of local height functions relative to D, the arithmetic truncated counting function is

NS(D. Py = D7 xOnp(P)N,
pEMEK\S
where for a € R,
0 fa<0
1 ifa>0.

x(a) =

In [20], it is shown that Conjecture 2.1 is a consequence of the following conjecture [27,
Conjecture 2.3].

Conjecture 2.2. [27, Conjecture 2.3] Let K be a number field or a one-dimensional function
field of characteristic zero, and let S be a finite set of places of K containing the archimedean
places. Let X be a smooth projective variety over K, let D be a normal crossings divisor on
X, let Kx be a canonical divisor on X, let A be an ample divisor on X, and let ¢ > 0. Then
there exists a proper Zariski closed subset Z = Z(K,S, X, D, A, ¢) C X such that

N(D, P) > hieyp(P) — eha(P) + O(1)
forall P e X(K)\ Z.

Remark. The version of this conjecture appearing in [27, Conjecture 2.3] is stated for
points P € X (L) where L has bounded degree over K, at the expense of a logarithmic dis-
criminant term d(L/K). However, Masser has shown [22] that this form of the conjecture
is false. Here we will only require the weaker statement appearing in Conjecture 2.2.
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2.3. Nonarchimedean potential theory. For v € My, let C, be the v-adic completion of
K,. We denote open and closed disks in C, as follows:

D(a,r)={2€C, :|z—al, <r},
D(a,r)” ={2z€C,: |z —al, <1}
We impose the convention that disks have radius belonging to the value group |C)|. For

f(z) € C,[z] and =z € C,, let

N 1
Mo(2) = lim — logmax{1, |f"(2)].}

n—oo "
be the standard v-adic escape-rate function. (See [26, §3.4, 3.5] for a proof that the limit
defining ), (z) exists.) Note that \,(z) obeys the transformation rule

Ao(f(2) = dAu(z)
for all z € C,.

Now suppose | - |, is nonarchimedean. By [8, Proposition 7.33], if £ is the minimal disk
containing &C,, then for all m > 1, f~™(&) is a finite union of disjoint closed disks. We refer
to the preimage disks as the disk components of f~™(&). If f~1(&) is not a disk, we say that
v is a place of bad reduction, or alternatively a bad place. For a bad place v, the log of the
radius of £ will be called the splitting radius of f at v. It will be denoted g,.

If R; is the set of finite critical points of f, the v-adic critical height is

Acrit,v(f) = max{jxv(a)}.

a€ERy
For f(z) € K|z], let
hcrit(f) = Z Tv)\crit,v(f)'

vEME
We will be using the fact that when v € MY, \ ., is a place of bad reduction for a monic
polynomial f(z) € K|[z] of degree d, the splitting radius equals Aeic,(f) [18, Lemmas 2.1
and 2.2]. We retain the two different notations for concepts that coincide over all relevant
places in order to make it clear which concept (splitting radius or critical height) is the
applicable one.
We will be using a measure of the size of a set of bad places for a given polynomial

f(z) € Klz].

Definition. For 0 < 6 < 1, f € K[z] and S C MY, a §-slice of places v € S is a set S’ of bad
places v € S of f such that

Z 'rv)\crit,v(f) >0 Z Tv)\crit,v(f)-

veS! veS
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Let A! denote the Berkovich affine line over C,. For a € C,, we define open and closed
Berkovich disks of radius r

Bla,r)" ={x € Al : [T —ad], <1},

Bla,r) ={z €Al : [T —a], <r},
corresponding to the classical disks D(a, )~ and D(a,r) respectively. A basis for the open
sets of A} is given by sets of the form B(a,r)~ and B(a,r)~ \ UX,B(a;, r;), where a,q; € C,
and r,r; > 0. We consider A! as a measure space whose Borel o-algebra is generated by

this topology. Let 6,(z, w) denote the Hsia kernel relative to infinity (see [6, Section 4.1]).
The Berkovich v-adic filled Julia set of f(z) € K|z] is defined as

K, = | J{z €Al : [f"(2)] <M foralln > 0}.
M>0
Letv € MY, let E C A!l, and let v be a probability measure with support contained in
E. The potential function of v is by definition

p,,(z):/E—logév(z,w)dl/(w),

and the energy integral of v is

) = /E po(2)di(2).

The integrals here are Lebesgue integrals; the function d,(z,w) is upper semicontinuous
([6, Proposition 4.1(A)1), so —log d,(z, w) is lower semicontinuous, and hence Borel mea-
surable relative to the o-algebra generated by the Berkovich topology. The capacity of F
is
,Y(E') — 6—inf1, I(l/).

If £ is compact and (F) > 0, there is a unique probability measure px on E for which
I(ug) = inf, I(v) [6, Proposition 7.21]. This measure up is called the equilibrium measure
for E. When F is compact, the capacity coincides with the quantity

; ., \1/(n(n=1)) .
,LIEEOSUp{H(;U(Z“ZJ) .zl,...,zneE},
i#]

which is known as the transfinite diameter of £ [6, Theorem 6.24]. For aset T C A! of n
points z1,. .., z,, let

do(T) = [ [ 6u(z1, )"/ "=,

i#]j

For closed Berkovich disks B;, B,, we write

0p(B1,Bs) = max {d,(z,9)},

x€B1,yEB>
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and for any disk B C A, let
diam(B) = 0,(B, B).

3. GLOBAL QUANTITATIVE EQUIDISTRIBUTION

The main result of this section is Theorem 3.1, which gives a uniform global quantitative
equidistribution theorem over degree d polynomials. The argument shares a similar basic
idea as the main equidistribution theorem of [20, Corollary 3.8]: the main difference is
that one must account for the many possible large scale structures of the filled Julia set at
a place v € MY\ .%; of bad reduction, in contrast with the unicritical case, where only one
such structure occurs.

Let v € MY\ ., and let f(z) € C,[2] of degree d > 2 have bad reduction. Let g, be the
splitting radius of f, let £ be the unique disk of radius exp(g,) containing /C,, and let

E = [(E).

Let By, ..., B4 be the disk components of &, listed with multiplicity. Similarly, for m > 2,
list the disk components {B,,;}?"; of &, inductively, so that B,,; C B, ; for [ =] = j, and
according to multiplicity.
A wing decomposition of &; is a partition of £; into two nonempty disjoint sets (wings) A

and B with the following properties:

e A and B are unions of disk components of &;

e For any disk components B; ; of A and B, ; of B, we have log d,(B1;, B1,;) = G-
A wing decomposition is not unique in general. We note that wing decompositions always
exist, since the smallest disk containing &, is £, and log diam(&) = g,.

Definition. Let ¢ > 0. We say that a finite set T C C, is e-equidistributed (at v) if for any
wing decomposition of & as above, we have

1—

€
T|.
)

Theorem 3.1 (Global quantitative equidistribution). Let f(z) € K|z| be a polynomial of
degree d > 2. Let ¢ > 0, and 0 < 6 < 1. Let T' C K be a finite set. There are constants N and
k > 0, depending only on d, [K : F], 6, and ¢, such that if |T| > N and

1 A
m Z hf(Pi) < thcrit(f)a

P;eT

TN A|> <

Our goal is to prove the following theorem.

then T is e-equidistributed for a 6-slice of bad places v € MY \ .%.

By Proposition 4.1, this reduces to proving:
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Theorem 3.2. Let f(z) € K|z| be a polynomial of degree d > 2. Let e > 0 and 0 < § < 1. Let
T C K be a finite set. There are constants N, M, &, and k > 0 depending only on d, [K : F],
9, and ¢, such that if |T| > N, heie(f) > M,

Z Tv)\crit,v(f) Z (1 - g)hcrit(f)v

’UEM?(\yd

and .
== Z hf(Pz) < thcrit(f)v
|T‘ PeT
then T is e-equidistributed for a d-slice of bad places v € MY \ %.

Let
(2) k= (ki,... ks € (@Qn[0,1])¢

with 37 k; = 1. For v € MY a place of bad reduction for f € C,[2] with filled Julia set
K,, we say a nonempty finite set T C C, is k-distributed if for any 1 < i < d,

where 3, ; is a disk component of & mapping onto &, with degree d;, and the 13, ; are listed
with multiplicity.

In proving the potential-theoretic propositions needed in the proof of Theorem 3.1, we
will assume f(z) € C,[z] is a monic polynomial having bad reduction, and splitting ra-
dius g,. This hypothesis is mathematically inessential, and merely serves to simplify the
presentation.

Let us outline the idea behind the proofs of Propositions 3.5 and 3.6, which are key in
proving the local result underlying Theorem 3.1. The goal is to consider various weights
attached to the disk components of a large scale structure of the filled Julia set. A key
observation is that once a large scale structure is fixed, and weights are given on each disk
component in this structure, the energy corresponding to this set of weights is determined.
We explain this idea further after Equation (10). From there, one considers only sets
of weights corresponding to a failure of e-equidistribution. Pairs of what we will call
admissible 1-structures and weight vectors can be given a topology such that the subset in
question is compact. It is the compactness of this space that allows us to reduce a question
about an infinite collection of possible structures and weights to standard facts that hold
for any single filled Julia set.

Definition. Let v € MY, and let f € C,[z] be of degree d > 2, with splitting radius g, >
0. We say that a union of d (possibly not disjoint) disks F = |Jb; C Al is admissible
if logmax; ; d,(b;,b;) = g, and 0 > logdiam(b;) > —(d — 2)g, for all i. We impose the
convention that no b; is properly contained in b;.
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In particular, &; is admissible, as can be seen in the proof of [21, Proposition 4.3].

Definition. Let v € MY, and let f € C,[z| be monic of degree d > 2, with splitting radius
gy > 0. Let my > 1. An my-structure (with respect to f and v) is an element

d2mo
(3) (Tl,h ... 7T1,dm07 s 7rdm0,17 ...y gmo ,dm0> S [_dm07 1] (

such that there is a union of disks

dmo

(4) Fomo = | bmosi € A,

i=1
with no b,,, ; properly contained in any b,,, ;, satisfying

1 51} mo,iy ¥Ymo,J
(5) 0g (bg, b J):Ti,j

forall 1 <i,j <d™,
log y(Fino) _ 1

(6) 7 = gm0’
and

d;
) plbimga) = =20

where p is the equilibrium measure on F,,,, and d; is the number of indices 1 < j < d™ for
which b, ; = by ;.

We refer to such an F,,, as an underlying set of the mq-structure ¥. Given ¥ an my-
structure, let a ¥-mesh be a sequence {X,, },-_,,, of m-structures having underlying sets

(8) Fm = me,i
i=1
that satisfy
brm,i C© b1
for j = [4] for all m > my, and
©) (B 1 F) =

where i, is the equilibrium measure on F,,. We note that given an my-structure, such
a sequence must exist, which we can prove by induction. Suppose m > my, and ¥ is an
m-structure with underlying set F,,,. Given a disk component b; of F,,,, we can take d disks
01,...,04 with centers ¢;,...,cq € b; N C, having pairwise distance diam(b;) from each
other, and diameter equal to diam(b;) (so that the disks in fact equal b; itself), and then
shrink those disks about their centers c; until the following condition holds. For each ¢, let
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d,,; be the number of b, equalling b; in the disk decomposition (8). Let v be the probability
measure

o dm,i + dm - dm,i

- qm Ha qm Mo,

where 4 is the equilibrium measure on | J9;, and i, is the equilibrium measure on |, . by.-
We shrink the radii of the disks 0, (uniformly, say) until, for each = € | J?;,

[0z, ivy) = 2.

The disks so obtained are disjoint, by our condition on the centers. Repeating this proce-

1%

dure for each disk component b; of F,,,, and taking the union of the resulting shrunk disks,
we obtain an F,,,; that is the underlying set of an (m + 1)-structure. The condition (9)
on the equilibrium measure of 7, is obtained by noting that the property of everywhere
equal potentials characterizes the equilibrium measure on F,,.;. (This can be thought of
as a sort of converse to Frostman’s Theorem for this particular set. To prove it, observe
that if p,,,1 is the equilibrium measure on F,,,, then by Frostman’s Theorem and the
fact that the equilibrium measure is unique, the p,,,,-measure of each wing component
in any wing decomposition of F,,,; must be equal to the v-measure. We then apply the
same reasoning to an analogous decomposition of each wing, and iterate this process until
we have shown that v = p,,,1.) Our construction of v thus ensures that v is in fact the
equilibrium measure on F,,. 1, and that (9) holds, with m replacing m.

Fix k as in (2). For a 1-structure ¥ with ¥-mesh {%,,} and underlying sets {F,,}, define
for each m > 1 the unique probability measure py,, = pz,,(X) on F,, such that for all
1<i<d,

(6,1 F ) = i
and y; ,, is a scalar multiple of the equilibrium measure on b; N F,,. Let
(10) Te(2) = lim (g, (2)).

m—ro0
Note that this limit exists by the monotone convergence theorem, and that 7;(X)/g, de-
pends only on k and on ¥. In particular, it is independent of the choice of mesh {¥,.} and
underlying sets F,,. This is because for any m > 1,

log V(Fm) o i
o dm’
and so by (9) and Frostman’s Theorem [6, Theorem 6.18], specifying the shape given by
the 1-structure determines each of the
logv(b; N F)

9v
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for 1 < i < d, the full set of which in turn determines I(x;,,(X))/g, once k is specified.
Hence Z;(X)/g, is independent of the mesh {¥,,}.
Let y7(X) be any weak" subsequential limit of the p;;, (¥). We note that

(1) Ti(%) = I(pp(%)),

which is proved exactly as the Claim in the proof of [20, Proposition 3.7]. Write v(u;) =
exp(—1(up(X))) = exp(—Z;(X)).We introduce a proposition giving a uniform rate of con-
vergence for the limit (10). It is key in the proof of Proposition 3.5.

Proposition 3.3. Let f(z) € C,[z| be monic of degree d > 2 having bad reduction, and let 3
be a 1-structure with respect with to f and v. Let k be as in (2). Then for all m > 1,

g ) + L) = (s = )

To prove this proposition, we utilize the following fact.

Lemma 3.4. Let v € MY\ %, let f(z) € C,|[z] be a monic polynomial of degree d > 2 having
bad reduction, and let g, be the splitting radius of f. Then

logdiam(B,,, ;) > —d™g,.
Proof. The proof is analogous to that of [20, Lemma 3.3]. O

Proof of Proposition 3.3. Let {F,,} be the sequence of underlying sets associated to a -
mesh. For m > 1, we have

—I (17 (X)) + (11,11 (2)) < max {logy(Fp N b;) — log v(Frnrs N b;)}

1<i<d

< d(logy(Fm) — log¥(Fmt1))

1 1
:d<d—m—W)9m

where the final equality follows from Lemma 3.4. O

For a nonempty finite set 7' C &,,, let u,, r be the probability measure on &,, such that
fm,r Testricts to a scalar multiple of the equilibrium measure on each 3, ;, and

T N B,
pn1(Bmi) = —
7|

Proposition 3.5. Let v € M} \ .%,, let f(z) € C,[z] be a monic polynomial of degree d > 2
having bad reduction and splitting radius g,, and let k be as in (2). Let € > 0. There exist
integers N = N(¢) and m = m(e) such that for any k-distributed set T C &,, N C, of order
n> N, and any w € T,

4,(T) < y(pp)e”.
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Proof. Let¢ > 0, m > 1, and let k be as in (2).
Claim: There is an N = N(€¢/,m) such thatif 7' C &, N C, is a set of n > N elements
21y .., 20 € En, then

(12) dy(T) < €€/gvexp<_l(ﬂm,T>>-
Proof of claim: Write j,, ; = 7 (B) and

Em = U Bm,i

i=1

for disjoint disks B,,;, and let

Ty = min {5U(Bm,z)}

1<i<sm

For any w € T'N B, ;, we have

1/n
1 Yt (Fm,i)n
exp(—py,, . (w) = | J] 6oz, w) (7) ()
(13) Z 1/n

As logr,, > —d™g, by Lemma 3.4, taking n >, 1 proves the claim. Since by definition
of the capacity

(14) 1Og(_l(:um,T)) S 1Og 7(8771)7

Proposition 3.3 completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.6. Let v € MY\ .7, let f(z) € C,[z] be a monic polynomial of degree d > 2
having bad reduction, and let g, be the splitting radius of f. Let ¢ > 0. There is an Ny = Ny(e),
m =m(e) > 1, and an € = € (€) > 0 such that if T C f~"(&) is a finite set with |T| > Ny,
and T is not e-equidistributed, then

logd,(T) < —€'log(e?) = —€'g,.

Proof. Call a 1-structure admissible if its underlying set F; is admissible. Let 25 be the set
of admissible 1-structures with respect to polynomials f € C,[z] of degree d. Let | be the
set of d-tuples as in (2). Let & be the set of elements (X, /Z) € 20 x R such that any k-
distributed set of points contained in any underlying set of 3 fails to be e-equidistributed.
Let

Vv:6 =R
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be given by
- IA(Z
v(e.B = T
9o

Claim: & is a compact subset of 20 x K.

Proof of claim: The set U of d?-tuples as in (3) with m, = 1 that correspond to sets as
in (4) satisfying (5) is closed in [—d, 1]d2. Moreover, the subset 3 C U corresponding to
underlying sets satisfying (6) and (7) is itself closed in 0. Finally, 20 is closed in 3. From
this we conclude that 20 is closed in the topology inherited from the Euclidean topology
on [—d, 1]%.

To finish proving the claim, we note that every sufficiently small perturbation of the
disks (more precisely, perturbation of their radii and relative distances, not simply their
centers) in the underlying set F; of an element of 2 preserves the minimal number of
elements that k-distributed sets have in each of the 4 and B components under any wing
decomposition of F,. Here we are considering perturbations within 20, not [—d, 1]*, so
that the resulting sets F; actually correspond to a set of disks. We can clearly also alter &
around a point = € (20 x K) \ & while the disks are perturbed, and stay within (20 x K) \ &
if both perturbations are sufficiently small. Thus & is a closed and bounded subspace of
[—d, 1], as desired.

Continuing with the proof of Proposition 3.6, we assume ¢ < = so that & is also

1
d
nonempty. As
Ti(8) = lim I(sz,,(5).

it follows that ¢ is a continuous function on a compact set, and so must attain a minimum
—n = —n(d,€). Let (,k) be such that (X, k) = —n, and let {F,,} be a sequence of
underlying sets of . From the uniqueness of the equilibrium measure on each 7, and
condition (7), we see that for all m, I(uz,,(¥)) is not equal to the equilibrium energy
on the underlying sets F,,. (It is worth remarking that it is in this very final deduction
that the coarseness in the definition of e-equidistribution is crucial. A definition that is
given in terms of individual disks does not account for the fact that we need to allow disk
components of F; to collide, and a failure of equidistribution can suddenly vanish when
two disks with a “skewed” distribution join together.) Thus we conclude that » > 0. On the
other hand, by our definition of admissible 1-structures and >-meshes, and the fact ([11,

Theorem 1.2]) that .
Y(Em) = 2090

for all m > 1, it follows that for any f € C,[z] of degree d having splitting radius g, > 0,
there is an admissible 1-structure and mesh {3,,}>_, along with a choice of underlying
sets F,, such that the filled Julia set K, is contained in F,, for all m > 1. Combined with
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Proposition 3.3 and the Claim (12), this completes the proof of the proposition (cf. the
proof of [20, Proposition 3.7]). O

Proposition 3.7. Let v € M}, \ .%,, let f(z) € C,[z] be a monic polynomial of degree d > 2
having bad reduction, and let g, be the splitting radius of f. Let ¢ > 0, and let T' C C, be a
finite set. There are constants N = N(d,¢), 7 = 7(d,€) > 0 and ¢ = €(d,€) > 0 such that if
n=|T| > N and

1 R
T )\v Pz S 3]

PeT
then
1
_ 1 <
(15) ) > logdu(x,y) < €gu,
x#yeT
and if T fails to be e-equidistributed,
1
S — < —€g,.
(16) Y p— Z log d,(x,y) < —¢€g,
xz#yeT

Proof. We first prove (16). Let v € MY \ .%,; be a bad place, let T C C, be a nonempty
finite set, and let m > 1 be such that

1 “ 1

) 7 2o, (P < e

We partition 7" into three subsets based on local canonical height: 7} will correspond to
‘small height points,” and 75 and T3 will correspond to ‘large height points.” Most points
will lie in 77. The large points are subdivided into 7> and 73 because the relationship
between the local canonical height and the v-adic absolute value differs based on whether
a point lies in €. Let 0 < ¢ < 1 be such that 1/¢ < d"™/21. By (17), there is a subset T} C T
of size at least (1 — ¢)|T| such that for each P, € T},

A(F) < Cd—mgv'

Let 7" = T \ Ty, let T; be the set of elements P; € 7" such that
Mo(P) < go,

and let T3 be the set of elements P; € T” such that
Mo(Py) > g

For disjoint nonempty finite sets A, B C A, write

(Av B) = Z Zlog&v(x,y),

r€A yeB
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and let

A) = Z log d,(x, y).

T#YEA
Let |T'| = n. Then since 11, T», T3 are pairwise disjoint,

3
Z log 0,(z,y) Z T3, ;).

x#yET

As v ¢ ./, and hence ~(&,,) = exp(g,/d™), the proof of Proposition 3.5 (in particular, the
Claim (12) along with (14)) implies that for any § > 0, if n >,, s 1, then

1 2
(max (L, [T 1)(| T U T3] — 1) ;(T%TZ’ <0+ 1)ge

and thus, since |Ty|/n < ¢,

2
1
- ) < ]
(18) =) ;(Tz, T) < ¢+ 1)g,
Moreover, as |T3|/n < ¢, (17) implies that
1 1
(19) > A Z =g,
max{l |T5] } vt C d
We note that for any = € T3 and any y € T,
(20) log 0, (,y) < max{A\,(z), A\(y)} + C,

where C' = C(d) is an absolute constant depending only on d. Therefore, fixing § > 0, it
follows from (19) and (20) thatif n >4,,s 1, then

1 205+ 1)
(n — 1) max{1, |T3|} & Z (L. T) < cam
and so
@1) #i(T T) < (25+2)¢<1 ! ) (264 2) g (f)
n(n—1) &% ¢ am?) a9\

i=1
If ¢ is sufficiently small and m is sufficiently large, then if 7" is not e-equidistributed, 7}
fails to be 2e-equidistributed. In that case it follows from Proposition 3.6 that if m >, 1,
there is an €, = e3(d, €, m) > 0 such that if n >,, 4. 1, then

1

(11, 11) < —€2Gy,
T = o) < e
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and so
1
(22) W(Tl,Tl) < —62(1 - C)ng-
Combining (18), (21), and (22), we obtain
1 1
s X o <2 (@42 (¢ ) a0

xz#yeT

Letting m >4, 1 and ( <gem 1, 6 <gem 1 completes the proof. In general, the proof of
Proposition 3.5 implies that if m >,. 1 and n >, 1, then

1
T/ 1\ T 7T S 6 vy
T - =
and so )
———— (11, T1) < (1 =¢)*gs.
n(n—1)
This yields
1 1
- - < _ — ()2
() = s S o) <2 ((041) (¢ g0 )+ el - 0F)
xz#yeT
and so the proof is concluded by taking ¢ <;. 1 and m >4 1. O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. By Proposition 4.1, it suffices to prove Theorem 3.2. Without loss of
generality suppose f is monic, let 7' C K be a nonempty finite set, let £ be such that

Z Tv)\crit,v(f) 2 (]- - S)hcrit(f)

’UEM?(\yd

and let ¥ > 0 be such that

‘ Z hf < Fﬁhcrlt(f)

P,eT
Let S; be the set of places v € M. \ .#; of bad reduction for f such that

ITIZA ) < Amm

and let Sy = My \ S;. Let Sy, be the set of bad places v € MY \ .#; where T fails to be
e-equidistributed, and let Sy, = S; \ S11. Let ¢, > 0. By Proposition 3.7, if k <4, 1,
|T| >4ee 1, then forallv € Sy 4,

lOg dv(T) S €19v,

and there is an e, = e3(d, €, mg, k) such that for all v € 5 o,

lOgd ( ) —€20y-
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From this we obtain

(23) 0= Z rylogd,(T) < Z €170y + Z —€9T Gy + Z rylog dy(T).

vEM g vEST1 UESLQ vE Sy

On the other hand, for all v € My,
log |P; = Pily < A(P) + Ao(P)) + Acrito(f) + 2C,

where (), is an M-constant supported only on v € M U.%,;. Thus

S rlogdy(T) < 3 7y % S (200(P) + Aol 1)) + 3 20
P,eT

(24) vESy VES? vESy
S 2/‘€hcrit(f) + ghcrit(f) + n

If €1,5,§ <4, 1, and heic(f) >, 0¢ 1, then from (24) we see that the right-hand side of
(23) is negative, a contradiction. O

4. AN EASY CASE

In this section we show that when one restricts consideration to maps f € K|z| satisfying
certain local hypotheses, proving Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 is relatively straightforward. In
particular, given s € Z-oand 0 < £ < 1, if amap f € K|[z| of degree d > 2 has a set of at
most s places that are either bad or archimedean, and contribute a total of at least &hcyit( f)
to heie(f), then f has at most B = B(d, s, £) preperiodic points contained in K. We apply
this idea to the special case where the set of places in question is .%; U M.

Proposition 4.1. Let f(z) € K|[z] be of degree d > 2. If K is a function field, assume f is
non-isotrivial. Let T C K be a finite set. Then for any 0 < £ < 1 and M € R+, there is an
N=N(d,[K:F|,{§, M)and a k = k(d,[K : F|,§, M) > 0 such that if |T| > N and

% Z ilf(jjz) < thrit(f)u

P,eT
then heit(f) > M and
Z Tv)\crit,v(f) Z (1 - S)hcrit(f)'

veEM9\Sy

To prove Proposition 4.1, we require a result governing the minimal distance of a point
of small local canonical height to a point of f~3(0), assuming f takes an appropriate form.

Proposition 4.2. [21, Corollary 3.4, Proposition 4.3]Let f(z) € K|[z] be a monic polynomial
of degree d > 2, and let v € M be a place of bad reduction for f. Suppose 0 € K,, and let
o € C,. There is a constant 1) depending only on d such that o € D(0, 2,e () implies that
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every y € f~3(«) satisfies

1
. I;llgl(o log |y 5|U S —d—)\crltv(f) + (n)K'

Remark. The normal form for f used in [21] has 0 as a fixed point of f, and lead coefficient
1/d. However, the proof is readily adapted to the hypotheses of Proposition 4.2.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Without loss of generality, assume f is monic. Suppose [ satisfies
Z Tv)\crit,v(f) > Shcrit(f)
veS

for some ¢ > 0 and a nonempty set S of places of K with |S| < s. Then for some vy € 5,

Tvo )\crit,vo (f) > ghcrit(f)-

Let Sy = Mp U .3 U{v}, with |Sy| = s¢. A fortiori,

(25) Z Tv)\crit,v(f) > ghcrit<f)-
vESH

Lete > 0, let kK > 0, and let 7" C K be a finite set such that

|T| Z hf < /{hcrlt(f)

Propostion 4.2 and the pigeonhole principle imply that if |T'| >, 1, there is a nonempty
T" C T such that for each v € S, 7" is contained in a disk of radius at most exp((n)x —
L Aarito(f)) in C,, and |T7] > n/d*o. By Proposition 3.5, there is an N = N/(e) such that if
|T'| > N, then
log dv(T/> S 6)\crit,v(f>
for all v € Mg \ Sy. This yields
1
20 Y rlogd ()<Y (—ﬁmrmm ' <n>K) £ Y )
vEM K vESH UGMK\SO

Suppose K is a number field. If € is chosen to be sufficiently small, and Aeic(f) ¢ .50, 1o
then (25) and (26) give

Z ry log dv(T/) < Z <_ﬁru)\crit,v(f) + 7]) + Z TUE)\crit,v(f)

vEMK vESH vEMK\So

1
< <_ﬁ + 5) %hcrit(f) + Z Tve)\crit,v(f)

vEM§i\So

1 3 §
< <_ﬁ + 5) ghcrit(f) + (1 - g) Ehcrit(f)
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contradicting the product formula. If K is a function field, then S, = {vo} and so (26)

becomes
1
Z Ty log dv(T/) S _ﬁrvo)\crit,vo (f) + Z TUE)\CI‘it(f)
(27) veEMK v#EVEM K
1
< _ﬁghcrit(f) + (1 - g) 6hcrit(f)-

Since f is non-isotrivial by assumption, and hence, by [1, Theorem 1.9] A (f) > 0, the
right-hand side of (27) is strictly less than 0 when ¢ is sufficiently small, contradicting the
product formula. Noting that |7"| > N = N(e¢) when |T'| >, . 1 completes the proof. [

5. DIFFERENCES OF SMALL POINTS

This section is devoted to showing that elements of the form P, — P;, where P,, P; have
small canonical height relative to f, tend to have their prime support mostly contained
within the set of places of bad reduction for f. (Of course, one must take the lead co-
efficient of f into account.) In the special case where P, P; are preperiodic, this is a
dynamical analogue of a parallel phenomenon in the setting of groups: for instance, n-
th roots of unity remain distinct modulo primes not dividing n, and n-torsion points on
elliptic curves remain distinct modulo primes of good reduction not dividing n.

Definition. Let ¢ > 0, and let f(z) € K|[z] be of degree d > 2 with lead coefficient a4. Let
Sa.1 be the set of places of good reduction for f, and let Soo = %3 U M5?. For v € My, let
v : K* — Z denote the standard v-adic valuation. We say o € K* is e-adelically good if

> v(af V)N, < eheelf),

vGSg}l

and
Z ry log |acll/(d_1)a|v > —€heie(f)-

vES2 2

Proposition 5.1. Let f(z) € K|[z]| be a polynomial of degree d > 2, and let ¢ > 0. There is
an N = N(d,¢,[K : F])and a k = k(d, ¢, [K : F|) > 0such thatif T C K isasetof n > N
points such that

o 3R < (),
then at least (1 — €)n? elements (P,, P;) € T? have the property that P, — P; is e-adelically
good.
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Proof. Let e > 0, suppose without loss that f(z) € K|[z] of degree d > 2 is monic, and let
1 > £ > 0 be such that

Z Tv)\crit,v(f) < ghcrit(f)'

’UEM}?Uyd
By Proposition 3.5, there isan N = N(¢) such thatifn > Nand v € S; := Mg\ (521US22),
then

1 ¢
ﬁ Z IOg |R - fDJ|v S akcrit,v(f%

Pi#P;ET
and hence
1 €2
(28) — 2. 2 mloglB= Pl <5y mdaia(f).
PﬁﬁPjGT vES] vES]
Assume n > N. On the other hand, for any P, # P;,
(29) > rylog|P = Pyl, > —log4 — Ehee( f).
vEST
Indeed,
Z Tv)\crit,v(f> S ghcrit<f)7
UGM%OUyd
o)

Z Ty log |Pz - Pj|v < Z Ty ()\crit,v(f) + log 4) < 10g4 + Shcrit(f)'

UEM}O(OUyd UGM?{OUyd
From (29), one sees that if heic(f) >¢ 1, then
(30) > rlog | P — Pily = —(€ 4 herie(f).
vEST

It follows that when n >, 1, at least (1 — €)n? of the elements (P;, P;) € T? must satisfy
> rlog|Pr = Pily <€) roderity(f);
veES] vES]

otherwise, by (30), we have for all hqic(f) >, 1 and £ <. 1 that
2

% Z Z Ty IOg |P] - Pz|v > Z Tv)\crit,v(f) (62 - (5 + 6)(1 - E)) > % Z Tv)\crit,v(f)a

Pi#P; veS) vES] vES]

contradicting (28). The product formula and Proposition 4.1 complete the proof. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.2 AND 1.3

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. These theorems follow from the follow-
ing two statements.
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Theorem 6.1. Let f(z) € K|[z] be of degree d > 2. Assume the abcd-conjecture (Conjecture
2.1). Thereisa x = k(d, K) > 0 and a B = B(d, K) such that if a finite set T' C K satisfies

% Z }Alf(jjz) < thrit(f)u

P,eT

then either K is a function field and f is isotrivial, or |T| < B.

Lemma 6.2. Let K/k(t) be a function field, and let f € K|z| of degree d > 2 be conjugate by
i € PGLy(K) to f € k[z]. Then thereis a k = k(d,[K : k(t)]) > 0 such that for all P € K,
either hy(P) = 0, or

h¢(P) > k.

Proof. Let f € K]|z] of degree d be isotrivial, i.e., assume that pufu~' € k[z] for some
i € PGLy(K). For each v € My, the Newton polygon N(f,v) of f at v must be a line
segment, as f has potential good reduction at all v. If s, is the slope of this segment,
we clearly have v(s;) € Z[%]. Let ((2) = az € K[z] and g = (f(~' € L[z] be such that
for each v € My, N(g,v) is a line segment with slope 0. Assume L is minimal among the
extensions of K such that g € L[z] and ((K) C L. Let x > 0, and assume P € L is such that
0 < hy(P) < k. Then there is a v € M, such that 0 < u,\,(P) < s, where u, = [L[L’,z&]
and \,(P) is the v-adic canonical height with respect to g. Since ¢ has good reduction

at v, \,(P) = logmax{1,|P|,}, so in fact 0 < wu,log|P|, < . Finally, noting that by our
hypothesis on L,

wea[ ekl

(K : k(t)] - d!
we conclude that if k <4k 1, then P ¢ L, a contradiction. O

Proposition 6.3. Let € > 0, let d > 2, let f(z) € K|z| be a degree d > 2 polynomial, and let
v € MY\ .7, be a place of bad reduction for f. There are integers k = k(d,¢) and N = N(d, ¢)
such that if T C K is e-equidistributed, then at least (1 — €)|T|** choices of

k
(al,bl,cl,dl, vy Ak, bk,Ck,dk) - T4

have the property that for some 1 < i < k, there are disk components 3, ; and B, of £, with
IOg 51)(81,]'7 Bl,l) = Gv and
a;, bz € 817]' and C;, dz € 8171.

Proof. Let ¢ > 0, and let T be e-equidistributed at v. Let A and B be the wings of a wing
decomposition of £;. By the definition of e-equidistribution and the pigeonhole principle,
there is a disk component B; ; of A such that at least (1 —€)/(d(d — 1)) elements of T lie
in B, ;, and at least ((1 —€)/(d(d — 1)))? elements of 7% lie in A. Similarly, there is a disk
component 3, ; of B such that at least (1 —¢)/(d(d — 1)) elements of T lie in B; ;. Thus, at
least ((1 —¢€)/(d(d — 1)))* elements (a;, b;, ¢;,d;) € T* satisfy a;,b; € By; and ¢;,d; € By,.
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From this it follows that at least 1 — (1 — ((1 — €)/(d(d — 1))*)* choices of
(ay,by,ci,dy, ..., ap, b, g, di) € T
have the property that for some 1 < i < k,
a;,b; € & jand ¢;,d; € &.
Taking k >, 1 completes the proof. O

Corollary 6.4. Let ¢ > 0, let d > 2, and let f(z) € K|z be a degree d polynomial. There exist
constants k = k(d,€) >0, N = N(d,¢€), and k = k(d, ¢) such that if T' C K is a finite set with
|T| > N, and

> hy(P) < kmax{1, heie(f)},

‘T| Pt

then at least (1 — ¢) N** elements (a1, by, c1,dy, . .., ax, by, c, di) € T** have the property that
there is a (1 — €)-slice S of bad places v € M}. \ ., such that for any v € S, there is some
1 < ¢ < k such that

a;,b; € By jand ¢;,d; € By,

for some disk components B, ;, B, of & satisfying log d,(B1;, B11) = Aerit.o (f)-
Proof. For v € MY \ ., a place of bad reduction, k as in Proposition 6.3, and
T= (ala bla (1, d17 sy Ok, bka Ck, dk) € T4k

write x,(Z) = 1 if for some 1 < i < k we have a;,0; € By; and ¢;,d; € By, for disk
components 5, ;, By, such that log 6,(B1,;, B11) = Aairo(f). Proposition 6.3 says that if 7" is
e-equidistributed at v, then

|T|4k Z Xo(T) = (1 = ¢).

TeTk
From Theorem 3.1, we deduce that if |7 >., 1 and k <4 1, then

| Z Z Tva crltv f) > (1 - 6) Z Tv)\crit,v(f)-
vGJ\/[?{\/ TeT veEMIN\Sy

In other words, a (1 — ¢)-slice S of bad places v € MY \ ., has the desired property. [

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Let € > 0, and let 7' C K be a finite set with n = |T'| and

_ Z hf < /-cmaX{l hcrlt(f)}

PET

Let k = k(d, €) be as in Corollary 6.4, and let Z = Z(K,¢,2k + 1). Let Y, ..., Yo, be the
standard homogeneous coordinates on P%, let

H:Yi 4+ Yo =0,
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and suppose Z C H is contained in the hypersurface defined by ¢(Yi,...,Yar41) = 0
for some g € K[Yy,...,Yo1]. We note that Z is nonempty, and so by symmetry, it is
clear that ¢ is non-constant in each of the variables Y7,...,Y5,,;. Since on Z we have
Yopp1 = — S Yo, there is a gy such that g(Vi, ..., Yary1) = g1(V,. .., Yar) on Z. For each
1 < j <k, write Y3,y = X; and Y5; = M, — X,. Substituting these expressions for the Y]
we have

g (Y1, ..., Yor) = g2( Xy, My, ..., Xo, My),
where ¢, is a polynomial over K non-constant in each of the variables M, ..., M,, and
non-constant in the variables in some (a priori possibly empty) subset {X;,,..., X;.} C
{X1,..., X}. All but finitely many choices of M; = m; € Z, yield go( X1, my, Xo, Ms, ..., Xy, My)
non-constant in each of the variables X, , X;,, ..., X;., Ms, ..., My. Choose such an m,, and
make successive choices of ms, ..., m; € Z, such that

92(X17m17 .- '7Xk7mk)

is nonzero, and non-constant in each of the variables X, ,..., X;,. By Corollary 6.4, if
n >4, 1 and k <4, 1, then at least (1 — ¢)n** choices of

(31) (alablycladlv'"7ak7bkvck7dk) €T4k

have the property that there is a (1 —¢)-slice S of bad places v € MY\.¥; such that for each
v € S, there are disk components 3, ;, 5, of & such that

(32) ;, bz € 817]' and Ciy dz € Bl,l
and log 0, (B1,;, B1,;) = Aait.o(f). We note, for use in the third to last inequality in (36), that
(33) log diam(B, ;),logdiam(B;;) <0

which can be seen in the proof of [21, Proposition 4.3]. It follows that under these hy-
potheses, at least (1 — 2¢)n** choices of tuples as in (31) have this property, as well as the
property that if we take

(a1 — 01)(d1 —b) (ax — cx)(dk — by)
= e T =M
N e = dy b —a) T M e = A e — )
for such 7 € T*, then gy(x1,m4, ..., x5, my) # 0. Moreover, by the Pliicker identity

(@i — Cz)( i—bi) e — m,(d" — ai)(ci — bi)
B4 Ml d) ) " )b —a)
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and Propositions 4.1 and 5.1, if n >, 1 and k <., 1, we can assume that z;,m; —
x1,...,TE, mg — xy are e-adelically good. Choose such z1, ..., z, let

P:(ml,ml—xl,...,xk,mk— ij> IP’% K),
and let S be a (1 — ¢)-slice of bad places as in (32). Note that
1+ (Mg — 21) + 22 + (Mo — 22) + - - + 2 + (Mg — 2%) ng,

so P € ‘H where
H:Yi+- -+ Yo =0

in P2, Let S’ be the set of places dividing Zle m; along with those places v such that the

valuation of some z;, my — xy, ..., xx, mp — x) is nonzero. If n >, 1 and k <4 1, then by
Corollary 6.4
(35) Z Tv)\crit,v(f) — N, > _ehcrit(f)-
veS\S
Write
k
ny(P) = logmax < |1y, |m1 — 1|0, - - -, |mEk — Tk|o, |— ij
j=1

Combining (35) with (32) and (33) yields
h(P) —rad(P) > ernv — N, + Z Ty (P) — N,

veS ve(S'\S)
Z (Z rvnv(P) - Nv) - 6hcrit(f)
vesS
1
36 - . B
( ) > (% 2Tv)\cr1t,v(f)> 6hcrlt(f)
Z (1 ; 6) Z Tv)\crit,v(f) - Ehcm't(f)
veEM9\Sy
4
> (1 9 6) hcrit(f)

when n >. 41 and k <4 1. For heie(f) > 1, this contradicts Conjecture 2.1.

Finally, suppose hqic(f) lies below this bound. Then f has a bounded number of places
of bad reduction. If K is a number field, then by [17], heric(f) < ha,(f), where hy, is the
height associated to an embedding of the moduli space M, of degree d rational functions
into projective space. Thus Northcott’s Theorem completes the proof. If K is a function
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field, and f has at least one place of bad reduction, [8, Main Theorem] completes the
proof. Otherwise, f is isotrivial [1, Theorem 1.9]. O
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